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M E E T T H E P R E S S 

ANNOU CER: 1 ow fEET THE PRE , winner of every major 
awa rd in tclcvi ion and radio, produced by Lawrence E. Spivak. Ready for 
thi pontancou , unrehearsed conference arc four of America' top reporters. 
Plea e remember their que tion do not nccc arily reflect their point of 
1·iew. It i their way of getting behind the headline . And here is the 
~lodcrator of fEET THE PRESS, ~ l r. eel Brooks. 

M R. BROOK : \\ clcomc once again to MEET T il E PRESS . Our gue t 
toda~· i cnator llubcrt H umphrey, Democrat of Iinne ota, whose recent 
eight-hour intcn·icw with Ru ian Prime ~ l inistcr Khru hche,· has attracted 
world-wiclc attention. The confidential messages he brought back for Pre i­
dcnt E i cnhowcr ha,·c b come the subject of much rumor and peculation . 

Senator Humphrey is a high-ranking m mbcr of the cnate Foreign Rela­
ti n Committee, and he is th Chairman of the Subcommittee on Disarma­
ment. li e ha scn·cd a a delegate to the United Nations and more recently 
as an advi or to the Geneva conferences on the control of atomic 
weapon . I lc is a former college professor and a former mayor of 
~ l inneapoli . 

low cnator Jlumphrcy. if ~·ou me read~· . we will tart the que tions with 
l\ I r. Spi,·ak. 

MR. SPIVAK: enator, now that you have had <l week or so to considet 
carefully what Mr. Kluushchev said to you, what would ou say was the 
most ignificant thing he told you tl1at our government didn't already know? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I would ay the most ignificant thing was 
the cmpha i that he placed upon the oviet po ition relating to Berlin . 
1 would couple with that the two pieces of technical information; which 
I hope were of omc help to our government. 

MR. PIV AK: On Berlin , after your meeting the New York Herald 
Tribune reported yon as aying that the Berlin crisis wa fraught with danger, 
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also, that you did not see the basis for any compromise on Berlin. In view 
of those statements, why did you also say that you had a feeling of cautious 
optimism? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I believe my feeling about cautious optimism 
was . somewhat reflected relating to the tes t su pension of atomic weapons. 
I sa1d I doubt~d ~1ere .wou.ld be war over Berlin and I still do. I say indeed 
that the Berl~n SJtuah~~ IS fraught with danger, but the danger will be­
come less so If the position of our government and our allies is calm, firm 
and one of unity. 

MR. SPIVAK: You say the most significant thing he said was what he 
said about Berlin? Can you tell us specifically what he said about Berlin 
that was so significant to you? 
S~NATOR .Hf!MPHREY: \Vhat he sa id to me about ten days ago 

relatmg to Berlm IS about what appeared in the American press about three 
~ays ago, a.s an offi.cial release out of the Tass News Agency, wh ich I believe 
IS the Soviet offiCial news agency. I gave that information to our govern­
ment. In other words, I believe I provided our government with about a 
ten~d.ay or an eight-day advance statement on the Soviet position . That 
position was, of course, the one of the free city of Berlin and the threa ts 
that M~. Kluushchev continues to make about t11e use of hoops in case 
we try m any way to keep open t11e channels of communication . 

MR. HEARST: When we saw him-we saw him twice, you may remem­
ber, Bob Considine, Frank Conniff, Kingsbury Smith and 1-we tried to 
elicit something from him naturally which would have some importance. In 
regard to Austria, we got him to say something-and Chancellor Raab 
asked us to come back there and he attributed some little credit to us for it­
and we trie.d to stick him with the subject of religion and bring him out on 
that at a ~~e when-w~ll, it will always embarrass him with anyone who 
h~s any rehg1on. :ou srud what you thought he said of inportance. What 
did you say to hm1 that you felt was the most important-what you got 
across to him? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: First of all let me sav I recall ,·crv well the 
write-ups of your visit and the reports that vou mad.e. I took the. libertv of 
inserting them in the Congressional Record because I thought they \~•ere 
excellent and very informative, and I thought that our government ought 
to study t11em very carefully. 

I trie? . to the best of. my limited ability to explain to Mr. Khrushchev 
~he positiOn of the Umted States government relating to the conference 
m ~eneva on the pr?hibition of nuclear tests and what our po ition wa 
relat.mg to the . necessity of an effective control system, so as not to permit 
eva~IOn or avOidance of responsibility in that agreement. I would like to 
beheve that I made a little ~eadway there. I al o tried to explain something 
about our system, our social sys tem. I am afraid I didn 't make much 
headway there. 

