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SUSJKINL: Goo  evening anc welcome to OPEN END, Our subject tonight is peace,
foreicrn policy and politics, Our guests are two extraordinary men: one 2 ceclarec
candi-ate for the Lemocratic Presicential nomination in 1960, the other a dibting-
uished statesman of Great Britain, a member of her House of Parliament and winn-
er of 1959's Nobel Peace Prize, And now with great pleasure, 1 present our distin-
guished guests, ' -

Cur first guest is the Rt, Honorable Philip Noel-Baker who is one of Britain's fore-
most labor party statesman and a former minister of state, He was the first Bri-
tish delegate to the United Nations, Mr, Noel-Baker has Leen active in British for-
cign affairs since the en. of Wworld war |, and has actively participated in disarma-
ment conferences for more than 30 years, He is the author of TH:L aARMs RACE, an.
for his constant devotion to the cause of peace, Mr. Noel-Baker won the 1959 Nobel
Peace Prize,

Cur second guest, Jenator Hubert Humphrey, was elected to the :Unitea otates oen-
ate for Minnesota in 1948, Prior to entering politics Mr, Hu mphreywas a member of
the staff of the University of Minnesota and later wasassistant state supervisor of
adult evucmtion He was Mayor of Minneapolis from 19¢5 to 1948 from which he went
to the Uniteu otatés oemate, wen, B mphrey is the chairman of the sub-committee
on disarmament in the vcenate +He has shortly after the first of the ycar announced
his candidacy of the Lemocratic Presivential nomination, we'll Join our guests

in just a moment afier a brief worc from our sponsor,

CCMMERCIAL
" (GUTRO BROVL)

SUSSKINL: Gentleman thank you for being with us tonight on CPEN ENL, this is a
very prideful occasion for this program, I wanted to start immediately by quoting
a speech you made recently, I think last 1ight, Mr, Noel-Baker, in which you said
that the coviet Union is genuinely prepared to disarm drastically, and to accept str-
ict ~ontrols if the western nations will do likewise, The particular point you made
makes me very curious as to the answer is .his: You attribute to the soviet leaders
deep and genuine conviction, and you declared they have a much more vivid under-
standing of what these mo ern weapons of ‘estruction mean than many people of auth-
ority in the West,

NOEL-BAKER: v/ ell that was the impression that I formed when I saw them las: Dec-
ember, I went especial.y to find out whether what they've been saying Krushchev,
Mikoyan, and all of them, for the last four years, mainly that they wanted drastic
disarmament, and would aceept drastic control, I went there to find whether it was
true or not, And Il came to the conclusion that for perfectly good materialistic rea-
sons, that would appeal to any Communist, they thought that disarmament was the
right thing, policy in the jnterest of their own country, They told me {rankly that
they want to raise the standards of their own country, to those of the United sStates
and do it by 1970. And they said if we have to spend the 90 thousand billion rubles
which we spend on defense, that would be a Jifficult task, If we could save that, those
resources anc put them into raising the standard of living, we could do it as we hop-
ed to. They said secondly: If .you have the arms race going on with the tension which
it creates, it may at any time have a sudden erisis, one may lose his head, you may
have a war break out, and no one will be able to stop it, anc the existing weapons
you would have such apalling devastation that while something of Kussia could sur-
vive, we think much of our work would be destroyed. And I think those reasons are
sound, )

SUSSKIND: what convinces you of that ceep sincerety you spoke of?

NCEL-BAKER: well, Idicn't mean it in any sense--I'm not talking about heir morals
or their m otives--I'm talking about wha! I think they want, and I think they want an
armament reduction for those two reasons given, That they think the present arms
race is immensely dangerous, and I believe they keep in very close touch with their
general staffs with weapons developments and so on, and they seem. to me to have a
very vivid realization asl said last night, of what the weapons would mean if they
were used, Now we talk about Heroshima, but we Jon't realy remember what Hero-
shima was like, My government published an ofiicial manuscript on civil defense and
in those manuals they say that one ten megaton bomb would destroy london, They say
there wouldn't be, or rather there would be a an inner circle of devastion eight miles
across--dust and rutblc--an outer ring 20 miles across, of all engulfing and all con-
suming flame, But we on't take it in, It doesn't seem that pur ministers - '
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Talk about a general nuclear war in .the House of Commons, Cr when they talk a-
bout being prepared for the graves: disasters that we n ust be alle to retaliate and so
on, I dod't think they realize that this means the total desiruction of civilization,
And if the war once starte., it would be total cestruction, Cn the Beach is a true
picture of what would happan to the worlu if the present weapons were used,

...

SUSSKINL: 3Sen, Humphrey you have hau the ;jnow famous talkathon with Mr, Krusch-
ev, did you come away with the ,same atti.ude toward Zisarmament and arms re. uc-
tion as Mr, Noel-Baker?

HUMPHREY: well, I've listened to Mr, Noel-Bakers comments, and I think we ought
‘0 uncerscore what he was saying in terms of th. ;motiva.ions of the ;ooviet leasers,
He wasn't spezking of any morality as he saic or any set of ethical staniards, but ra-
ther from a very practical point of view as to what the voviet leaders want, 1 did
come back and report, Mr, suaskind, that ] had a feeling that in the years ahead
that the Joviet leaders would want an easing of internaticnal tensions, and with that
of jcourse a sharp recuction in armse, I have felt that Mr. Kruschev's spe ch befor:
the United Nations was not good propacanca {rom his point of view in the kind of 8ne
ech that shoula have been made by our President, to be frank about it, But I also

felt that it may have had considerable substance to it, Regretally the whol frame-
work of ‘isarmament has now been outlined by the soviet initiative, We've arain
found ourselves ciscussing these matters within their framwrork, within their or-
ientation, within their frame of reference, rather than within ours, or may I add
most respectfully within, whenl say ours I saywithin the western mations, Mr, Noel-
Baker, I don't think for a minute that we owgl.t to uncerestimate the desire of the
Soviets at this time for settlement of reduction in armament, There's some...l
think there's a very substantial reduction, In fact, I've been asked to write an arti-
cle for Pravda by the editor of Pravda, the soviet newspaper relating to Mr, Krusch-
ev's speech before the Supreme 3oviet which he discussed recently, His reduction

in military man-power, anc in which he discusse: in some : etail anc some lencth,
disarmament, aAnc particularly nuclear testing suspension, I have a feeling that in-
that speech there is a good deal to be told on our part, Ww: ought to do some search-
ing and “hemical analysis of what he saic, I do feel that there is--I'm going to come
back to theat speech a litle bit later, becasue this is a remarkable speech--1 venture
to say that of all of our viewers toni ht, not a handful has read it, I had adifficult
time getting it, This speech is hours long. You sec the Soviets don't believe in three
minute speechs, if they have something to say, When they make a gpeech, believe . -
it's a small book, I do think though that i'd like to get Noel-Baker's reaction as to whe
ther the Soviets would really permit an international inspectation of the kind that I
believedis necessary to have reasonable surity, or of assurance that they're not go-
ing to be cheating, Now let's go back anc say this, Let's assume for a moment that
they would not cheat, I Con't presume that, but if we wantec to, we would never be
able to sell a treaty or give a treaty in agreement signed by the Congress of the Uni-
ted otates unless we were sure, reasonably sure at least chat the inspection anu the
detection mechanisms and the contorl mechanisms was the effective one, Now this
means internationalizing inspections, it doesn't mean Soviets inspecting coviet (err-
itory, it doesn't mean Englsih inspecting England, it means in fact an internationizec
inspection apparatus and machine that is not cominated by the Soviet, It doesn't

ne d to be dominated by cither the Uniteu States or the U, K, either, but maybe the
United Nations type of ‘mechanism in which there was at least a non-Communist orien-
tation to it and in ,which there would be ingress and egress into the Soviet Union it-
self, and into other parts of the world. Now it's here that the Soviets have really
-tried to avoid what I ;think is responisibe inspection, They talk inspections, I be-
lieve they want disarmament, but I think there is a genuine fear on the part of the
SoViet leaders who have lived in a tightly knit secretive society in which very few
people have penetrated, I believe they have literally nigh-mares of having a team of
inspectors roaming around the country to see whether lor not the disarmanet proposals
are being fulfilled, And this is particularly true in atomic explosions, Now se on
the one hand they want some disarmament, quite sincerely, from the point of viewd
that they need it for their economic developinent., This si surely why there was a re-
duction in the military man-power here the other day the announced reduction,  But
on the other hand while they want it, they don't have dr want to pay the price for gen-
uine international inspection, That is my view, Now that I might ;add, finally, Mr,
Noel-Baker that we've been on the foot dracging side too, 1've kept very close track
of our proposals, some of the proposals that have been advanced, primarily with the
backing of the Lefense Lept, and the Atomic Energy Commision and I must say thai
the State Dept, has been much better about it, Those proposals have really been too
far reaching. I think that they're that there is annin-betweenlground which some of ;
us tried togmke out,

SUJSKIND: Generaly, We're kind of roaming aroun. here. In very practical politi-
cal terms here, how can you reconcile the seemingly insoluble dilemma of the state-

~
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ments of their leacers that they genuinely want arms resduction, suspension of nu-
clear testing, with their absolute reluctance, ancd I-.suppose that's a mild word, to hav
disinterestec inspection teams, that's,,.how is that cilemuma (0 be resolve. ?

NOEL-BAKER: First to define my own at.itule to inspection, 1 was at the peace
conference in 1919, after the first worli War, I came straight back from the {ront
and went into the peace onfrrence, an’' ] remember after we'd been working {or
some months, a French awlleajue saying in a commitee of course everything we .o
must be based upon the sacrec principle of allied, of mutual allied distrust, an- I've
alsays thought that that was the basis on which you got to work cisarmament. You
must have an inspection system that applies to . verybody which is a Senate affair

and is worked no. by the Soviets for the ;ooviets in or by americas for America, but
by a Unitec Nalions tcam which in the majority .is not ;of the nations beingimspectec,
~And without that you won't have .isarmament, Now I've talked to Russisns from 19 5
until now an. the first time when they siad that that they would accept inspection,
And when Ithey wnnt cver far in stating their principles--I've got .hcm here, I can
red? cthemout, and they have always saiu to to me that by merely stopping tests, we
can't have very mruch inspection, Of course, so long as the rush of the arms race

is going on, so long as you are putting up new miswsile bases in Turkey and Italy and
Germany ana Britain, and they're not going to have a lot of fun in going all over Rus-
sia finding out the targets which you con't know yet about and marking them upon the
NATC maps in Paris, at best if it's rcal disarmament, if it's the kind of thing that
Kruschev talked about, the kind of thing which our own government announceu as the
objective in 1952, when we started in the UN Commission, Cisarman:ent down to the
level at which no nation has enough arms to attack its nei hbors, then we're ready
for any kind of inspection and if you remember, in the Assembly this year, Krushev
did say "When you ;have worlc disarman ent, the inspectors can go everywhere, they
can do anything to their heart's content and we impose no limits, " They have con-
vinced me over tha last few years that they are ready to accept it, ;but don't ask any-
body else to accept my convictions, alll say is let's start a negotiation, If we have
a negotiation, we shall find out in a week if they're sincere, and if we don't have a neg
tiation, they will tprove to the world that we are insincere, because we've said we
want it and we won't even talk, .,

SUSSKINL: Wel, Senator, will the Ten Nation disarmament confernce that will
commence soon--is that prepared to deal on the level with the Kruschev proposal at
the United Nations? I don't think so, ..

