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"REPORTERS ¢ ROUNIX P%
GUEST = United States Senator Hubert H. Hurphrey
Democrat of Minnesota
1IIODERATOR: Robert F, Hurleigh
PANEL? Edward T. Folliard, Washington Post and Times Herald

Warren Duffee, United Press

FISKE: REPORT"RS' ROUNUP, where by-lines make headlines} In a moment
hear United States Senator Hubert H., Hurmphraey, Democrat of Minnesoba and member
of the Senate'’s powerful Foreign Relations Committes = answer questions fired

at him by a panel of veteran reporters,

HURLEIGH: genator, how does Russials sasing cold war tactics affect the
Nationalist Government of China which is our ally under a mitual defense treaty?

DUFFEE: Will the release of the American fliers by the Red Chinese
affect the cutcome of the talks beginning today in Geneva?

FOLLIARD: Senator, do you think Secretary Dulles is trying to bring about
diplomatiec recomition of Commnist China's regime?

HIRLTIGH: Now that the Russians are giving the impression of easing cold
war tensims <« the United States seems prepared to make at least a start on
negotlating extensively with Rad China in an effort to ease Asian tensions. The
new confarence, whlch began in Geneva today, is in part a contimuation of previous
contacts between the United States and Commmnist China on the liberation of
Commnisi~held Americans. As cold war tensions seem to subside in mro;{; the
Far East is bound %o give greater concern to the Congress, the administration
and the American people. Our guest tonight is a forceful and dynamic ;)emocrat.io
leader on the Senate Foreign Relations Committes. He is Minnesota's Senator
Hubert Ho Humphrey, who was elscted to the Senate in 1948, Senator Hurphrey,
former Minneapolis Mayor, has been a strong advocate of strengthening ties with
our allies in the free world and vigorous opponent of wha? some claim are go=ite

alone tactics in intemational relations. In addition to his position on the

Forelgn Relations committee, Senator Humphrey also serves on the Government Operations



and pgriculture and Forestry commtiees in the Senate, And now, our guest is ready.
FISKE: REPORTFRS! RODNDUP, which comes to you transcribed this evening
from the Senate Radlo Gallery in your nation®s capital, is presented by Matual and
Facts Forum 23 part of Facts Forum's effort to stimlate interest in current issues.
_Facts Forum, nation=wide adult educational organization, is devoted to encouraging
a desire in all Americans to listen, read, and think more about public affairs.

Facts Forum has faith that if the American people will inform themselves from sources

“of their own chooging, they will make wise decisions, May the opinions you will

now hear expraessed by our guest prompt you to further thought. United States
Senator Habert H. Fumphrey, Detocrat of Minnesota, has served in the Senate since
1948 following his re-election asMzzwrof Minneapolis in 1947, REPORTTRS' RQUNDUP
has invited Senator Humphray, who serves on the Senata Forelgn Relations Committee,
to discusa some of the foreign relations questions asked by many Americans sincelthe
recent Blg Four talks at Ceneva. And now, Senator Humphrey is prepared to meet

the challenging quzstions of this panel of wsll-~known and able reporters: i,
Warren Duffee, United Press Senate Correspondent in Washington, and Mr, Edward T.
Folliard, Washington Post and Times Herald White House Correspondent, Your moderator
=~ Robert F. Hurleigh== Director of Mutnal's Washington Cperations,

HURLEIGH: And now, Mr. Duffee, let's have the first question for Senator
Humphrey.

DUFFEE: Senator, as you know just today the Red Chinese announced that
they are releasing the 11 imprisoned American airmen. What signifieance do you
ges in this announcement and how will it affect the outcome of the talks beginning
today in Geners beiween the United States and Red China?

