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ANNOUNCER : Ladies and _entlemen, leet tiic Press, The prize
winning prosram produced by Lawrence E Spivak. Ready for this
spontaneous, unrenearsed confercnce are four of America's toD rc-
norters, Please remeimber thelr questions do not necessarily re-
fleet their voint of view it's their way of getbing a story for
you. Here is the Moderator of leet the Press, Mr. Ned Brooks.
BROOKS ¢ And welcome once again to Meet the Press. The crisis
in the Middle East has raiscd new problems for the Administration,
for Congress, and {or the United Nations. T he decisions to

be nade involve the future of the Western Alliance, our foreign
aid orosram, and the size of our military appropriations. (up
guest today is Sen. Hubert Humvhrey , Democrat of Minnesota. Asa
nember of the Scnats Foreiin Relations OGmmittee and as a delegate
to the United Nations he i1s in close contact with these probleus
‘on foreizn nolicy. Sen. Humphrey also is one of the leaders in #&
the movement by nortlicrn Decmocrats to oress lor action by Congress

on a 16-point program of domestic lesislation. It includes a
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civil rights bill which is certain to meet strong opposition
from southern Senators. The proup also will make a right to re

-

vise the Senate rules to »revent filibusters. Sen. Humphrey has
becen anpointed a member of the new Democratic Advisory Committee
set up by the national party headquarters with a view to enacting
into law national nromnises of the 1656 platform. Now, Senator, il
you are ready we'll let Mr. Wilson have the rirst question. X
Lawrence Spivak, regular member of owr Meet the Press panel is on
vacation and he will be back with us two weeks from today.

WILSON: Sen. Humphrey, I would like to ask you some quegtions
with regpect to the eifort to change the rules ol the Senate so
that the Scnate can adopt civil rights legislation. As I under-
stand it you are proposing, you and some cother Senators, are
proposing to open the session of Congress with this proposal!
HUMPHREY : That is correct, Mr. Wilson.
WILSON: Why is it, Senator, that this was a matter of prin-
ciple in 1953 and now you're making it a matter of principle in
1957, but it wasn‘t a matter ol princinle in 1855.

HUMPHREY : Oh, Mr. Wilson, I don't think it's ever been questioned
whether or not it was a matter ol nrincinle. I think it's been
whether or not it was a matter of Jjudgment. I mean ol good
judement to pursue this parficular cowrse There are two ways,

as you know, that one can change the rules in the United States
Senate. One can do it through the normal channels or the Rules
Committee, reportinzg a change of rules back to the Senate; and

lhe second way, as we Lelicve at least, is on the opening day of
the Senate, when the Senatc reconvenes for new smEEX business. oW

there's a question in the mm minds of some¢ of my colleagues as to



whether or not that latter method can really be done under the
traditions of our Congress. The argument is whether or not the
Senate is a continuing body and therefore not subject to a change
of rules on the opening day or adoption of new rules or whether or
not £ it is really a brand new body. Now I want to say that there
is honest difference of opinion in this area and those of us who
propose to advance a chan;e of rules on the opening day are doing
so bacause we do believe that Artiele 1, Section 7 of The Consti-
tution imposes upon the Congress the duty to adopt new rules at
the o»ening of each new session of Congress.

WILSON: Wes, well now Scnator, merely the chanze of the rules
80 that you can't have a filibuster is that really a basic problen
or is not the basic problem that the leadershin of the Democrat.c
Party in the Sengte does not want civil rights legislation: I'm
referring here to men like Sen. Byrd, Sen. Lastland and cthers.
Isn't that the basic v»roblem:

HUMPHREY : Well now, Mr., Wilson, i you're asking me are there
Democrats who do not want civil rights lesislation the answer is
of course there are; and il you're asking me arc there Republicans
who do not want civil ri hts legislation the answer is of course
there are; but conversely may I &y there's a large nuuber of us
that do and we want civil rights legislation; we want other lejis-
lation. I happen to be one that believes that the duty of govern
ment is to govern and that the purpose of ®ngress is to legis
late and not procrastinate, and the present rulcs of the Senate
make it possible to stop doing business, make it possible o
literally thwart the will not only of a majority wut of a very

handsome and substantial majority by the pursuit of a Tilibuster.