HUMPHREY: Well, this is where they will start, AgainI say that I want to go back
if you don't mind, Lavid, back to my comment about the Kruschev specch before ;the
U.N,..That was a powerful speech and I when I saic that I thought it was one that
our President should have made, or your Prime Minister, or someone from the
Western world, I realy meant it, becasue what was said there wae something that
the world longs to hear an? it was :another example of the soviet realy moving in
and seizing the initiative, as we say in these disclaims all the ;time, But really
staking out the ground that in terms of what worries the world most, this terible
arms race, and the possibility of a nuclear explosion, I also feel that you have to keep
in mind that the Communist, the totalitarian is a very pragmatic fellow in many ways,
despite hhis dogma an' his doctrine, and his doctrine, and this is particularly true
of Kruschev, ‘and I want to warn the American people, you bave a trained Bolshevik

t you have a pragmatist, Lon't think you don't, I sat and talked to that felow for
eight houre and twenty-five minutes and I <idn't come away with a sneer, I didn't com.
away saying that this man is a weakling, or incompetent, or a braggadocio, or you

+ I cameaway, I want to tell you, deeply oncnerned, I didn't feel that he threaten.

or anything like that, he got a little tough a couple of times during the conversation,
but 80 lid I speak up, but I did come away saying that here was a man who took the
long view in terms of his objectives, Communism he believes in, Boslshevism ys,
@and he has said repeatecly right to our own people over here, as he saic to me for
80 long that ;night when we talked for so long that C mmunism will be the way in the
future as he puts it, It will encompases the world, but how,,.how? [ think they '
realize that they cannot win this Communistic dream of theirs, this Communist goal
by nuclear war and there's only, if you get.into a war, let's quit ki‘ding ourselves,
if the major powers get into a war, ;it'll abe a nuclear and abiological and achemical
war, it'll be one for keeps, I don't think people appreciate this at all, We're talking
about really destruction of all of this great creation of ours on this world at least in-
80 far as the civilized, industrialized western world is concerned, Now, Krushev
is of the ;mind that if the Soviet Union and the Communist countries that have brourht
within the orbit of the Soviet power by their military machine, that if they can organ-
ize their productive capacity plus their distribution system, plus a program of for-
eign aid, and of infiltration andideological warfare, propaganda warfare, that they
will move on the trace front, the economic front the ideorogical front, the philoso-
phical front, the cultural {ront, they'll ware war with us, but it'll be a dif’erent kind
of a strugle, This is a ceaseless struggle and what worries me is that Americans
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are all Lo ofteu of the opirion that you can get a stalemate--you don't get a stalemate
there's no such thing, There is a struggle goinf on all the time--life itself is a strug-
gle, Just studying biology, bacteriology, htere's awlways a struggle, And what make
anybody thing that we can have what we call containment, or what makes anybody thing
you can have a stalemate? This struggle goes on in, if nothing else, then inrpropa-
ganda, 1 wonder how many people know that since Krushcev returned to the Soviet
Union, Soviet propaganda has doubled in tc the rest of gthe world, in tems of what he

is proposing, his visit to the United States, what he saw, whet he said, what he pro-
poses to do, allaround the world, Now wht I've said is that Kruschev has poseibily
outlined for "us a cnange in Soviet tactics, noin objectives, and the tactical change is

a bsic one, Very important, The practical change is an extra emphasis on disarma-
ment, and extra emphasis by the Joviet a driver for reduction ofarmas,

I think this is very true, but the strategic objective is the same, The objective is

to spreall their idology, their sytem; they believe in it, they have goals, objectives,
We're standing around thinking that somehow or amther, atht you have peace,

you juet have absence »f war, that you have a stalemate when you just start counting
bonbs, that they have the same number of riissiles that we have, and we have the same
number they have; we have people saying al the time why we have not now a balance of
power, But in fact, power today is not related directly to weapons, power is related
to spidit--it's relatd to books, to literature, to music, to culture, to the arts, to
science, to technology to education, to pecple, In fact, I think the Joviet relate power
more to people than we do, What a paradox, Thhe great democracies which are based
on the sovereignty of the pwople, and yet the soviets themselves look to people all
over the world as their bse of power, Now it's getting back again to this ‘hmem and
the--of course no one knows nmore about this subject in my mind than at least in my
lifetime, than Mr, Noel-Baker, I think what he has tried to say, and has said to ;me
80 well is that fears we say, well do they accept inspection--do they? I don't believe

they will, This question and answer, But he is saying, and with whichdl thouroughly
concur is let's try it, let's be negotiable,

And why do we have to go the negotiating table under their impetus? 1 have felt for
yesars that we should be challenging the Soviet leaders every week, We have everythin,
to gain from thie in a free society, challenging them for disarmarent in every concei-
valbe way, I might adi, the trouble is, I'm afraid, that while we talk it, we haven't
thought thrugh the technical problems, and I can say with a degree of authority that

we have not spent the time of rht resources or the en ergy or the talent upon how

ou really pursue disarmament, What kind of an inspection system do you need? I v
much do you need later on? What kind of plans do we have? We do go to these dia-
armament conferences and we've been to a lot of them, by the way, the last big one

of course was in London, when Mr, Stasen was our negotiator, Now, I was privy

to much of the information on that which went on in hat conference, to arrangements
dvith the late Secretary of State, Foster Dulles and I want to say that we were given
all the information, yet, i can say here tonight that we were not prepared, had the
Soviet Union agrred to our porposals, I don't know what we would have done, We didn
have the mechanism or the machiery to even carrry out what we were contemplaing
what we were talking about, I guess we presumed that they wouldn't agree, 8o we coulc
talk, I'd advise us--we'd beter be careful, Tome time they mgiht agree,

SUSSKIND: May I ask you a question? This bringe to mind--you said theother night,, .
HUMPHREY: It's a pretty long spech, I'm sorry,,,excuse me,

SUSSKIND: You said the other night, Mr, Noel-Baker, that they, the Soviet Union
leasers, seemo have in your view a mucy deeper sense of the meaning of ;these

destructive weapons that terrorize the world today than our ldeaders do, Why is
that?

NOE:-BAKER: Well, ,,
HUD(PHREY: I'd be interested in that too,

NOEL.-BAKER: It's under the impression made on my mind by comparing what they
said to me with what our ldeaders say in public they say of course these are horible
weapons, we know it would be a grave disaster, But they don't somehow seem to feel
that one bomb, finishing London means that 10 or 15 bombs finishing Britain, and
that Britain fhinishing is the end of their life's work, and the end of many centuri=s

of civilization in our Britah isles, But as the Russians this season seems to feel

tbat if there was a nuclear war everything they've tried to to would be destroyed, som c-
thing would survuve they said, I tried to assure Mr, Kruschev that nothing would sur-
‘ive, but he maintained that something wojld survive in Rusia becasue it was such a

big country and they would start again as we and the Uninted States would be fnished
olt' Now I don't want to ‘make too much of this, Perhaps our people doa feel very
weakly about it, Your President said the othar day in the State of the Union address
that now that both sides had wapons of such devastating power thatrtotal gnihilation
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was possible, that this was the most important fact in the world--1've got bis words
right here, IT quote them--" No other ‘act of today' e world equals this in impor-
tance , It colors every ;thing we say, or glsn to do," Now if that's true I come
back to what the Senator ended by saying it's about time we put up a plan, Since 1952
we've been talking in the U,N, commission and other places in general terms about
objectives, would be do this, would be have a manoower of 1 and a half million, I
would like to see our Western government writing out a draft disarmament treaty
with solutions te all the technical problems which the Senator spoke of saying to

the Soviets, we Ll you have this plan don't you like article one? Write your amdud-
ments in the column at the right hand side, Get down to a discussion about how the
thin is to be done,

SUSSKIND: An idea ocaurs to me that I wanted to ask you about it both jentlemen,
And it is this: Is it possible that the leaders of the Western world are equally a-
ware and equally misemable about the potential of disaster, but ;because their total-
itarian structure would admist to swift ad j ustment to a true reduction of arms

a true throwing away the weapons of war, whereas our economies are completely
attuned to war production and it xould be economic disaster for jus.,.

SUSSKIND:; Is there an alternative plan,

NCEL-BAKER; If this is true,,.in Britain efter 1945, we demobilized--1 was in ;the
government--we demobilzed 12 milllion people from the armed forces and munitions
production, Twelve million people out of a total population of fifty, And we didn't
bave any unemployment at anypoint, Now of course there was a great demand for
civil goods, Housing, every kind of thong, but his is now,

SUSKIND: Now our statement,,.
HUMPHREY: Wait a minute now, go ahead,

NOEL-BAKER: I was just going to make one remakr, ! have in my constituency what
I think is the greatest firm of aero engines inthe world, the Rolls Royce, I represent
them in Parliament, The greatest man Rolls Royce ever had said to me last year,
we dont want military orders, we'd much rather have civil aviation orders, We do
better out of them, there is an immense development caning, He said supose there
aren't enough civil aviatin orders to keep ;us going? We're enginecers, we'll go
round the world and get orders for ourselves, Factories, stamp making macnines,
whatever you like, We'll do it, just give us a little time and we'll make the plans,
Now don't believe this business as a real one, and after all the Communists used to
say Capitalism must keep the arms race going because of the disaster that would
hapen--Kruschev came here last summmer and said having visited America I see
quite well that you could disarm without any economic disaster,

SUSSKIND: When Senator Humphrey says we show up ;at disarmament conferences
with the most fuzzy agenda and that ;nothing could be more embarrassing to us

than agreements since w4 haven't got a specific plan, it would indicate that either
we don't believd in disarmament geuinely, asecondly that we don't want it, an thidly
we're not prepared for it,

HUMPHREY: I dén't think it means that at at all, I think it just means we've been
lazy, yeah, bluntly, lazy, Indifferent, haven't been doing our homwork, And there's
been far too much bf it, for too lon?. That's one of the real problems in Ame rica to-
day, We settle for mediocrity, we've been settling for it all along the line, not mere-
ly in Washington, We've even settled for it in our schols, we've settled for it in, 1
regret to say, in far too many communities, I suppose I'm guilty of it as anyone
else, I don't stand here aam anyboyd elses critic, It's just one of thoe unfortunate
thige that's happendd to us and we've got to do something about it, Let me get at
what I was talking about, thepreparaticns, Disarmament is not just a pious hope,

It isnn't just a dream for Utopian philoshophers, It is an absolute necessity, It ie

a technical problem as wel as a political problem, ‘It is a military problem as well
as a military problem, And therefore you must have people in your governments and
in the development of arms in the use and ;their deployment, who are experts in the
development of disarmament in the deployment of facilities that woud ultimately abe
made available, the tecnical aspects that are required to assure a ;doubting peolle
who have been hurt many times out of trust with alliances andtreaties that bave becn
broken, Nor these people that havebeen burned as we says, disarmament is not
going toleave ;them helples, That is really disarmament that it isn't a fraud, a hoax,
it is somthing that they can depend en, Now here's wheere I complain, and I do ;it
rightly: justly without partisan ship because we're all guilty of it, A democracy con-
tr9uod Cpngress last year, I'm a Democrat, refused to appropriate 40, 000 dollars
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for disarmament studies, we put up 41 almost 41 billion dollars for arms and four
times I tried to amend {our different acts including mutual security defense appro-
priations, supplemental appropirations, and another bill once for 40, 000 dollard,
once i even tried 75,000 dollars and it was rejected,

SUSSKIND: why?

