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Several days ago I returned from a mission which 
involved discussion with European ministers and chiefs 
of state, and with offic.ers ot: several international 
organizations, covering a.ll .the problem.s and issues which 
jointly concern the United States and Western Europe. 

I thought ! .might share· with you· today some tentative 
observations about where we stand' in relati.on to our 
Western European partners·, al)d some thoughts about where 
we are, and should be, he·aded. 

The first and overwhelming con.clusion which I bring home 
is this: We are entering a · ~ew period in our relations 
with the peoples of Europe. 

The postwar period is ended. The reconstruction of 
Western Europe has been consummated -- far earlier than 
any of us would have dared to hope only 20 years ago • . 

And, lest we lost sight of it, we stand in the position of 
seeing our policies not only vindicated, but a concrete 
success. And since it doesn't happen every day, we ought 
to enjoy it while we have the chance. 

But with the end of the postwar era, both we and our . 
Western European allies face the necessity of adopting 
a new outlook and new habits of thought and action. This 
will not be easy, or always pleasant, to do. 

During the past 20 years, Western Europeans have thought 
of us as their benefactor, their protector, and all too 
often, their demanding senior partner. 

We, in turn, have thought of the Western European nations 
as .friends and allies, but all too often as compliant 
junior partners. 

Now, a new relationship and a new understanding will be 
needed. 

We must recognize that there is a new spirit of "European" 
nationalism -- a nationalism expressing itself as pride 
both in Europe as a whole and in the individual European 
nation states. With this nationalism, and with this pri~ e_ 
we can expect an increasing European sensitivity. 

The question is asked: Where will this new nationalism 
lead? Will it lead to an inward Europe or an outward 
Europe? 

The answer will depend in some part on the way we 
conduct ourselves. 
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We have two choices: One is to look upon this new 
"European" nationalism as not in consonance with our 
interests and to try to maintain the old senior-junior 
partner relationship. 

In my view, this course would lead to the rapid 
disaffection of our allies aQd, ultimately, to the 
isolation of our country ·among its partners. 

The other course -- the course we will and must continue 
to pursue -- is to welcome this increasing spirit of 
"European" nationalism for what it is: The natural 
consequence of our postwar policies ~nd of Western Europe's 
heroic efforts toward self-renewal. 

I believe we must capitalize ·on this spirit. If our 
European partners wish to play a greater and more important 
role in the world, so much the better. But we should not 
be surprised if that role sometimes turns out to be a 
more independent one. 

No self-respecting nation, or group of nations, wishes 
to remain forever in a subsidiary position, or for that 
matter to be reminded of past favors done. 

Therefore, on my mission, I made it clear that we welcome 
Western Europe's new spirit. The task now is not to 
tacitly resist it, but to work with our friends to channel 
it constructively and outwardly. 

On our part, as erstwhile senior partners, this will 
require increasing self-disicipline, and the necessity 
for far greater and deeper consultation than we have 
undertaken with our partners thus far . 

On the European side, this will require a greater sense 
of international responsibility and far-sightedness, 
and less preoccupation with problems which are within 
European borders alone. 

If both we and our European partners can adjust to this 
new era -- and I believe we can -- we have the chance to 
build upon our progress of the past 20 years and to move 
beyond the reconstructive tasks of the postwar period 
into new areas of wider opportunity: I mean,the 
healing of the old wounds and divisions in Europe . . . 
the peaceful reunification of Germany .•. the vital 
effort to halt, and to slow ~own, the madness of the 
international arms race • • • the nurturing of scientific 
and technological innovation •.• the closing of the 
dangerous and widening gap between the rich nations and 
poor •.. and the creation and strengthening of interna
tional institutions for peace. 

* * * 

• . .more . . . 
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Now; I would like to take a few moments with you to 
survey several mat ters which today concern both our 
allies and ourselves, and which I discussed at length 
with the leaders of Western Europe. 

Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty 

As you know , I have devoted a good share of my public 
life to nuclear arms control and disarmament. We are 
now at a critic~l point in, our efforts in those areas 
a point at which f earful weapons of des truction can be 
developed by a .. dozen to 20 countri es, or at which this 
dangerous race may be slowed and , hopefully, halted. 

. . 
We have made it a ~tter of high national priority to 
conclude a non-nucl·ear proliferation treaty. 

But, if it is to be a lasting and effective treaty, it 
must be one which protects the vital interests of all 
those who sign it. · 

While in Western Europe, I discussed at some length 
the provisions and intent of the tentative draft treaty 
now under cons ideration. I found concern among some of 
our allies concerning both the treaty's provisions and 
intent -- concern, I might add, oft en based on misappre
hension or misunderstanding . 

Thi s treaty would not impede peaceful development of 
civilian nuclear technology. It would not deny any 
future Utiifie€1 Europe the means of i ts own nuclear 
defense. It would n'ot lay Western European nations 
open to industrial espionage. 

It would contribute to a mor e stabilized and healthy 
internat ional environment - - an environment in which each 
nation would not have to fear some future nuclear 
blackmail by i ts neighbor. 

I believe that, in a short time, our partners wil l join 
with us in agreed language of a draft treaty. 

We can then sit dcwn with the Sovi et Union, i n the 
framework of the 18-nation disarmament conference , to 
work t .oward an effect ive and lasting final document. 

Kennedy Round 

The Kennedy Round trade negotiation i s also entering 
its final and crucial stage. 

In all the European capitals, and wi t h the EEC Commission, 
I stres sed our full American commit ment to a successful 
Kennedy Round in both the industrial and agricultural 
sectors. 
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I stressed that we have far more than economics at stake 
in this negotiation -- even as important as the economics 

of it are. 

I expressed my belief that, if the Kennedy R::mnd were 
to fall, old forces of reaction and inwardness would be 
unleashed in our country '\!lith effects going far beyond 
international trade. 

I told our European partners that, if the Kennedy Round 
were to fail, we might see attacks following on our 
troop commitments overseas ... on our economic 
assistance to developing countries ... and on the 
whole array of constructive, internationalist policies 
which have helped build a safer and freer world since 
World War II. 

European leaders, by the same token, said that they 
recognized the same forces within their own countries 
and that they too recognized the hi.gh political importance 
of a successful Kennedy Round. 

In my detailed Kennedy Round discussions, I emphasized 
not only the need for access for American farm 
production in 1urope, but als~ for food aid for the 
developing countries. 

There will be a good deal of hard bargaining in these 
next few days , but I believe that we will have a 
successful Kennedy Round, and, as a result, will be 
able to move forward to development of new trade 
policies which not only benefit the industrialized 
countries but really get down to the enduring 
problems of the poor nations. 

NATO 

I emphasized the President's belief that, if we wish 
NATO to continue as a viable instrument for peace and 
peaceful progress, the first priority for both ourselves 
and Western Europe must be to maintain its deterrent 
strength as insurance against disarray in the West 
and temptation in the East. 

All the Atlantic nations -- including our own -
face budgetary or international payments problems. 

But now, as new opportunit i es are apparent in the 
East, it is more important than ever th~we maintain 
both an effective military deterrent and our political 
cohesion. 
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What we have gained so painfully in face of a common 
threat over the past generation, we cannot afford to 
lose at the moment when that threat may final ly seem 
to lessen . 

And that will mea n~ for all of us~ some measure of 
sacrifice--including financial sacrif i ce. 

I res tated t he Presi dent's pledge t hat we were prepared 
to meet our full commitment to NATO, but that others 
must be willing to do the same. I fo~nd a positive 
r esponse and an eagerness to give NATC · new lif e- 
especi a l l y in the areas of nuclear planning and poli t i cal 
consultat i on . 

East-West 

A few weeks ago at Fulton, Missouri~ I looked ahead 
to the time when the Iron Curtain might be r eplaced 
by an open door. I found our Western European partners 
just as eager as we are to purs~e that object i ve. 

There is a deep desire in Western Europe for reconciliation 
with the East. 

I l ook upon this as positive, provided t hat we all move 
East together. 

(:f you'll pardon what a friend of mine calls my 
Wild East analogy~ we stand a far better chance of 
safe ly reaching our Eastern destination if our wagons 
are i n line , and if we mount a reli~ble s hotgun guard, 
than if t he wa~ons set out separately, each i n it s 
own di r ect ion.) 

I also f ound a belief in Western Europe- -one not widely 
he ld even a f ew months ago that our new peaceful 
engagement with the East might · eventually lead, in the 
f uture sometime far ahead, to a peacefully r eunited 
Ger many and settlement in Central Europe. 

Western European Unity 

Now , wha t about the shining new united Western Europe 
for which we held such hope only a few years ago? 

I found a new momentum toward that unity. 

The British Government is clearly committed t o Europe. 
British public opinion is clearly favorable . And five 
of t he six Common Market partners are clearly ready 
t o support a forthright British initiative. 

Bri t i sh entry into the Common Market--and ent ry for 
t he EFTA partners and other European nations--wi ll 
not take place tomorrow. But, for the firs t t i me i n 
a l ong t ime , there was a feeling that it will happen . 
European unity is moving again. -----

For our part~ we welcome this new momentum. But I 
made it equally clear that we regard construction of 
Wes t ern European unity as a business for European 
nations . I can think of nothing which could deter 
this grea t enterprise more effectively t han t o be 
stamped ''Made in America ." 
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MONETARY REFORM 

There was another major ·subj'ec.t discussed during my 
trip : international monetary· policy. 

I am convinced that this .is a fiUbject understood by 
no one , including the experts •. Therefore, I will not 
spend any tiee today trying to convince you of the 
merit s of one or another p~an ~f reform. 

Most of you associate me too greatly with r eform as 
it is. 

However, I will make clear that , ~n international 
monetary policy, we are the op~s· ·who are for reform, 
and I found that most of our p~r~ners are~oo. 

I think we are making some progress · and that, at the 
Rio Conference in September, w.e may finally be able 
to begin to break the log .jam on international liquidity 
with resulting opportunit ies for growth for both the · 
industria lized and developing nations. 

. .. . . . 

Finally--and I am sure you thought I would end this 
speech without mentioning it--~ . will say a word about 
Vietnam. 

Contrary to one or two news reports, I did not embark 
on any Vietnam sales mission. But ·where others raised 
the question of Viet nam1 I outlined our country 1 f 

pol icies and objectives . 

I think it should be understood that the overwhelming 
majority of national leaders with whom I spoke under
stand our presence and objectives in Vietnam. 

If we have problems in Europe concerning Vietnam~ they 
are problems involving some segments of public opinion. 
But I emphasize that they are not problems with the 
people who make decisions and policies on behalf of 
their governments. 

It was not lost on any European national leader that, 
in Vietnam, we are keeping a commitment . But that 
is another speech, and I will not give it here. 

Twenty-years ago, Western Europe lay in ruin~-helpless 
and prostrat e at the end of long and .terrible night. 

How many in this room believed than t hat today we 
would be able to ta lk about the end of the postwar 
period and, eventual ly, the end of the Iron Curtain? 
Yet, we are able to do j us t that . 

If we enter the last third of this century weak~ dis• 
united and uncertain .•. with little or no faith i n 
ourselves or anyone else ..• and with each nation 'going 
its separate way ••• then this. will be the last· cent ury 
for the cause of freedom and self-determination . 

But i f we maint ain in the years ahead tne cohesion, 
the vision, and t he common purpose which we have sustaiiled 
since World War II, I have no doubt that the remainder 
of this century can bring even greater results than 
those of the past 20 years. 
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If we have come this far while our European partners 
have only begun to regain their strength, how far 
can we go when the Atlantic world stands prosperous 
and free as never before? 

* * * 
Now we stand at the threshold of a new age--an age 
in which all of us along the Atlantic basin ... all 
of us who share a common heritage and common values 
will be able to work together toward man's final 
liberation around the world. 

Now we can have the chance to make into living reality 
the words of President Franklin D. Roosevelt in his 
Inaugural Address thirty years ago: 

"The test of our progress is not whether we add more 
to the abundance of those who have too much; it is 
whether we provide enough f or those who have too 
little." 

Now we of the Atlantic family must lift our sights 
to the world beyond that has lain silent and in poverty 
for far too long . 

Let the course ahead be clear. We shall not achieve 
great goals with limited investments. We shall not 
achieve mighty purp oses with petty actions. We will 
not find our way guided by small dreams. 

There is a long road ahead which will test our character 
and our fiber. 

Only one week ago in Punta del Este, Uruguay, President 
Johnson set forth the task that lies ahead for us as 
Americans. 

"We no longer inhabit a new world. We cannot escape 
from our problems 3 as the first Americans could, 
in the vastness of an uncharted hemisphere. If we 
are to grow and prosper; we must faoo . the problems 
of our maturity. And we must do it boldly, wisely-
and now ... 

"The time is now. The responsibility is ours. Let 
us declare the next ten years the Decade of Urgency. 
Let us match our resolve and our resources to the 
common tasks until the dream of a new America is 
accomplished in the lives of all our people." 

President J ohnson set forth our vision of a free and 
peaceful hemisphere. 

In partnership with the nations of the Atlantic, that 
vision can and will be extended to a free and peaceful world. 

#### 
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TO: ~ 
Dorothy Fosdick ~-FROM: 

The Vice President might be 
interested to know that we have 
reprinted his speech of April 21 
in this Subcommittee publication. 
If you want additional copies, we 
will be happy to provide t hem. 
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MAKING EUROPE WHOLE: AN UNFINISHED TASK ' 

By President Lyndon B. Johnson 

ADDRESS TO THE NATIONAL CONFERENCE OF EDITORIAL WRITERS, 
NEw YoRK, OcTOBER 7, 1966 

I remember some years ago Franklin Roosevelt addressed the 
Daughters of the American Revolution. His opening words were not 
"My Friends," but "Fellow Immigrants." 

And he was right. Most . of our fathers came from Europe-East or 
West, North or South. They settled in London, Kentucky; Paris, 
Idaho; and Rome, New York. Chicago, with Warsaw, is one of the 
great Polish cities of the world. And New York is the second capital 
of half the nations of Europe. That is the story of our country. 

Americans and all Europeans share a connection which transcends 
political differences. We are a single civiliza~ion; we share a common 
destiny; our future is a common challenge. 

Today two anniversaries especially remind us of the interdependence 
of Europe and America. · 

-On September 30, seventeen years ago, the Berlin airlift ended. 
-On October 7, three years ago, the nuclear test ban treaty was 

ratified. 
There is a healthy balance here. It is no accident. It reflects the 

balance the Atlantic allies have tried to maintain between strength 
and conciliation, between firmness and flexibility, between resolution 
and hope. 

The Berlin airlift was an act of measured firmness. Without that 
firmness, the Marshall Plan and the recovery of Western Europe 
would have been impossible. 

That hopeful and progressive achievement, the European Economic 
Community, could never have been born. 

The winds of change which are blowing in Eastern Europe would 
not be felt today. 

All these are the fruits of our determination. 
The test ban treaty is the fruit of our hope. With more than 100 

other signers we have committed ourselves to advance from deter
rence through terror toward a more cooperative international order. 
We must go forward to banish all nuclear weapons-·and war itself. 

A just peace remains our goal. But we know that the world is 
changing. Our policy must reflect the .reality of today- not yesterday. 
In every part of the world, new forces are at the gates: new countries, 
new aspirations, new men. In this spirit, let us look ahead to the 
tasks that confront the Atlantic nations. · 

Europe has been at peace since 1945. But it is ·a restless peace- 
shadowed by the threat of violence. 

Europe is partitioned. An unnatural line runs through the heart of 
a great and proud nation. History warns us that until this harsh 
division has been resolved, peace in Europe will not be secure. 

1 
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We must turn to one of the great unfinished tasks of our generation: 
making Europe whole. "' 

Our purpose is not to overturn other governments, but to help the 
people of Europe to achieve: 

-a continent in which the peoples of Eastern and Western Europe 
work together for the common good; . 

-a continent in which alliances do not confront each other m 
bitter hostility, but provide a framework in which West and East 
can act together to assure the security of all. 

In a restored Europe, Germany can and will be united. 
This remains a vital purpose of American policy. It can only be 

accomplished through a growing reconciliation. There is no shortcut. 
We must move ahead on three fronts: 
-First, to modernize NATO and strengthen other Atlantic institu-

tions. , 
--Second, to further the integration of the Western European 

community. 
-Third, to quicken progress in East-West relations. 
Let me speak to each in turn. 

VITALITY OF THE ATLANTIC ALLIANCE 

I. Our first concern is to keep NATO strong and abreast of the 
times. ' . · 

The Atlantic alliance has proved its vitality. Together, we have 
faced the threats to peace which have confronted us-and we shall 
meet those which may confront us in the future. 

Let no one doubt the American commitment. We shall not unlearn 
the lesson of the thirties, when isolation and withdrawal were our 
share in the common disaster. 