MR. HEARST: He didn 't seem to understand it when we were there. 
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I think he either has a blind spot or--
SENATOR HUMPHREY: He listened, but I don't think he changed. 
MR. BELL: Senator, it seems fairly well established now that one of the 

secrets that was told to you by Mr. Khrushchev was the fact that the 
Russians have a five-megaton bomb in a small package. I am curious about 
the context in which this came up. What was the discussion about when 
he tpld you "I will tell you" this particular secret? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: First of all, I regret that the word "secret" 
has been attached to this. Maybe this was somewhat my fault, or maybe 
it was a matter of interpretation. I did report to our government immedi­
ately the information that wa given to me. There was a six-page cable 
sent to the Secretary of State within 24 hours after my visit with Premier 
Khrushchev. The matter relating to weapons, rockets and atomic bombs, 
or thermonuclear bombs came up during the discussion of Berlin . I am 
sure that this was all a part of the system of tlueat which is used along 
with sweetness and light. I described this once as the old way of treating 
chilblains, of putting feet into hot wa ter and cold water, quickly. 

MR. BELL: Was he suggesting or threatening to use a five-megaton 
bomb against Berlin as a warhead in a missile or anything of that sort? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: o, he was not. He was merely pointing 
out the power of t11 eir weapons. I recall once he sa id to me, speaking of 
our government, "Senator, don't threa ten me." And he repeated that 
three or four times. 

MR. BELL: Did you at that point say "Mr. Khmshchev, don't threaten 
1ne"? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I can assure you I reminded ilie Premier 
of the Soviets that we were first of all not ~ warlike people but that we 
were not a frightened people, and that we were not going to be intimi­
dated . He knew full well my position . 

MR. BELL: He was trying to scare you, in oilier words? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: But I wasn' t frightened. 
MR. BELL: That is good. I am glad you weren't. 
MR. DANIEL: Senator, any of us who have been in the Kremlin know 

that this was a phenomenal interview to go on for eight hours. Why do 
you think Premier Khrushchev gave you so much time? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I have tried to figure this out many times 
myself. I don't believe it wa premeditated, may I say. I had expected 
that the interview would be very brief, and it just kept going on. I say 
most respectfully-! don ' t wa nt it to be misunderstood- on three occasions, 
I suggested that possibly we had spent enough time because, after all, I 
didn 't want to take too much time. On all three occasions, I was told 
that there was more to talk about and was given the opportunity of a 
rather extended interview. 

MR. DANIEL: What did he show an interest in? Did he show an 
interest in you as an individual, as a representative of the Democratic 
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Party, or i.t I might say so, a potential candidate for President of the 
United State ? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: lie didn ' t mention that, may I ay. lie 
did mention about the election and what had h<l ppcncd in term of 
the Democratic majority. But I think what he was rca ll~, trying to do 
was to impress one member of the United State cnatc ' ith his position, 
vis-a-vis two items: Trade, and the numb r one item, Berlin. This is. the 
immediate cold war objective of the 0\·ict Union , and I think he was 
trying to impres upon me how far they would go. At the same tim e I 
think he was trying to impress upon me how far they wouldn 't go. I tried 
to be a good accurate rc ponsiblc reporter to the Pre iclen t of the United 
States and the State Department and our other agencic of Gorcrnment. 

MR. DANIEL: Although Premier Khru hchev didn' t mention it, other 
people have; they have said t11at your interview and tile publicity it 
received has put you out in front as a candidate. How do you feel about 
standing out in the front rank, now? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: It is alway kind of lonesome if you arc 
real! out in front, but I don t feel that way. I a urc you that m, interview 
in t11e Soviet Union wa not one that was prcmcclitatecl . Tho c of you 
who ha c been there know that the c things come almo t out of the 
middle of the night. I asked for many things and some thing were 
granted . I went to the Soviet Union primarily on the subject of international 
medical re earch cooperation. \ hilc there I asked for many other things. 
I wi h I could give you the answer wh the interview went on o long. 
but I am plea ed iliat it did . 

MR. SPIVAK: Did you come away feeling t11at t11ere was anything 
we could offer on Berlin that would ease t11e crisis wit110ut hurting the 
West? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I am one of tho e person who has taken 
a very definite stand about Berlin. I vi itecl Berlin before I went to the 
Soviet Union . I did thi for a purpose, too. I wanted the Soviets to know 
exactly what our position was and that our American po ition was a 
united one without regard to party. I feel that in Berlin, as I aiel , number 
one, we mu t make positively sure to the whole world that \ c t Bcrl in 
will be preserved as a free area of the world and not a Khru hchcv talks 
a free citv. That acccs to it will be guaranteed . That \ Vest Berlin 
will not be bargained away b itself. 