HUMPHREY: Well, Mr, Duffes, this was in my mind &8 very clever and well-timed
strategic maneuver on the part of the Red Chiness, Needless to say, the 11 imprisoned
airmen have caused a great smotional disturbance and concern in the minds of the
Anerican pesple as well it should. Frankdly the the Chiness should never have imprisoned
theze airmen. They were military personnel, they should have been respected under
the codes of sondust that relate to nations as we would have expected under formal
protoools or conventions that nations sbide by., But I am sure that the release of
these 11 airmen touches a sensitive emotional nerve on the part of the American
peopls and it will have the tendency of sort of preliminarily sasing tensions before
they get to what I call the important items of international negotiation,

(mors)
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DUFFEE: Yes, but these talks wers supposed to coneern primarily
negotiations for the release of these airmen and also other imprisoned Americans.

HUMPHREY: Well, we are hoping that t%he othe? {mprisoned Americans will be
released and our govarnment should demsnd their release and a respect on the part
of the Chinese Communist Government for tha rules of conduct between nations, I
would expect however, that as these negotiations prosede that you would see the
Chinese Commnists make overtures towards the release of civilians that are
imprisoned or held against their will in China, In other words, they are going to use —
when I say they I mean the Red (hinese are going to use the American personnel that
they are illegally hold as a means of trying to promote their ultimate cbjective
which relates of eourse to Formosa.

HURLEIGH: ¥r, Folliard.

FOLLIARD: Senator Humphrey, soneeszion by the Communists sesms to be to
undo something that they never should have done in the first place.

HUMPHREY: That's correct.

FOLLIARD: I think Mr. Churchill has remarked on that., If that is the
sase is thers any particular significance to the releass of these American prisoners?
It's no great sacrifice on the part of Red (hina to let these men go. We can ever suspect
that they’ve been holding them for bargaining purposes.

HUMPREY: I would agree with that, Mir, Folliard, that they have been holding
them for that purpose, Alsc as a kind of new arrogance which a new powerful organisation
or natlon demonstrates to sort of indicate o the rest of the world that they can get
by with this sort of thing. This is like a delinquent that suddently starte to act
like he's reformed. That always makes good, ah news — I won't say good news, that
always makes news, I think, however, we have to take it as it comes. The reality
is now is that they have released these airmen, and to the families of these men,
of course, this means a great desl and it means a great deal I think in terms of the
efotiona of the American pecple because our emotions wers justly arocused by the
illegal holding or incarceration of 11 American airmen and to release them is going
%o have a tendsncy, I think, throughout the United States and the world to indicate
that things are better.

FOLLIARD: Senator, do you think this suggest that thers is a sort of a team—
play asz between Moscow and Peiping?

HUMPHREY: Yes, Ithink so. I think we would surely be in error if we
didn’t feel that the international Communist apparatus had very clear lines of
communication. I've been of the opinion for some time that the Soviet and her
satsllites have come to the conclusion that by bluster, and threat and actions of

brutality = that they merely solidify the Western alliance. Every time i%

seems as if we and our Allies were beginning to part or toopenly disagree we could almost
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HUMPHREY CONT: methodically depend upon the Soviet Unlon or one oi her
satellites to do something whisch drove us back together again. I think now by ths
exercise of smiles, svestness and light in talk, discussion and negotiations, that
they are hopeful that they will be able to permit the little dimgresments which
exist amongst fres nations to enlarge and to have our emotions strained amongst
friends rather tran friends as against ememy,

FOLLIAI' = Senator, as you know, there is some skepticism here in Washington
about the Corrunist motives and there's also some concern that we will go too far
in == oh, rlaxing, let's say = and a further fear that we might weaken our armed
gtrength. Now you as a member of the United Senate certainly expected to sea along
yith ;ar eclleagues, that ws don't weaken our armed forces, Do you thaink that
thexrv is serious denger in that respect?