We are committed, and will remain firm. 
But the Atlantic alliance is a living organism. It must adapt to 

changing_ conditions. . . . 
Much Is already bemg done to modermze Its structures: 
--We are streru;nlining NATO command arrangements;. 
-We are moving to establish a permanent nuclear planmng com-

mittee; 
--We are increasing 'the speed and certainty of supply across the 

Atlantic. 
HoYvever, we must do more. · 
The alliance must become a forum for increasingly close consulta

tions. These should cover the full range of joint concerns-from 
East-West relations to crisis management. . 

The Atlantic aHiance is the central instrument of the Atlantic 
community. But it is n?t the only one. Through oth~r instituti<;ms 
the nations of the Atlantic are hard at work on constructive enterpnse. 

In the Kennedy Round, we are negotiating with t~e other Free 
World nations to reduce tariffs everywhere. Our goal IS to free the 
trade of the world from arbitrary and artificial constraints. 

We are also engaged on the problem of international monetary 
reform. 

We are exploring how best to develop science and technology as a 
common resource. Recently the Italian Government has sugge~ted 
an approach to narrowing the gap in technology between the Umted 
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States 9:nd Wester~ Europe. That proposa.l deserves careful study. 
The Umted States Is ready to cooperate With the European nations 
on all aspects of this problem. 

Last, and perhaps most important, we are working together to 
accelerate the growth of the developing nations. It is our common 
bus~ness to h~lp the_millions in t~ese natio?s improve their standards 
of life. The nch natwns cannot hve as an Island of plenty in a sea of 
poverty. 

Thus, while the institutions of the Atlantic community are ()'rowing 
so are the tasks which face us. "' ' 

PURSUIT OF FURTHER UNITY IN THE WEST 

. II. Second among our tasks is the vigorous pursuit of ftirther unity 
m the West. 

To pursue that unity is neither to postpone nor neglect the search 
for peace. There are good reasons for this: 

· -A united Western Europe can be our equal partner in helping to 
build a peaceful and just world order; 
. .~A. united Western Europe can move more confidently in peaceful 
Initiatives toward the East; 

- Unity can provide a framework within which a unified Germany 
could be a full partner without arousing ancient fears. 

We look forward to. the expansion and further strengthening of 
the European commumty. The obstacles are great. But perseverance 
has already reaped larger rewards than any of us dared hope 20 
years ago. 
. The <:mtlines ?f the new Euroge are clearly discernible. I tis a stronger, 
~ncreasmg~y umted _but open Europe-with Great Britain a part of 
It-and with close ties to America. · 

I:MPROVING THE EAST-WEST ENVIRONMENT 

III. One great goal of a united West is to heal the wound in Europe 
which now cuts East from West and brother from brother. 

That division must be healed peacefully. It must be healed with the 
c~nsent of Eastern European countries and the Soviet Union. This 
will happen only as East and West succeed in building a surer foun
dation of mutual trust. 

Nothin~ is more _important for peace. We must improve the East
West envrronment m order to achieve the unification of Germany in 
the context of a larger peaceful and prosperous Europe. _ 

Our task is to achieve a reconciliation with the East- a shift from 
the narrow concept of coexistence to the broader vision of peaceful 
engagement. 

Americans are prepared to do their part. Under the last four Presi
dents, our policy toward the Soviet Union has been the same. Where 
necessary, we shall defend freedom; where possible we shall work 
with the East to build a lasting peace. ' 

We do not intend to let our differences on Vietnam or elsewhere 
prevent us from exploring all opportunities. We want the Soviet 
U~ion and tl:.e nations of Eastern Europe to know that we and our 
alhes shall go step by step with them as far as they are willing to 
advance. 
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Let us-both Americans and Europeans-intensify our efforts. 
We seek healthy economic and cultural relations with the Com

munist states. 
-I am asking for early congressional action on the U.S.-Soviet 

consular agreement. 
-We intend to press for legislative authority to ne~otiate trade 

agreements which could extend most-.favored-nation tanff treatment 
to European Communist states. 

And I am today announcing these new steps: 
-We will reduce export controls on East-West trade with respect 

to hundreds of nonstrategic items. 
-I have today signed a determination that will allovv· the Export

Import Bank to guarantee Gommercial credits to four additional 
Eastern European countries-Poland, Hungary, Bulgaria, and 
Czechoslovakia. This is good business. And it will help us build bridges 
to Eastern Europe. 

-The Secretary of State is reviewing the possibility of easing the 
burden of Polish debts to the United States through expenditures 
of our Polish currency holdings which would be mutually beneficial 
to both countries. 

- The Export-Import. Bank is prepared to finance American ex
ports for the Soviet-Italian Fiat auto plant. 

-We are negotiating a civil air a~eement with ihe Soviet Union. 
This will facilitate tourism in both directions. 

-This summer the American Government took additional steps 
to liberalize travel to Communist countries in Europe and Asia. 
We intend to liberalize these rules still further. 

-In these past weeks the Soviet Union and the United States 
have begun to exchange cloud photographs taken from weather 
satellites. 

In these and many other ways, ties with the East will be strength
ened-by the United States and by other Atlantic nations. 

Agreement on a broad policy to this end should be sought in existing 
Atlantic organs. 

The principles which should govern East-West relations are now 
being discussed in the North Atlantic CounciL 

The OECD [Organization for Economic Cooperation and Develop
ment] can also play an important part in trade and contacts with the 
East. The Western nations can there explore ways of inviting the 
Soviet Union and the Eastern European countries to cooperate in 
tasks of common interest and common benefit. 

Hand in hand with these steps to increase East-West ties must go 
measures to remove territorial and border disputes as a source of 
friction in Europe. The Atlantic nations oppose the use of force to 
change existing frontiers . 

ENDING THE BITTER LEGACY OF WORLD WAR II 

The maintenance of old enmities is not in anyone's interest. Our aim 
is a true European reconciliation. We must make this clear to the 
East. 

Further, it is our policy to avoid the spre!l.d of national nuclear 
programs-in Europe and elsewhere. That is why we shall persevere in 

I I 
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efforts to reach a"l agreement banning the proliferation of nuclear 
weapons . 
. We seek a stable military situation in Europe-one in which ten-

siOns can be lowered. · 
To. this end, the United States will continue to play its part in 

effective_ Western deterrence. To weaken that deterrence might create 
temptatiOns and endanger peace. 

The Atlantic allies will continue together to study what strength 
NATO ne_eds, in ligh_t of changing technology and the current threat. 

Reduction of SoVIet forces in Central Europe would, of course, 
affect the extent of the threat. 

If _cha!lging circumstances s~ould lead to a gradual and balanced 
reVIsiOn 10 force levels on both sides, the revision could-together with 
the_ ~ther st~ps that I have mentioned-help gradually to shape a new 
political enVIronment. 

The building of true peace and reconciliation in Europe will be a 
long process. 
T~e bonds between the U:nited States and its Atlantic partners 

provide the stre!lgth on which the world's security depends. Our 
mterdependence Is complete. 

Our goal, in Europe and elsewhere, is a just and secure peace. It 
can ~ost surely be achieved by common action. To this end, I pledge 
Amerwa's best efforts: 

-to achieve a new thrust for the alliance; . 
-to support _movement toward We~tern_ European unity ; 
-and to bnng about a far-reachmg rmprovement in relations 

between East and West. 
Our object is to end the bitter legacy of World War II. 
Success will bring the day closer when we have fully secured the 

peace in Europe, and in the world. 

[NATO Letter, October 1966] 

THE OBJECTIVE OF NATO COOPERATION 

By Halvard Lange 

(Minister of Foreign Affairs, Norway, 1946--1965) 

The French decision to withdraw from the integrated NATO 
defense s~ste.m has brought t? a h~ad the whole question of the form 
and functwmng of the Atlantic Alliance. It is now for the other mem
ber coun~ries to make .U.P their minds how they envisage future NATO 
cooperatiOn. The deCisiOns taken today will be felt long after the 
first twenty years of the 1949 Treaty have expired. The fourteen part
ners of _France have agreed to continue their collaboration along the 
broad ~me~ pur~ued so ff!-r. A balanced common defense system will 
be mamtamed m peacetrme, supported by an integrated command 
system and jointly financed infrastructure. 

It is essential, especially from the point of view of the smaller mem
be_r co~ntries, that these basic principles should be maintained. Cer
tamly m the case of my own country, Norway, the only solution to 
our security problem is an international, or Allied, one. Under present 
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conditions responsibility for nuclear deterrence rests almost solely 
with the United States. The ability of the USA to retaliate effectively 
in case of aggression, and the credibility of her deterrent, combined
with the conventional forces of the Alliance as a whole, still remain 
the most effective guarantee against war in the North Atlantic area. 
This- guarantee, and the physical presence of American troops in 
Europe, give the European member countries the security they need 
to carry out a fearless policy vis-a-vis the Soviet Union and the other 
Communist-governed countries of Eastern Europe. 

The change in the situation in Western Europe as compared with 
that of the early postwar years is very striking. Europe, which used 
to be the focal point of pohtical conflict, has become relatively speak
ing the world's most stable area. Despite such unresolved problems 
as Berlin, no responsible authorities believe that there is any short
term danger of war in Europe. Against this background there are 
new opportunities for econonnc and cultural contacts and cooperation 
between Eastern and Western Euro~e. Looking further ahead we see 
the possibility of greater understandm~ and even gradual solutions of 
security problems by controlled reductiOn of military activity on both 
sides. General de Gaulle is of course right in saying that the situation 
has changed considerably since 1949. But I am convinced that the 
institutionally based and integrated cooperation which he rejects has 
been-and remains-a decisive factor in bringing about the improve
ments we are now witnessing. 

This being said, I readily admit that other factors have played their 
part. Above all, by attaining the status of a nuclear su_eer power the 
Soviet Union has acquired a new sense of her responsibilities and her 
leaders recognize that nuclear war must be avoided. Important changes 
in the social structure of the USSR and Eastern Europe, brought 
about by industrialization, have also occurred. The demand by the new 
educated classes for material welfare, ~eater personal security and 
more contact with the outside world Is bound to influence foreign 
as well as domestic policy. By world standards the Communist coun
tries of Europe are gradually entering the circle of wealthy nations. 
This partly accounts for the existing tension between them and China, 
who wants to make herself the spokesman of the world's vast majority 
of poor and coloredpeoples. 

Opinions may differ as to the relative importance of these various 
factors in bringing about a change in the relations between members 
of NATO and those of the Warsaw Pact. But I fail to see how there 
can be any doubt that North Atlantic solidarity and the common 
defense system remain necessary for the continued balance and stabil
ity of power. In spite of all the changes, Communist ideology with 
its emotional appeal to revolutionary sentiments still represents an 
element of uncertainty and puts limitations upon the detente we so 
desire. The realities of power are still decisive elements in the thinking 
of Soviet leaders and those of the other Communist countries. The 
Atlantic security system is perhaps the most important of these 
realities. 

The North Atlantic Treaty was made for defense; military coopera
tion is its primary purpose. But the NATO defense sy~tem is of an 
entirely different character from the ancient power alhances which 
General de Gaulle appears to favor. It was the idea of an Atlantic 
community in the broader sense that inspired the founders of the 
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Treaty. By Article 2: the member countries are committed to further 
the development ?f peace~ul ~nd. friendly international relations by 
stre~~thenmg their . free mstitutwns, by promoting conditions of 
s~ability and well-bemg and by eliminating conflicts in their interna
tiOnal economic policies. The question put to the Committee of 
Three by the NATO Council ten years ago was what could be d(me 

. to meet these c.ommitments in the nonmilitary field. The Committee 
conclud~d that nnp~oved cooperation in the political field was essential. 
Ec~nomiC cooJ;>era~wn was already covered by other existing inter
natwnal orgamzatwns such as the OEEC and GATT. This is even 
more true today-true also in the scientific and cultural fields. 

Howe~er, .today as in 1956, the need for an improvement in political 
co.opera.twn Is t~e sam!'~. The Alliance should be better able to deal with 
cntical.mternatwnal situations. More positively, it should contribute 
to solvmg the problems which create tension between ourselves and 
w· ars~~:w Pact countries. It sh~mld also constantly seek practical ways 
to ach_ieve arms control and disarmament. Such thoughts have been in 
~he mm~s.of ~any of ~hose who ~all fo_r NATO's adaptation to chang
mg conditiOns m a penod of relative detente between East and West in 
Europe. To !l-Iter t?e ."!Ilachinery': is far less. import~nt than to develop 
a set. ?f pohcy prwnties and attitudes which are m accord with new 
conditiOns. 

SPECIAL POSITION 

The main problem in the relations between France and the other 
~uropean. countries is the leading part played by the United States 
m the Alhanc~. This special position is recognized by the other mem
bers ~s a l<?~ICal and natural consequence of the predominance of 
Amepcan nnlitary power and economic resources. There are of course 
considerable shf!-des of difference in the attitudes of the' Europea~ 
memb~r countnes towards the role of the United States. Small 
countnes may, perhaps, accept America's s:pecial position more readily 
than those who have be~ind th!'lm a Ion~ h~story as great powers. But 
France ~lone has made It a pomt of prmciple to challenge American 
leadership. 

OnlJ: the United States can deal with the Soviet Union on a basis 
of pa~Ity . However, f?r US diplomacy to be fully effective, it is 
essentia),for the 4-mencan G?verm;nent to. be fully ~'yare 9;lways of 
the positiOns and mterests of Its Alli~s. In tnnes of cnsis, Allied views 

-' should be made ~own to the maxnnum extent possible and early 
enough to be .considered before definite positions are taken. I think 
that a ~u.ggestwn made by Mr. Alastair Buchan in his recent booklet 
on "Crisis .Ma~agement" published by the Atlantic Institute is well 
~vorth considermg. He proposes that a forum be established in Wash
mgton for emergency policy planning. It is in my view important 
that member gov~rnment~ keep the.ir Perman.ent Representatives to 
the N ~rth. AtlantiC Council fully bnefed and m a position to discuss 
authontatively both short- and }?ng-term policy problems. These 
delegates s~ould perhaJ?~ have politiCal rather than diplomatic status. 
. In ad!1ptmg the. J?OhtiCal function~ng of the Alliance to changing 
mternatwnal conditiOns I do not thmk that the arrangements with 
regard to the responsibility for nuclear deterrence should be funda
mentally altered. Any basic changes in this field are bound to be 
unfortunate from the point of view both of East/West detente and of 
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efforts to prevent nuclear proliferation. Whatever one may think of 
the motives behind, and the validity of, Soviet contentions that proj
ects such as the MLF would tend to spread nuclear weapons and pave 
the way for Germany to become a nuclear power, it is true that so far 
these projects have made it more difficult to reach an agreement o~ 
nonproliferation. I note with satisfaction that there now appears to 
be much greater emphasis on the need for a nonproliferation treaty 
and more readiness to solve, in a less controversial way than so far 
envisaged, the question of the influence of European NATO members 
on nuclear policy. 

In view of the worldwide responsibilities and interests of the United 
States, it is hardly surprising that considerable sections of Americ~~;n 
opinion expect solidanty on the part of NATO members even m 
conflicts ·outside the North Atlantic area. The crisis centers have 
shifted from the areas where they were concentrated seventeen years 
ago, to Asia, Africa, and Latin America. The Allies of the United 
States within the Alliance have not felt committed to practical military 
solidarity with the USA in the Vietnam war, and only some of them 
have been willing to identify themselves fully with the US political 
position there. There is of course no Treaty commitment to solidarity 
except in case of aggression against a member country within the 
area defined by the Treaty. World peace -is, however, indivisible and 
it is in everybody's interest that political consultation and exchange 
of informatiOn should not be limitBd geographically. Nevertheless, 
because of the limitation of both the resources and the interests of 
other member countries, if for no other reason, there is a regional 
limitation upon the commitment to take common action. 

NATO is no worldwide organization; nor is it in any way an orga
nized ideological crusade against Communism. As far as interna
tional organizations are concerned, it is elsewhere, above all in the 
United Nations, that the members of the Alliance take their positions 
with regard to current or potential conflicts in other parts of the world. 
It is good that policies of member countries should be coordinated 
to the extent compatible with different national interests and views. 
But it would serve no purpose for NATO to act as a bloc in questions 
not affecting the secunty of the North Atlantic area. 

INCREASED DETENTE 

In my view, efforts to assure common policies b.y way of consultation 
should above all concentrate on questions which are directly relevant 
to the peace and security of the Alliance, such as relations with the 
Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, disarmament and arms control. 
The objective of political cooperation during the next few years 
should be to formulate effective policies for an increased detente in our 
relations with the Soviet Union and her Allies-policies which may 
one day lead to a solution for Europe's political problems and a 
reduction of both nuclear and conventional armaments. 

I 
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[" News From The German Embassy" , December 16, 1966, Vol. 10, No. i5] 

GOVERNMENT DECLARATION TO THE BUNDESTAG, 
DECEMBER 13, 1966 

(Foreign policy sections) 

By Chancellor Kurt-Georg Kiesinger 

9 

That peace may be preserved is the hope of all nations, and the 
German Nation desires this no less than others. The will to preserve 
peace and to promote international understanding is, therefore, the 
first word and the primary concern of this Government's foreign 
policy. It is true that it is the purpose of every foreign policy to 
serve the interests of the Nation, but in a world in which the destinies 
of nations are so closely bound up with each other, nobody is per
mitted to divest himself of his share in the responsibility for this 
world and the peace of this world. 