HUMPHREY: Because people don't seem to understand that this this is a posibility,
Everyone wsnts disarmament, Everybody wants peace, but too many people are
cynicle about it, I say if we'll listen now to the experts on weapons, on technolcy
in fact some of the generals are beter than some of the civilians, if you'll pardon me
for saying so, I talked to many generals who are more passionate for peace than
eome of the civilians because they do know what these weapons will do, They do
understand, as do the scientists what these weapone will do, They do understand
as do the scienticts what these terrible thermo-nuclear weapons mean, antastic

. 1 think, Mr, Noel-Baker has been kindly about it, but when you get into 25 megaton
bombe, 15 megaton bombs, and when you have rockets that can fire like the Joviat's
rocket with the p1ricision that they have which is a topic within itself, you have a
problem, Now for the first thing therefore it seems to me is the technical competenc
we need to develop, and we're late in it, I like what the President said, but Mr,
President let me tell you, you have no plan, Let me tell you that there is no one in tt
State Dept, with the rank of assistant secretary in charge of disarmament, we have
no peace agency, I think we ought to have one if we really mean it, We ought to
set up within the Sate Lept, or in the White House under the President, this separate
agency of the government into which we bring the best talent in which we have an
agency which dedicates itself to the pursuit of disarmament and any poesible plan
of disarmamemtn of securing peace, it ought to be under the vept, of state, You knov
what we have? We've been making a study lately as to what our disarmament pro-
posals were, I want to state here, we have no disarmament plan until within the
last few days, If we have one, it hasn't been unfolded. W ‘ve had Mr, Charles Coo-
lidge of Boaton, Mass, a very competent gentlemen who has been making a study of
our previous disarmament proposals, so that we can have an analysis for future dis-
armament proposals, and the U, N, sessicn is over, and we just miseed the ball gam
that's all, The gates were open, the game was on, Kruschev at the bat, hits a home
run, and we haven't even got a ticket, Now that's exactly what happened, N w were
preparing that we have a gentleman by the name of Mr, Easton, that will be going
to the ten nation conference, these are very {ine people, don't misunderstanime, ther
is nothing personal about this, they're conscientious people, But it is a fact that
we 8till do not have a Western-agreed upon proposal, The British have on=. u
French are acting their own way, We sort of have something, but we don't have a
proposal, but Mr, Kruschev does, Now let me tell you, you give me a ;man who
knows what he wants and where he's going and you can have 25 others who are con-
fused, doubtful, timid, and uncertain, and the one man will be better than all twenty-
five, In terms of being able to get his way--this is what I think Mr, Baker, Mr,
Noel-Baker agreed upon, We may have some niild disagreement here, I doubt it,
But the one thing in which 1 have always agreed with him on, is that you can't rely on
the godd luck of accident for peace negotiation,,.it is more dificult to negotiate dis-
armament, Or any peace treaty than it is to ;make any battle palan, by ar, Because
both of them are {illed with risks, DBoth of them require stateemanship, brilliance,
intelligence, persererence, whih I ;must say we just dent put the time in on it, And
the same thing is true on economic aspects, ! want to salute Mr, Noel-Baker and
what he said about disarmament and ecdnomics, Capitalism can take disarmament,
We don't need arms ;to keep our ;country going, But I must say that Capitalism canno
take disarmament by accident, we'll have to plan it, we'll have to phase it in, we'll
have to know what we're going to do if it happens for instance tomorrow morning,
that Mr, Kruschev should say the price of peace is a 50 lpercent recuction in arms
spending in the next year, let's say that he said literally that the price of Ipeace then
let's say he put it that way, The price of a free Berlin is a 50 percent reduction in
arms spending, They need that money desperately, They need those rubles for
economic development in the Soviet Union, they're hard pressed, very hard pressed,
more 80 than we are, what if he should say that we're prepared to accept your in-
spectors in our misesile factorvies, in our bomber plants in our nuclear plants, but
we want to send ours over to ;you, it's a a 50 percent rexuction, Now, now what woulc
we do in our budget of approximately 25 billions of dollars,1 If it happened like that,
Gracious we know we ned it for schools, we need it for roads, we need it for hospitals,
for stream polution control, we need it for housing, for urban renewal, for slum
clerance, for tax adjustments, for tax redu:tion. a host of things, But I remind you
we luvo few plans if for any of it,

And as the other question; would we have the same willinglness to clean out the slums,
To build homes, to bukld the schools, to build the roads, would we lput the same 40
billions of dollars or 25 billions dollars into these projects, More imortantly would
we share some of it a world-wide economic development. And Il noticed when Mr,
Noel-3Baker spcke of the Rolls-Royce engineers, their engineers, he said they would
manage to go to the other parts of the world to get tractor orders, and large equip-
ment development, And I noticed when Mr, Noesl-Baker spoke he said yes, providing
if there was capital, Phased in with disarmament must always come the economical
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design, and you have to be as bold, and imaginitive and as daring in economics of
disarmament ae in the economice of armament, Ia other words we didn't hesitate to
pur our billions into the atomic bomb, it was a gamble even to get it, we didn't
hesitate to put hundreds of millions, billions into our rockets, we've put billions of
dollars into them, and a lot of them don't work, Would we be willing to put billions
into Asia? Maybe knowing the chances that it migit rot work, it might not, I think
it would, Wehn I say work, I mean for freedom, and for economic opportunity, DBut
I ask the question, are we, as civilized pecple pregred to put billions, billions, and
billions, I mean many billions into ~sia, africa, Latin america, and our own count-
ries in peaceful development, li e we put it into arms, 1 h ope and pray we are, but
I asked the question, but what I think you've saii to Mr, Noel-Baker that if the Bri-
tish did demobilize quickly, didn't to it withontdeome planning, didn't do it without
some design, they didn't say, well the show is sver, let's tear up the tickets, go
home and play bridge, No you said we've got soinething to do, ,,

SUSSKIND: 1 don't doubt, ,,
HUBUPRHEY: That's the long speech of the night, I'm sorry,

SUSSKIND: 1 don't doubt that we could do what you suggest overnight, under a philoso-
phy of progressive moderation, which is it seems to me the philosophy of our present

administration, I wonder if we could pause for Just a moment for a word from our
sponsor, :

COMMERCIAL
(SUTRO BROS)
SUSSKIND: sir, you were saying something about the Declaration of Independence ?

HUMPHREY: Well, Mr, Susskind, I couldn't he;p but during the commercial, with
this honored guest this evening, a member of the British Parliament, that the Dec-

laration of Independence was unfolded, Now ] know he's a gentle, kind, considerate
man, and I know he's taking no offense at all,

SUSSKIND: 1 hope it didn't hurt your feelings, Mr, Noel-Baker,

NOEL-BAKER: You can't hurt my feelings about the War of Independence, I had two
reat-great grandfathers who fought in the War of Independence, one on each side.

SUSSKIND: You were oovered both ways,
HUMPHREY: You had a ticket in both games,

NOEL-BAKER: The one who fought for King George and wad defeated, went off to Can-
tda as a United Empire Loyalist and was when he got up near the frontier, was caught
7y the Yankees and strung up to a tree 'and left for dead, But his fourteen year old son

aid behind a bush; when the Yankees had gone, he came out and cut him down, and that
8 Why I'm here toniht, -

iU'SSKIﬁD: I'm glad about that, Incidentally the ;next commercial we shan
Jeclaration of Independence into it, I wanted to g0 back to what you both were dia-
‘ussing, It seems to me to be uterly shocking that our government has no plan for

‘eace and no plan for adjustment of the economys, ,, it's almost beyond--it staggers
he imagination that this could be true,

't drag the

IUMPHREY: I'm sure the government would deny thie, because I'm sure they have
‘lane for peace, 1 was speaking primarily on disarmament which I feel to be funda-
nentally a part of the pursuit of peace. Disarmament perhps maybe will not bring
eace within itself, but it will trigger it, But | repeat that we have been without a

eal up-to-date plan, We've had the '52 proposals, we've had the 1955 proposals, but
®...and we've had some in 1957, but we have not kept up ;to date in terms of our dis-
rmament discussions, they were all broken off here ahile ago, the Soviet refuwed to
iscuse under the auspices of the Un, And now we have just begun, and I ny after the
-N, session is over, and it is the main arena for armament discussion, we've just
2gun to put together our proposals, And I szy most respectfully to Mr, ;NCel-Baker
hat the United States proposals are not adequate, We need proposals that our Alliss
jree upon, We are a member of NATC, we must have a united co-ordinated effort
nd it requires something more than just a meeting., I believe what is fair to say it
‘quires that was indicated here a draft treaty, the technical appects the technical
ipects the technical designs that are required, and this can be done, And in the eco-
ymic area we do not any prescirbed or designed proposal for the economic adjust-
-ent that would be required, and this can be done, And in the economic area we do
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not have any prescribed or designed proposal for the economic adjustment that
would be required for any kind of massive disarmament, No, most industry in
america, I think all industry in America, would be delighted to have a chance in
pursue its endeavors inpeaceful activity, I read this speech of Mr, Cordonier

of General Electric, not long ago, a very fine speech on this very matter, And
I've been in touch with many of our industrialists, They're not happy about these
munitions orders, frankly there is to much red tape dealing with the government,
so much monkey buinsess to put in the vernacular, that they would be delighted
most of them to be able to pursue their economic activities in a freeer market re-
moved from the governmental red tape and examinations, But again may I add,

it takes some thinking ahead, What would hapen for example oif thelong range
bomber plan in this country was stopped? In terms of the thousands and thousands
of employees, Just talking about the employees--well now 2 years {rom now they'
11 be fine, 2 years from now they'll be bankrupt, They have homes to pay for,

' SUSSKIND: Iwonder, your government, Mr, Noel-Baker, has any plan for disarma-
ment?

NOEL-BaKER: Well, they certainly got to the point of stating headline objectives,
3elwyn Lioyd did that in September when he spoke the day before Kruschev, And

he said that the ultirma te cbjectives for negotiation ought to be after a series of
stages, recuction down to the level that no country had enough to commit aggresive
war against its neighbors, Now that sounds very ambitious--it's not new, I'm go-
ing to quote something else I've brought with me. In 1952, the American delegate iu
the U, N, Disarmament Committee Mr, Benjamin Cohen said this: "The goal of
disarmament is not to regulate, but to prevent war, By making war impossible is
a menas of setling disputes, To achieve this goal all states must cooperate. x

Establish a disarmed world in which armed forces and armaments would be reduced
o such a point and in such a thourough fashion that no state will be in a @ondition of
armed preparedmess to start a war, Now that's what Kruschev said in September,
but it's what the United States said in 1952, And if we go back on it, then of conr:-
the Communists say to the world, we were insincere, it's the worst, They delcare
it and they don't live up to it,

SUSSKIND: May I ptiimt to something from your aceptance speech when you were a-
wareded the Nobel peace prize, last, past December, You said: "It's the strangest
paradx in history, every new weapcn is produced for national defense but all ex-
perts are agreed that the modern mass destruction, instantaneious delivery weapon
have destroyed defense, We are arming for defense but there is no defense anymor«
Isn't that kind of insane?

NOEL-BAKER: Well, that's where I should like the inquiry of each government to
egln. Tell their general staff to re-assess what is caled the defense policy in terms
of how the weapons will make their own people safe from attack, A misbsile with
eight thousand mile range does not apply to a missile with 7 thousand mile range,
You can go a thousand miles further, is that any importnce when 5 thousand miles

is enough to destroy New Yor, The--it ien't defense, And that's what I think people
haven't grasped. OUnce people get into the arms race, and I think this the the answe:
to what you started our talk by saying, is it that eve have no plan, Once you get
into an armse rce, theminds of the pegple in power are concentrated in armament tha:
the other side, and everything else seems to be secondary to that, When I was at
Cambridge 2s an undergraduate before the first World War, we were in an intense
dfednought race against Germany, who could build more big battleships. aAnd we
thought of nothing else, .nd everyone thought that if we had more drednaughts, we
should make our selves safe, we should stop the war, When the war was over all
the men who fought with Lloyd George, Grey, and Cecil and all the rest, smntz, all
unanimously agreed that one of the ;things that made the war, the major cause of the
war, but in fact the arms raceritseli, and the drednaughts, so far from increasing
our naval strength against Germany, made a lot of our ships obsclete, it made four
British ships obsolete for every German ship, When we came tc the battle of T.*-
land, instead of being vie to one, we were more nearly two to one, and might nearly
have lost the war, Now that is the paradox, of modern--of the modern arms race,
It's exactly the same in priniciple, az the arms race that brought the first World
War, as the arms race which resulted from the failure of the disarmament confer-
ence of 1932 when Hoover's proposals were not accepted as they should have been,
And now we've got into a third arms race,. your first, but our thirdd in which the
weapons are so jimmensely destructive, but no one really believes there can real-
ly be a defense,

SUSSKIND: Sen, Humphrey, something occurs to me, in our country we're subjected
to such a barrage of conflicting testimony--when a Teller and a Libby, and Pentagon
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officials terrigy us in the area of we mustinvest more, we must have more weapnns
we must have more bacteriology warfare, higger megatron bombs, when the truth is
that more only leads to more on their sdie and the balance of terror becomes more
terrifying, How can a public awakan to the truth of the desperate insanity and inevi-
table disaster of a limitless arms race, When their experts are sending out blasts
of conflicting testinonials,,.