HUMPHREY: There is a potential danger, I say that because I think everyone
suwroughout the world hungers for peace and I am sure that everyone throughout the fres
world would like to ses the burden of heavy costs of armaments lifted from the backs
of the taxpsyer and from the psople, There will be considerable pressure as the sc-called
Era of Good=Will seems to build upse.o..to remove and to limit our expenditures for armsment
and for defenses, Now all of this, of course, is in relationship to what the fasts of
the situation justify. I think that we Ameriecans have to look upon what is going om
now in a very objective manner. Let's ask ourselves one or two questions. Has the
ultimate objective of the Soviet Union of international Comminism been changed, I
don't think so. I think ukiv is a change in tactiecs, change of methodology and of
strategy. Now this change is welcome, don't misunderstand me. I think we ought
to recognisze that we have % deal with the situations as they come up and when the
Soviet wants to talk we should be willing to talk, But that doesn’t mean that you
hand over %o them something that youw have held as important to your own national
security or to the principals in which this country believes, I think that whem you
tilk about concessions that this is a two-way street, and we ought to recognize that
some of the things that the Soviets are supposedly giving up they haven't given up
at all, They didn't give up a single thing at QGemeva, expept to say that mors tourists
tourists could come %o the Soviet Union, Their principal in terms of Cermany is
exactly the same. The objective of the Soviet Union is to drive the United States
out of Western Burops, to disms{ntle the American airbases...to have a neutral Germany.
Now those are the three ultimate objectives. Thsy conceded on none of thess, Now i%
is entirely possible that in the months to come they may find it necessary to make some
coneeasions, They msy find that they can't get the United States out of Europe and
rather than having continued tension in the Western European area they may settle
for just the situation as it is. ‘

(more)
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HUMPHREY CONTs I happen to think that the Soviet Union is anxious for
what we and they would call stability in Western Burops., I happen %o believe that
the Seviet Union feels that they'we gotten all out of Burope that they can get,
And what they would 1ike now is a sort of motus vivendi, a working operatien
in Western Hirope and then to be able to shift their power to the Far BEast and I
think that's why thesa talks with (Gina at the present time ara/otia utmost
importance because it is in the Far East, I most respectfully suggest, where tha
little differences between the United States and our allies will come to the fore-
fron%, We have a common objective in Western Rirope, We work gogether, we under-
stand each other in Western Europe., But our policies in the Far East have been
different in detail, and sometimes in fundamental principal. Now if the Soviet
san relaz;the tensions in Western Europe, the tendency will be to take things for
granted thers and then as we get into difficulties or meet more difficulties in
the Far East; to see the differences betwesn Great Britain and the United States,
ooFranee and the United States open up more and more and then yoa will witness the
Soviet trying to play upon those differences, Now that's what Stalin laid down
in his last testameni so to speak, He said two things: Dividé the United States
from her allies, number one, and where is the best plase to do i4? 1In the Far East -—
they can’t divide uvs in Western Europe., And the second objective was to wage a
relentless political propaganda and economic sturggle against the 'nited States
and they are preparing just te do that,

FOLLIARDs TWell, now Jenator, thesa talks at Geneva are supposed to be
praliminary, Presumably preliminary to maybe an Asian conference you might ecall
it the sub-summit level, perhaps with us the Red Chinese snd possibly other nations.
Do you think that any such conference -— subsequent to the CGeneva talks now =- should
include both Nationaliat China and Red China.

HUMPHREY: Yes, I doo 1 think the representatives of Nationalist China
must be included in the discussions and conferences in the Far East, This is a
most diffieult problem in that whole area and it is & difficult one for us.
May I say that once the United Ststes of America adopts & treaty with Nationalist
China we have some international obiigations:. If we didn’t want thattrsaty we
should not have ratified it. #nd I am of the opinion that we would be looked
upon as a sor® of an uareliable pesple if we were to toss aside what are really
fundamentel documents and instruments. of accord and unity by igmoring the Nationalist
Chinkese in any of thess conferences.

{more)
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UFFEE: ilell, what about tho other Asian natimna? Now, we all recogize
the importance of Japanl -

HUMPHREY: TYes, indeed.