The German Government advocates a consistent and effective 
peace policy apt to remove political tension and to check the arms 
race. We shall cooperate in any proposal for armaments control, for 
a reduction of armaments, and disarmament. The Federal Republic 
has given an undertaking to its partners in the alliance to renounce 
the production of atomic weapons, and has in that respect sub
mitted to international controls. We seek neither national control 
nor national ownership of atomic weapons. 

We are determined to maintain relations with all nations, based 
on understanding, on mutual confidence, and the will to cooperation. 

RELATIONS WITH THE SOVIET UNION 

This applies also to our relationship with the Soviet Union, although 
our relations are still under the strain of the unsolved problem of 
reunification of our people. During our visit to Moscow in 1955 I was 
one of those who strongly advocated the establishment of diplomatic 
relations between the Federal Republic and the Soviet Umon. The 
development of these relations has certainly disappointed the expec
tations on both sides. But this should not be a reason for us to reduce 
~:mr eff?rts to achieve an understanding step by step and to nurture 
mcreasmg mutual confidence. 

In my last speech before the Bundestag in Berlin on October 1, 
1958, I said that the Germans harbored neither ill-will nor hatred 
towards the peoples of th....e Soviet Union; that, on the contrary, they 
wanted to live side by side with them on peaceful and good-neighborly 
terms, and that they did not think of interfering with the internal 
affairs of the Soviet Union. In connection with the reunification of 
Germany, which might seem to the Russians to present problems 
difficult to solve, political wisdom and a farsighted determination to 
promote understanding on all sides would surely surmount such diffi
culties. This is still my conviction today. And this Government will 
act according to this conviction. The previous Federal Government 
in its peace note of last March offered an exchange of declarations 
renouncing the use of force also tq the Soviet Union, in order to make 
it clear once again that it did not seek to attain our aims by other 
than peaceful means. The Federal Government today repeats this 
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offer which was addressed also to ·the other Eastern European coun
tries. It is prepared to include in this offer the unsolved problem of 
the division of Germany. In ordet to establish the preconditions for · 
future successful discussions and negotiations, we hope through the 
development of our economic, intellectual and cultural relations 
steadily to further and to deepen our mutual understanding and trust. 

RELATIONS WITH THE OTHER COUNTRIES IN EASTERN EUROPE 

Germ~ was for centuries the bridge between Western and Eastern 
Europe. We should like to fulfill this mission also in our time. We are 
anxious to improve relations with those of our eastern neighbors who 
share our desrre in all fields of economic, cultural, and political life 
arid to establish diplomatic relations wherever this is possible under the 
circumstances. 

Large sectors of the German people very much want reconciliation 
with Poland whose sorrowful history we have not forgotten and whose 
desire ultimately to live in a territory with secure boundaries we now, 
in view of the present lot of our own divided people, understand better 
than in former times. But the boundaries of a reunified Germany can 
only be determined in a settlement freely agreed upon with an All
German Government, a settlement that should establish the basis for 
a lasting and peaceful good-neighborly relationship agreed to by both 
nations. 

The German people also wish to come to an understanding with 
Czechoslovakia. The Federal Government condemns Hitler's policy 
which was aimed at destroying the Czechoslovakian State. It shares the 
view that the Munich Agreement which came into being as the result 
of the threat to use force, is no longer valid. Nevertheless there still 
exist problems requiring a solution such as, for instance, that of the Law 
of Nationality. We are aware of our obligation to take care of our Sude
ten German countrymen and all other expellees and refugees and we 
are taking that obligation seriously. Just as the Czechoslovakians had 
previously, these people have suffered bitter sorrow and injustice. The 
Federal Government wishes to close this sad chapter in the history of 
our two nations and to establish with Czechoslovakia good-neighborly 
relations based on mutual trust. 

RELATIONS WITH THE UNITED STATES 

We are closely associated with the United States of America by 
many and varied friendly relations and within the framework of the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organization which we are very anxious to see 
consolidated and developed in keeping with present-day requirements. 
This Government will not forget any of the extensive measures of 
assistance which the United States has afforded us in the past two 
decades. 

It is aware that its alliance with the United States and the other 
parties to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization is still of vital 
importance to it today and in the foreseeable future. Every alliance is 
only worth so much and has so much cohesion as the mutual confi
dence of each partner that the other will show understanding and 
consideration for its vital interests. That applies equally to the 
relations existing between the United States and us. Perhaps, in the 
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past year,_ we hav~ sometim.es put too much emphasis on our own trials 
an~ wornes and mterests m our relations with the United States
whiCh, of cours~, was understan_dable in view of our position as the 
weaker and afflicted partner-without realizin()' however that a bi()' 
power like the United States also has its wor~ies and p;oblems and 
~xpec~s to fi!!d understandi_ng and, if possible, support on the part of 
Its all_u;s. This powerful !latwn has almost against its own will got into 
a positiOn that engages It in all continents. We should not forget this 
a!ld sho~ld consider in. '~~at way we can share more resolutely than 
hitherto m the responsibility for the preservation of world peace. 

DESIRE FOR A UNITED EUROPE 

Ev~ry European country willing to do so should of course admit 
that Its own strength is limited, and that the European ~ations 
could render a mu~h m_ore effective coll:t~ibution to world peace and 
the welfare of natwns I~ they were to JOlll forces with one another. 
We are, th~r~fore, c<;mvmced that the economic and political union 
of Europe Is m the mterests of the European nations as much as 
that of the United Sta~es. An~ I v~nture to express the hope that 
eventually 9:lso the Soviet. Un~on Will regard such a united Europe 
as an essential factor c·ontributmg to world peace. To some this may 
seem too bold a hope, but the magnitude of our task requires us to 
have the courage to plan ahead, beyond all present-day worries and 
problems, for a future peaceful order on this planet. 

But we do not _want to use the desire for a united Europe as an 
~xcuse for neglectiJ?.g to do what we can do now. This Government 
IS t~erefore d~termmed to make its contribution towards a just and 
lastmg peace m a manner appropriate to the vi()'or and capabilities 
of our people. · o 

The existing Eurofean Communities, which the precedin()' Govern
ments of _the Federa Republic have supported with steadfa~t energy, 
have achieved great progress. We shall exert our influence in favor 
of th~ co_nsis.ten~ development of the European Economic Community 
and Its mstltutwns. The Community of the Six should be open to 
all t_hose European States who agree with its aims. We should in 
partiCul~r be gratified if Great Britain and other EFTA countries 
were to be.come mem~ers of the EUI'opean Communities. ' 

Progressively we w1sh to develop and deepen our relations with 
Great Britain . . We shall continue to carry on close and trustful 
cooperation. with Italy. This applies in the same degree to the Nether
lands, Belgmm, and Luxembourg. This Government will urge that 
hand in hand with the i~ternal development of the Common Market; 
!1 '':orld-open trade policy should be pursued. It will therefore use 
Its mfluence for a successful conc]usion of the Kennedy Round. 

FRENCH-GERMAN RELATIONS 

As. to th_e future of ~_urope, the development of Franco-German 
relatwns Will play a dec~s1~e role. :rhe pea~eful order in Europe hoped 
for by East and West Is mconcmvable Without a close and trustful 
relatio?ship betwee!l G:ermany 9:nd France. Farseeing statesmen in 
our nmghbor:-countries, m the Umted States and in the Soviet Union, 
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have recognized this elementary fact, although from different points 
of view. 

In its attitude towards France, the Federal Government is guided 
by the following considerations: 

1) The facts of European geography and the balance sheet ~f . the 
history of our continent make apparent under present day c~nditwns 
a specially high degree of identity of interest of our two natwns and 
countries. 

2) Together with France, the oldest ally of America in Europe, we 
regard a firm alliance between the free and united nations of Europe 
and the United States of America as indispensable, even if the 
structure of this alliance may be shaped in future in view of a chang
ing world. We refuse to be persuaded into a false and dangerous 
alternative to this choice. . . · · 

3) Together· with France, we support the restoration. of a Europe!1n 
. family of nations which has grown up throughout history, ·an fl;liD 

which includes the termination of the tearing apart of our natwn 
which is unnatural and in defiance of history. 

4) The Franco-German cooperation which we desire is not directed 
against any other nation. Rather it is the point of crystallization of 
a PC!licy the a~ of which is the unificati?n of Euro~e .. ~t_is indispen~a
ble if Europe IS to become a partner sharmg respons~bih~Ies. A ste~~Ily 
growing convergence of German and French pohcy Is a conditiOn 
necessary for that Europe which speaks with one voice, as called for 
by American statesmen. Europe can only be built with France and 
Germany, but not without one or the other and by no means against 
one of the two countries. What is important is that concepts involving 
practical steps should be pursued uncompromisingly. What is desir
able must not be allowed to prevent what is possible, 

5) Franco-German cooperation in as many fields as possible will be 
of the greatest value for efforts to improve relations with our East 
European neighbors. . 

6) For all these reasons, the Federal Government Wishes to make as 
much concrete use as possible of the opportunities for coordinating 
mutual policies afforded by the Franco-German treaty signed on 
January 22, 1963, and will make appropriate proposals. 

The peculiar situations of our two nations will show differences of 
interest and views in the future as well, yet the Federal Government 
is convinMd that such problems carry less weight than the need for 
economic, technological, cultural, military and political cooperation in 
ever-widening spheres, a need which is imperative for the future of 
our two peoples and of Europe. 

. . 
REUNIFICATION AND RELATIONS WITH THE EAST ZONE 

We are grateful to our allies for supporting our standpoint in the 
question of our divided nation and of Its right of self-determination. 
The political circumstances have so far prevented the unification of 
our country. And there is still no foreseeing when this aim will be 
achieved. Even in our efforts to solve this problem, which is so vital 
to our people, we wish to promote peace and understanding; we are 
not frivolous troublemaJiers, for our aim is to ren;tove on the ?~sis of 
peace and understanding that very source of tenswn, the partitiOn of 
Germany, which is also the partition of Europe, and to restore to our 
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people its peace of mind and its peace with the world. The present 
Federal Government, too, considers itself the only German Govern
ment to have been freely, lawfully, and democratically elected and 
therefore entitled to speak for all German_s. This does not mean that 
we want to treat in a patronizing manner our countrymen in the other 
part of Germany who cannot freely decide their own destiny. We wish 
to do our utmost to prevent the two parts of our nation from drifting 
apart as long as the country is divided; we wish to ease the situation, 
not harden it; we wish to bridge the gulfs, not deepen them. That is 
why we wish to do all we can to encourage human, economic and 
cultural relations with our countrymen in the other part of Germany. 

Where this requires the establishment of contacts between authori
ties of the FederatRepublic and of those in the other part of Germany 
it does not imply any recognition of a second German State. We shall 
treat each case on its merits and in such a way that world public 
opinion cannot gain the impression that we are abandoning our legal 
standpoint. . . 

The Federal Government is endeavoring to expand internal German 
trade, which is no foreign trade. It will at the same time seek to provide 
wider opportunities for granting credit and will consider certain 
organizational means of strengthening inner German contacts. 

The Federal Government will do everything in its power to make 
sure that Berlin remains a part of the Federal Republic, and will ex
amine with the Senate and the protecting powers how Berlin's econ
omy and status in our legal structure can be strengthened. 

We desire to do all that is possible for the welfare of the people in 
divided Germany, and to make possible all that needs to be done. 

RELATIONS WITH OTHER STATES 

As regards our foreign policy, we shall preserve and cultivate all our 
good traditional relations with many nations all over the · world. 

Since the last war many new states have emerged in Asia and Africa 
and are now struggling to create internal stability and consolidate 
their economies. The German people, especially the young people, are 
following this development with keen interest and sympathy. Our 
policy, aware of its responsibility for ensuring a just and lasting 
peace in the world, requires that we should do our best to assist these 
nations in establishing their economic and political existence within 
the limits set by our own resources. This also ap.Plies to the countries 
of Latin America. When we think of this objective we remember the 
great amount of assistance we ourselves and other European countries 
received after the last world war under the Marshall Plan. 

I regret to say that there- are at present ten Arab States with whom 
we do not have diplomatic relations. But we are confident that the 
traditionally good cooperation with those countries will soon be re
sumed and further developed in our mutual interest. 

The name of our people has been abused by those who committed 
terrible crimes against Jewish people. Those crimes made our rela
tionship with Israel problematic and difficult, but it has been improved 
and fostered by the establishment of diplomatic relations. The Federal 
Government intends to continue this policy. . 

In this Government statement it was deeided not to divide the 
whole range of political tasks jnto various sections, as has been the 
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custom in the past. It is a policy statement by a Government that 
has emerged not from a brilliant ~lectio? victory but from a cris~s 
which our people have been followmg w1th de~p ~oncern. But 1t 1s 
precisely this fact which gives it its strength, namely the strength to 
decide what has to be decided without regard for any interest other 
than the common weal, or, I do not hesitate to say, our nation and 
fatherland. 

This hour does not herald the birth of a new nationalism in Germany, 
not in this Government, not in this august House, not in our people. 
Even in the recent landtag elections the overwhelming majority of 
voters, in Hesse 92.1 percent and in Bavaria 92.6 percent, pledged 
their support for the democratic parties which in the last two dec!ldes 
have built a democratic state and integrated the Federal Repubhc of 
Germany in the European, the Western family of nations, whose 
ideals and political ethos we share. 

[NATO Letter, February 1967] 

EAST-WEST RELATIONS AND THE EUROPEAN PROBLEM 

By George Brown 

(Secretary of State for Foreign Affairs, Great Britain) 

FRoM SPEECH TO THE INTERNATIONAL PuBLISHING CoRPORA'riON 
CoNFERENCE oF EuROPEAN EDITORS 

Sir Isaiah Berlin was recently quoted as saying that he did not 
think it was necessary for statesmen to have a great knowledge of 
history. I agree, but if it is not necessary for politicians to be his
torians, it is surely necessary that they should have a sense of history. 
One can hardly make sense of present-day Europe, or help to build 
the Europe of tomorrow, unless one has a feeling for the great his
torical forces which have brought it where it is today. 

In talking of East-West relations, I have found myself coming 
straight away to the subject of Europe. This is not because I think 
of East-West relations as bounded by the frontiers of Europe itself. 
As 11 matter of fact I am rather suspicious of the words East-West 
relations. This has become a formula both too convenient and poten
tially misleading. What it must not come to be is some theoretical 
concept, a slogan which we think has a value in itself, without con
sidering what it means in practice. What I take the expression to 
mean is a great complex of relations, some of them institutional but 
most of them at present bilateral ,r which link the European Com
munist countries and the countrie~· ef what is generally known as the 
West. 

One fact affects the whole complex of relations. This is the massive 
industrial and military power of the United States and the Soviet 
Union. It is also a fact that a war between these two countries would 
mean the end of Europe and of much besides. Fortunately since there 
is evidently a strong dtsposition-to put it mildly-on the part of both 
the United States and the Soviet Union not to engage in war with 
each other, the comprehensive and final nature of their military 
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strength does not have the inhibiting effect on East-West relations 
which -might at first sight be expected. 

It would be otherwise if the balance were to be seriously upset, 
whether this resulted from developments within those two countriet;;, 
or developments elsewhere in the world \vhich obliged the United 
States and the Soviet Union to revise their present attitudes. But 
while this fact of American and Russian power cannot be denied or 
ignored, it need not, and as we have seen, it does not, prevent the 
countries in East and West from developing their relations, and thus 
reshaping the vast community of which we are all members. Europe 
remains the focal point of those relations. 

I am not going to define Europe as stretching from the Atlantic to 
the Urals. This involves an act of partition which I am sure would 
hardly commend itself to our friends in Moscow, though it might be 
viewed with favor in Peking. Europe cannot be defined simply in 
geographical terms. European culture and European ide~~:s about 
society, links of history and shared interests: all these make 1t unreal 
to sto:p short at the Atlantic or at the Eastern frontiers of Poland. 
Our fnends in North America are an extension of Europe, if they will 
forgive me for so describing them. And who can say, other than in a 
strictly geographical sense, just where the Soviet Union ceases to be 
European? 

But there are some points to be made about Europe, defined in the 
geographical sense. One point is that, while history has taught us 
some of the right lessons, it has also taught us some wrong ones. 
In the popular mind, and that includes!oliticians, history is so often 
a catalog of what one comes to regar as other people's vices and 
our own virtues. The experience and memories of livmg generations 
become formalized into so-called eternal truths. Enmity between 
Britain and France was once thought to be one of these eternal 
so-called truths. I suppose the same was true of Poland and Russia, 
but nowadays we recognize life as much more complicated and sophis
ticated, and no one thinks in those terms any longer. 

GERMANY 

But surely the dislike and fear which some countries feel about 
Germany is another example · of out-of-date history being a bad 
teacher. So many people have suffered in the past half-century in the 
wars with Germany that it is not surprising that this dominates 
their feelings. But feelings can be a very poor counsellor, and anyone 
who has studied Germany today knows how completely different it is 
from the Germany of the two world wars. Its leaders are genuine 
democrats and internationalists. And they are supported by a public 
opinion which in the great majority not only accepts but positively 
desires that Germany should be part of larger European international 
groupings. 