WILSON: In other words, you've decided to break with the
Seaators you were trying to cooperate with in 1955; is that rightr
HUNMPHREY : Mr. Wilson, I think you know I'm the one who be-
lieves everyone has a risht to their opinion., As I said to some
of my friends I chose to disagree on occasion without being dis-
agreeable. I have a high regard for many of the men in the Sen:
ate who will disagree with me very openly and considerately about
this opinion. We don't expect in the Democratic Partcy EE%E&Q&&E
because unanimity is a kind of imposed discipline. If we can gevb
unity based upon the respect for the ri-hts of others and for

the rigihts of a personal opinion I think we'll be mighty happy.
WILSON: There's a question---

HUIMPHREY : We 're going to get civil rignts legislation, Hr,
Wilson, I make that prediction to you on this program, and I'll be
back one of these days to say I told you so because it's going

to hanpen.

BELL: Senator, is your great desire for civil rights leg-
islation more a macter oi nrincinle or is it a matter of politics
at this point.

HUIMPHREY : Mr. Bell, whenever you can get both pood principle
and rood politics in the same package may I say you nhave somebhing
that is very choice indeed and in this instance it 18 both. IMay

T point out to you, sir, that my life has been dedicated as a
public servant to the field of improvement of human rights. I

did this as a wmayor of a city, I did it may I say in terms of fair
employment practices in my community, mayor's council on human
relations. I did it at the Denocratic convention in 1S40; I did

it at the expense, wey I say, of political future, possibility of
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destroying oneself. But I still believe that it's the best poli-
tics to do what's right and in this instance a civil rights vro-
gram is doing what's right and in the long term it will be bhe
best politics.

BELL: Well didn't this desire, though, to move ahead right
at this point, come from the results of the November election.
HUMPHREY : Well if you're asking me did it give us any addi-
tional impetus the answer is yes. I believe in being candid. 1I¥
haen't given me any additional impetus however because I've al-
ways believed this way and I think you know that. I have remon-
strated with my collecagues repeatedly that we had a duty in the
Democratic Party to fulfill the pledzes of our platform and our
platform for years has carried out or has listed out an overall
civil rights prosram. And b, the way, I believe all you need to
do in this area is get some beginnings. I have no illusions to
the lfact we're [oin, to accomplish everything but i we can get

a start it will be pretty good.

BELL: Senator, if you can't accomplish anythinz why tilt
at this particular windmill at this pointbt.

HUMPHREY : I think we can accomplish something, lr., Bell.

BELL: I Bhink you said recently mxXXx that the Democrats
would be digzing thelr own nolitical graves unless bthey passed
civil rights legislation.

HUMPHREY : I think may I say that's a---

BELL: Isn't the political motive the prime one then

HUIMPHREY : Well if you're asking me whether or not we in Congress

are immune from politics I'll say of course we're nob, but if

you're asking me whether or not this is a long term conviction of
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mine Xxxx say indeed it has been.

BELL: I don't challenge that sir.

HUI'PHREY : Yes, sir, I know that.

CRAIG: T want to change the subjcct. You have just come
down from the United Nations. Do you think we should prevent
the Hungarian delegate from voting in the UN.

HUMPHREY ¢ Mrs. Craig, may I say it has been my view that the
Hungarian delegate should be denied his credentials to the UN.

T want to be very honest about this, however, because 1t poses
some serious problems. When I Tirst came to this conclusion I am
frank to say I didn't see all the problems that were involved but
I just can't bring myself to believin, that the »p representative
of the Kadar government, which is a Soviet-imposed government in

Hungary,
monneagr, should be given the honor of being a delegate to the

United Netions. But when we do deny him his credentials we are
running the risk, May I say, of having our embassy closed in
Budapest, and not only our Embassy but that of others. I say
this is a calculated risk and I've had very deep, souec mixed emo-
tions about it, let me say, but I do feel in the ultimate we may
be better to deny him his credentials. This does not mean, how-
ever, kicking Hungary out of the UN Dbecause I want the Hungarian
neople to know in the United Nations there is a gseat {or them and
we want them to know that in the United Nations their representa-
tives of a 2arme {rcely-elected governnent or a government that
was not Soviet-imvposed, would be welcowed, that those delegates
would be welcomed.

CRAIG: In rcegard to the very scrious question of closing up

all embaszies so we'd have no witnesses tlere is this: Ve have
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in our legation Cardinal Mindszenty. If we got thrown out we

could not take him with us, could we.

HUMNPHREY : Well that is a problem I'm not prepared to answer,

and I want to say I've been deeply concerned aboub it. I think it
would be well for our government to make it quite clear that
Cardinal Mindszenty »resently located at the American Lmbassy
House is under the custody of the United States ;jovernment and that
wiatever may happen in the days to come that we shall protect the
person of Cardinal Mindszenty.