DUFFEE: We have alliances with other natioms in the South-=East Asia
Treaty Organization =

HUMPHREY: That'!s correcte

DUFFEEs Should they be included?

HUMPHREY: Yes, they should. My opinion is, Mr, Duffee, that bafore we go
into any major conference at the Foreign Minister level .with the Red Chinese, that
we should havae some very extensive preliminary discussions and talks with our allies
in SEATO, that/i-;e South-East Asiatic Treaty Organization - we surely ought to be
keeping constantly in mind that the ultimate objective of the Soviet Union in the
Far East lg to neutralize Japan from the orbit of Western power, just as she tries
Yo nen*ralize Cermany. I think there are two basic - there are two great countries
that are still in doubt in this whole power struggle in the world. One is Cermany
and the other one is Japan, and wo've had soma unfortunate developments of late with
Japan. So, I suggest that we pay a good deal of attention to the advice and the
counsael of the representatives of Japan, of India, of Indonesia, of other friends
that we have in that area, Ceylon, and Thailand and Scuth Vietnam, in Burma, in
Pakistan, Now, there are going to be many of these countries that differ with ug,
but at least we ought to talk with them and get the advantage of their thinking.

FOLLIARD: Senator Hurphrey, you mentioned the differences between the UaSe
and Britain and some of our other allies vith respect to Asia. I do think that
in Britain and Prance perhaps there is a certain amount of sympathy for the
concept of two Chinag -

HUNFHREY: That's correct.

FOLLIARD: That is to say of our recogniging Chiang Kal Shekt's China based
on Formosa and also Red China. Do you think that that concept, the two=China
concept =~ ig feasible?

HUMPHREY? I 0, I = may I say that I think it's alout the only principied
positicn we can take at this time. I do not Lelieve that in the light of our
comitments to the Nationalist Government on Formosa and in light of cur lmng
history with that Government that wa could, well, frankly put the word "sell-cu%".
You just can®t do that without being an unprincipled people, and I don't believe
the American people would ~ounteoance it. So, I think we ought to make it quite
clear that-number onéy 'that we don't in%&xd to engae on any offensive or aggressive

action upon the mainland of China, Bt with equal candor and firmess we don't
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intend t0 renig upon our committments to the Nationalist Government on the island
of Formosa and, of course, we can = I think we'll find considerasle amount of
support in it if we stand firm. Bat, if we start to waver, and start to permit
pablic thought to grow that maybe this can be reconciled with some sort of an
autonomous governmen®t on Formosa as Chou En-%al and the Red Chinese and others have
in their private conversation suggested, we are apt to lose what support ’w’é have.

FOLLIARD: Well, certainly Senator, don't you think we mast take Red China
at her word that she is determined to take over Formosa?

HIMPHREY: Well, I think that may be very true that she's determined to,
tut if she wants settlement in the Far East there will have to be concessions.
Now, there are concessions that can be made. There are concessicna that are baing
talked about - some trade concessions. Which, by the way, I think they are more
interestad in at the present time than they are in more land, The problems in China
are essentially economic at the momant, and with the exception, of course, with
their everlasting political problems., The Japanese are anxious to re-establish their
ftrade with China on the mainland. Now, in so far as the non=gtrategic items of
commerce = In the areas of food and soft goods, a good deal could be done in that
area an 2 concession on our part, mt for us to cacede to the Red Chinese Juat
because they say "This is what we want" isn'%, = really there is no reason for
negotiations if thait's gll -~ if that's the case.

DUFFEE: Senator, what would you require of Red China before we
reconize her and recommend her admission to the United Nations?