But even if one were to take a poor view of human nature and 
human ambition, it would still be unrealistic to suppose that Germany 
could even think in terms of military aggression. She knows that she, 
like others, can no longer be a first-class military power compared 
with the two giants; and she sits in the middle of Europe knowing that 
war would devastate her. Nor can I take seriously the suggestion 
which we have sometimes heard that Germany would have the means, 
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if she had the will, to drag the United States and other members of 
NATO into a revanchist war. This proposition simply does not bear 
examination. 

This is not intended to develop into a defense of Germany,. but I 
have brought the point up now because we all know that a settlement 
in central Europe must come some time, and that until it does come 
there will be quite unnecessary and harmful political tensions, and 
Europe will not be able to develop to the full the prosperity and the 
civilization of which she is capable. . · 

This brings me to the question of European security, or as I prefer 
to say European stability and European prosperity. There have been 
a number of attempts, since the war, to settle the German problem. 
They have not succeeded because between us we have had very dif
ferent views of what we want. We must recognize that those dif
ferences remain. It is not likely that we shall make progress in the 
near future on those particular lines which we have explored in the 
past. But that only emphasizes the need to find the lines on which 
progress is possible. · 

There have also been many suggestions from both sides about ways 
in which we 'might reduce military tension and the very costly military 
investment in Europe; about how to remove some of the uncertainties 
and suspicions which we have about each other. From the Eastern 
side, Poland has taken a leading part in producing plans, especially 
with a view to controUing and limiting the n11clear establishment in 
Europe. And anyone who has been there understands why. Others 
among us have put forward ideas about observation posts, military 
missions, inspections, and so on. For reasons which are understand
able, if sometimes regrettable, these many ideas have not yet got us 
very far, but the effort has not been wasted, and we must go on trying. 

We must remember the years of work that went on in Geneva on 
the banning o.f nuclear tests, when people knew that the ban was 
militarily acceptable, economically desirable, and for the sake of 
humanity absolutely necessary; but governments still could not reach 
agreement. Then suddenly, out of a complex of political factors, 
agreement became politically possible and we got the 1963 Treaty. 
The years of work at Geneva were not wasted. When the political 
conditions were right, the ground work had been done and the decision 
could be reached quickly. So we must go on exchanging ideas about the 
measures that might be taken in Europe, and there will come a time 
when all this work will prove not to have been wasted. 

THE BUCHAREST DECLARATION 

I thought the Declaration of the Warsa\v Pact published in Bucha
rest this summer was a very interesting document. It was interesting 
to me as a working_j>olitician b~cause I could see in it the reflection of 
many viewpoints. There were however several things about it which 
were of greater interest than that. There was the call for the liquidation 
of military alliances, the suggestion of a European Security Conference 
and the call for increased contacts between all the countries of Europe. 

Let me say first that the idea of a European Security Conference 
is not one that I cast lightly aside. We must work towards one, and 
so long as it is carefully prepared, the quicker the better. Of course, 
it will have to be a conference which includes those not insignificant 
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extensions of Europe which I have already mentioned, that is to say 
the Soviet Union, and the United States and Canada. But before we 
hold a conference, we must create the conditions in which it· will 
have a good chance of succeeding. We must define the steps to be 
discussed and agree on the results we wish to see obtained, so that 
the purpose of the Conference would be to find the way towards those 
agreed objectives. If we do not do that, we shall find that the Confer
ence only confirms us in the error of all our present ways and rein
forces the divisions of opinion which now exist. What we must do there
fore is to build up .the conditions in which we can find agreement on the 
sort of Europe that would be acceptable to all of us. Then will come 
the time to hold the Conference, the task of which will be to ratify 
our agreement and to devise the means by which it will be fulfilled. 

Then there was the suggestion about liquidating the military or~an
izations of the Warsaw Pact and NATO. Put in these terms It is 
surely putting the military cart before the political horse. You do 
not remove political difficulties by abolishing armies. Indeed it is 
clear that in the present state of hum n soci ty armies will not be 
abolished so long as there are deep political difficulties, and so long 
as people are prepared to' resort to force in order to defend what they 
regard as their vital interests. If national armies are not to be abol
ished, it does not make either military or political sense to abolish 
the Alliances. Indeed, if in present-day Europe the military sides of the 
two Alliances were to be dismantled and we simply had a number of 
separate and independent national armies, this would be much more 
likely to create dangers than to remove them. 

There is however· a modification of this idea which could, I believe, 
contribute in a major way to the improvement of the position in 
Europe. This is the idea that there should be force reductions all 
round. This is not of course simply a matter of cutting all the troo.ps 
by say 20 percent. The military balance must be preserved. But the:r:.e, 
should be, indeed I am sure there is, a margin between present force 
levels and what one might call a basic minimum within which there 
could be reductions which would not expose either side to any in
creased risk. Perhaps for political reasons, this is a matter which it 
would be· diffi cult to arrange by formal agreement. Perhaps it is an 
area where mutual example might work. I have an open mind on this. 
But a lot of men and a lot of money are tied up on both sides and if 
it were possible to release some of this it would be an enormous gain 
and in the interest of all of us. And it would also be in the interest of 
those parts of the underdeveloped world which Europe should be 
helping with more of its own resources, and where possibly our civili
zatiOn's greatest challenge lies. 

EAST-WES'l' CONTACTS 

Now as regards increasing our contacts. Of course this is right and it 
is a question on which the members of the Warsaw Pact and the mem
bers of NATO agree. It is very satisfactory that, as the Bucharest 
Declaration shows, the Warsaw Pact countries are developing this side 
of their activities. This should become a powerful instrument for 
detente in Europe. We for our part regard this side of NATO's work 
as being as important as any other and I hope this fact will be in
creasingly recognized in the Soviet Union and among the countries of 
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Eastern Europe. Recent NATO Ministerial M~etings have given 
particular attention to the importance of .de':"elopmg.East-West rela
tions. This does not mean that we are thmking partiCularly of what 
you might call institutional contacts between the Warsaw Pact and 
NATO .. Our view, and perhaps this is also the view ~f members of the 
Warsaw Pact, is tha;t ~he development of co~tacts '~.be largel:y on a 
bilateral basis. But It Is useful to exchange Ideas within the Alliances 
on ways in which these bilateral con.tacts can be expanded, and to 
exchange experiences. There is nothing restrictive about this. 

We in the United Kingdom can, I think, claim to have taken a 
lead in developing bilateral relations. In the past fe,v years we have 
had many exchanges between foreign ministers or their deputies, and 
between ministers responsible for other departments, such as tech
nology, trade, education, economics, health and so on. On some inte:
national political questions, progress is bound to be slow. But m 
the other fields I have mentioned it is often possible to agree on pos
itive acts of cooperation here and now, and these help to establish 
understanding and trust. Of course it is not only a question of min
isters or top officials getting together. The exchanges of sttidents, 
and ordinary private visits, are enormously useful. 

I noted at the beginning that East-West relations involved relations 
between Eastern European countries themselves and Western Euro
pean countries themselves. An obvious case of this is in our economics 
and trade. If the Eastern European countries can use COMECON 
to strengthen their economies, and their currencies, this can be to 
our advantage as well. Similarly if greater cooperation throughout 
Western Europe helps us to strengthen our economies this can be to 
the advantage of the members of COMECON: I am very much 
aware of the need to ensure that any arrangements that are made 
in Eastern Europe or in Western Europe are such that they will be 
to the advantage of all Europe and beyond. 

[Knickerbocker International, April 1967] 

RELATIONS BETWEEN EUROPE AND THE UNITED STATES 

By Ernst H. van der Beugel 

(Professor of Postwar Western Cooperation, Leyden University; former 
Deputy Foreign Minister, The Netherlands) 

In the first year of the Kennedy Administration it looked as if the 
organization of the Atlantic World moved into its crowning achieve
ment, a close partnership between the United States and a United 
Europe capable of preserving peace, working for a detente with the 
Soviet Union and fulfilling its task towards the developing countries 
in the "third world". 

The commitment of the United States to Western Europe began in 
1947 with the unprecedented offer of Marshall aid. Unprecedented 
in the scope and generosity, also unprecedented in the widsom of its 
execution and in the strict limitation of imposed conditions. 

The only basic condition was the organization of cooperation 
between European countries. 
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FroiD that day on, the unification of Europe has been the central 
theme of American foreign policy towards Europe. 

These efforts were first drrected towards a looser and broader form 
of European cooperation, particularly the Organization of European 
Economic Cooperation in Paris, but since the emergence of the 
Schuman Plan and especially the Common Market, American foreign 
policy focused its attention and support on this new and unorthodox 
form of integration. The reasons for this support were manifold. The 
conviction that the economic, social, and political problems of Europe 
could only be solved in a larger framework, the belief that the blessings 
of the American system should be transferred to the mother countries 
in Europe, the knowledge that the United States had gone to war 
twice because of intra-European rivalries, the very important con
sideration that a position <1f strength had to be built towards the 
expansionist Communist world, the belief that the problem of Ger
many could only be solved arid the danger of its resurgent nationalism 
only embedded in a European framework, all this led to a strong, from 
time to time even rigid, support of the integration efforts in Europe. 

For those who criticize United States policy as an indispensable 
item on their daily menu, it is good to stress that American policy 
towards Europe has been characterized by the complete reverse of 
the old European political dogma of "Divide et Impera". 

Where in history can one find an example where a strong, mighty 
power accepts as a main principle ,of its foreign policy, the effort to 
build up another major power, in this case a United Europe? 

In 1961 it seemed as if, at last, this American policy and Emopean 
activities directed to this same end began to bear fruit. The economic 
strength of Europe had increased to an amazing extent. The Com
mon Market was a fait accompli and had at last brought Great 
Britain to the conviction that it could play its indispensable role in _ 
world affairs better from within the Community than as a weakened 
power outside the p_rocess of close links between the United States 
and Europe. The North Atlantic Treaty Organization fulfilled its 
task of preserving peace by the irrevocable commitment of the United 
States and the process of military integration. Western Germany was 
deeply commit~ed to the process of Atlantic cohesion and European 
integration. The Trade Expansion Act would be the first symbol of a 
''"orking Atlantic Partnership between the United States and Europe. 

And then, in January 1963, General de Gaulle held his press con
ference in which he challenged practically every aspect of the process 
of Western organization as we had known it before. 

This does not imply that the present paralysis of the process of 
Western cooperation is entirely due to De Gaulle. This would give 
France and French policy more importance than it really deserves. 
The changing character of the cold war, the reluctance toward a con
tinued dependence of Europe on the United States, the changing 
circumstances of economic and monetary strength on both sides of 
the ocean, the preoccupation of the United States with its Pacific 
problems, all this would have arisen even without the destructive 
activities of our French allies, but the brutal way in which it was done 
and the tenacity of this strange French aberration of self-fulfilling 
prophecy certainly created a situation in which so many things went 
wrong at the same time. 
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And now we live, and it would be unwise to belittle it, in a period of disintegration after more than fifteen years of integration. France, for all practical purlloses, has left the alliance. The Brussels institutions still function m the technical field of implementation of the Rome Treaty-a highly important aspect-but they have lost their political glamor and their absolute priority on the European scene. Nobody can deny that the intense .preoccupation with Europe by the United States has been substituted by its commitment to the war in Vietnam. I belong to those who support in general America's role in that area because I feel that the outcome of this struggle is as much in our interest as in that of our American friends. We all are committed to America's p<>sition and prestige because it is the position and prestige of the only relevant power in the free world of which we are a part. 
But the fact remains that Asia is first in America's foreign policy of today and that perhaps by their lack of available attention and time (every Government unfortunately has only a limited time and energy in action and in thinking at its disposal) it has no European policy at present. 
I do not doubt the United States' basic commitment to Europe but I equally am worried about the concrete form of that commitment today. - · 
Germany, so well on its way to an honorable and democratic partner of the Western world, shows increasing signs of instability, and the instability of 60-70 million highly industrious people in the heart of Europe and in a divided country is not something to be easily dis~ missed as a minor detail. 
While the United Kingdom has. made what looks like the decision to join the Common Market, which could be a step of immense importance, I am very pessimistic about the possibility that the French Government having already lost so much of its absurd illusion of the. hegemony of the continent of Europe, will permit Britain to come m. 
More than ever it is now necessary, in this frightening period of paralysis, to be clear about our priorities. 
These priorities are: 
1. Our system of democracy, personal freedom and the structure of our society will not survive unless there is the strongest possible link between the United States and Europe. Europe has regained its economic strength but for all purposes, which are relevant for power relations on a global scale, no structure in the West can function without active participation and engagement of the United States. 
This certainly is true in a situation where there is no unified Europe and no prospect of one in a foreseeable future. But it will be even true if some day this unified Europe is established. 
In the present circumstances to talk about a European foreign and defense policy is dangerous, absurd and irresponsible. 
2. The. United States should try to combine its heavy task in the Pacific with a more active and positive European policy. The way, for example, the German problem has been treated by Washington in the last three years has been far less than adequate. 
3. Peace in the world has always been and should always be the ultimate goal of any Atlantic policy. 
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But the process of detente with the Soviet Union should not be monopolized by the Americans (who have the power to do so) without their European friends, nor by Europe (which has no power to do it) without America. 
4. There is no other solution for the vital German problem than . the principle of absolute nondiscrimination in every field and the strongest llossible ties with the process of Atlantic cooperation and European mtegration. 
German reunification is the last act of the process of detente; it never can be the first. 
5. Everything sho_uld be done to get Britain into the Common Market. If this would succeed, the process of the organization of the Western world could move on again. 
6. One should try to outlive De Gaulle without too much undue damage to our relations with France. I do not believe that France will be totally different after De Gaulle, but at least there will be a new situation with new possibilities. 
These six points are by no means a complete program. But they are a few tendencies which we should follow in order to have a chance to take up again at a later date what we had hoped to achieve around 1960. 

[Release from the Office of the Vice President, April 21, 1967) 

A MISSION TO EUROPE 

By Vice President Hubert H. Humphrey 
REMARKs TO THE AMERICAN SociETY oF NEWSPAPER Enr·roRs , 

WAsHINGToN, n .c . , .APRIL 21, 1967 

Several days ago I returned from a mission which involved discussion with European ministers and chiefs of state, and with officers of several ·international organizations, covering all the problems and issues which jointly concern the United States and Western Europe. I thought I might share with you today some tentative observations about where we stand in relatiOn to our Western European partners, and some thoughts about where we are, and should be, headed. 
The first and overwhelming conclusion which I bring home is this: We are entering a new period in our relations with the peoples of Europe. The postwar period is ended. The reconstruction of Western Europe has been consummated- far earlier than any of us would have dared to hope only 20 years ago. And, lest \Ve lost sight of it, we stand in the position of seeing our policies not only vindicated, but a concrete success. And since it doesn't happen every day, we ought to enjoy it while we have the chance. 
But with the end of the postwar era, both we and our Western European allies face the necessity of adopting a new outlook and new habits of thought and action. Th1s will not be easy, or always pleasant, to do. During the past 20 years, Western Europeans have thought of us as their benefactor, their protector, and all too often, their demanding senior partner. We, in turn, have thought of the Western European nations as friends and allies, but all too often as compliant junior 
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partners. Now, a new relationship and a new understanding will be 
needed. 

We must recognize that there is a new spirit of "European" nation
alism-a nationalism expressing itself as pride both in Europe as a 
whole and in the individual European nation states. With this nation
alisiJ?-,, ~nd with this pride, we can expect an increasing European 
sensitivity. · 

The question is asked: Where will this new nationalism lead? "'.Vill 
it lead to an inward Europe or an outward Europe? The ans\v~r will 
depend in some part on the way we conduct ourselves. 

V'fe h~_~>ve two cho~ces: One is to look upon this new "European" 
nat_wn11;lism as not I!! c~ms~mance with our interests and to try to 
mamtam the old semor-]umor partner relationship. In my view this 
course would lead to the rapid disaffection of our allies and ultim~tely 
to the isolation of our country among its partners. ' ' 

The other course-the course we will and must continue to pursue
is to ~e!come this increasing spirit of "European" nationalism for 
what It Is: '!'he natural consequence of our postwar policies and of 
Western Europe's heroic efforts toward self-renewal. I believe we must 
capitalize on this spirit. If our European partners wish to play a 
great~r and more important role in the world, so much the better. But 
we should not be surprised if that role sometimes turns out to be a 
more independent one. 

No self-respecting nation, or group of nations, wishes to remain 
forever in a subsidiary position, or for that matter to be reminded of 
past favors done. Therefore, on my mission, I made it clear that we 
we~co.r;ne Western Europe's new ;SPirit. The task now is not to tacitly 
resist It, but to work with our fnends to channel it constxuctively and 
outwardly. 