MR. SPIVAK: Does t11at mean that you would be prepared, if nece sary 
to use force to stay tltere? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I think that the mcrican people have to 
make up their minds that they are ]i,·ing in a tough world. [ don ' t believe 
force will be necessary, but I do feel that Ir. Khru hchc' ' would like 
notl1ing better than to eal off this city and literally to blot it out of 
existence becau c it is an oasis in a desert of totalitarianism. It i litcrall~, 
a beacon light in a sea of darkness. It is one hundred miles inside the iron 
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curtain and, insofar as its geography i concerned, that i rclativch· 
unimportant. \ Vhat is important about it i that it rcprc cnts freedom 
in the iron curtain area. It i a haven for refugee , and it is, a you know, 
the C<l pital of the united Germany. 1 don 't think we can afford to com­
promi c thi may a bit. You mu t think abou t it 1 will say quickly, in a 
broader context of a European cttlcmcnt. 

MR. SPIVAK: Is it your impression t11at, if we stand fim1 and let 
Khrushchev understand that if he is going to go to war for Berlin, we 
are going to be there when he come --

SE ATOR HUMPHREY: \ Vc hm·c alrcaclv aiel this. 
MR. SPIVAK: We have not quite said that, I think. 
SE ATOR HUl\1PHREY: I think we ha c aiel, through ATO that 

we con ici er Berlin to be a part of the ATO area, since Berlin i in fact 
a part of the \ Vc t Republic of German y. 

MR. SPIVAK: But isn t the meeting in NATO that is now going on to 
consider what to do about Khrushchev's note? I don' t think anybody has 
said in so many words iliat we are going to stay there no matter wltat. 

E ATOR HUMPHREY: I think we have in the past, and if we 
hm·cn' t, we'd better ay o now. 

MR. SPIVAK: And you think if we do say o, that he will tep away? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: I think that if we do say so it may in the 

long run op n up the poss ibilitic of omc sensible negotiation about a 
settlement in central Europe relating to a united or reunified Germany 
and other areas that we ought to be cliscu ing. I don' t think you are going 
to get any place walking out. \\n1at it will mean i that he cal off the 
one place in central Europe where Ea t and \ est face head on, ' here 
the two ideologic arc in open contc t and where the people of the world 
arc watching to sec whether or not we have the courage to stand our ground. 

MR. PIV AK: Is that what he is trying to do, to seal it off, or is l1e 
simply using that in your judgment as a bargaining point? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I think he i attempting at the present to 
seal off Berlin , not seal it off to erode it. l lc really means he wants a free 
city for a while, and after a while it will become free in theory and not 
in fact . It will die on the ,·inc. And it is impcrati,·c that we keep the 
life line running to a free Berlin , so that ultimate!_ it can be the center 
of, J think, a broader negotiation relating to bounclaric , relating to the 
military set-up in central Europe and indeed to a reunited Germany. 

MR. HEARST: The word "stand firm have been u ed rather frequently. 
Would you give us a definition of what you mean by "stand firm" ? 
Does that mean break a blockade on the ground if t11ey set one up? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: First of all , I th ink what it means i that 
we and our allies, particularly the United Kingdom, the Federal Republic 
and France, must haYc a po ition upon which we all agree. There can 
be no loo c thread . 

ccondly standing firm t me mean that even if the o,·ict withdraws 
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which they may very well do as an occupation party in Berlin, that we 
stay there. 

And thirdly, it means that we use all of the diplomacy and all of the 
statesmanship that we have to see to it that the corridors of contact with 
Berlin are kept open and that we notify the Soviet full well in advance that 
we are not going to permit the East German Republic, the Communist area 
of Germany, to stand in our way of maintaining the supplies or the forces 
that we have in Berlin. I think, if we do that, that Mr. Khrushchev is not 
about ready to have a war. He needs peace, and I don' t believe that he is 
about ready to have a war about Berlin, because his satellites arc too unsteady 
and unreliable. This is one time where we need very cold and cool nerves if 
we arc going to last out this cold war. Here is a place where I believe you 
have to draw the line. 