HUMPHREY: Well, I would surely first require that the committments under
international law which a sovereign state is supposed to fulfill bs fulfilled,
I would surely require that the truce in Korea be abdded by and it is not being
ablded by = there is flagrant evidenss, evidence of flagrant atuse. I would
certainly require that such things as holding American citiens illegally be
done away with at once, and I would certainly require that respect for international,
respact for properties and individuals bs fully maintained and fully guaranteed.
Now, those are some of the minirum credentials. Furthermore, I think the Red
Chinese have a problem at the UN, they're wranded as an aggressor. And uniil
they cmm remove that brand, they'rs not entitled to admlssion in the the UN. I
think that our policy should be directsd along the lines of gotting the Red
Chinese to face up to the problems of maturs statehood, rather than acting as if thay

ware 2 tully that could run pell-mell over nations and peoplas at wille
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DUFFEE s Senator, back to this Red China and Formosa problem — Chou
En lai said in his speech early Saturdsy morhing, I think it was, that Red China
wants the -— what he calls the "peaceful liberation of Formosa" and if they don't
get it that they will try to get brmosa in their words "liberated® by force. How
can we with the mitual defense pact which we have with Formosa ever negotiate any
peageful liberation of Formosa?

HUMPHREYs T don't know, Frankly, Mr. Diffee, I don't¢ think that that's
possible, And therefore, I think that our attitude in these negotiations should be
one - let us have the emile, let us be friendly, let us be, however, steadfast,

I think furthermore; if we can hold on the idea and the concept of the two (hinas,
the Frengh and the British and the rest of our Western Buropsan allies that we will
have a bulwark of strength which the Red Chinese may threaten, may bluster about,
but whieh they will not do very much about, Because I am further convinced that
if we can hold the British with us that it will have a great deal of influencs
upon the so-called Colombo powers, that is the Commomwealth powers that are
asgociated with Omeat Britain.

DUFFEE: Senator, you mentioned West Germany, and of course, Formosa,
Japan as serious and possible tension spots - I'd like to get over to South
Vietnam right now., Now we face the prospect of an aiection there next year.

HUKPHREY: Yes, indeed,

DUFFEEs Is 1t your feeling that perhaps we should take steps now to
possibly postpone that election?

HUMPHREY: It is indeedo I do not balievs that South Wetnam is prepared
for this election. I think it would be wrong on the part of our Government %o
encourage the slection, or to even, may I say, to agree with the French that
the eleation ought to be helds South Vietnam 13/:{10 utmost importance for the
entire seoudify of the far Esstern area; particuhrly Soulss East Asia and the
Government of Premier Diem is not as yet prepared to meet the problem of this
alection, They've besn harrassed from within and have had little or no cooperation
with the French,

DDFFEE# Well, do you fesl we should contime to give more aid and support
%o Diem =- his government?

HUMPHREY: Yes, I doo

DUFFEE:  Senator, did you approve ths army's Jesision to move its Far
East Headquarters from Tokyo to Korea —— Seoul?

(mors)



HUMPHREY: T really didn't give it very much thought, %o be very eandid
with you. I knmow that the Japanese ars ever more concerned about the presence
of American forces in Japano. I do no% howsver, approve of the removal of
many American forces from the Far Fast as wa've been do:!.ngo. I think that the
time to remove the forges is at a time that you have something that you want
to concede, This always bothers me. We start taking our trump carde out of
the deck before the game starts. This is most unfortunate. If the Red Chinese
wan some concessions the time to give them some concessions is maybe the removal
of some of thetroops after they have agreed to something., We have already removed
large elements of American man power from the Far Egst and then have told them
in the whole Far Egst that we are going to have a mobile striking fores of airpower
with atomie warheads. Now I am of the opinion that this talk about atomiec warheads
on bombs and strategic missiles is about the worst propaganda that you can have in
the Far Easte I think the less we talk about that the better off we are going to
beo And I further bslieve that if you are going %o be face only with periferile
or the fringe kind of beligerancy or violence that we ough® %o be prepared to
meet that. And what we are really doing im this instance is relying on our
long=range bombers, our heavy striking force of air power against the kind of
revellion and the kind of war and viclence that takes place where airpower is
not reaily very important. Well, I won't say important; I mean very effective
-= we found that out in Korea,

FOLLIARD: Senator, I'd like to switech from foreign affairs; to domestic
affeirs — In a word to domestis polities, and ask two questions, Frsty; who in
your opinion, is most likely to ba the Democratis Nomines for President in 19567

And two, what will be his prospects of vietory?