On our part, as erstwhile senior partners, this will require increasing 
self-discipline, and the necessity for far greater and deeper consulta
tion than we have un~ertake!l wi~h our J?artners thus far. 

qn the Europ~a.n. side, this w~l requrre a greater sense of inter
natiOnal responsibility and far-sightedness, and less preoccupation 
with problems which are within European borders alone. 

If both. we and our European partners can adjust to this new era-· 
and I beheve we can-we have the chance to build upon our progress 
of the past 20 years and to move beyond the reconstructive tasks of 
the postwar period into new areas of wider opportunity: I mean the 
heali_ng o~ the old wounds and divisions in Europe . . . the pea~eful 
reumficatwn of Germany . . . the vital effort to halt and to slow 
down_, th~ madness of the i~tern_ational.arms rae~ .. . the nurturing 
of sCientific and technologiCal mnovatwn . . . the closing of the 
dangerous an~ widening gap between the rich nations and poor . . . 
and the creatwn and strengthening of international institutions for 
peace. 

* * * Now, I w_ould like to take a few momen~s with you to survey several 
ma~ters whtch today concern both our alhes and ourselves, and which 
I discussed at length with the leaders of Western Europe. 
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NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY 

As you know, I have dev?ted a good share of my public life to 
nuclear arms control and disarmament. We are now at a critical 
point in ou~ efforts in those areas-a point at which fearful weapons 
of destructiOn can be developed by a dozen to 20 countries ox; at 
which this dangerous race may be slowed down and · hopefully halted. 
We have made it a matter of high national priorlty to co~clude a 
non-nuc.lear proliferation treaty. But, if it is to be a lasting and effective 
treaty, Jt must be one which protects the vital interests of all those 
who sign it. . 

WJ;rile in Western Eurol?e, I discussed at some length the provisions 
and mtent of the tentative draft treaty now under consideration. 
I foup~ concern _among some of our al5es concerning both the treaty's 
proVIsiOns and mtent-concern, I might add, often based on mis
apprehension or misunderstanding. 

This treaty would not impede peaceful development of civilian 
nuclear technology. It would not deny any future unified Europe 
the means of its own nuclear defense. It would not lay Western 
European nations open to industrial espion1.1.ge. It would contribute to 
a more stabilized and ·healthy international environment-an·environ
ment in which each nation would not have to fear some future nuclear 
blackmail by its neighbor. 

I believe that, in a short time, our partners will join with us in 
agr~ed lan~uag.e of a draft 'treaty. We can then sit down with the 
SoVIet Umon, m the framework of the 18-nation disarmament con
ference, to work toward an effective and lasting final document. 

KENNEDY ROUND 

The K;ennedy Round trade negotiation is also entering its final 
and cr~c~al stage. In all the European capitals, and with the EEC 
CommiSSIOn, I stressed our full American commitment to a successful 
Kennedy Round in both the industrial and agricultural sectors. 
I stressed that we have far more than economics at stake in this 
negotiation-even as important as the economics of it are. I ex
pressed !flY belie~ that, if the Kennedy Round were to fail, old forces 
of reactwn and mwardness would be · unleashed in our country with 
effects going fa_r beyond international trade. I told our European 
partners that, if the Kennedy Round were to fail we might see 
attacks _following on our troop commitments overse~s . . . on our 
economic assistance to developing countries . . . and on the whole 
array of constructive, internationalist policies which have helped 
build a safer and freer world since World War II. 

European leade~, _by t~e same tokefi:, said that they recognized 
the same forces Within therr own countnes and that they too recog
nized the hig~ political importance of a successful Kennedy Round. 

In my detailed Kennedy Round discussions, I emphasized not only 
the need f.or access for Ame~can farm. production in Europe, but also 
for food ai~ ~or ·~he developmg countnes. There will be a good deal of 
hard barga1Illllg m these next few days, but I believe that we will have 
a successful Kennedy Round, and, as a result, will be able to move 
forward to development of new trade policies which not only benefit 
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the industrialized countries but really get down to the enduring 
problems of the poor nations. 

NATO 

I emphasized the President's belief that, if we wish NATO to con
tinue as a viable instrument for peace and peaceful progress, th~ fir~t 
priority for both ourselves and Western Europe must be to mamtam 
Its deterrent strength as insurance against disarray in the West and 
temptation in the East. 

All the Atlantic nations-including our own-face budgetary or 
international payments problems. But now, as new opportunities are 
apparent in the East, it IS more important than ever that we maintain 
both an effective military deterrent and our political cohesion. What 
we have gained so painfully in face of a common threat over the past 
generation, we cannot afford to lose at the moment when that threat 
may finally seem to lessen. And that will mean, for all of us, some 
measure of sacrifice-including financial sacrifice. 

I restated the President's pledge that we were prepared to meet our 
full commitment to NATO, but that others must be willing to do the 
same. I found a positive response and an eagerness to give NATO 
new life-especially in the areas of nuclear planning and political 
consultation. 

EAST-WEST 

A few weeks ago at Fulton, Missouri, I looked ahead to the time 
when the Iron Curtain might be replaced by an open door. I found 
our Western European partners just as eager as we are to pursue that 
objective. There is a deep desire in Western Europe for reconciliation 
with the East.) look upon this as positive, provided that we all move 
East together. (If you'll pardon what a friend of mine calls my Wild 
East analogy, we stand a far better chance of safely reaching our 
Eastern destination if our wagons are in line, and if we mount a 
reliable shotgun guard, than if the wagons set out separately, each in 
its own direction.) 

I also found a belief in Western Europe- one not widely held even 
a few months ago-that our new peaceful engagement with the East 
might eventually lead, in the future sometime far ahead, to a peace
fully reunited Germany and settlement in Central Eu.rope. 

WESTERN EUROPEAN UNITY 

Now, what about the shining new united Western Europe for 
which we held such hope only a few years ago? I found a new mo
mentum toward that unity. 

The British Government is clearly committed to Europe. British 
public opinion is clearly favorable. And five of the six Common 
Market partners are clearly ready to support a forthright British 
initiative. British entry into the Common. Markeft-and entry for 
the EFTA partners and other European natwns- will not take place 
tomorrow. But, for the first time in a long time, there was a feeling 
that it will happen. European unity is moving again. 

For our part, we welcome this new momentum. But I made it 
equally clear that we regard construction of Western European unity 
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as a business for European nations. I can think of nothing which could 
deter this great enterprise more effectively than to be stamped "Made 
in America." 

MONETARY REFORM 

There was another major subject discussed during my trip: inter
national monetary policy. I am convinced that this is a subject 
understood by no one, including the experts. Therefore, I will not 
spend any time today trying to convince you of the merits of one or 
another plan of reform. Most of you associate me too greatly with 
reform· as it is. However, I will make clear that, in international 
mo:Qetary policy, we are the ones who are for reform, and I found 
that most of our partners are, too. . 

I think we are making some progress and that, at the Rio Conference 
in September, we may finally be able to begin to break the log jam on 
international liquidity with resulting opportunities for growth for 
both the industrialized and developing nations. 

VIETNAM 

Finally-and I am sure you thought I would end this speech with-· 
out mentioning it-I will say a word about Vietnam. Contrary to 
one or two news reports, I did not embark on any Vietnam sales 
mission. But where others raised the question of Vietnam, I outlined 
our country's policies and objectives. 

I think It should be understood that the overwhelming majority 
of national leaders with whom I spoke understand our presence and 
objectives in Vietnam. If ~ve ha-ye problems in Europe ~once_r~ing 
Vietnam, they are problems mvolvmg some segments of pubhc opm10n. 
But I emphasize that they are not problems with the people who make 
decisions and policies on behalf of their governments. It was not lost 
on any European national leader that, in Vietnam, we are keeping a 
commitment. But that is another speech, and I will not give it here. 

* * * 
Twenty years ago, Western Europe lay in ruin-helpless and pros

trate at the end of a long and terrible night. How many in this room 
believed then that today we would be able to talk about the end of the 
postwar period and, eventually, the end of the Iron Curtain? Yet, we 
are able to do just that. 

If we enter the last third of this century weak, disunited and un
certain ... with little or no faith in ourselves or anyone else ... 
and with each nation going its separate way ... then this will be 
the last century for the cause of freedom and self-deter.ffiination. But 
if we maintain in the years ahead the cohesion, the vision, and the 
common purpose which we have sustained since World War II, I have 
no doubt that the remainder of this century can bring even greater re
sUlts than those of the past 20 years. If we have come this far while 
our Euro_pean partners have only begun to regain their strength, how 
far can we go when the Atlantic world stands prosperous and free as 
never before? 

* * * 
Now we stand at the threshold of a new age-an age iri which all of 

us along the Atlantic basin . . . all of us who share a common heritage 
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and common values-will be able to work together toward man's final 
liberation around the world. Now we can have the chance to make into 
living reality the words of President Franklin D. Roosevelt in his 
Inaugural Address thirty years ago: -

The test of our progress is not whether we add more to the 
abundance of those who have too much; it is whether we pro
vide enough for those who have too little. 

Now we of the Atlantic family must lift our sights to the world 
beyond that has lain silent and m poverty for far too long. Let the 
course ahead be clear. We shall not achieve great goals with limited 
investments. We shall not achieve mighty purposes with petty actions. 
We will not find our way guided by small dreams. 

There is a long road ahead which will test our character and our fiber. 
Only one week ago in Punta del Este, Uruguay, President Johnson set 
forth the task that lies ahead for us as Americans. 

We no longer inhabit a new world. We cannot escape from 
our problems, as the first Americans could, in the vastness of 
an uncharted hemisphere. If we are to grow and prosper, we 
must face the problems of our maturity. And we must do it 
boldly, wisely-and now * * * · 

The time is now. The responsibility is ours. Let us declare 
the next· ten years the Decade of Urgency. Let us match our 
resolve and our resources to the common tasks until the 
dream of a new America is accomplished in the lives of all our 
people. 

President Johnson set forth our vision of a free and peaceful hemi
sphere. In partnership with the nations of the Atlantic, that vision 
can and will be extended to a free and peaceful world. 

[The Atlantic Council of the United States, Washington, D.C., May 1967) 

POLICY STATEMENT OF THE ATLANTIC COUNCIL 
OF THE U.S. 

Council Officers: Livingston T. Merchant (Chairman); Lauris 
Norstad and Dean Acheson (Vice Chairmen) 

The Atlantic Council of the United States was founded in the 
conviction that the nations of the Atlantic area form a community 
with a common heritage, dependent upon each other in the future as 
in the past for their freedom and well-being. 

We are free societies, determined to defend our freedom. All of our 
institutions are based on the dignity of the individual, on our respect 
for law and on our conviction that the human spirit is nurtured and 
can flower only in freedom and diversity. 

In the past, free societies have responded collectively to aggression 
only belatedly and at great cost. In the nuclear age the cost of such 
delay would be utterly prohibitive. Security depends upon the main
tenance of sufficient collective strength and unity in peacetime to 
prevent aggression and in the pursuit of far-sightea policies designed 
to eradicate the desire for aggression. 
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We of the Atlantic Community should have long since learned that 

political, military and economic arrangements suitable for the 18th 
and 19th centuries must be modernized to meet the needs of the 20th 
and 21st centuries not merely for survival but for the positive develop
ment of peace and prosperity. 

Neither present factors such as the Vietnam war· or the present 
attitude of the French Government toward NATO, nor future ones 
such as the emergence of China as a growing threat or the increasing 
pressures of population in underdeveloped areas upon the world's 
resources can be allowed to obscure the imperatives of progressive 
unity within the Atlantic Community. Progress may come slowly and 
from unpredictable directions. But surelJ' science, technology and the 
economies of scale are greatly and rapidly changing the face of indi
vidual nations and the relations of those of us in the Atlantic Commun
ity to each other, to those who would harm us and to those of the de
veloping world. All these changes insistently demand the adaptation 
of old institutions or the creation of new ones. 

The Atlantic Council supports certain specific steps to improve 
our collective capability to manage our problems in order to avoid 
being mired in them through continued, unquestioning acceptance of 
concepts which have seen their day .. 

In particular the Council advocates greater use of the NATO and 
OECD machinery to harmonize policies and concert action on matters 
of common concern. It believes that United States leadership and 
evidence of willingness to participate fully in this process is an es
sential ingredient if we are to achieve results. 

We support an intensified process of consultation in the North 
Atlantic Council on potentially dangerous situations to provide 
timely opportunity for member governments to consider issues and 
put forward their proposals at the ea.rliest possible stages. We urge that 
the Council in Permanent Session continue to seek harmonization of 
our respective external policies. 

We welcome the creation of the NATO Nuclear Defense Committee 
as a step_toward promoting joint strateW:c planning for those members 
of the Alliance prepared to share its military responsibilities. 

The Council strongly hopes that the progress toward agreement 
already achieved by experts of the Group of Ten on means of 
strengthening the international monetary system will be promptly 
advanced to intergovernmental agreement in the overriding common 
interest. 

The Council favors increasingly free trade for the Atlantic area and 
eventually the entire free world, with first priority accorded to seeking 
the maximum achievement possible in the Kennedy Round. The 
Council also urges strengthening the OECD in all practicable ways 
and putting it to greater use. 

The Council recommends a larger, more effective and better inte
grated contribution by the industrially advanced members of the 
Atlantic Community to meet the needs and hopes of the developing 
nations. -To achieve the latter, the Council believes that self-help, 
increased attention to food production and population control are 
essential elements. 

The Council will support all effective measures to improve condi
tions for international investment and multi-national business opera
tions within the growing Atlantic Business Community and, insofar 
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as it is within the capability of the Community, within the developing 
countries as well, in order to promote the economic well-being, the 
political stability and the freedom of all. 

The Council favors the growth of economic and political unity with
in an expanding European Economic Community in ways wh1eh will 
strengthen rather than weaken the roots of unity between all members 
of the Atlantic Community. The Council likewise supports continuing 
efforts to improve economic and cultural relations with the countries 
of central and eastern Europe within the obvious limits of the security 
of the Atlantic Community itself. 

The Council endorses increased cooperation- in industry and be
tween governments-within the Community in scientific research and 
in technological development. 

The Council favors substantially increasing the exchange of stu
dents, teachers, scholars and those engaged in research in order to 
revitalize the scholarly traditions of our Community. The Council 
supports a greater flow of information and educational materials and 
in(lreased artistic and cultural interchanges among all the Atlantic 
countries. The Council believes that youth and adults alike should be 
taught the fundamental facts of the common history of our countries 
which compose the Atlantic Community, stressing contemporary ties 
and their enormous potential for solving common problems. 

In the parliamentary field , the Council supports formal establish
ment of a North Atlantic Assembly by representatives of the several 
Parliaments. It expresses the hope that its ·meetings and discussions 
will lead to compatible legislation within our several countries designed 
to stimulate the interchange of goods, capital and technology and 
otherwise to contribute to a growing sense of unity. 

The foregoing policies are generally accepted and actions to ensure 
their execution are in train. There are other far-reaching areas of our 
community life, however, which should be seriously studied by gov
ernments and private organizations on both sides of the Atlantic. 
Among these are the feasibility of an Atlantic free trade area, with 
both its initial and its ultimate membership left for negotiation. 
Others include: 

The freer movement of capital, ideas and people as well as goods; 
Common satellite communications systems for civil as well as 

military use; 
The relationship of greater European unity to greater Atlantic unity; 
The problems which the size and power of the United States in 

relation to other members of the Atlantic Community pose for greater 
unity, and means of solving those problems; and 

The modernization of existing institutions, or the establishment of 
new institutions, adequate to meet the political, military and economic 
challenges of this era. In this connection the Atlantic Council notes 
with approval the appointment of a study committee by the NATO 
Council as a result of the Belgian initiative which may become the 
equivalent of the Special Governmental Commission, recommended 
by the Atlantic Convention of NATO Nations on January 19, 1962: 
The Atlantic Council has previously endorsed this recommendation 
and regards this action on the part of the NATO Governments as a 
matter of urgency. 

Looking toward the future, the Atlantic Council of the United 
States dedicates itself to the constant sea;rch for ways and means to 
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create the common institutions needed to cement that growing unity. 
Our purpose is not merely to assure pur survival but to demonstrate 
anew to all men everywhere the achievements of which free men are 
capable when united m hoP.e and confide.nce. . . . . . . 

Our end goal is the establishment of unified free poht1eal mst1tutwns 
to enable the Atlantic Community to deal adequately with the prQb
lems of today-problems with which no existing nation-state can 
cope successfully alone. 

Before his death, Christian A. Herter, former Secretary of State 
and first Chairman of the Atlantic Council, described in one of his 
last public statements the logical implications of the fact that though 
now we all belong to separate nations, we are in truth a single com
munity. Mr. Herter said: 

I am convinced that in the long-run neither military 
alliances nor customs unions will survive without the cement 
of political institutions. This does not necessarily mean the 
exact type of union which we created here in the United 
States. It may well be something new. It must be real
istically ba.sed upon the needs of today's and tomorrow's 
world and, I believe, it will have to be based upon some 
form of federal principles. The ties may be looser and 
more flexible as between different nations. The roots of 
unity may have to grow slowly and deeply before the tree 
grows to full height, but we must never lose sight of our 
objective or tire in our pursuit of it. 