MR. HEARST: Agreed. But did he give you the idea that he thought 
we would back down at all? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I think he is probing us to see whether or 
not the British public opinion, for example, will not force the 1acmillan 
government to make a concession here, or the French public opinion to 
force de Gaulle to make a concession here. \ ¥hat I am advocating is-I 
am not an expert in this area-l am merely advocating that our foreign 
ministers and our heads of state come to agreement as to just what we will 
do and that we leave no loose threads for fr. Khrushchev and his people 
to be working on. Then to broaden this out into an area of movement, I 
want to say I think we ought to be pushing for German reunification. I 
think we ought to be talking about the necessity of establishing permanent 
boundaries. I think we ought to be giving some possible consideration of­
they call it disengagement, I don't want to go that far, but some reasonable 
wi thdrawal of military forces. I think these things arc at lea t possibilities. 

MR. BELL: Senator, you are one of those people whom President 
Eisenhower designates as radical Democrats. You are also a member of 
the Democratic Advisory Council. There have been some suggestions that 
Democrats in Congress ought to write a foreign policy of their own. Do 
you think that that is possible or likely? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: First of all, in my mind there is no basic 
disagreement between the Pre ident and the leadership and indeed the 
members of the Democratic Party in the Senate and the Congress, over 
the objectives of American foreign policy. \Ve agree on those objectives. 
\ Ve have occasionally some disagreement on their implementation, the 
means to fulfill those objective . It is there where I think that we might 
be of some help. We cannot write a foreign policy in Congress. Let's 
face up to it. We can condition one, we can encourage, we can counsel, 
we can advise, we can sit down and discuss things, and I think this we 
ought to do. But the foreign policy of our country, the American people 
must know, is in the hands of the President of the United States and 
his Secretary of State. \ e can limit this by budget cuts and appropriations 
or direction, but we can't run it, and I don't intend to try. 
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MR. BELL: Since the last election you have 66 Democrats in the 
Senate, ~o~, an.d 34 Republicans, counting Alaska. Don't you think that 
~e ~dnumstr~tion s~ould do something about getting a Democrat operat­
mg m the pohcy-makmg portion of foreign policy? 

SEN~TOR HUMPHREY: I believe that it is necessary to have closer 
cooperatiOn today than ever before between the responsible majority in 
the Congress and the President, and prudent judgment on the part of 
the President would dictate that. 

MR. BELL: Whom would you suggest as a Democratic representative? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: Mr. Bell, you are a very subtle man and 

clever man . I am not in the position of selecting and choosing today, 
thank you very much. 

MR. BELL: Would you be willing to serve? 

SENAT~R HUMPHREY: I haven't been asked, but let me say this: 
If the President of the United States should ask me to serve in anv 
capacity relating to the fulfillment of our foreign policy, I will do so 
and try to do it honorably and well. 

MR. DANIEL: I believe you told Mr. Khrushchev that in this country 
we were essentially united and that we didn't intend to get run out of 
the ball park? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: That is correct. 
MR. DANIEL: What was his reaction to that? What reaction does he 

have when yon talk that way to him-talk tough? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: His reaction was " \Vhat arc your counter 

pro~osals?" I found Mr. Khrushchc,· a bit of an enigma. He is a para­
doxical fellow. On the one hand he talks about the position that the,· 
take, that he took on Berlin and that Berlin is a bone in his throat 
a cancer. "V/e must get rid of it," he says. Then he says "Don' t threatci~ 
me. Don 't talk about running tanks through us and so on," because he 
has tanks, too. And in the next breath when you stand up to him, without 
any arrogance, but just politelv, calmlv, he says " \ hat are vour counter 
proposals? \ Vhat do you suggest?" \Vh~t I am ~;ing here toda~·: is, we must, 
number one, have a firm position, one we all understand, and then, bv the 
same token , do have some counter proposals that vou ask fr. Khrusl;chc,· 
to discuss. · 

MR. DANIEL: Do you really think he is willing to negotiate? Does 
he want counter proposals upon which he can have discussion or is this 
just a maneuver? ' 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I am not sure, but I know standing still is 
not enough. You must have some freedom of movement, some maneuver. 
Because he _wants nothing more or le s than the status quo in Ea tern 
Europe, which mean also taking Berlin into his fold and I hope that 

' ' we won t agree to that. 

MR. DANIEL: One other question: You spoke also to t11e Soviet people. 
You told t11em we must try to learn to live together? 



SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes, sir. 
MR. DANIEL: Did you have any reaction to that at all? Do you have 

any reason to think that they are interested in that? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: Yes, I do, fr. Daniel , I really do . I think 

one of the great needs today i communication wi th the people , not onlv 
in the Soviet Union but in the so-called atcllitc countries. Thi i ,·cry, 
very important. The more contacts we can have with the c people, par­
ticularly in the Eastern state such a Poland and Czechoslovakia and 
Roman"ia, and with the So,·ict people them elves, the better. I brought 
them a message of peace from America, with ju ticc, and al o brought 
them a mcs age of cooperation in the c great non-politica l area of health , 
for example and education. 