HUMPHREY: Well you see the--ae I have said earlier, so many people and nations
have been burned, as we say, deceived treaties, did not prove to be what they said
they were, Alllance had ben brcken, Leaders had double-crossed their own nations
and other people, Every body is a bit suspicious, This happened not onlya bit sus-
picious, but it's become a neruosis, a nat‘onal neruosis, And when this happens
people fll back on what seems to be their protection, they build these wals and here
we have many experts, because this is when the scientific mind really comes to the
forefront in many of these fantastic new weapons, There is a drama about all of
this, it does have economic implications, There is something dramatic about the
uniform, the military services, Now tht is when--here's where you see a policy
getting in motion, It seems to have it's own momentum; it seems to have a c~u:-
and relationship, one country builds and cne country adds and so forth, and as it
wa$é said by Mr, Noel-Baker, the policy of gevernment becomes centered on build-
ing what we cll strength, military strength, When what we need is a counter-balance
without necessarily for the moment now destroying this general staff that you may
have for you military, why don't we have a general staff over here that pursues re-
lentlessly, the with same vigour that brings into the service the same brains and
intelligence the thousands of people who pursue the aim of disarmament instead of
just making it a by-product of negotiations up at the U,N, I repeat that most na-
tionsif not all, and think it fair to say that all ;nations are derelict in the purpose

of arms reduction, The Soviet has talked a great deal, but it was indicated here

by Benjamin Cohen, one of our finest citizens, I think, and a remarkable man and

a truly great representative of the U, N, back in}952 laid down a splendid plan, the
Western Proposal on Disarmament, in 1952, those ;should be reiterated, Those
should be stated again and again every month, every year and up-dated, The general
philosophy of those propoeals is fine but they haven't been stat d fora long time,
Now what we need I repeat, khere are no gimmics here, I want to be careful about
having it sound like ther 's a gimmic, But you need at least sombody in the State
Dept, with the protoccl stature of an Asst, Secreiary to be the spokesman in dis-
armament, building a whole staff around it, Cr you need a peace agency., To em-
phasize the word peace, Why not? We've got a fefense Dept, We've had, used

to have a War Daopt, Now we have all kinds of programs out, such as the Interna-
tional Adminishtration, Cur Exchange programs, our Informstion programs, our
Cverseas Food program, We have dozens of programs that are dedicated to the
pursuit of peace, I think we need these programs with a kind of intellectual and
philosophical emvircnment that invigorates tuem, plus brainging in the people, and
the same theans and the equipment to effectuate them, We don't do it, we're saut
of half-hearted about it,

SUSSKIND: May I ask this, The comment on another point ;made by Mr, Noel-Ealc>
while speaking before the Nobel Peace Prize group, he said: "It's the patent ersor
to speak as though definite future there will be two military giants and no more, If

thg arms race goes on, in ten years there may be six, or even more and who knows
which nation will be the greatest giant,

HUMPHREY: Cuite obvious,

SUSSKIND: The nuclear war club is extending its membership quite rapidly, Mr,
LeGaulle wants to do somethin in the Sahara desert, China I presume must be pre-
paring its own Hydrogen bombs, What could be done specifically at the upcoming ten
nation disarmament conference to at least limit the nucleaar war clubs to present
membership? That might indicate an inch of progess, woudn't it?

NOEL-BAKER: Well, if you could do ;it, But it is my profiound prediction that the
chance that France or China or Germany and Japan and India and other nations to re-
nounce having nuclear waapons unless we are willing ourselves to give them up, If
you say to China, you shouldn't make a nuclear weapon, it's a very wicked thing to
do, Why expand the club? China will say, why should I go without nuclear weapons,
while there are American nuclear bases in Korea, in Japan, in Ukinawa, in the
Phillipines, in Formosa--all along our great expansion to the number of nuclear
powers is the renunciation of all nuclear weaons by all thoee who have them now,

If we were to say we would give up all nuclear weapons, DeGaulle would say yet
tomorrow, .

SUSSKIND: Mr, Noel-Baker do I detect in which you say a prediliction for unilateral
disarmament? Is that,,, ,
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NOEL-BAKER: No, not at all, There are--I have friends in Britain who think that
mueh the best defense of Britain would be unilateral disarmamenrt, I have never
never advocated uniiateral diszrmament, I say it, I repeat it in every possitble form,
thos that I put Gorward those which I think is the only practical proposal is pwlti-
lateral disarmament, I think it's far easier to carry it through than to get a nation
to do unilateral disarmament, and people say unijateral disarmament, I ;thick it
is--dand people say unilateral has never been tried, It has been tried, We tricd

it on Germany, and Germany remained disarmed and wanted to remain digarmed
proviced that other nations would disarm too, Then the other nations didn‘t disarm
they broke it up, Lenmark disarmed, I saw the Lanish foreign minister in March
1940 zfter the war had begun, and he said, we {2el very satiefied, were on very good
terma with the Germans, we hope to be able to negotiate as a neutral and get peace
soun, In a few weeks they were occupied, Now I‘m not for unilateral disarmament,
and I believe that if our Estern powers would take Kruschev up on it, up on what he
said, and would make an initiative for getting a treaty on just disarmament, we
should find it would be no dificulty to getting all the nations of the world to follow,

SUSSKIND: May I poase for a momant, for another commercial message, and I
pron:ise you no refference to the Declaration of Independence,
: COMMERCIAL
- ( FRANEKLIN NAT,
BANK)

SUSSKXIND: Senator Humphrey, you wanted to comment on the unijateral disarma-
ment issue,

- HUMPHREY: Well, first I merely wanted to say th at in mur diecussion on disarma-
ment, neither of us are proposing any unilateral disarmament, and not only do 1
think that unilateral disarmament serves no good purpose, I think it could be in the
kind of wicked world in which we live, a very serois mater, in a fact you talk about
the terfor that comes from the arms race, and the terror that could come {rom the
arms race that gives you a balance of power, Imagine the terror that comes from
an imbalance, That is the uncertainty and the possibility of some madness or some
madman destroying the kind of world in which we live, I do feel also that our coun-
try has made reductions in arms, and we have, at least in military manpower, [hat
we've done so rather quietly and we've done so without opening up negotiations to say
we're prepared to reduce a millicn, are you? Just to have sonething, so to speak,
to pet your teeth into a negotiating pcint, We are contemplating for example with-
drawing from certain bases in North africa, well, we've known this for some time,
Surely it was an opportunity for us to try to open up some negotiation on the with-
drawa!l of troops and bases, not only on our part, whatever the reason for our with-
drawal but to have pressed some withdrawal on the part of the Soviets {rom lat's

say Eastern Europe, I'm not saying that this all owrks, but you need some kind

of entry wedge that is more than just talk, ycu need some kind of practical propos-
al that you start out on, and it is that thought that I wanted to offer here in refer-
ence to unilateral disarmament, I think we've been guilty of some uni-lateral dis-
armament without much to show f{or it,

SUSSKIND: May I ask both of you this question? It seems to me that disarmament
will come in one of two ways in the Western world, am urge for it, a passion for a
dedication to it, and a dedication do something about it, It will either come {rom an
enlightened, effective brilliant statesmanship, deadership which is consecrated to
disarmament and determined to do something about it which we have not had in re
cent ;jyears, Or it will come from the other direction, a ground-swell of popular opin
ion and pressure that forces it on the cognizanze of our leaders, Now that scemns

to me the second alternative to be the immediate hope, Why is it in our country
and I don't know about your country, England, 3ir, but it's difficult to whip our
peopke up to galvanize themmn the issue of disermament, You can make them

quite het-up on the issue lof labor legislation or the farmer, or on most any other
subject, but disarmament for the majocrity of our population is an amorphous mis-
tique whichd they canrlitle comprehend and about which they can get terribly little
excitement generated, Why is that? Is that true in England, Mr, Noel-Baker?

NOEL-BAKER: No, if it's true it's less true now than lit was 3 or 4 years agn, There
is a growing realization of the very great danger in the arms race to bring it to an
end, but I tiink, fundamentaly it is that two things: The war is now already a long
way away, 15 years since we stopped fighting, In Europe after the first World War
there was a passionate feeling for disarmament in the League of Nations, Which
lasted until the Conference failed 13 years, 14 years later, and then people more

or less disparied, wrongly as I think, but for 14 years there was what you call, a
groun-sell of public opinion, that very nerely succeeded in geting the governments

to make the treaties, This time after '45 everybody was so horrified by the Heros-
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hima bomb that there wasn't a voice raised against total nuclear disarmamentfin
any country in the world, Fifteen years have gone by, they've got used to the fact
there'are a lot of nuclear weapons, they think they can live with them, And,,.

SUSSKIND: Is that what you think about America? Are we Rind of lethargic, sym-
pathetic?

HUMPHREY: No, no, it's dificult to excite people except in a very Umnpian way,
and you see that the subject of disarmment, you talk about it st rictly in it's most
idealistic terms many of the more practical people in the world say we've been
through this before; and don't do this to us, Plus the fact that iyou're dealing with
these Communists, and they're tricky, they're deceitful, You can't rely on them,
«And therefore, even to discuss disarmaments tonight as were doing, it's apt to be
brossly misunderstood as if somehow or other he wants to throw away the security
of his country of ;his country which is anything but the truth, In fact I hapen to
think disarmament properly pursued gives us more security than what we're dong,
30 the subject matter is oftentimes somewhat taboo, amongst what we call politi-
cians or statesmen, It's a subject that is duscussed in Churches by spiritual lead-
ers, our ethical and moral leaders, but often by our political leaders, Now I think'
you have to do what you also need to do is as I've said before is put the emphasis
within the government on it, Within the structue on disarmament, This little sub-
committee on disarmament that we have ;in the Congress came about by a special
resolution I introudced some years ago, What do we have for a budget? 30,000
dollars a year, This great America, I have a staff of about threelpeople, when I
say I, I say the ;subcommittee, One full time staff member, two clerks and a prt t
time worker, Now that's the Congress of the United States in the field of disarmment,
We spend six timesmore, five aimes more to study juvenile delinquency,

SUSSKIND: Is that your current--30, 000 dolars a year?

HUMPHREY: Oh, yes, about 30 to 35 thousand dolars a year, and we have a tough
time getting that, Now, why isn't it more of an issue? Because it hasn't had the
kind of probing and constant efdort that is required, When a Nobel Prize winner

can be on TV tonight, I think it may take on some new interest, also I think the
literature we've abeen developing on it, explaining the complexities, theintricacies
of disarmament, I think will help in our schools, in our clubs, in our trade unions,
in our buieness groups, I think this is what you need inore than anything else on
disarmament, is from the free world the efective dramatic, yet practical presenta-
tion for the greatest forum in the world the United Nations, Do you realize there
hasn't been a major spech on disarmament by the President of the United States for
I don't know how long in the UN, It's only a few minutes away from Washington, you
know the U, N, it's right here in New York City, Why do we permit, I don't mean
perinit, of course Mr, Kruschev is welcome to the irostrum, but these are the
places, these are the kinds of messages I mean, the disaramment message that

need not be presented by even an, even a competant ambassador or fexreign mini-
ster, but these are the messages that ;should be presented by the Chiefs of State,
This is the world's most important business, because without it, just as sure as
were sitting her around this table on television tongght, if the thing continues for a
few more years, it will get out of control, the nuclear club will expand, it is expan-
dipg right now, China will have her weapons, And with that man-power, that fantas-
tic man-power that she has, and this restlessness and this bitterness which is so
evident among herHeaders, ---Germany is being re-armed, the Japanese are being
re-armed, let-'s face it, Let's face what's happening td us, A fed years ago Germ-
any wWas not armed, A few years ago ;Japan wasn't--now they're all being armed,
And we're helping them arm and arm and arm, and once they get armed you can't

be sure what kind of a government they're going to have, I happen to think that

the government of an Adenaur and the governmient of a Kishi in Japan, these govern-
ments are rezponsible governments, and pray that they will always be responsible,
We've had some sad experience, mighty sad ones, and you have the Soviets,

SUSSKIND: You hit on a point made the other evening by Noel-Baker, he said: "If
Germany joins the arsm race as itinevitably wil, then the danger of another Hitler
is great indeed,

NOEL-BAKER: I argued, I argued last niht that Hijtler cane out of German military,

If we had disarmed as we were all pledged to do by the treaty of Versailles in tae
conference of 1932 when President Hoover put up the proposal of which I spoke, Every
body then agreed and Chancellor Brunning who was in power can tell you so today,

I talked to him in Germany, oh two years ago, that Hitler could never have come to
power in Germany, It'was only because Germany was being treated a a pariah, she
was to be disarmed while all the other countries kept immense armaments all a-
round, that was why she rearmed, and if the genral staif built up Hjtler, it's not
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generally known that the arms firms of Germany who never believed in disarma-
ment who didn't think tht we could carry out our pleges, they turned out to be right,
the arms firms had a weekly levy, they raised so much ;money pr firm, per man
employed and handed it over to Hitler for uniforms, for drill, for camps, for his
stormtiroops, They made Hitler, They made the strom troops with which Hitler
took cver germany, Now if the arms rce comes up again and Germany gets nuclcar
weapons, and all the other countries around have, tlhen the power, the military
cast will inevitably become bitter in Germany, 1 saw it before the first world war,
I aa'w it between the wars, and I think it might well happen again, And when you've
had one Hitler, you might easily have another,

SUSSIIIND: Senator Humphrey, how can we deal with China on the level of disarma-
ment or not joining the nuclear club when we have no form in which both of us can
participate and urge upon each other the concideration of diearmament, The refu-
sal of admiesion of Red China into the United Nations forumns seams to me to ;cut
off tne only avenue of negotiation with her,

HUMPHREY: No, that's not true, You can still negotiate with China without her
being in the United Nations or even without recognition, Now these, thisis some-
thing that is being misunderstood, We had a conference with China already, a
conference on Indo-China, We have been in a conferance on Korea,

SUSSKIND: Isn't that kind of back-door?