0 





REMARKS 

Several days ago I returned from a mission 

which involved discussion with European ministers 

and chiefs of state, and with officers of several international 

organizations, covering all the problems and issues which - ---'-
jointly concern the United States and Western Europe. 

i.1 thought I might share with you toda some 

tentative observations about where we stand in relation 

to our Western European partners, and some thoughts about 

where we are, and should be, headed. 
~~-----~~ 

which I bring 
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f.. rhe postwar period is ende~ The reconstruction of 

Western Europe has been consummated-- far earlier than 

any of us would have dared to hope only 20 years ago. 

J. And, lest we lose sight of i~. we ~nd in the 

position of seeing our policies not only vindicated
1 

but 

a concrete success/ And since it doesn't happen every 

day
1 

we ought to enjoy it while we have the chance 

. But with the end of the postwar er~ both we and 

our Western European allies face the necessity of adopting 

a new outlook and new habits of thou ht and action. This 

will not be easy, or always pleasant, to do . .. L During the past 20 years
1 

Western Europeans have 

thought of us as their benefactor, their protector, and all 

too often, their demanding senior partner, I - ~ We, in turn, have thought of the Western European 

nations as friends and allies, but all too often as compliant 

junior partners. 

• 
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L.. Now
1 

a new relationship and a new understanding 

wi II be needed. 

{ We must recognize that there is a new spirit of 

"European" nationalism --a nationalism expressing itself 

as pride both in Europe as a whole and in the individual --- -
European nation states( with this nationalism, and with 

this pride, we can expect an increasing European sensitivity 

~The question is~ Where will this new 

~j ~ an outward Euro 7 

~ /. The answer will depend in some part on the way 

J 

1/ 

we conduct ourselves. 

( We have two choices: One is to look upon this new 

"European" nationalism as .f:.ft.:{;a,: our 

interests and to try to maintain the old senior-junior 

partner relationship. 
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In my view, this course would lead to the rapid 

disaffection of our allies and, ultimately, to the isolation ---of our country among its partners., 

~e other course --the course we will and must 

continue to pursue --is to welcome this increasing .... 
spirit of "European" nationalism • 

I believe we must capitalize on this spirit. If our 

European partners wish to play a greater and more important 

role in the world, so much the better. But we should not 

be surprised if that role sometimes turns out to be a more - -independent one. 

No self-respecting nation or group of nations, wishes 

to remain foreve r in a subsidiary positior; or for that matter 

to be reminded of past favors done. f 
' 
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Therefore, on my mission, I made it clear that we 

welcome Western Europe's new spirit/The task now is not 

to tacitly resist it, but to work with our friends to channel 

it constructively and outwardly . 
..... 

On our part, .... ·- - - .,_ __ ... --··· . , this 

will require increasing self-discipline, and the necessity 

for far greater and deeper consultation tt:e':f~~. 

On the European side this will require a greater 

sense of international responsibility and far-sightednes.Jts-. 

and less preoccuption with problems which are within 

European borders alone. 

kIf both we and our European partners can adjust to 
$----this new era --and I believe we can --we have the chance 

to build upon our progress of the past 20 years and to move 

beyond the reconstructive tasks of the postwar period into 

new areas of wider opportunity: 
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f I mean, the hepling of the old wounds and divisions in 

Europe ... the peaceful reunification of Germany ... the vital --
, 

arms race .•• the f scientific and technological~-

.. the closing of the dangerous and widening 

gap between the rich nations and poor ... and the creation 
• 

and strengthening of international institutions for peace. 

0 0 0 
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Now, I would like to take a few moments with you 

to survey several matters which today concern both our 

allies and ourselves, and which I discussed at length with 

the leaders of Western Europe. 

Nuclear Non -P rol iteration Treaty 

As you know, I have devoted a good share of my 

public life to nuclear arms control and disarmament. 

We are now at a critical point in our efforts in those areas--

a point at which fearful weapons of destruction can be 

developed by a dozen to 20 countries, or at which this 

dangerous race may be slowed and, hopefully, halted. I 
~----- ' 

"We have made it: matter of high national priority 

to conclude -nuclea~f;;ation tr 
But, if it is to be a lasting and effective treaty, it must 

be one which protects the vital !interests of all those who 

sign it. 
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some of our allies concerning both the treaty's provisions 

and intent --concern, I might add, often based on 

misapprehension or misunderstanding. 

This 1reaty would not impede peaceful development 

of civilian nuclear technology. It would not deny any -
future \Jnified Europe the means of its own 

nuclear defense. It would not lay Western European 

nations open to industrial espionage. 

bc.o( It would contribute to a more stabilized and healthy 

international envi ronment-- an environment in which 

each nation would not have to fea r some futu re nuclear 

. our partners will 
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We can then sit down with the Soviet Union, in 

the framework of the 18-nation disarmament conference, 

to work toward an effective and lasting final document. 

Kennedy Round 

L The Kennedy Round trade gegWjatjon is also 

entering its final and crucial stage. 

L In all the European ca itals, and with the EEC 4..t.e.~ 
Commission, I stressed our full American commitment to ----' 
a successful Kennedy Round in both the industrial and 

agricultural sectors 

1 stressed that we have far more than economics at 

stake in this negotiation --even as important as the 

economics of it are. 

I expressed my belief that, if the Kennedy Round 

were to fa~ old forces of ~ion and inwardness would be -unleashed in our country with effects going far beyond 

international trade. ,f itUtJ ~ ( 
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~ I told our European partners that, if the Kennedy 

Round were to fail, we might see attacks following on our 

troop commitments overseas ... on our economic assistance 

to developing countries ... and on the whole array of 

constructive, internationalist policies which have helped 

build a safer and freer world since World War II. 

European leaders by the same toke'/ said that 

they recognized the same forces within their own countries 

and that they too recognized the high political importance 

of a successful Kennedy Round. 

j, emphasized not only the need for access for American farm 

next few days, but I believe that we will have a successful 

Kennedy Round, and, as a result, will be able to move forward 
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to development of new trade policies which not only 

benefit the industrialized cou ies but really get down 

to the enduring problems of the poor nations. 

NATO 

···-·iii····-Wil-:, ujb :• 
~WIC.wish NATO to continue as a viable instrument for peace 

and peaceful progress'1he first priority for both ourselves 

and Western Europe must be to maintain its deterrent 

strength as insurance against.gisarr·ay in the West and 

All the Atlantic nations --including our own --

face budgetary or international payments problems .• 

But now, as new opportunities are apparent in '*""114/,1;,., 
..J .Jtt1 • ..,_M.~.~An:iiCDG~ W rr-.., T-.r tt is more important than ever that we maintain both 

' 
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L What we have gained so painfully in face of a 

common threat over the past gene ratio~ we cannot afford to 

lose at the moment when that threat may finally seem to lessen.0 

~And that will mean, for all of us, some measure of 

sacrifice-- including financial sacrifice. 

~ I restated the President's pledge that we were prepared 

to meet our full commitment to NATO, but that others must 
• 

be willing to do the same. I found a positive response and 

an eagerness to give NATO new life-- especially in the 

areas of nucl~ar planning and political consultation., 

East-West 

l A few weeks ago at Fulton, Missouri, I looked 

ahead to the time when the I ron Curtain might be replaced 

by an open door. I found our Western European partners 

just as eager as we are to pursue that objective. 

~ There is a deep desire in Western Europe for 

reconciliation with the East. ......... =====--



u'll pardon what a friend of mine calls my 

nd a far better chance of s 

out separately, each in its own direction. ) 

I also found a belief in Western Europe --one not 

widely held even a few months ago -~ that our new peaceful 

engagement with the East might eventually lead, in the 

future sometime far ahead, to a peacefully reunited 

Germany and settlement in Central Europe. 

Western European Unity 

Now, what about the shining new united Western 
-

Europe for which we held such hope only a few years ago? 

I L I found a new momentum toward that unity. 

' 
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/... The British Government is clearly committed to 

Europe. British public opinion is clearly favorable. And 

British entry into the Common Market --and entry 

for the EFTA partners and other European nations --will 

not take place tomorrowJ..sut, for the first time in a long 

time, there was a feeling that it~ happen. European 

unity is moving again. J 

;or our part, we welcome this new momentum,~u':J 
I made it equally clear that we regard construction of 

Western European unity as a business for European 

nations. I can think of nothing which could;;;;;; IIIIi~ 
~great enterprise more effectively than to be stamped ''Made 

in America. 11 
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MONETARY REFORM 

There was another major subject discussed 

during my trip: international monetar policy. 

~ I am convinced that this is a subject understood 

by no one, including the ex ertl Therefore, I will not 

spend any time today trying to con vi nee you of the merits 

of one or another plan of reform. 

~Most of you associate me too greatly with reform as 

it is. 

However, I will make clear that, in international 

monetary policy. 'lfd&~(!~ ( 

are making some progress and that, at the 
begin to 

Rio Conference in September, we may finally be able to/break 

the log jam on international liquidity with resulting opportunities -
for growth for both the industrialized and developing nations. 
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~ Finally-- and I am sure you thought I would 

end this speech without mentioning it -- I will say a word 

about Vietnam. 

Contrary to one or two news rep9rts, I did not 

embark on any Vietnam sales mission. But where others 

raised the question of Vietnam, I outlined our country's 

policies and objectives. - 'f!l• 1•'1!7 tf# J ~,..._. ... ...-IPl, 
L... I think it should be understood that the overwhe ming 

majority of national leaders with whom ·Is oke understand 

our presence and objectives in Vietnam. -

problems in 

pinion. But I 

It was not lost on any European national leader that, 

in Vietnam, we are keeping a commitment. But that is another -... 
speech, and I will not give it here. 

* * ,~ 



~ Twenty-years ago, Western Europe lay in ruin -

helpless and prostrate at the end of long and terrible night. 

How many in this room believed then that today we 

would be able to talk about the end of the postwar period and, 

eventually, the end of the I ron Curtain? Yet, we are able to 

do just that. +-
~we enter the last third of this century weak, 

disunited and uncertain ... with little or no faith in 

ourselves or anyone else ... and with each nation going 

its separate way ... then this will be the last century for 

the cause of freedom and self-determination ( 

L But if we maintain irt the ~ars ahead :he cohesion, 

the vision, and the common ur ose which we have sustained 

since World War I~ I have no doubt that the remainder of 

this century can bring even greater results1han those of the 

past 20 ye~s. 
tr 
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* * * 

~ Now we stand at the threshold of a new age --an 

age in which all of us along the Atlantic basin ... all of us 

who share a common heritage and common values will be 

able to work together toward man's final I iberation around 

the world. - {l~ tlt1 '"'-fl '1J.l..4, 
Uow we can have the chance to make into living reality 

the words of President Franklin D. Roosevelt in his Inaugural 

Address thirty years ago: 

"The test of our progress is not whether we add more to 

the abundance of those who have too much; it is whether we 

provide enough for those who have too little." 
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Let the course ahead be clear. We shall not achieve 

-
great goals with I i mited i nvestments

1 
We shall not achieve 

mighty purposes with petty actions.( we will not find our 

way guided by small dreams.u 

~There is a long road ahead which will test our 

character and our fiber.~ 

Only one week ago in Punta del Este, Uruguay, 

President Johnson set forth the task that lies ahead for us 

as Americans. 

11We no longer inhabit a new world. We cannot 

escape from our problem1 as the first Americans could, 

in the vastness of an uncharted hemis~here,~f we are to 

grow and prosper, we must face the problems of our maturity) ng ,.. 

And we must do it boldly, wisely --and now •.• 
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'
1The time is now. The responsibility is ours. 

Let us declare the next ten years the Decade of Urgency. 

Let us match our resolve and our resources to the common 

tasks until the dream of a new America is accomplished, in 

the lives of all our people." 

President Johnson set forth our vision of a free and ...... 
peaceful hemisphere, 

In partnership with the nations of the Atlantic, 

that vision can and will be extended to a free and peaceful 

world. 
m -

# # # 
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FRIDAY LUNCHEON SESSION 

April 21, 1967 

1 

The Luncheon Seasion convened at one-thirty 

orolook p.m., Mr. Michael J. Ogden, First Vice ~esident, 

ASNE, presiding. 

PRESIDENT NOTSON: May I have your attention, 

please. 

Mr. V1oe President, Mrs. Humphrey, Other Dis

tinguished Guests, Ladiea and Gentlemen: In the interest 

ot time, I think I will take a few minutes while dessert 1s 

being served to introduce our gUests at the bead table. 

Thereafter we will pause for a little while for you to 

finish your dessert ahd then we will aak the waiters to 

clear the room and our speaker will be presented. 

F1rat , !:ehbuld ~ l1ke to present to you Mr. Cecil 

KJ.ng, Publisher or the London Daily Mirror, Who 1s to be 

one of our chief speakers this afternoon and who will be 

more adequately introduced at that time. 

Mr. nng. 

(Mr. King rose; applause.) 

This is a day or recognition to a goup or men 

who have rendered important aerv1oe to the Society all year 

long. I am proud ot the work that these men have done. 
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The·y are the Committee Chairmen. May I preeent them to 

you. 

First~ the Chairman ot the Membership Co~ttee~ 

Arthur c. Deck. 

(Mr. Deck rose; applause.) 

2 

The Chairman or the Program Committee I Mr. Newl:)old 

Noyea. 

(Mr. Noyes rose; applause.) 

The Chairman of the Editorial Future Committee, 

Mr. Norman E. Iaaaos. 

(Mr. Isaacs rose; applauae.) 

The Chairman of the Freedom ot Information and 

Bar-Press Committee, Mr. J. Edward Murrau. 

{Mr. Murray rose J applause. ) 

The Chairman ot the International Communication 

Committee, Mr. V1noent s. Jonee. 

(Mr. Jones roaeJ applause.) 

The Chairman of the Committee tor Education tor 

Journalism, Mr. Sylvan Meyer. 

{Mr. Meyer rose; applause.) 

our Preas Chairman, Mr. Earl Richert. 

Mr. R1ohert rose; applause.) 

The Eleotion Committee Chairman, Mr. William I. 

• 
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Ray, Jr. 

(Mr. Ray rose; applause.) 

Our Microphone Cha1rnian, Mr. Mort Stern. 

(Mr. Stern rose; applause.) 

And the Aide to the President, Mr. Howard 

Cleavinge:r. 

(Mr. Cleavinger rose; applauee.) 

These men are de.aerv1ng of your gratitude and 

applause. 

3 

Now the polls tor the election of new Directors 

Will be oloaed promptly at two o'clock, irrespective of the 

ending or this luncheon. 

The Eleotiona Committee at that time will go 

promptly to G-608 to make the count. It will be necessary 

tor them to go promptly at two o•olook. So, if you see 

them leaving the room a little before we oonolUde, .you will 

understand why. 

We hope to have the reaulta and expect to have 

them betore the oonolua1on of our afternoon session. 

Now m~ you resume enjoying your deasert and we 

shall pauae briefly until we are ready to hear the main 

speaker•• atatement. 

(Deeeert.) 
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PRESIDENT NOTSON: May I have your attention. and 

I will aek the wa1ters now to clear the ~oom. , 

It is now tn7 pleasure to turn this meeting .over 

to Olll' Firat Vice President. Miohael J. Ogden. who will 

preside. 

Mr. Ogden. 

(Applause.) 

FIRST VICE PRESIDENT MICHAEL J. OGDEN: Ladies 

and Gentlemen: Last year, in Montreal, I bad the honor ot 

introducing to the membera or thitJ Society Defense Secretary 

McNamara. :Because l happen to feel it 1e completely 

superfluous to introduce to newspaper ed1tora speakers 

whoae careers S.t 11 the job ot these edttors to know, I 

om1 tted the background and, instead, I introduced the 

Society to the speake~. 

I can do no lees today. 

There oannot be a soul in this rnom unfam1l1.ar 

W1 th our speaker '• riae tro111 soda fountain to phatmac1at to 

teaehe~ to Mayor ot M1nneapol1a to United States Senator to 

hi a present po•t. And. certainly. everyone knowe he is 

happily marx-ted to MUriel, who 18 eo photogenic that all of 

us, to a man, ran the picture of her taking a snapshot ot 

b1m last month 1n Europe, and no one ran the p1oture ehe 
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took or him. 

(Laughter. ) 

There is only one further per•onal note and it 

1e, perhapa, more personal to me than to anyone else. It 

is that Mr. Humphrey 11 precisely three days, or 72 hours, 

younger than I am, and I find 1t very d1seonoe~t1ng to 

reach a point in life when you are older even than the Vice 

President of the United States. 

(Laughter. ) 

As to our Society, Mr. Humphrey has been our 

gu_eat beto~e. Hence, he may even know that we are an 

anomalous organization unlike almost any other national 

~ofeesional body in any field. He may even have heard 

what I believe wa originally Rues Wiggins' description of 

ua: that if we were any more tightly organized the Justice 

Department would be after us; it we were any more looselY 

organized, we would fall apart. 