CRAIG: Do we have the right to do that: To what they call an
escaped Hungarian criminal: Do we have the right to keep him in
our embassy there

HUMPHREY : Yes we do, we have a right to off'er hostage.

WHITE: Senator, on this general question of féreign policy,
since you're a member of the foreign relations coumittee and since
the recent Democratic campaign indicated a great deal of criticism
of the Administmation about 1t, may I ask you what you think the
Democratic Toreign opolicy »roposals should be this time: What
specifically or concreéély is wrong with the Administration, and
what the Democrats should do about it

HUMPHREY : Mr. Vhite, that is indeed a biz assignment but let

me point out this to you. Number one, m ii we're going To have a
bi-partisan foreign policy it must be bi-partisan not only at its
administeaation but at its concention. In other words, Lt seems

to mec that at the advisory level, at the level where progras are
being formulated, I mean in the Executlive branch as well as in

the Congress, you must have bi-partisan participation. I notice

that 1. Herter, Governor Herter of lassachusetts, is to succeed
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Mr. Hoover. I thinlt this is excellent. This is a splendid re-
nlacement b, a very fine and able American. I would hope that

there would be other replacements, and may I sugsgest at the present ;
that he may very well find some good Democrats that could offer

some very good help to this Administration not only in the State

Department but in our ambassadorial service. It's a crime, way I

say it's a shame to have a man like Chester Bowles spencding his

time in thils country making lecturecs when he ought to te over do-

.

inc divlomacy for the American people, and I think he could do a

good job in the Middle East and the Far East, and I could mention

others who could serve their country very well. You ask what

could we do. fie first thing is we ought to have in Congress X a

comdlete review of what's been transpiring in our foreign policy

in the Middle Fast.

WHITE: Do you mean an investigation b, the Saenate:

HUMPHRUY 3 Right, I mean by the Senate Foreign Relations ®m-

mittee, a complete analysis and gbudy and investigation of our

foreign policy in the Middle East. Our relationshins with the

Arab States, with Israel, our relationships with Egypt in parti-

cular and Col. Nasser, and what if anything we were doing when we

were caught sc short and caught napping at the time of the Britisn

and the French attack upon Egypt.

WHITI That would involve an investtgation of our Invelli-

gence, would it

HUMPHREY @ It surely would.

WHITZ: Senator, wiat aprart from learning what ¢rrors uay .ave

been made in the past, what =m constructive purpose would this

have, this investigation.
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HUMPHREY : I think you always have a constructive purpose out
of knowing the migtalies you've made and dprofiting Irom them, Lut
if you're asking what I think we should now do I'd be happy to
outline one or two proposals.
WHITE s I'd appreciate it sir.
HUITPHRZY ¢ Number one, I think the United States finds itselfl
today in the 1iiddle East in a very fortunate situction in thig
sense that at long last we've gained a certain amount of reppect
and ponularity with the Arab States. Therefore, we're in a posi-
tion now to use our good offices for a settlement in the Mddle
Fast. If all we're going to have in the }Mddle East by the re-
placement of British and French forces with UN forces is the re-
turn of the status quo then indeed we're in fora deep trouble,
terrible trouble in the days to come. Therefore, I suggest that

who's

irmediately the President of the United States mkmEx nopular at
home and popular abroad, BER resvected in America and respected
abroad, use his power, his influence, use the prestige oi the
office of President of the United States to call upon the (overn-
ment of Israel and the Governments ol the Arab States at once to
sit down and start to negotiate their differeaces. Those differ-
ences, number one, are & boundary differences. Number two, The
resettlement ol fthe Arab refugees. And number three, making XR&EX
it positively clear that every national state's jurisdiction will
be respected. No exnansionism, no agpression. Now X once you've
done that you're ready to talk about economic aid in the arca drg
and more economic progress. Now it's a big order but I Chink
we 're in a position to do it and may I say, lir. White, I've talked

to the representatives of Arab States at the United Nations. 1I've
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tallted to the representatives of Isracl: I chink they're waiting
for the government of the United States to do something, and in-
sbead of just floating with the problem to take constructive and
positive actuion,