MR. SPIVAK: Did Mr. Khrushchev tell you why he thought relation 
between the United State and the Soviet were so bad and o tense? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: He denounced our leader hip, tarting with 
after the war. He, of cour c, accu eel u of all sorts of imperialistic designs, 
which I am sure that he doc n't quite believe, but nc,·crthelcs he pro­
ceeded to talk that way. 

MR. SPIVAK: Did ·he ask your advice on how the relationship between 
us can be improved? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: He didn 't a k m~· ach·ice. 
MR. SPIVAK: Did you give him any? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: I suggested that one "·a ~· to impro,·c re­

lationships was to keep agreement . That i number one. 
MR. SPIVAK: 'Vhat wa l1is response to that? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: I suggc ted that the atomic bomb tc t 

agreement that we were attempting to negotiat in Gcnc,·a wa a real 
test as to whether or not they wanted <my agreement . 

MR. SPIVAK: ~1at was his re pon e when you uogested that l1e 
didn' t keep agreements? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I lis response, of course, wa. , ·cr~· definitely 
that they did . Iy response was to the contrary. I nnt t a~· al o that J 
suggested to him that it would be good if we had less of the bcllico c 
and vitriolic language that it didn' t help world peace a bit, and on this 
he sa id "Let' have an <lgrccmcnt. " He said he wa prepared to agree 
to uch a tatement. 

MR. SPIVAK: Did you discuss with him the question of oiving nuclear 
weapons to Gennany on the part of NATO? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I did not . 
MR. PIV AK: Did he bring it up at all? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: Ti c did not bring it up except indirect]~ · . 

This is a vcrv delicate subject, and I was not in a p :>~it i o~ to discus it. 
MR. DANIEL: Senator, why do you think it is that we seem to be 

making progress on the nuclear talks in Geneva? ~1at is the Soviet intere t 
in getting agreement there? 
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SENATOR HUMPHREY: 1 think they feel they have progressed rathet 
far in the technology of nuclear weapons. Secondly, they have talked 
themselves into agreement insofar as banning the tests is concerned, and 
thirdly, their scientists agreed last August in Geneva to the feasibility of 
a control system. I think they really are in a situation where it is rather 
difficult except in outright arrogance to walk out, which they might do, 
but I doubt it. 

MR. HEARST: Do you think we should make any major change in 
the way we are dealing with Khrushchev? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: I think that we need at least a change of 
emphasis or tactics in the total picture of our relationships with the Iron 
Curtain countries. It is only a matter of emphasis here, again. I think we 
must emphasize the works of peace. I think we need to emphasize non­
political contacts. I think we need to encourage the broadest of exchanges 
on the cultural and the educational scientific basis . I think we have to 
realize there will be no immediate political settlements and that we sort of 
have to pave the way, or prepare the way, by touching the people them­
selves and particularly in the satellite countries. 

MR. BELL: Senator, I would like a Yes or No answer to this question, 
if I may have it. Are you available for the 1960 Democratic presidential 
nomination? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: You are not going to get a Yes or No answer, 
simply because no one has asked me but you. Thank you, sir. 

MR. BELL: Certainly more people than I have asked you. 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: 'lr. Bell, I want to treat this question with 

great sincerity and seriousness. My objective between now and 1960 is 
to do as good a job as I can possibly do as a United States Senator. I 
aid this to the people of Minnesota last night, and I repeat it to you. 

We will see what 1960 does. 
MR. BELL: Isn't that the best possible way to run? 
SENATOR HUMPHREY: It is the best possible way to be a public 

servant, worthy of the trust of the people. 
MR. SPIVAK: Senator, I think you thought it would be a good idea 

to bring Khrushchev here, or at least invite him here. Why do yon think 
it would be a good idea? 

SENATOR HUMPHREY: First of all, let me sav that I think our 
contacts with the leadership of the Soviet have to be ~ery, very restrained, 
in terms of bringing them here as such. Mr. Khrushchev would be under 
the most careful police surveillance if he were here, in terms of protection, 
and I am afraid if he were here under those circumstances that he might 
feel this is the wav everybodv was treated in the United States. 

MR. BROOKS; Senator, i am sorry, but I am going to have to interrupt. 
sec that our time is up . Thank you very much for being with us. 

ext Vleck : Ambassador Henry Cabot Lodge. 
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