Now, tbe obvious ploy in the fl'ogram Chairman •e 

as 1gnment of me to present Mr. Humphrey is that we are 

both Vice Presidents, even thoUgh hie organization ~~ eome

what larger. 

(Laughter. ) 

I don •t know how many in our aUdience oould leap 

5 
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up and promptly identity George M. Dallas. But I •ll bet 

Mr. Humphrey oan, and so oan I. He can alao identify 

Daniel D. Thomkina, William A. Wheeler, Thomas A. Hundr1ekl 

and Garret A. Hobart. And so oan I. 

I can, because I looked them up 1n the World 

Almanac. They •re all predecessors of Mr. Hwnphrey, under 
Polk, Monroe., Hayes, Cleveland and McKinley. He oan 

identity them beoauae I am sure he must have wondered wist
fully on occasion whether future generationa would have to 
be looking him up in the World Almanac. 

(Laughter. ) 

He oe.n take ,aome solace in the taot that whereas 

it 1s extremely d1tf1Gult tor a Vice President ot our 

Society to get a word in, that is not Mr. Humphrey'S prob

lem. 

(Laughter. ) 

When an ASNE Vioe President becomes President, he 
11 not permitted, by tradition, to eay mor than Yt.dies 
and Gentle:rnen, this convention is adjourned ". That is the 
full text of an ASNE Pree1dent•e inaugural address. 
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And when, in turn, it becomes time for him to 

give the gavel to hie auoceaaor, he cannot do any more than 
eay a rew words about hit successor. 
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So ASNE Vice Pres1dente, pent up with large 
thoughts they may want to deliver, have no rostrum to give 
them from. They know what it is to be w1attul too. 
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Not only that, but we have a Second Vioe President, 
and he is not permitted to aay anvthing at all. 

(Lat.~ghter.) 

So, Mr. HUJ1lphrey, I envy you your opportunity to 
apeak to this gathering. And, if I envy you, just think how 
deep must be the feelings ot Vin Jones ot Rochester, our 
Second Vice P.re•ident. 

(Laughter. ) 

Ladies and Gentlemen, the one and only -- The 
Vice President of the United Statee. 

(Applauae; attendance standing.) 

THE HONORABLE HUBERT H. HUMPHREY (V1oe President 
ot the United States): Thank you very much, Mr. Vice 
President. 

May I .say that I would be willing to be qUiet for 
tour yeara, if I was aa sure ot my tuture as you are ot 
yours. 

(Laughter.) 

I don tt mean 1t •a fixed. It juat works that way. 
(Laughter. ) 
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Mr. Notson, I know now how J.>ree1dent John on 
feels when he haa a V1oe President that geta out of hand. 

(Laughter.) 

I think I should say to those who were here last 
night that I did leave. It was the same chair that I was 
a1tt1ng in laet night for the Women•a National Press Club. 
I did get home. I d1dn •t wait for you tOday. I knew you •a 
come here anyway. 

(Laughter. ) 

' And I want to thank Mr. Ogden for maldng me teel 
exceedingly happy and gay am young. I •ve always been 

worried about the generation gap and, after his intrOduc
tion, I now know what they mean when they talk about it. 

It •a good to be the young man on the team here. 

(Laughter. ) 
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~ You speak about how loquao1ous Vice Presidents 
can be. Apparently you have never served in V1oe Preaident 
Johnson'S cabinet. 

(Laughter.} (Applause.) 

This is a baokgrounder. I want ;you to know. Not 
a word I say 1e ror att~1bution. 

(Lal.ighter • } 

Can I welcome our d1at1ngu1ehed triend from Great 
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Britain, the Publisher of the London Daily Mirror. He is 
here to get equal time. 

I was in hie great city of London not long ago 
and, after he aaw my oarryings on, he demanded the right to 
come over here and explain exactly what happened, and I 
want to aay right now there•s a credibility gap 1n London. 

(Laughter. ) 

I have looked over your program -- by the way, I 
hadn't intended to eay any or this. I had ttmed myself 
today. I thought I •d make this speech short but I gave 
that up right after the intrOduction. 

(Laughter.) 

I feel there 11 no reason that I should in any 
way upset your calculations. None of you planned on leav
ing on time anyway, except the Elections Committee. 

(LaUghter. ) 

I do think it was a rather subtle and nasty way 
ot reminding me When I ought to quit, though -

(Laughter.) 

-- when this says -- I looked on the program and 
right under my name it aaye; Polla olo•e at 2. 

(Laughter. ) 

This ie what they say about thoae m1n1etere, 

9 
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there are no eoule saved after the first 20 minute a. 
(Laughter. ) 
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I don •t think aome or you can be saved anyway and 
I•m just going to go ahead and do what I want to do. 

{Laughter.) (Applause.) 

I have been 1n a crua:mi~.Y ae to what I might do 
here today. I sought the advice of several publishers and 
editors and correspondent& and reporters, friends. Every ... 
body has given me different adv~ce. I want to thank ' them 
very, veey much. 

This is what keeps a man calm and rested and sure 
of himself. 

(Laughter. ) 

So I decided to go ahead and make my own mistake. 

(Laughter. ) 

And not attribute it to you at all. 

I could give you what we call out home in 

M1nneeota a smorgasbord address., which I frequently do. 
The trouble is, I sometimes don •t get away trom the hora 
d •oeuvres into the main portion of the meal. ·'Todayr· I 

thought I•d just keep my menu somewhat restricted. 

I am going to talk to you about my observations 
on the ven interesting, if' not important and I hQp~ it was 
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uaeful, mission ana journey into EUrope. 

Wendell Willlde, I believe, waa more than a great 
~erioan. I think he waa a great prophet. It was Wendell 
W1llk1e who said in 1940s Th11 1a one world, and it took a 
World War to prove it and all or the 20 yeare ainoe that 
time to make it demonstrably Olear that it is one world. 

You cannot talk about any part of the world today 
or anything that 1s going on in this world without knowing 
that what you aay and what you observe and what you see and 
what happens affects another part o~ the WOl'ld. There is 
no suoh thing aa compartmentalized thinking. 

In a very real se~e, a man in public life ought 
to be, as they say in medical terms, a general practitioner. 
He ought to have his experts on tap but never on top. They 

ought to be available to him and then, hopefully, he ought 
to be able· to aynohron1Ze or harmonize or homogenize the 
information that he receives into the formulation ot publ1a 
pol1oy. 

So, 1f I stress today my observations on E~ope., 
~t 1a not because I am any lese concerned about Lat~n 
Ame~~oa or Aa1a or Africa or, indeed, about Southeast Asia, 
beoauae all of these areaa are or prime concern to ua. 

It is only beoauee this area ot the world meane 
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so much to ue and it is so vital to each and eV$rJ one or 
ua. 

If we oan •t understand what •e going on in Europe, 
my fellow Americana, what ma~a you think you oan under
stand what •a going on any place el.se? 

If we can •t know what Europeans feel, aay and do 
and how they react, ainoe we are the children, the daughters 
and the sons or Europe, moat or us at least, how can we 
hope to ever underatand all the nuances, _ all ot the intangi
bles, all or the many little things and great things that 
happen in the other continents? 

So today I talk or EUrope and give you a few or 
my observations. 

I would like to just eay 1n the beginning what it 
waa a most enjoyable trip. I found out that you have to 
learn how to be able to duok and bOW and weave and dodge 
and smile at the same t1me. 

(Lallghter.) 

And hopefully not forget the purpose of JOur 
mission. 

But I came back With eome observations and I want 
to give them to you. 

The overwhelming oonolus1on that I oame baok with 
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was th.at there 1e a new Europe, my fellow Americans. I 
have often thought, it a man of my age could only get what 

~ Europe has apparently found, the recovery or youth, to 
really find a whole new lite, because the Europe that stood 
in aehea and rubble 20 years ago is gone and a Europe that 
11 vital and young and IP1rited and vigorous and strong and 
glowingly independent is here and, for Americana, I think 
this 11 good to remember. 

Europe has been reborn. The post-war period is 
ended. The reconstruot1on ot Western Europe haa been oon· 
awmnated and I think earlier than any of ua ever dreamed. 

I•ve been there a halt a dozen times and the 
Europe that I eaw in 1967 was not the one that Mrs. Humphrey 
and I eaw in 1961 or even 1963. Its attitudes we~ differ-
ent, its whole posture waa d1£terent and yet it waa on 
balance a constructive, opt1m1et1c and reassuring E~ope. 

Lest we forget 1t, because there are so many 
things that we like to know that are wrong, I think we oan 
aay that what haa happened in Europe today is the indica-
tion or pol1o1es that were conceived and carried out. In 
other warda, it•• a concrete euooeae tor ua. 

But 1 with the end of this poet-war era# and an 
era has ended, a generation or work hat been completed, 
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there is a different Europe. I think that we nec&d to, 
thexoefore~ recognize the importance of adopting a new out
look and aome new habits of both thought and action. 

Now, th1a 1sn rt going to be easy. Nobody 11kea 

to do that. we like to stay in the old familiax- paths, and 

what wae that old familiar path tor Americans? What was it 
ror 70u aa you wrote in those ed1tor1al columna or yo~a 
and as you looked at the copy that came aoroa• your desk? 
It waa a Europe that was dependent on America. We were 
their benefactor, their protector. It 1& the Europe of the 
Marshall Plan, 20 years now, by the way, since ita incep
tion, and we were the demanding and yet, in a aenae, the 
all-commanding senior partner. 

And we expected all too often our European 
t~ienda to be junior partners. Now there 1a a new relation
ship and I think we need to reoogn1J:e it; otherwise, we are 
going to make some gr1evows errore. 

we must recognize that tnere•a a new p1r1t. and 
I sensed it the first time I talked to a European, and I am 
not aaying the first time I talked to a Swiaa or a German 
or an EngliShman or a Dutchman 01' an Itali.anJ I ea1d, tbe 
tirat time I talked to a European I eeneed it# and 1t 1s 
called European Nationalism, a nationalism that expre1sea 
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itself as a pride both in Europe and 1n the individual 
European nation states. 

Th18 11 a new thing that has happened, the 

Europe that has grown, the Europe that 1a b1gger, the 
Europe that is etronger. 
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Now, the que1t1on I think we have to ask our 
E\U'opean friend ·I, and son1e of them are here w1 th ua today, 
11: Where will th1a nationalism lead? Because nationalism 
oan provoke many problema or 1t oan be a ver.J powerful 
t"oroe for good • 

Will it lead Europe to an inward E\lrope, a kind 
or an old American ieolationiam that has been applied to a 
new Europe? 

Or w111 it lead Europe to an outward movement, 
~eaohing out to world-W1de respona1b111ties and world-wide 
cooperations? 

I ~on •t think we know yet, even though I must eay 
that I waa of the opinion that the hour of decision 11 
there now. 

Ten years after the Treaty of R~ the European 
ColDmon Market, 20 yeare after the Marehall Plan, 22 year• 
after the end of" World War II Europe 1& 4ec1ding 1 ts 
tut~e, thia hour, tbil month, between now, may I aayj and 
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the coming end of this year. 

I th~nk the a~er alao depends on how we conduct 
ourselves. Now., if we look upon th1e European nationalilln 
a oppoaed to our intere•ts • we oan expect eOlfle trouble. 
Th1a ,oould, o.f oo~ae, lead to disarreotion amonget our 
allies. It could leave us isolated. 

Or, we oan take that other ohoioe, which I hope 
we will, and that is to welcome this increasing European 
pride and independence and atrength and v~tal1ty, th1a new 
4p1r1t of European nationalism. 

I think we ought to capitalize on it. If our 
European partners wish to play a greater role and a more 
impo-rtant ~ole 1n the world, let•a open the door and aay. 
Come in. 

But we shouldn't be surprised at times if they 
want to walk alone or if they h~ve a different point or 
View or it they want to be a little independent. No self-
respecting person or nation, or group of nat1orus wishes to 
remain forever in a subsidiary position. as a matter of 
taot to be reminded ot tavors done in the past. They just 
oan•t do it. 

My fellow Americana, X'emembel" how big we are and 

remember how almost overwhelming we aeem and how much we 
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could b dom1neering6 1f we let it be. 

The total grolls national product of all of 

Eur~pe, outside of the Soviet Union and the Soviet Bloo, 
of EFTA6 this outer seven and the inner e1x wae under 

$500 billion last year. 
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The total groae national product or the United 

States alone as $750 billion. Our' great giant oorpora
t1ona almost overwhelm nations and, therefore, the job of 
self-d1aeipl1ne 6 the job or modeety6 or humility, the Job 
ot Americans walking, if you please, as equals and not as 
dom1neertng bosses, that job is going to be a dU'ticUlt one 

for us but an absolute essential one. 

We must oons\llt 6 we must work together and we 
must consult in depth and 1n great~r degree than ever 

before. 

But then, may I be frank With our European friends, 

it 1a going to require that they have a sentte of oon1fulta
t1on too and not go it alone, a sense or international 

responsibility ana farsightedness, and not quite eo muoh 
preoooupation with problems and opportw11t1ea eolely within 
their own borders. 

But, I would be lese than honeat with these fine 
men who are reaponaible for the information of the Amer1oan 
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people, if' I didn•t tell you that the temptation in Europe 
to just develop what 1t has, beoauae they have found out 
how great it oan be, 1s there. 

18 

The temptat1on· oomea because they nave lost their 
colonies, their empires, and now tbey see this m~ket that 
oan be a great source or wealth and power and independence. 
And I aubmJ.t to you that an 1solat1on1am coUld grow, Wlleaa 
we exempl1r,y qualities ot underatand1ng, or leaderahip and 
atateamaneh1p trom thie aide or the partnership that will 
have us walk together, walk together down the same road 
purauing the aame course. 

l happen to think that we are looking forward to 
the next 20 yeara With great reason tor opttm1am, 1/ we 
wiU but put ourselves to the taak, and I mean tnat we oan 
heal the old wound• and diviaiona in Europe. rt oan be done. 

L<tok what baa happened in 20 years. Many of' you 
visited Europe many times these last 20 yeara. Not a one 
or you, if you Will be oahd1d with youraelt, could have 
dreamed that Europe today would be What 1t 18 ~n light or 
what you knew it to be 1n 1950, 1945, 1947, in thoae days 
ot unbelievable d1atreee, panic, povert7 and rubble and 
ashe • 

So we can heal the old wounda. l believe this, 



J3D/Jbj 

0 

and we muet. We can aee the peaceful ~eun1f1cation of 
Germany, the vital a:rrort to halt and slow down thia mad· 
neae that gripe mankind, the arms race, the greatest waate 
or human resources that the world has ever known. and we 
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can close, 1f there ie, and I believe there ia a technologi
cal gap. 

And we oan help create new technology and aoienoe 
together. We can close thia dangerous gap that is the all
embracing th~eat to world peace, the gap between the r1ch 
and the poor nations, one that widen• every day. 

And I think we oan oreate or aid in the strength
ening of the creation of 1nat1tutiona of law and ol'der and 
peace. 

Now let me just oi te then very quickly, and I · 
know that the time rune out, some of the things that I have 
w~ked on ae your representative. After all, you are 
ent1 tled to s report. Mrs. Humphrey and I 11 ved well on 
this trip and I think that ae taxpayers you eugbt to get a 
full report. However, I'll send that to you in written 
form. I want to juat glance over quickly wmtt we tried to 
do. 

I have devoted a great share of lJ11 public lite to 
the whole subject bfl nuclear ar.ma oontrol and d1a~ament, 
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not naively, not unilaterally but oontrolled, multilateral, 

balanced arms oontrol and disarmament, and I think it's one 

or the most vital topics before the statesmen of the world. 

We are now at a very critical point in these 

efforts, a point where we oould see the proliferation of 

nuolear weapons 1n the next five years into 20 nations, and 

that would mean 20 more fingers on the nuclear trigger. 

It •s dangeroua enough now, my dear friends, with 

the nations that presently have those nuclear weapons. So 

we have made it a matter of high national priority to 

engage the Sovieta 8nd others in consummating a treaty for 

the non-proliferation of these weapons, to prevent their 

spread. 

Why? So you oan live. So that the children that 

are in your home, as they take over duties 1n this nation 

and elsewhere, Will not have to raoe the possibility and, 

indeed, almost the certainty ot a nuclear holocaust. 

But, if we are going to have a lasting and 

effective treaty, it must b~ one that proteota all or the 

intereete of all ot the signer& and, my fellow Americana, 

we muet never think that we have all the anawera. I se~V€d 

in Congress long enough to know that good questioning by 

aincere people improves the product. The Executive Branches 
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or Government have a hard time believ~ng that but 16 years 

I sat there a a Senator, ten years as a Subcommittee 

Chairman., and I believe that muoh of the good leg1alat1on 

that comes out of this Government comes because of the 

refinement processes of congress, not simply be~ause or the 

great brilliance of the executives and executive departments. 

It takes the amalgam, and that•a what we•re find

ing now in Europe. They are asking us queetions. 

I found concern in Europe about the non

proliferation t~eaty, often baaed on misunaeretanding and 

m1eapprehens!ons. I epent my time trying to clear away 

that m1sunderetanding and misapprehension. 