HUMPHREY: Well) I think the most likely candidite at this time, and by
the way, may I say that my profession is npt that of a prophet and I have never
been very gocd in that particular area, but sincs you ask the question I3l just
give you an off=the=cuff anewer, I think the most likely proppect 1: Adgdl
Stevenson, if he wants it. I think he'll get it, His prospects for victory
are dependent upon what the developnents are between now and the election and
‘his zeal in waging the campaign and the dedication of his gohorts., I happen
to be much more optomistic may I say than some people are in this area.

L3
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I do not beliave that unless there is a great change in the international situation
that international matters will be of great political concern. They could be if
the adminlstration softens up too mich in the Far East. And, there is a danger
of -this. I want to say right now there is a real danger that we may listen to
phe soothing words and the honeyed words and actually get ourselves into a positian
that isn't any too healthy = ut, I belisve that the major issues will be domestic,
ind, I could pinpoint those major issues if we have a few more Dixon-Yatests, if
we have a few more Talbot's, if we havela further drop in agricultural prices, and
there will be = if we have spotty unemployment cantinuing as it is in soms of the
areasv such as ‘.'I?at. Virginia and Kentucky; along with the public power issues; the
reclamation issues = we Democrats will have something to talk about and we'll have
the chance to talk constiuctively.

HURIEIGH: I am sorry, gentleman, btut I am going to have to cut in here.
Oar board of judges has selected the prize winning questions sutmitted by our
listeners for thiz evening's broadcast. In a moment Senator Humphrey is going
to anawer these quastions, Stand by for the namss of the winners. :

FISKE: A large portion of the responsibility for keeping the American
peopla the best informed pecple in the world Helongs to radio newscasters, commentators
and analysts. On Mitual you'll find veteran newsmen in every category who are
éxperts in their flelds and who take their respansibility to you, the listeners,
with utmost sericusness. W hether you prefer a fast five-mimite digest of t.ha‘
big headlines of the moment or thoughtful, penetrating and informed commentary,
Mntual is your network for news, as you like it, and when you like it. Weskday
evenings there are Fultm Lewls, Jr. and Gabriel Heatter, with full quarter hours
of news, as well as Lyle Van and his five minute news capsule. The daytime favorites,
Robert F. Hurleigh, heard every morning with news and commentary, and Cedric
Foster, whose constant search for background takes him to many corners of the world,
In additlon, Cecil Bromm, Bill Cunningham, Holland Engle, and Sam Hayss. These
are bt a few of the Mitual names for news, Hear them all regularly over most of
yheae stations. Matual is your netwerk for news.
; HURLEIGH: And now, Senator Humphrey, here are those prize~winning questions
from our listeners.

FISEE: From Mrs. A . O. Wendleburg of Miles City, Montana.

HURIEIGH: Is it true that President Eisenhower has emilated the foreign
policy of the Democratic party?

HUMPHREYs Well, I will say that President Eisenhower has contimued the basic
tenents of the Democratic party in foreign policy,; and I attrilute mich of the
improvement in the international situation at least on the surface to the fact that we
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batlt etrength through the Marshall Plan, the North Atlantic Treaty Organization, military
asalstance and aur foreign ald program. And, these were programs that were instituted
undeor Demccratic administrations. In the main, the policy contimues, tut there ars

sems deviations, may I say some, = I think there has been a little too mich

leose talk and there is a tendency sometimes to be just a little Wt too gullihle

as to what others may want us to think,.