HUMPHREY: Well, it may be back-door, be that asit may, it is not an imposibility,
in fact it's not even difficult, in fct we have been negotiating with the Chinese in Po-
land--I believe it was Cz echo-Slovakia--for a long period of time, What I'm gctin;
at of course is that a disarmament worth the paper that it's written on will have to
include, and I want to commend our Becretry of State, Mr, Herter, for his state-
ment before the Foreign Relations Committee the other day--must include China,
First of all, what a dis-service it would be to all of us, if our ;governments, the
British and the hUnited States for example were to negotiate with the soviet Union

a disarmement trety and excluded through some kind of ‘blindness or inadvertance
or ignoring the fcts of life, Red China, This masive country with 650 million peo-
ple bulging at the seams, militaristic, and a powerful army, We learned somethng
about her in Korea, I must say China wnuld ;have to be brought into a disarmament
treaty, In fact a disarmament treaty must be world-wide, All fo the major powers
at least, the major powers that afe capable of waging aggressive war, must be bro-
ught into the purview of that disarmament treaty, and to talk otherwise is to deceive
the people, It is to be unrealistic, it is just rto plain ignore the diplomatic and politi
cal facts of the world in which we live,

SUSSKIND: Some months ago, Mr, Krishna-Menon of India was on this program and
he made the point that if ammoral approval was the specific criterion of admission
to the United Nations that its membership would be considerably reduced from what
its membership now enjoys, We seem to be keeping China out because we disprove
of her on all levels, morel, military, and everything else, Would you favor oir,
the admission of Red China?

NOEL-BAKER: Well, I can say it here, because I've said it many times in the
House of Commons, 1 think we ought to admit China to her seat in the United Nations
and I think it would help ;in the problem of negotiatons, But the 3enator was quite
right, .you could have a disawmament conference outside the ;U,N,, or caused by
thg U.N, and if China agrrd to come and take part, allright, You can have her
there, but the Senator and I both agree that you can’t make a disarmament treaty
and leave China out, and I'm very frightened of what is happening in China today,
China has this immense man-power as the Senator spoke of, China has been mili-
tarized, China is making its own nuclear weapons, I saw a French scientist who
was there in 1958 who believes that they will have them by 1961, I believe they won
't, I don't believe they'll have them until 1964 or '65, But what difference does it
make, Four or five years is nothing, They will have them, unless there is a dis-
armament treaty in ;which they are full partners from the start, Now I think it's
immensely dangerous to let things go on drifting as they are now, I remember how
the Western countries militarized Japan, and we did it, Germany, France, Dritain
sen military, naval air millions, our arms firms went there and bu It warships, and
guns, and aircrafts for them, Japanvery nearly conquered /isia, And China, if ske
goes ihe same way, might be an immense da ger to the whole world, I'm nect sure
that it's too late too, well I must say ;that I ;think we're running a great ris! 1
asked Kruschev in the Kremlin, did he still think China would come ina, .And he
said ye¢, I have no Houbt that China will come in, He repeated it with ;great empha-
sis, And it was interesting that after his speech in the United ;Natious here, the
Chinese government, after an interval of two or thee weks, issued a government
stztemeant that they would agree to whatever Kruschev proposed,
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HUMPHREY: You know, one of the points was made here on the nuclear weapons
in China, this si-something Mr, Noel-Baker that I have commented on in the Sen-
ate, I have.said that I thought within a very near very close future--that means
within a few years because it does take time--that Red China, Communist China
would bave her own nuclear weapons, she obviously has nuclear technilogy now
our own scientists know ;this, and this is going to come on us dome day just like
Sputnik, You know we go around saying and pretending that it won't happen, It's
jolly tolive thourgh these periods of make believe, and then all at once bang. There'.
an explosion, They've tested a weapon, and they're in the nuclear club, as they
.say, This is one of the reasons that I have been such an advocate of the cessation
of puclear weapons tests, Because while they may have a nuclear technology and
may be able to develop nuclear devices, they canot develop a nuclear weapon, Mr,
Susskind, unless they can test that system, We can police testing, and I believe
one of the most important conferences working today of all time, is the conferen-
ce in Geneva relating to the cesation of ;further nuclear tests, We have everything
in the world to gain from the success from this conference if the scientists and mi-
litary men are right, and I think they must be or they wouldn't tell us these things,
We're supposed to be ahead in the number of nuclear weaons on the design, the so-
histication, the diversity, or the variety of nuclear weapons, and if this is true, and
this is what we've been told, it must be to our advantage to stop the nuclear wea-
pons race, at least the nuclear testing, From the point of expansion of the nuclear
club, it seems that we have everything to gain from pursuing this, N_w the Soviets
have objected on sight inspection, Which means thatgif there is a suspicious event
within the territory of the Soviet, and inspection can g0 in and investigate whter it
was a nuclear explosion, a convemtioanl explosion or an earthquake, Well, we
have objected on the basis of underground explosions, Jo what's the--how do we
get around this impasse? Wel, some of us have advocated the signing of the treaty
to ban high altitude tests in space and outer spac e, atmoshheric tests which give
you fall-out, and submarine teste that is underwater tests, Now all of these can be
inspected, all of these can be policed, and when it comes to underground tests myl
proposal has been that we join a three year moratorium on with present members
Where we pledge that none of us will test underground, And then we have a series
of joint tests, testing undeground under U, N, auspices and observation, letting the
Whole world know so that every nation can observe to test to improve our detection
and identification system, This would mean to i-nprove the ;seismographic instru-
mentation, to improve on-sight inspection to improve all coneeivable kinds of geo-
logical structure for underground tests, I think we must do ithis, and while we're
trying to do it, I believe that it is imperative that we pursue this relentlassly, and
I have said, and I want to repreat on this program, that the military and atomic
Gnergy people should hush, They can talk to the president, they can talk to the
Congress but this businees of these outside statements tht noghing will work, that
you can't rely on it, this just feeds the grist mills of Soviet propaganda, Let our
President, let our negotiators know just what the facts of lifc are, let them know
the scientific facts, but quit giving the Commuhists the chances to say that we are
wreching the nuclear test conference, JSometimes I wonder if we have any concept
of p8blic relations at all, We seem to know how to sell Bank stocks, and savings,
and soup and Coca-Cola and what else, pardeon the commercial here, we know how
to sell ;commercial goods here, .ind I don't like to talk about selling an idea, be-
cause it is cheapening it, But I think we ought to have some idea that the Soviets
grab every litle point, .nd every time they can juse it against ;us, they do, because
they are waging a war of words against us, They are waging a competition of ideo-
logy against us, they are wagin a philosophical contest against us, we just insist on
helping them, I for the life of me cannot understand it, When I was with Mr, Kru-
schev, he had literxzlly listed in his mind the statement of every American General
that he was going totbomb the Soviet Union, and he walked over to the map in his
office and he said, well, your generals said they are going to bomb this and bomb
this ard bomb that, What do you expect I can says, I have to say something back,
because that's just what he told me because we had been duscussing--I had said to
him : "it seems to me that the one thing we tould do'to comtribute to world peace was
to quit this loud kalk, This irresponsible talk, I said, Mr, Kruscheve, why don't
we at least try to quit caling each other names for awhile, We have our disagree-
ments an systems on values, and ideology, but why not talk a litle quieter, by not
a little more responsible,"and he said, well looks who's talking, he said General
80 and so said this, and Genral io and so said this, and 1 remember one Easter just
about 2 years ago, when Mr,s Humphrey and I were spending a few pleasant days in
Mimai, Ela, where they had five headlines in 8 days over the Easter holidays which
is supposed dedicated to peace, in which there were five headlines talkng about how
we culd destroy vast areas of the world, 1 suggest we remember what Teddy Roose-
velt said about speaking softly and darrying a big stick, At least speak scftly,
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SUSSKIND: You gentlemen discussed this idea, which is frequently advanced by way
of procrastinating the disarmament posibilily, And tkls is the idea that disarmament
must follow political settlement, the argument that only when you settle the berlin
crisis, the Indonesian crisis, this crisis and that crisis, can you thien turi: your
atention to disarmament, Isn/t that faliacious?

NOEL-BAKER: Well, I would say two things about that, Firstly, I think youn ought
to try to negotiate all political setlements that you can get, at the same time you
are negotiatingmlisarmament, One becarea of ciwey,. . If yon con make a progress
on Berlin first, on setthing Formosa third, iltceras to rae very Wrong, It seems
to me to put disarmament out of the quaestion for a very long time, and it scems

to me to render almost impossible the scitlement of those many questicns that

you pfofessed you want to settle, Take Deriin, Why didn’t the Sovicts care so
much about Berlin? Because it's an enclave inaide their half of Germany, becauee
their half of Germany is a bigharge extra barrier, betwecna them and the armed
forces of the weat, Wehna we prosgoed tkis erzagement, when MacMillin came back
from Moscow, and said something about thining oat the trooops--it wasn't very
clear what he £2id--immadiitely General Norstad caid on the one side, why we
wouldn't do that, weakenwur defenses, .indl feel absolutely cirtain that on the
other side, the Russians said, we can't give up Czecho-slovakia and the pranium
mines, we can't give up oilesia and the coal, we can’t give up the manufacturing
capacity of Eastern Germany, that's absurd, a8 lcng as we're expecting a war

we must, to keep these military aspects in in our hands, But if you've got adis-
armament, say that we got an agreement ir 1045 to reduce manpower in the armed
forces in the United Satates, Kussia and Cl.iua to a million men, that's 60, 70 per
cent reducticn than, or 80 percent for the Chinese, say you got that, the pressure
for the setlernent of Germany for the re-uniou of Germany would have been tremen-
dous, What's the real importance of Formosa? Is it that it ;is anAmerican naval
air base? 1 don't know, but the Chinese certainly ;think os, and ;l think myseif
could that if you could lick the disarmament, these political questions would be
much easier to sctle,

SUSSKIND; In other words didarmament mustprecede apace irrespective of the
outstanding political disputess between the contending philosohies,

HUMPHREY: I think that is a view that one can hold, I think here's merit to it,

iy feeling is that we've made a mistkae with the Soviets in permitting ourselves

to be literallly negotiated on items that they want to negotiate on, Now let's take

for aexample the question relating to this whcle Bedin question, Long before that
should have happend literally, we should have been standing on every public plat-
form of the world through our diplomatic facilities saying we want to talk about

al 1 o€ central Curope, Because I ;believe the Soviets are not going to tae willing

to negotiate with us on any terms that will be at all detrimental to themselves, s
And what you have to find ;is a so caled quid pro quo, something that is a blance
between the sides, .ind if you're going to find that you're going to have to broad-

en the area of ;negotiatin, 30 you don’t talk about Berlin as much, you italk the
reunification of Germany, talk about a possibly, anneara supervised, or dernilitari-
zed zone, You may talk about aerial inspection over some particular zpne. You
may talk about t roop withdrawal, phazed withdrawal, You put a whole lot of things
in a negotiation package, and put it on the table and start piecing it together, You
agive here and take there, you adjust here and re-adjust tere, But fi you get one
subject, and this is what the Joviets do to us incidentally because we let them, we
waited--1 was in Europe ;last year when Krushchev said get out of Ger lin--well
who's he to say get out of Berlin? My response to him would have been quirkly,