Having given at least 15 yeara of my life to thi 

work .. I think this treaty Will be a milestone in peace, if 

we can consummate 1t. It Will not impede peaoe~l develop

ment of nuclear energy for civilian pUX'J)Oses. It will not 

in any way deny adequate defense to the nation of Europe. 

It Will, indeed, even permit Europe. 1t it 11 

united, to have ita own means or nuolear detenae and it 

Will not lay Western E\U'ope open to industrial espionage. 

In other words~ I happen tc think that. if we can 
get agreed-upon language, whioh I predict we Will. you will 

be a happier people and we Will have Made our contribution 
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1n flames. 

Now, there 1a another topic, the Kennedy Round. 
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The Kennedy Round trade negotiation. Why 18 it called 

that? Because our late, beloved President initiated these 

negotiation• a~ they are being carried out now under the 

Preeident of the united States, President Johnson and his 

repreaentativea. 

What •a 1t all about? It •a !Qerely the lowering of 

trade barriers, the opening up or markets. And I went, as 

yolU' representative, to stress to the co:mmon Ma~ket coun

tries and others the imperative importance or the Kennedy 

Round. 

Wh7? Not only for trade and commerce but, aa I 

said to them, the politics involved 11 so important that if 

this trade negotiation ta1la the moat oonee~at1ve and 

reactionary intluenoee 1n many countries will be on the 

aeoendenoy, that 1 t ooUld very well alter all or our 

pol1oiet. 

Those who have opposed aid 1n our troop oommit

ment to Europe, thoae who have opposed our building inter

national 1nstitut1ona that can make thie a more secure 

world, they W1llbave their day. So I literallY pleaded 
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with our friends in Europe to atop these old torces ot 

reaction and inwardneea by consummating this treaty no·t 

only as an economic achievement but alao aa a way or 

releasing a whole array ot constructive internationalist 

policies for the years to come, to build on what we have 

done since World War II. 
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I also streaeed, and may I qUickly note it, that 

Europe now is at a point where it must help others even 

more than it has. AJnerioa cannot police the world alone, 

nor should it. Let me make it qUite clear. 

I believe that America's reputation ought not to 

be as a world policeman but as a world teacher, as the 

world healer, as one of oono111at1on and reoono111at1on and 

not one of de truction and battling all or the time, even 

though at t:tmea we have to do that. 

But let it be our commitment, let it be o~ com

mitment to expand the rront1ere or opportunity. Let it be 

our commitment to build international institutions ot 

underatandirig. 

Europe needs to help teed the hungry. We can do 

1t no longe7 alone and, even it we could~ we ahouldn•t do 

it alone beoauee all or the more toXttunate peoples in the 

world have an obligation in this. 
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So we argued hard and worked for what we call the 

principle of rood aid, food aid for the world•a hungry 1n 

the Kennedy Round negotiations. 

Now a quick work about NATO. because that was 

another topic that I d1scuaeed. 

If we wish NATO to continue as a viable instru

ment for peace and peaceful p~oset, then we have to keep 

it alive. and it is liVing. With all or ita troubles, 1t 

has new strength. 

Like manJ other things. you never realiae what 

you have until somebody disrupts 1t or challenges it, and 

NATO today iS being revitaliZed. There is a new spirit of 

commitment. 

The Atlantic nations· are worldng together. The 

fi7st priority tor ourselves and Western Europe must be to 

maintain 1 ts deterrent strength aa 1nauranoe against d1J

array in the West and temptation 1n the East. 

I think it would be a terrible blow to the cauae 

of world peace to leave the thought 1n the minda of those 

Who have ueed force aa a means ot obtaining pol.1t1oal 

obJectives that NATO was weak. It would be too tempting to 

tt7 omething only to find out that it would end up 1n war. 

So we have new opportunities now. They are 
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oppo~tun1t1es that are apparent in our relationships with 

the soviet Bloo. 

Because there are new opportunities, it is mQre 

important than ever that we work as a team, as a partner-

ship, and not go it Qn our own. The strength ot rreeddm 1& 

in its unity. 

Remember Ben Franklin was very right when he said: 

We either hang together or we hang separately. And in this 

bueineaa of NATO when I hear people say, Well, why do you 

/ 

need 1 t, there seems to be a detent with the Soviet Union, 

or it etands in the way ot better relationships with the 

Soviet Union, to that I say, You are 10 wrong. The West 

must pursue policies in conoert, common policies worked out. 

The Sortet Union Will. then know what it 18 working with and 

it will give some rea•onable degree of balanced aonaulta-

tion and balanced negotiation. 

All of' this is going to take sacr1f'1oe, sometimes 

financial sacrifice, but I believe that it ia worth it. 

On East-West relations. I spoke at Fulton, 

M111our1, on the 2let ann1versm"3 ot Winston Churohill'! 

great .!!!ron Curtain •• speeoh, the aame· platform, the ~ame 

university. And I looked aheao on that ocoae1on to the 

· time when the Iron Curtain might be r~pl ced by an Open 
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Door. 

I am often accused or being overly optimistic. 

Well, I like to be that way. There are people who epeeial-

1ze in being Unhappy and there are thoeey-and I don't l~e 

to intrude on their jurisdiction. I just don•t do w~ll 1n 

that area and 1t gives some balance in this city too for 

those that --

(Laughter. ) 

You•re right. 

(Laughter.) 

But I fo~ that our western p~ners were eage~ 

to pursue this objective of that Open Door. They know it •a 

not wide open but 1t 18 aJar, and there 18 a great desire 

in Western Europe for recono11~at1on with the East, and why 

not 7 They •re Europeans. This veneer of oommun1am that has 

been laid over all of Eastern Europe does not penetx-ate the 

total cultural pattel"n of hundreds of years of Europe. 

we need to appeal to that autonomy, that sense o~ 

national pride, that sense or self-interest but yet we need 

to do it 1n a way that doea not appear negative. 

I think that if we work in oonoert with common 

policies that we oan do muoh to open that door to the East 

and thereby through our new peaceful engagement with the 
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East in the future some time looking abead see a peacefUlly 

reunited Germany and a settlement 1n all ot Centr l Europe. 

We mutt have those as our hopes and our obJeot1vea. 

Now, what about Western untty~ W~stern European 

unity? Well, it •s there. Make no mistake about it • . There 

is a new -- there is an inevitable forward momentum of 1t. 
' 

The British Government is clearly committed to 

Europe now. British public opinion, 1n the lJlai.n. is favor

able to it. Six or the common Market partnera are ready 

and clearly ready to $upport a torthr1ght British tnitia-

t1ve to Join the Common Market and ~itish entry into that 

Market will mean the opening of the door for the other eu 
or the EFTA group, the outer seven a they qall them. 

Now, this 1an•t going to take place quickly ana. 
by the way, don•t be in too big a hurry as we ~1te the 

stories. The only thing that is instant is instant tea and 

instant coffee. I don•t know anything else that•a really 

instant. There 1s no instant auccea1, no instant diplomacy. 

no instant peace. 

Peace 18 like a cathedral: It takea decadee to 

build it and we build it block by block# stone by stone. 

Sornet~es we are interrupted but we must have the dream of 

it, the master plan of it and we muet work for it, and 1t 



D/jbj 

0 

0 

28 

is 1n the policy of the United States to encourage European 

unity, even though it means greater competition to ua. We 

welcome this momentum. 

But I want to make it equally clear on this plat

form that we regard the conetr~ot1on of Western European 

unity as the business of European nations. I can think of 

nothing which could derail this great enterprise more 

surely or more effectively than to have 1t stamped and 

labeled "Made in America". Hands off, my fellow .American • 

Let Europe decide that part or 1 ts own futUl'e. 

Now, you •d be surprised to note that even on this 

Journey I talked bf monetary reform. I said here a moment 

ago that the greatest compliment Mr8. Humphrey has ever 

paid me 18 ~hen we moved into our new apartment. She asked 

me to sign a 3o-year mortgage. I thought that was so inter. 

esting that she had suoh faith 1n me. 

(Laughter. ) 

And all of this gave me a new insight into 1nte~

nat1onal monetary reform because we must look ahead. Now, 

! must 8'Y that this is a eubjeot understood by few, 1£ 

any, 1noluding the experta, and I d1dn rt try to be an 

expert. But I did make it clear that we were ror a n:tod1t1-

eat1on of present international monetary policies, that- we 



J5D/jbj 

0 

-0 

were for reform, that the blood lines, so to speak, of 
nations needed to be larger, that you cannot have the 
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credit and monetary policies of a post-war Europe -- ! mean, 
of a pre-war Europe and a pre-war world in this poet-war 
world, that the Europe or today needs more capital. 

It needs a greater means or capitalizing ita 
great inveatmenta. So international l1qUid1 ty was high on 
the agenda. 

Now you wouldn •t expect me to come to you, and I 
want to leave you with th1a thought, without mentioning, of 
oourae, an area of great concern to our own Amerioa and I 
tru_et to the whole world, and 1t 111. I am not going to 
~ ve you a apeech on 1 t today. I would like to oome back 
another time. I have a oouple or good one a in hand. 

(Laughter.) 

I waa working over some or your members. here the 
other night when we were together at one or the private 
residenoes in th1e o1ty. I tried them out tor a long time 
until all the w1vea were yawning and I aaid, 'that must be 
the e1gnal that aomebody ia boring at thia party. I knew 
it wasn•t me but I got up and lett. 

(LaughtE!r.) 

I want to •a¥ a word about Vietnam. The rea•on 
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I eq 1 t 1a twotold • EU%'opetuur are conoernea lest we are 

may I aq that I think it ahould be umeratoOd that- the 
overwhelming majoritJ ot opean leadet-a With lfhom I apoke 
underatood why we were there and the objeot1ve that we 
PUJ'8Qed. 

or courae there are r lee ot pub11o op1.n1on ot 
d1aagreement here and there but n Who are l"equtred to 
guide the deetilV' of' nat1ona should not be encased 1n a 
popularity con teat. 'l'he7 ahoUld be engaged 1n doing What 
they believe to be r1S}1t_. to the beat ot their ab1.11t7 to 
a•certun what 1a right. 

So Wherever I went I answered queat101UI on 
Vietnam when aaked. I did not embark on a ealea lld.a ion. 
I didn tt th1nk that •a what I ought to be doing. 

What ta JDOl'e" I round that Europeana ere prett7 
muoh like we are. Tbq are concerned about theil' nwn 
probleme moatl7 and the1' weren •t quite aa conoerned about 
all or oura. 

But I d1d ape k ot the m111.t-aJT, the· political 
and the eoonOid.c developuente and 1181 I juat put thi 
caveat in right now, ff3 tellow ed1tora. becauae I •d lib to 

.. b an ed1ter t • It •a one or 'a7 great. 7ou knoW, 
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suboonac1.ous dea1ree. I may be one aoone~ than you think. 
(Laughter. ) 

Not sooner than you think, sooner than I think, 
exouae me. 

(Laughter. ) 
in But what 18 tranap1rt.ns/V1etnam 1a not just a 

military struggle, aa interesting and as exciting and some-
times as anguishing as that appears. What 18 happening 
there is not Julft deetruct1on. Itta oonatruotion, the 
bUil~ing ot a nation, nation-bUilding, which is the work 
of this country, 

Some day I want to tell you about that, the 
eoonamio developments, the political developmenta. 

Mr. Editor, don •t you undereatilnate what it meant 
to have a conet1tuent aaaembly, to write a oonat1tut1on, to 
elect a oonatituent aaaembly, to have district eleotiona, 
to have a national election th1a September, to have a 
parliamentary election. 

Don•t underestimate what this meana in the ulti• 
mate purposes and objeotivea that we pursue. 

It waan •t loat on any ot rq fnenda in EUrope 
when I apoke to them about our presence in Europe, that we 
were there keeping a oomm1 tment, and I \ttill aign orr on 
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rorcea 1n this world for peace 11 the integrity or the 
Amerioan commitment. The day we welsh on that, the day 
that we say eometh1ng that we intend to do and not do it, 
it is on that day that the fabric of Western security 
etarts to tall apart. 
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Pe-ople do nave to depend on our word. EL\l'opeana, 
with all of their independence and prosperity, know that 
they stand helplesa unless the Ul11ted States and Europe· 
walk together 1n partnersh1p with high priorities. 

When I was in Berlin_ let me tell you the people 
or Berlin, more than anyone elae, understood the importance 
or our commitment, because, Without our commitment to West 
Berlin. > there itt none. Without our commitment to the 
Weetern All1anc~, there 11 no real all1anoe and the people 
in Europe more than Ame~1oana sometimes unrlerstand that. 

20 years ago Europe lay in ruins. Today it 
stand e atrong and proud. It we enter the laet third of 
this century weak, and we are in the last third, and any
body who is worthy or public truet either in publiahing or 
pol1t1ce ought to be thinking of Century 21, not the 
Twentieth Centur,r. 

Will we be here as a nation a• we are in Century 
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21? What kind of a world Will it be? 

If we are disunited and unoerta1n in this laet 

third of the Twentieth Century, if we are without any faith 

in ourselvea or anyone else, if we are filled With e~pi

oion, doubt and unoertaint~ and weakness, it eaoh nation 

goes ita own way beoau._ae it thinks that •a the best way to 

do 1 t ,· I then predict that this will be the last oe:ntury 

for the 4auee that we hold dear, this last beat hope on 

earth of freedom and self-determination. 

But I also say with even more conviction that, if 

we maintain in the years ahead the oohe•1on and the vision 

and the oammon purpose which have suata1ned us sinoe World 

Wax- II, deapi te all or our minor d1sagreemente, I have no 

doubt that the remainder of this century, this last third 

ot the Twentieth Century can bring even greater results 

than we have ever known before. 

We stand on the threshold or a whole new age and 

I love to think ot it. I have little patience With those 

who say, Oh, what unbelievable problema we have tOday. 

What I say to you 1e, What unbelievable oppor

tun1t1ee we have today. Every problem 1e a' ohallenge. 

Evecy d1tf1oulty 1e an opportunity. It Just depends. on 

What we do with it. 
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This is the age ot movement, ot science, or 
technology, ot innovation, creativity and it 1a the age or 
ideas, and the greateat idea 1a the unity ot mankind. The 
greatest idea 1s the unity ot mankind livine; in freedom, 
and it 1a ·the moving idea ot the day. 
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Franklin Roosevelt onoe aaid that the test of our 
progre•s is not whether we add mare to the abundance of 
those who have too muoh; it 11 whether we provide enousn 
for those who have too little. 

That•e still true beoauee those who have too 
little in thia world can destroy thoee who already have too 
much. 

So let ua be ot ld.nd heart and oompaasion and yet 
of clear purpose. The oouree ahead I think is pretty a lear. 
We will notaohieve great goals with limited investments and 
we•ll not aoh1eve mighty purpoaee with petty actions. We 
will not tt1nd our way gilded or guided by l:tnall dreama. 

There 1e a long road ahead wh1oh will teat our 
character and our fiber. The President spoke of the road 
ahead aa thoae who believe in the atrength and the endUP
anoe race. We are 1n the endurance raoe. I like what 
Pree1dent Johneon aa1d at Punta del Eate: 

We no longer 1nhab1 t a new world • We cannot 



e c our problema, he 

... n ....... .L1.11. 1 the vut aa ot an 

to 

have h to ut awar ohi 1 

went on to 

le 

d, aa _ 

uat t ce the or 

are a t 

thoQSht • 

t e theae 

can •t put t orr. Th 

• e po 1b111t7 1 0 • 0 t · 

deol • Let 

0 to the coaaon taa 

t11 t dre of a oa 1 cc 1n he 

v tow:- ople. 

Ith1 

hem1 phere beoauae I 11eve t a 

that 

ext 

nd 

to 

that tho e or 
the 1nhf!l'i tora ot 

e 

t ve it all~ that 

sh1 in t 

care 

o ve ee prtv1l sed 

call \the at m cUltUP& 

t 

at ontr.lb 1an t 



'6D/jbj 

36 

free and peaceful world. 

I want to thank you very much for giving us your 

guidance, your counsel, for ventilating the policies of 

this Government, for giving us not only a ventilation but, 

may I also ay, an inspiration. Do iiO. This America ie as 

much yours as mine. 

No President has more responsibility than you and 

surely no Vice President has more to say about America than 

you. You have your job to do; ! have mine. Let them not 

be separate jobs. Let them be Jobe in partne:rship for our 

country and, ab~e all, for the k1nd of a ~orld we envision. 

(Appla~ei attendance standing.) 

FIRST VICE PRESIDENT OGDEN: Thank you very muoh, 

Mr. Vice President. 

That ends tbia afternoon'S eeseion at lunchtime. 

We Will meet again in 15 minutes for the afternoon te$aion 

&t which we will have Mr. Cecil King as our speaker and I 

adv1 e you all to get there early and get front-row seat 

beoause I•m sure that seats will be at a premium. 

This meeting is adjourned. 

(The meeting adJourned at two-twenty-five O'clock 

p.m.) 
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