WILSCON & scnator, have not revresentatives of this government
“hrough the United Nations and other wavs repeatedly asked the
Isracl covernment and the meyptian governuenty to sit down fto-
gether to work out thelr differences.
HUMPHRTY ¢ T don't believe so, lr. Wilson, not with any consis-
tency of purpose or bersistency of purpose, nor with ang designed
alan.
WILSON: Has not this actually been a matter which has been
up belore the United Nations for years. The reason there was no
nesotiation was because the Egyptiahs refused to nepotiate ex-
cept through an intermediary.
HULIPHREY : That is correct. It has been a problem before the
United Nations to wnhich may I say that you can woint to very litle
ragont consistent, pergistent direct effort on the part of the
United States. It became one in which we were so concerned and
yet never quite willing to talte the risl: that went with trying
to be a mediator, or a conciliator. Iet ne be quibec specilic
aboubt it. We're in a better position today. Number onc. wWe have
Brithsh,
acuonished the Baxiddixx, French, and Isracls,¥ friends of ours.
We have told them to get out of Egypt. We've proven we are not ™
willing to have a double standard of Jusbtice, one standard for
our friends and one standard for others, and today we sit in a
very enviable posit.on and may I say in a very astrategic position

too because if we don't act you can rest assured one of two things
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will happen. Either there will be continued chaos and belligerent
activity in the 11iddle Zast or the Soviet Union will move in
deeper and ddeper and deeper because there is a DOWer vacuum tlicre
now. The British and French are out. Who's going to coue in.

We don't want any térritory. What we want 1s a settlement and

I'm suzsesting means, let me say, broad outlines ol what a scitle-
ment could consist of.

WILEON: Are you suggesting the Eisenhower Administration is
not already doing these things.

HUMPHREY : I'm suggesting that the Eisenhower Administration 1s

not versistently dedicating its elforts to these very objectives,

WILSON: Now sir, let me just conclude by =& asling you this
question. Your comments with respeect to our foreign nolicy have
been highly critical. How does this contribute to a bi-partlsan-
ship in this field.

HUNMPHREY : Well now Mr. Wilson I den't think they've always been
hizhly eritical. I've commended Ghis administration on occasions

and on many occasions on its foreign policy. I commended fhe
President, Tor example, on his peacefuvl use of atomic energy. I
commended lir. Dulles at one time when I thought he was delinitely
trying to restrain the British and Frencl. from acts of violence
and belligerency.

WILSON: But you're critical rizht now, you want a Congressiona
investization, you say they have fallen down on che JOob.

HUIMPHREY : T do indeced. We must have more facts before us about
hat transvired in the 11iddle East. For example, I want to Hnow

-

Gid@ our State Department give our embassy in Cairo delinite in-
as to
structions/mhat to do in case Nasser seized the Suez Canal. T'm
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willin: to say on this program it did not. And I want to know
why. I wan% to know what il any alternatives we had in tie Middle
mast in light of what transpired with the invasion of tiie British
ané French. Vhat did we do to try to restrain them: Why did

cur coumunications breal: down with ourselves, the British and

French T think the American people have a ri_ht to know.
BRCOOKG /e have got to move on.
WHITZ: Senator, on this point of the nroposed Senate in:

vestisation of the lMiddle Dastern policy, you've mentloned here,
T'd 1ilke ©to tie this down a bit closer. You're a memover of the
Foreign Relations Committee of the Senate. Do you propose to
move [or sucn an investigation in this next Congress.

HUIIPHREY : I have already written to sowe of my colleagues on
that partacular committee suzgesting this might be done and we're
not lookins for any kind of a witch hunt, What I want i1s a sen:
sible systematic interrogsation and invectigation of what has
transpired in our ioreign policy in the lilddle Zast, il we had a
policy -- I've never bcen able to [ind oubt just exactly what kind
o' a policy we've had. Ve've had one that apparently irritated
the Araly Statés and raised doubts in the minds of the Israelis
and apparently was so bad that the French and British could 1o
loncer tolerate it, I want to say that if that is the conditlon,
i that is what happened then indeed the Amcrican people ought
to know it and we ought to take immedlate steps to repair it.
CRAIG: Speal:ing or mistalkes, Senator, back in the Truman
Administration why was notihiing done when the Canal, Suez Canal,
was blocked way back in 'l arainst the Israelis: Nothing was

done, it began way bacl: that far.
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W

HUMPHRZY : You're absolutely right, May, and may 1 say I don't
think one can excuse this. I think this was the beginning of
sorie of the trouble when we were willing to tolerate discrimina-
tion of ghipment in the Suez Canal. I'm not saying that the
Trunan Admingstration's foreirn policy in the j1iddle Zast is
wichout blame, I am saying that I think it x= has deterioratcd
since that tinec.

CRAIG: Has not Nasser said he will destroy Israel and has
he not said he will not allow international control ci' the Canal.
How are you going to ret him to agree {o anything.