We won't, Peroid, Now Mr, Kruschev if you want to talk about the wholz sabject
matter of disar ament and we'll include in that jnuclear testing, if jyou wan: 1o

talk about your commitments under the P tsdam treaty, if you want to taik about
all the other commitments that have madé€ and the omes that we've made, we'r2
prepared to talk Berlin and all, Buthfor Mr, Krushchev to be able tb swagper
arounda through the world, and be able to-say well we're going to talk ainae ‘"wnat

I want to talk about, and we respond automatically hour own Yankee nyet. And end
it there, is very foolish, I think you have to stats quite firmly that were are not ;
aoubt to be told by the 3oviet Union what we-are going to do, But we are poe nared
to discuss with the leaders of the ;Soviet Union the manifold and multitedinoucd pro-
blems that exist between us, And we'll regionaize them, We'll put the m into areas
that are negitiable, And sit down and talk, But we're not ready to have Mr. Krusc-
hev decide it's our turn to lead someplace, New these men in the h3oviet, we have to
understand this, they understand power and they understand the use of power,

They also know when they are riding high, aad they know chey are riding high, now,
they have a paysochological advantage, we've been lazy, we've been tired, we've bees
acting like that really tthe best years of the world are over, We'ye been living in'
luzury, we've dedicated to--as 1've said only a moment ago--not only intellectual
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mediocrity but prediocrity in goods, and in this kind of a framework with the zeal!
and the ;ambiton of these Soviets, and anybody tlel's been in the soviet Union {0

24 hours is immediately impreged, The drive, the zeal, the dedicuation, tae fervor,
the work, ambition that seems to manifest all over the place, Not only by their
leadera, but even amongst the peopie in thc street as you meet them, Now you
can‘t beat that with hali-hearted, timid, fearful, cautious, operations and sort of

a timnid, muted leadership, You have te know what you want, you have hic have
somea grand design, /«nd you have to be wiliing to be firm in terms of what are
your real values, the real things, .nd nct on all the frinres, and that's a eubs
aliwinin itself, but I saw this, I saw in the Suveit Union, they know what they want, '
but may I say Mr, Susskind, they kn w what they vvant in the next seven years, they
know they have goals of production for their schoalu for their hospitals, for pheir
dactore, they know whatrin Eastern Lurope, they're blenxing Eactern Europe into
their whole soviet neconomy, They know exactly what they want,do we? I wonder
you're an intelligent man,,.

SUSSKIND: 1 don't know.

HUMPHREY: Youfve been an observer of the Aamerican scene, What do we want,
What are we t2lking atout, Uo ;you know what we’ve been talking about, stopping the:
N w that isn't enouph, to have a negative reaction to a positive force is to lose, s
andlihave a feeling that Mr, Kruachev fcels that if the qrms race keeps up, and we
keep that arms racd up, that he can't win that, and it may explode, but he may
come to the conclusion that we can't take what I cal 1 the compettition of peace,
Tkat is the maneuver, the adjustability, the flexibility, the mmovementris diplomacy
that comes in this competition {or peace, the economic, theideology, the ercding
away of our positon, I have gadi repetedly that I doubt that the ksoveit wants to
blow the world #o pi ces, They kind of like it, they'd like to have ,it, they'd like

to pick ip piece by pece, Operation niblUle, «nd they're nibbling a little here and
a litle htere, N.t only physically but politically, Nibbling in terms of our own
spiritual values, .ind wheneverf you have a philusphy or an attitude, or you exag-
gerate to the other degree that everyghing is worse than it seems, and live ina

fit of anciety, you are vound to be nibled to death,

SUSSKIND: Gentlemen may we pause for just a moment for a word from our spon-
sor, :

COMME 1CIaL
STATICN BRK

SUSSKIND: In the ;interval, Sen, Humphrey just told us what he said on disarmament
he hadlplanned to deliver in a speech next week, I'm osrry Gen, Humphrey,,.no
I;m not, as a matter of fact, :

HUMPHREY: I'm supposed to be a speaker at the Rooaevelt day dinner, the ADA
Roogeveit Day Dinner on January 28th, Thursday, and I, our distingueshed guest
is Adlai Stevenson and,,,

SUSSKIND: He receives an award that ;night, doesn't he?

HUMPHREY: That's right, he does, Lore Schary is the chirman, Mrs. Mar<'all
is the co-chairman, W 're going to have Mrs., Rosevelt with us, I'm afra:d that
meny of those people who were going to attend may have listend in, I'!i have to ad
a paragraph or two to ;this ppeech which ;1 havne't has yet written,

SUSSKIND: I was going to say ;there must be a postecritp somewhere,,.

HUMPHREY: I' m going to get something from Philip Noel-Baker something Lrand
new for my meting,

3USSKIND: The presencerof you tonight s'izgest th's tc me, You are in ;my view
both an excellentIstatesinan, you are also somnecthing, else, you are both politicnas
and {0 me that word is a good word, because it ha3 to do with students of plciticg,
And I wondered Mr, Noel-Paker, you country hod @ neiional election last N.v, you a
are a member of the British Labor Party, your corts was defcated and Iwond:rced
Sir, since in your ountry Ngv, last, you ran ape . ! the Conservatinve prty in
power, basiczlly ran on the platform of peace and prasperity, howver mildewad
both seem in actual terms, that was the campaign eszutially, Your party was de -
feated, We have an election up-coming in November this year, and I wonder what
lesson you wauld draw for us,

NOELsBAKER;: Well, you put me in a very awkward positon,,,
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5USSKIND: 1 don't intend that,

NOEL-BAKER: Because I've made it a principal all my life never to attack my
goverament when I'm abread, 1 do that when {'m home, And never to interfere
in the politics of the country wherel'm guest. :

SUSSKIND: :No, not really that, 1was thinkingof soemthing more broad, You
were the party outlof power running against an in-paver party, Whose basic
platform was we preserve the peace tnus far, and we have given you relative pros-
eitvp You party failed to beat theat doutle -header platform, 1 rather suspect
the Republcan party will run on a similar piitforra in this couniry in November and
1 rather suspect the Democraticd party wiil be cha'lening the truth of bota of

those statemenis, Do youas a condequence of the (raumatic experience of your
last election have anything to oifer, not in perscnality, but in that situation?

NOEL-BAKER: Well, I think it is right for all parties Mwhichd are prosp osing
change, as esetntially the Lahor Party is, to recognize that in a large degree the
changes that they were recominding 40, 30, 20, 10 years agoa have been carried
out, andl don't know or think we recognize how 'nuch we had abolished povery in
Britain, It ink it's largely the result of what cur government dd from 1945 to
1951, We laid the founcaticn of what't called the weilare state, We put the trade union
unions in a very strong position and insured that industry work in cooperation for

an increasenn output, ondl think that substantially we were fightng on the same
kini of attack against our opponents that we had 10 or 2 0 years ago, and it was

cut ofi date,

SUSSKIND: You were using old slogans for a new time,

NOFL-BAKER: And I would like us %0 have done much more on the constructive use
of the United Nations and on the disarmamet program we've been talking about
tonight, And Ipersonally hbelieve that had we done that, I believe we would have
dunne much better,

SUSSKIND: Let me ask,..

HUMPHREY: There's a lesson in hers someWhere for us, but one point, Mr, Suss-
kind, You see the party in power in the United Dtates today is a Democratic party,
it is forgotten that we have won the prty elections, osince 1952, we won in 54, we
wo= in 56and we won in 58, Now in 56 we lost the Presidential electon with Mr,
Eisenhower at the head of the ticket, But millions of people in this countrydo not
recognie Mr, Eisenhower as a Republican, they identify him as Genral Eisenhower,
W hen nit comes to the Congressional election where you really test party strength
the party, we won it hands, down, going away, never was there such a great clecton
victory as in 1958, and never had an incumbent President who had just been elec-
ted receive a rebuff, a defeat at the Congresasional elections sguch as Mr, Eisen-
hower's administration received in 1954, Now having said that, that the danger

I see to Democrats ind950, in 1960 is very much to be found, or is to be found

in the speech of our friend Mr, Noel-Baker, Because We lave a tendencyd as
Democrats to talk about the new deal, the fair deal, to talk about our social sec-
urity and our Public Utility holding act, and our regulartory commision tlat have
been set up inder the new deal and the fair deal, aAnd I know sometimes pecple
d&scribe me a s ;a new dealer, well, af you're a new dealer, you'd better he » New
new-dealer, becasue we have gccomplishedmuch in america that we were s2elking to
accomplish only a few yars ago, The reforms the tremdous innovations in Amers-
cim economic and political life, The Roosevelt administriation asn the Truman ad-
ministration are now firmly embedded, As amaster of fact, reforms attained thru
a very difficult and turbulent peroid in the post war y=2ars, thatrinitself was was a
singular accomplishment, S0 now we comne to the new era of politics, the 6%,

The era of ;"Omnet" needs thru out America, educztion has taken on a new dimen-
sion in American public life, Educaticr, acicnce, aiter all, the next president
must be fully aware that science is a trendous fnarce fro both theevil or good,

He must be intiatly acquainted with the celatioresn of scieace with science 19
politics and public policy, This is very uh, irnporiant, Surely froeign pclicy has
takermn a great new importance in our pzecideninik clectous, andl wald hepe in
our Congfessicnal elections, And I think the miliarcai party that pioneersgn our

in what we call for lack of better lphraseology, a wund of jualitiabe liberalsirn,
ratier than just spreaking all over the lot. Whe ¥'nd of liberalism that recognizes t
the fact of our interdependence in this world, This is the fact of our centwy, and
we can have this anterdepeundence without the sdcrifice of our independence, W ithout
the sacrifice of our ffeedom, 1 .think we can, that gets back to the ;United Nations,
strengthening it it,, ,what about a little campaign making the world court than just
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A srct of symbol of justice, but in fact a conveyor or a dispenser of justice, where
the whole question of nuclear technology for peadeful uses, this whole isue of out-
er space research, the importance of ;having a cooperative endeaver amony the
nationsof the world in the fantastic wonders of outer space, Young people xnow
abaat this, I'll tell you, you now where I mcasure my policies, I measure my po-
licies in what I'm doing with two people, ; My mother who is a very fine and religious
and moral woman who tells me when I', off base, and scholds me when 1 ;says

I ought not to say, and reminds rue that her ;nzighbors are /& publican and are
people when I xbn't have to act as if they were not, .and seconly, my children,

My <hildren, when I speak of them 1 ' mean ;my 15 year old son, my 17 year old
son, our 20 year old daughter, they're living in an age when they do not remember
the depression of the 30's, As a matter of fact they can scareely remember the
war, indeed Nancy was only five years old when the war was over, What are they
thinking about? They are thiniing about a percid of time which the contest i8 one
of ddeology, In which there are new {rontiers being opened all over th world, 1
have two boys who are constatly talking about what they might be able to do in
other parts of the world, in terms of jtheir j:Ls, in tems of their responsibjlities,
Wel, this is nthe new politics of the age, ther= yc.niysters in high xchool, I talked
to' them and in col, ege, ghey‘re not talking oL sut suine of the stuff I talked aout in
dollege, they're talking about, they're talkirg about the crld war, to be mure, but
internatinadism, economic development, tec. nilogical assistance, they're wonder-
ingd why there has to be a famine any place in the world ever again with this fan-
tastic amount of abundance that we have, Thsse arc the isves, I don't know whe-
ther we're able to dramatize these as yet, but we don't have to have dramma all
the taime do we? Isn't ,,,Do we have to have in America everything in red lil-
ghts? And screaming hcadlines? Isn't it possible that maybe we can just pick

up a book like Philip Noel-Baker's the ARMS RACE and read, 1 suggest that we
hawe had one sickness in thiscountry is geting the best of us,,,being briefed,
wanting that bookon one page in 15 minutes, .,

SUSSKIND; Or in a picture magazine,

HUMPHREY: Or in a picture magazine, Well that is true that a picture is worth

a thousand words, I'll tellyou a thousnd words understood, gives one time for medi-
tation and thought,

SUSSKIND: Can I ask you this Mr, Ngel-Baker? As a citizen of England, a Euro-
pean, how does our civil rights struggle in this country sem to affect the pegiles
of Europe and the other places you mentoned? Loes it have a teling effect in the
world contest of ideology?