FISKE: From Hiss Hazel Brown of Washington, D, C.

HURLEIGH: Do you think, Sonator, that agerial photography and the exchange of
blueprints betwaen the Soviets and curselves viould initiate global disarmament?

HWIMPIREY: It is one of the steps that could be helpful, however may I say
that 1t surely is not the only step and it is at best just an aﬁproacho

FISKE: From Miss Molly C. Reed, of San Francisco, Californis

HURIEIGH: What would prevent the USSR from keesping Red China informsd about
us and even having their omn war machinery in Red China while they roam at will
over cur country?

RUIPHREY: There, that surely is a possibility and may I say it's a very
paistrat ing question. As a matter of fact, I think we ought to recognizs that the
Soviet system is not a system of independent nation states. That it is 3 system
based upan a central powsr with satellite states. There is also this possibility,
may I say, to yow questioner - that great nations < powerful nations sometimes become
envi/c:ua of a;ch other, so vhat appears to be at the moment a closest allegiance and
alliance between Red China and the Soviet could possibly work aut into matual distrust
and tension, I have the feeling that the Soviet is somewhat concerned about that. And,
maybs that's one of the reasms that Mr. ghm waz invited to Moscow = Mr. Nehru of
India ~ possibly the Soviet would like to have a little counter=force friendship in
the Asim area,
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TISKE: Handsome CyF.a Dual purpose clocks are being sant to the perscns
pamed for submitting the t.hr;*ae prize-winning questions on this evening?’s broadcast .
Eatual and Facts Forum have brought you this program with the hope of stimilating
your interast in the mattera you have heard discussed and in all other issues,
Facts Forum does 10t offer a final word an either side of controversial issuea,
ot asks further study~=so that you, the American public=-may hear, read, consider
and arriva at your own decisions, Transoripts of Facts Forum programs are
pablished in the Facts Forum News, Dallas, Texas. Next week our news-making guest

will be questioned on whether the Communiet "new look" is sinesrs ar artificizl.

The mriters of the three most interesting e timsly questions for ouwr guest will
sach recsivs ¢his handsoms prige -~ a Cyms Dual Purpeece Qock, made by the world-famous
Oyma Watahmakers,

Tbis Cyms Clock will ba your compardon at home or wherever you go, Send in your
questions en a postcard with your full nams and completse address. Mail it to
REPORTERS® ROUNDUP, Mitual Broadcasting Systam, ‘ﬂ"ash;‘mgtm, D: Ce The dacision
of the board of judges will b8 final, All gquestions remain the property of REPORTERS®
ROUNTUP ,

HURLEIGH: I want to thank United States Senator Hubert H, Humphray, Democrat

/pmax;ﬁl Forelgn Relations Committee, for

of Minnesota, and member of the Senata's
baing our guest on tonight?s REPORTFRS' ROUNDUP, which came to you transcribad from
the Senate Radio Gallery in your nation's capital. My thanks, too, to the reporters
on our panel: Mr, Warren Duffee, United Press Benate Correspondent in Washingtan,
and Mr. Edward T. Folliard; Washington Post and Times Herald White Houss

Correspondent. Be sure to send in your questions for our news-=making guest,

who will be questioned on whether the Communiat "new leok" is sincers or arvificial,
Un%il then, thds is your moderator, Robsrt F., Hurlieigh.

untdl then, this is your moderator, Roberi F. Hurleigh.

FISKE: This broadcast of REPORTTNS' ROMIUP will make news bscamise its
gnest, United States Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, Democrat of Hinnesota, member of the
Senate’s Foreign Relations Committee, faced questions which are asked by moat
Americans, Next wesk and each week thereafter, REPORT'RS' ROUNNP will 8eek out the
top news and the man who makes it. You/ll get the story bshind the headlines as our

guast answers the questions of Robert F. Harleigh and a panel of veteran reporters.
Fred Fiske speaking. |
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