HUMPHREY & I want to say I'm sure lMr., Nasser says many thin_s
wiich are Tor home consunpbtion and may I say the sooner we make
1t crystal clear to lr. Nasscr and all others in the area that
the State of Isracl will remain as an independent state aud also
chat we make il clear to Isreelis and Arab States alike that this
country is opposed to a;ggression from without i'rom the Duropcan
gsector or aggression from within the Middle Last the better we're
woing to be off, I think, and I am of the olinion irom my con-
versations with leaders of frab States that they're looling for

the United States tox be a leader rather than a glider,

GRAIG: Shall we offer Nasser The money again for the Aswan
Dam
HUMPHREY : It depends on wiat kind of political setilement might

be arrived av.

CRAIG: You'd be willing to swap the money lor the lLiope to
set a settlement.

HUIPHRY: I'd say il you couvld stabllize the boundaries in

the lfiddle Zast, if you could get a recognition ol peacelul
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conditions in the Middle Sast. IS you could have an opportunity
for thosc nation states to pool their economic resouvrces l'or
econonic develonment that this Senator would favor virst the
Jordan River development and secondly [avor helping other govern
ments, the govermment of Zgypt with the Nile River develovnent,
which includes the Aswan Dam. Yes, I would, I'd be willing to
help pay that price for peace in this area.

BELL: Senator, I take it you think we should give our
Ruropean allies assistance despite any mistakes they meght have
made in the Middle Last.
HUMZHRZY ¢ Yes, Ido, Iir. Bell,
BELL: We should help them financially, cancel the infer-
ests [or the British--

ne
HULIPHREZY Don't btale x¥k along too fast, Nr. Bell. Hrst of
all may Iway I was one of those wio insisted that we @hould make
sure that our Furopean allies in Vestern Zurope were not starved
of oil; xyou lmow that. In other words, I protected to the State
Department wicn 1 found that our government was on the one hand
tellin~ the British, the French and Israelis to getb out ol Egypt
and on the other hand holdings back oil shipments until they did
cet out of Igypbt. It's one thing to tell your fricnds they have
rade a wistalie in an area but it's another tiaing to rub their
nos¢ in it, as I said, to continue to be punitive and act as 1iv
vou're kind of veeved about 1t. UWe've 70U % a pgreat stake in the
Western Alliance and hesides that there were many Western Luropean
nations that had done nobling in Egypt at all that were belng
starved of oil go to egweal:, in a ruel economy.

BELL: Now let's juwd to Asia. Why do you want the national-
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ist Chinese faken off ol the permanent seat on the JEEmXiyx 3c-
curity Council.

HUMPHREY : I made that suggestion, Hr. Bell, I bclieve two
vears ago,
BELL: And repeated it.
HUNMPHRIY: Because I think this is going to hanpen in due time
and I thought it would be much better for the United States of
America to talie a gocd lock to the future and prevent wiat could
be a very tragic thing happening. My versonal feeling is after
having been at the United Nations, that oressure Cfor the admission
of Red China to the UN is growing hy days and while I'm against
it and our government is against it and we've been able to stop
i1t again this year on a procedural motion -- not on the substance
but on a procedural notion -- that I think wmomXd:kx one of thaese
days it may happen, and if that does happen I wanli to be sure that
on the Security Council is an Asilan powel’, not Red Chilnad.
BELL: You want to kk take our ally off.
HUIMPHRZY : No, I want to keep our ally in the UN. I want to
lkcep her on as one of the non-permanent ucmbers ol the Security
Council because I do not think she¢'ll be able to sustaln herselfl
as a permanent member if Red China should ever get in, and I
want to malle it clear I'm not for Red China's getting in.
VHITE: Senator, taking another jump almost as large as lir.
Bclls, to Asig and back to domesbic affairs, specifically about
filibusters, cne short question, sir: Have you cver participated
in a filibuster in the Senate.
HUNPHREY: Well not o my knowledge, In. White. There have

been some pecople that said I have engajzed in rather extengive
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debate, and T would want to »reserve the right of extensive de-
bate. The difference between an extended debate and {ilibuster
ic that in an extended debate you know you've got to come to a
decision. A filibuster is as they say, to the oratorical death;
there will be no decision.

BROOKS: I'm sorry, at that point I'm going to have to in-
terrunt, Thank vou ver, much, Sen., Humvhrey, for being with us.
Now tonisht, beflore closing this meesage from thée American Red
Crosas.

(Public Service Announcement.)
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