NOEL-BAKER: Well, in the days when the Kremlin was trying to use every‘hing
it could against you, the segregation issue was undoubtedly important, they were
able to use it in the other continents in and among the colored the colored people

of the world a great dcal, But 1l think in Britain we recognized that an enormous
progress had been made, perhaps I canmpeak for myself, I came to this country
as a student to do feeshman year at Haverford College, Penna, in the year 19006,

I became for thefirst ;time aware of lynching, -t that time there had been thou-
sands of lynchings over a period of 40 years, white and colored people, and they
were running about 4 a week when 1 was an undergraduate at Havorford College.
Amd it was only after the first'World War that enlightened people got gogether and
made a giant campagn here--I used to get monthly accounts as to what was happen-
ing--I was in the League of Natons Jecretariat and it was sent me officially--what
was being done to get done of lynching, .nd year by year the number wetn down
until it dissapeared, .nd now when you have one lynching, last year it was a nat-
ional sensation. I think we do realize in®Britain that you've made enormous pro-

gress and it --that's so gasy to go all the way, and we have great confidence that
you will,

SUSSKIND: May I ask you this Senator Humphrey? When I on, or rather introduced
the both of you, I used the phrase that ;you were both extraordinary men in my view,
.an American politician, and again I use the word in it’t beut sense, you are a man
in my view of considerable accomplihsment, you av: a statesman, you are a truth-
teller, you are a fighting liberal, you are consis.<nland it'r a remarkable opportu-
nity your appearing on this program to ask you scrme very “ircction guestions about
the up-coming presidential struggle, For instanc . I woull like to ;ask you this:
With all p f your talents which make you a notable figure on the american political
scene, how has the mirage, the delusion that you are somehow a dark horse candi-
date, why the idea surrounding you, because ycu should be a frton runnter, There
are few men of ;your equipment, yet you know abraod there is a conception that
Hubert Humphrey is a hell of a guy, but he probably can't make it, Where does
that come from? What is the fabric of .nmerican political life that breeds that

kind of an idea about one of our most ilustrious politicians? ‘
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HUMPHREY: Well, it's certainly something that I've obvoiusly asked myself, be-
cause it's-not very reassuringmor gratifying. '

SUSSKIND: I don't believe it for a moment,

HIMPHREY: To be told or even believe that vou haven't a chance, Of course it is
obvois that I believe I have some chance or I woulda't be doing what I'm doing, 1
am not engaged in these activities becase there’s nothing else to do, Frakly, I'm
very much in love with my work as a United otates Jenator, and the work of the
Senate, and the challenges of the Senate are great, but I felt there was an even
bigger constituency, an cven pigger audience, a great audience to get to, and talk
to about some of the things we're talking about tonight, Of course many of these
things, Mr, Susskind, are not reported, I dou't say that anybody keeps them from'
being reported as we've said, but they don't :nale the heaclires you see, but getting
back to this whole business about being the under dog or being the sort of the
dark horse, there's atremendous amour. of */ba+ we cll public relations and pub-
lic identification in American politics, iIn my cwn state, I think you know that 1
work very ernestly with great output of ;=nergy ana =flort at least, and with some
effectiveness, 1 know thousands of people i v iriie, very frankly, most of the
weekly nespapers are editorially opposed to rme s~ roe of hem vigourously, some
of them irresponsibly, The daily newspapcrs a-c ,udt on my side, 1 don't mean
that they are opposed to me, but that they a=e Rezpiblican, The Twin-City apapers
always report the news they're very good, tie Mi-aeapolis and St, Paul appaers
are very good, But it is ve rydiffiult to get kuovn nationally, and I haven't seized
upon any great issue like the labor bill, the rackets or crime invenatigation or
gomnething like that, in fact this runs a litle counter to my nature, I prefer to talk
about what we're talking about here tonight, lNow when I was mayor lof my city of
Mireapclis, 1 fought the rackets, gave the city clean government, ;I think my own
severest critics would say that, We gave it energeticand enthusiastic governme nt,
Wide citizenship participation, It was a great experience for me, and think the
comminity, But since I've been :in the Senate, 1've interestd myself with such matte

as urban develpment, the problems relating to our city kife, the housing problems,
schools, .. '

SUSSKIND: You still make the headlines,

HUMPHREY: :Not too often, I regret to say, unless you find one all too often to
chastise, Now we could make headlines here tonight, by making some very bitter or
sharp statement about some Soveit or some member of the government here or in
England, but why do -that? Government is not just personalities, government is
attitudes, philosophies, policies, programs, issues, and I must say one ©of the
weaknesses in American politics today is that it has become personality politics
Party responsibility has been frittered away all too often, We haven't become issue
conscious, possibly, And somebody told me the other day that the reason was there
were no issues, and my reply was that we havepe rmited our sensititivy to human
problems to be dulled, to have become opiated so to speak, paralyzed in, spiritual-
ly in a kind of spritual paralysis, No issues ? :

>

3USSKIND: There are thousands of issues,

HUMPHREY: When I think tonight of the thousands of ;young men and women who
representGod-given brain power and talent who re not going to go to colleges, why
the answer to cancer, David, is in somebody's mind tonight who isn't going to go to
College, The answers to a hundred and one of our problems and yet what do we
have to argue about? We got to jarg ¢ about a coupie of hoodlums who get into the
Labor movement or acouple of ;thicves who get in the buinsess, The business of
America is basically good and the labor movemt is basicaly god, I want to get it
into discussion of politics up to the level where our honored guest here tonight

our friends put it, Let'shalk about disa rmamert before our hildren are dead, ~nd
let’s talk about stopping this madness in which theworld poars a hundred billion
dollars of resources every year in organized raacneass called the arms race, Why
if we find someHody out here taking someUrios neais and welfare funds, we want

to pat him in jail, We have a three year invesiigation dowa in Washington, How
many people have thought about the fact that thia uation das spent five hundred
billion dollars since World War two in what ve ~21" deferse, :andl ask the question
tonight, do we have any defense? ls there any r-an ;in America tonight that can
assure the mothers of America, the sons, aud t..e drpghvers and the fathers that
we could drfend ourselves for one week, This is *he issue,f one of the issues, I'm
getting all steamed up,. .this is the thing that really gnaws at my innards in politics
‘and whether 1 get anyplace or ;not, in elective office, I have made up ;my mind in ti
brief span of life that1 have, I'm goin g to.talk about these things, and one of the
reasons 1 may be out on the Presidential platform is becausel thinkwe have to talk
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about them, and they won't listen to you all too often unlessyou get higher on tle
latform to talk, you see?

SUSSKIND: Senator, our audience is an unusual one, It's a large one, and it's an
alert one, And I would be remiss if I didn' ask some specific question which will
involve vour educated lpolitical guess, Cne of them is this; If Mr, ..dlai ctevenson
were ta ierevocably withdraw from the race--he's not in the race--but let's say

a th'n as the famous .irmerican expression "If nominated I will not run, if elected

I will not serve," Who would be the specific beneficial of this definitive withdrawal?
Lo you imagine it woulil be for you vir, or sen, Kennedy?

HUMPHREY: I think we would both benefit, but I think I would ;more so, I mean
that's my reallly honee tjudgement, I suppose it's always subject to being accused
of prafjudice, but I really believe that there are many people who wou} d come to
my banner, or come with me, in fact I'm sure you know some of these people right
here in New York who have said I'm for ..dlaj first, anddtiubert, ;you're my seond
choice, but frankly what ..dlai Stevenson has Jdone for our great country and the kind
of nobility he represents and I mean that in e finest way, in politics and intellec-
tual attainment, thi is the sort of thing trat s a izs*ing hold on these people, ..nd
I well understand it, it has one on me, it has a big one on me, as a matter of fact,

SUSSKIND: Senator, if the Wisconsin primary should go against you, and I deeply
hop it goes for you,...

HUMPHREY: Thank yof,

SUSSKIND: Boy do I hope so, But If it were to have the other result, and you deci-
ded to withdraw at that point, would you countenance the vice-presidencyd with
either Sen, Kennedy who is an easterner, or ,,,who else dcould it possibly be ?

HUMPHREY: Stuart Symington,

SUSSKIND: Stuart Symington of Missiouri, would you encountenance--or Lyndon
Johnson of Texas, --would you countenarce the vice presdency position?

HUMPHREY: Well, I have said, and I must repeat it, I'm up for re-elction to the
Urnited States Scnate .this year, my term runs out you see, I'm in a little different
position than most of my colleagues, I have to make one of two decidions, Either

1 shall succeed in this effort as a Presidential nominee on the Deomcratic ticket

or to do what I think is the best, rto go back and run for the United States senate,
Now thid does not mean tht when one is iin aconventon sitaation, where your party
may call on your self where you can automatically reject it out of hand, I don't
believe that it's right to do that, I surely don't have any intention of being a vice-
presidential candidate, and I Have said quite categoricaily that I do not want people
to consider me as a vice-presidentials potential, then I £ I am not successful in
this effort as a Demecratic Presidential potential, then I will go home to Minn,
where the pecople hve been wonderful to me,, considerate, and forgivinga may I add,
and cooperative, and run for the United States Senate again, The reason is that

I have now had 12 years aimost in the senate, I've learned a great deal about how

to be a legislatar and I hope an effective one, The Senate is a great parliamentary
institutior, Ithirk can continue to make a great contribution and maybe a greate:’
contibution to the politics in the best sense to the pelicy of our country, and I would |
hesitlate to sacrifice that experiene and that opportunity and that seniority which I
now have in the Senate when there are many other men, very talented men inmour
party who would do extraordinarily well as a vice-presicential candidate, or a
Presidential candidate, I was at a ;Domocratic dinner last night, and when I’
locked over the audience I said to myself what am I dokng up here making this
speech? I saw so many capable people that I know in and out of Congress--Governor
and just genuinly good citizens that I thought to myself what kind of a selective pLo-
ceas do we have that I get up here and maybe some other, because there were many
in the audience who are trememdously capable, Brain, great spirit, great intelli-
lect, And younsee there is no dearth of talent,

SUSSKIND: Who has great sﬁirit, great dearth of brains and great intellict? Lyndon
Johuson of Texas ?

HUMPHREY: Johnson is an effective leader, he's an intelligent man, I don't agree
with Lyndon on mny of these issues, but I have a great respect for him, oenator
Kennedy is an extremely able man, i very intelligent, competent, hard working,
--3er, Symington is one of the men whom I think is underestimated by ;many of his
critics, I say this most respecfully, I'm very fondrof Sturat oymington, I've
known himmover these years, and like many of us, an image gets built up about you,
which does not show the full trugh abat him, He's a warm, kind, considerate man,
Seh, Monroney, Jen, albert Gore, I should just speak of governors--Gov, Pat
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Brown of California, my own governor Frecman, Gov, David Nelson, Ch, I know
a host of them, when you start mentioning nmes, it's impossible, v/!uen I look at
my pcilitical party of which I am privileged to be a member, with all its troubles
and 2!l of its coanservatives, a hanfful of pecple who make us very unhppy about
their irvyraneigence attitude on civil rights, when I lock around and think of what
har roome up the ranks, the Governors, the Lt, Goveracrs, the legislators, the
Cougressmen, really I say to you Mr, Susslind, this is a ;trusute to american
Polivice,

SUFSKIND: Would a strong civil rights plank in the Uemocratic platform, whould
it be conprmaumised in any sense this yar, 3ir?

HITMTIIREY: No sir, I don't think it will gain you a thing mpolitically, I think it'll
leze iis politically and from a moral view, a platfcrm is hwere you state ycur con-
sclencsa, That': a platform, now you may not awlwaya realize the fullfillinent of
that pl wierrn within the next two to four years. but One has ameral obligaton as well
as a poiitical respunibility to statee your cuwvictiona, aow f=ankly all tkis stuff about
a tourh civil rights jyou know, what's be.rg toagh abour it7 When you want to guar-
antee the American people their Constitut on~l =ignhts,

SUSSKIND: It's tough for southemors,

HUMPIIREY: Yes it is tough for ;southernors, and we understand, we are very
mindful of this, and understand their problems, But they must not deny us, The
chance to at least name forward progress, xnd when I talk of civil rights, I'm not
talling about giving somebody privileges, special privileges, I'y against that, I simp
ly sayfor example, one civil rights, that no man can really deny in good faith is the
const.intional legitimate right of the right #o vote, Unfettered dinabridged, untouch-
ed, and yet there are miliions of Americans today who are denied to vote, Now we
surs jouk sick, morally sick, and politicailly hypocriticall, When we go on out

to the world and scold the Soviets and scold the colonial powers about their failures
to do hings that ought .to be done when right in our own America we deny people
whe are taxpayers the right to vote, taxation without represenatation 'ives todayin
Aamevici, W deny people who have served in the armed forces, who have been
wounded in batle ho carried the flag of the United States to the beaches in the Pac-
ific, and in Korea up those mountiins, the right to vote,,,I.,,

SUSSKIND: Sen, You will not temorize on that plftorm,
HL?I\!PHREY: Not on that one, not on your life,
SUSSXIND: Even if peoole said, you do that, we walk®

HUMPHREY: David, @ ome people have sadi to me that this banner 1 carry, and for
what I call constitutional and legitimate rights for American people makes me, well
unavaiiabla, undeeir able, so to speak, as a political candidate for my party, I'm
too coairoversial, I may add that in the peroid in which w. live, to be caled too
controversial is to say you disag eec with the weatherman, This has been a period of
orthodoxy and mediocrity if there's ever been one, But if, if the price of my poli-
tical snccess, David, is to give up on mydenvictions on a matter of morality, of
legitimmacy of constitutionality of human rights, if I've got to peddle that one of, and
waglr than one down in order to get a nomination, I will just have to fafgoethe oppor-
tunity and the privilge of sseing the nomination or geting, it, This price I refu se

to pay. Anymore than I would pay the price to renounce my country, I refuse to
pay htal price,

SUSKIND: J like you Sen, Humphrey,

HUMPHFEY: Weil this is juct something in the fainily, There are some things |
Jast won't do, 1love this country, and all that it stands for. And 1 hpenn to think
that the fallfillgnent and the attainments of these great constitctional rights is one of
our stiong weapons in the cold war, It's one of the great mcual forces in the world,
And every time we have a blemish it hurts ué, Thank goodness we'lve made great
progress, And I want to herald the progress that Noel-3aker mentioned a moment
ago, a t:emendous progress, and we're going to make a whele lot more,

SUSKIND: We're not through, but it is,,,
HUMPIIREY: Oh, we got to go..,

SUSSKIITD: It is the moment of station identification, we won't hold you much long-
:r, I promise, We'll be back in an instant,
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STATION IDENTIFICATION

SUSSKIND: Senator Humphrey, do you have the conviction that anybody who
sariously and earnestly seeks the nomination of his party to the presidency should
enter the primaries with all the etruggles that that means, and all the fatigue, and
2] ‘he lack of a definitive national public responee; with a'l the built-in limitations
of the primaries? Do you think the fellows whould gat in thave ad scrap? Do you
think Senator Symington should go to Wisconsoin and Nebraska - he's obviouely a
cancidate -- juet a relectant bashful one at ¢he mmmient == should he get in there
and scrap with you and Seantor Kennedy? Yecu're 2 truth~toilareee ;

EUMPHREY: Yes, l'm going to tell you the trith, The primary system of this
cumiry is a hodgepodge of uncertainty and vaguetiee in the etate all too often.

LL.are i8 no central primary system, ev:ry [ ¥ "avy 19 ditfzzeat, The Wisconein
primary is one when when you win it, yo'i wir: somet'ing. You get the votes.
Bw the primary let's say in Nebrask yov ~an? iin ¢+: maimary in Nebracka and
no% get a eingle delegate, because it's nothing but g vapularity contest, advised.
You, don't even require advice to the delegaics, you nan win the primary in West
Virginia and get nothing but expense and t=oulla. Now, I happen to think if you're
going to have a primary system, you ought to have a rational standard it it's for
a national election so that when you win soraething, I mean, when you go into it --
it's very expensive. It's exhausting phyoicaily, ard worse than that, as Adlail
Stevenson pointed out so well, by the time you've gona up and down the hill on
a’l these primaries, what is there left to talk about when you come to the general
election, Thia is the real problem. Now, with myself, speaking of myself, I
felt I had an obligation to enter the Wisconsin primary, first of all I'd been
challeriged. Wisconein is in the midwest, even though it's a very different state in
vss Minnesota. Plus the fact that there was... the only way, maybe, that I could
attract the national attention that was required if the candidacy was to get off the
ground, as some people say, I don't know why it had to be this way. But it seemed
the vay, and my advisors -- and I have some good ones -- said, "Senator; there's
only one way for you to command the attention that your message ought to command,
or that you as a potentizl candidate ought to have, and that's to enter the primaries.’
Now, I'm not one that feels that Mr., Symington or somebody else ought to enter
‘h th. Prmuie'. )

SUSSKIND: Just the one that would be binding.

HUMPHREY: I think it would be well, if they could enter at least one or more
primaries., Just because this is some of the things that is being done, 8o to speak.
It surcly doesn't mean you're going to get the nomination, and maybe his blocd
preajure will be a little better than ours, when we're throvgh, and he'd be a little
healthier, the fellow that doesn't when he's through., Becausge, I can tell you that
by *he time -~ and you remember the tirhe that Adlai Stever.son and Estes
Kefauver after 1956 - I'm very fond of both of these great gentlemen, and I saw
beth of them in the campaign after the primarics and after the general election,
and what happened to them was cruel and inhuman punishment, It takes months
to recover from the physical beating. I seldom get over 4 hours a night of eleep
in this kind of business, four to five hours a night. Now my schedule's a little
different. I'm not complaining. I don't have a private plane, That makes 2
difference. But it's very expensive. I take commercial airplanes. This means
for example, I vas willing to make a couple meetings in Co’orado, I got back
from Ogden, Utah into Salt Lezke City at 3 AM in the morning, up at Smithfield
the airport, was I had to go to Logan, Ogden and back to S-:t Lake City = icy roads,
I was up at 20 minutes to five the next morning to catch a §°40 plane. 1 had
exactly Z hours and twenty minutes, and flew to another coamunity. 1 flew

13 hours that day and arrived backin Washington, D.C, through storms, sleet
and what have you, because the only way I had'to go was a commercial airline.
Now, don't misunderstand me. There's one advantage in commercial - I talked
to all the passengers.

SUSSKIND: You win some votes enroute.

HUMPHREY: I had a chance to visit with them en route. I would not say that you
have to eoter these primaries to be areally se:xioue and sincere candidate. 1

do think however, and I say this most respectfuily, I hope my friend Stuart
Svmington will take my advice, or Lyndcn Johnson, or any of the others.
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If you are a candidate, please say 80, And you don't have to enter thé primiaries,
Don't be coy about it. Senator Symington in my mind is a candidate, and he's
a good one ..

SUSSKIND;  So is Lyndon Johnson.

HUMPHREY: So is Lyndon Johnson, He's an able and good one. They're good
candidates. So let them declare it.

SUSSKIND: Isn't there something really wrong about the backroom conferences
with the Carmine de Sapios, the other leaders arourd the country, while still
resisting those few primaries where theeffect would be binding and telling at the
convention. Why don't they get in there as ocpposed to huddling with the quasi-
major or New York,

HUMPHREY: Well, I'll tell yous A man ah lin® !iloe another man without
tecognizing that he's apt to be judged very sever iv Lunacli, My daddy once
toid me, som, if you're scheduled for a convoit nu! 4 wresiling match at Madison
Square, don't fool ardund at county fairs, caisc sumebody's apt to pin you. In
other wordd, what he was saying was that you can got Into some of these minor
struggles and you may have an off day so to speak, and things just don't go right,
and maybe you're not quite prepared for it. Ycu're done if you happen to slip.

I recognize this, take for example in Wisceonsin, I happen to feel that if I defeat
Senator Kennedy, that this would be & very serious blow to his presidential hopes.
It is not just a wound, it would be a major blow to him. If he defeats me, it is
indeed a major blow, and I know, In other words, here we've almost put our-
selves in & major struggle in one state, and by the way, imagine this: mo state,
no party registrations.s

SUSSKIND: Republican crossoverse ...

HUMPHREY: Oh they can crose over in the thousands, as they have in the past,
and they maybe will as Democrats have. You come in and get your ballots, and
then go into the booth and nobody knows whether you're a Republican, Democrat
or independent. There's no party registration, no party responsitility. Now
what kind of a primary is that one and yet, the results of the primary are binding.
The brass say that you can only vote as a Democrat in the Democratic primary
there's a party registration, but after you vote it doesn't mean anything.

Except that you ... somebody says, I like you better than I like the other fellow.
It doesn't get you any delegates at all. In fact you can lose every singledlegate,
win the popularity contest and all amongst democrats, In Wisconsin you can win
every delegate in Wisconsin and possibly not even have the majority of the
Democratic vote for you, because the Republicans can cross on over. Now,

if these are primary systems, all I can say is that they're about as good as
some of the systems that have been used in our missiles that didn't get off the
Cape Canavereal launching pads.

SUSSKIND: A defeat for either of you in Wisconsin would compel an agonizing
reappraisal of the whole business, wouldn't it?

HUMPHREY: To pick up an old agonizing phrase, you're right.

SUSSKIND: The other thing I wondered about was this. You'd love to get in
there and tangle with Mr, Nixon., If Mr., Nixon were elected to the presidency
of the United States, would this make you deeply disconsolate from your
partisan politics, you are a Democrat, no Republican victory is going to make
you shout hallelujah, But would you be deeply and particularly disturbed about
the election of Vice~-president Nixon?

HUMPHREY: I think I would. I know I would., I'd want to judge, I'd want the
way to judge. I believe one ought to try to give a man the bendfit of a doubt. But
there are developments that are, that have happened to Mr, Nixon's career which
disturb me a great deal and I'm sure they do others. I surely would feel very
uncertain. I'd want to give him, as I said, the benefit of a doubt. You said

I am a man who speaks the truth, and I'm trying to speak the truth with all my
heart, I happen to feel that Mr. Nixon has grown. I know that he is an informed
politician, I know that he is capable of political calculation, political judgment,
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but the peal thing, the real important aspect in an American politician is his
heart. You know, it's something intagpgesble, It'e not that he knows politics,
knows management, krows executive abilir;, I'mcve the issues of foreign policy,
tu? it's that something intangible, that unccnszious, that epiritual aepect cf hle
jdentification with the real vearningn and nseds of people. It's really much more
than an emotional thing. Put it's very deap, & God~-given kind of thing. I've
of-en felt that the Prusidency of tha Uniter & aves has a much power as almoet any
cfiice in the world, maybe more. The ariinis the Coastitution relates io ths
Presidency is the shortest article in the Contitutlen, All of the vents of the

20th Century have lent themscives to the con>ntration of power and reaponsibility
to the oxecutive ard elsewhare., Now what is (als that keeps our executive from
acting like dictators? It's a whole framework; the whole atmosphere of Ameri-
can Yife, the volunteerism of it, the chuxrh, the family, the background, the
history, the heritage, these great Intary ! 1+ that move in on one that dousn’t aven
¥.row how it happened. It just comes uy = “*.7 time of environment. It's what's
stopd us well, more than the courts. m: < 7134 t'2 Congtitution, Even though we
built ir the Constitution the separation, h: ¢acks and balauces,ve put the
rmechanics in to prevert any dictateric’ ~-o . Son by our executive. But ths real
reason = remember Roosevelt took olfic: ..o c2rae month that Hiter took cifice =
Germany was prosirate and Wo were wo ecenomically, but one was Germany, 002
w39 a couniry where it was Prussianisry, a~o one woes in a country where it was
Jeifersonianism, the Emancipation Procizn ilon, and the other one was in a country
where it was Bizmarck and Kausewitz anl! th.s v xi%ings of some of the oid
Pruseianisiic totalitavian philosophers. 7T!us is the differencs. Now, getting
back to Mr. Nixon, I say I want to give him tno benefit of the doubt, and I'm sure
every American would want us to do this, I cnly hope that whoever becomes tha
president of the United States will remember cne thing: that in the grandeus of
that office, in the powex of it, there's a g-eater necessity for humility, for a
deep faith, for a kind of realization of your inadequacy in terms of the problems
o! the world, and yet, your appeal to your feliow man and to your God for help than
any office in the world. Now maybe I'm not expressing this well. I just worry
about people thet crawl, that move too fast in this political arena, too ruihlessly.

SUSSKIND: Does what youlve szid add up to the fact that in your deepest heart and
mind there is a question mark about the basic character of Richard Nixon?

HUMPHREY: I don't want to judge a man's character.
SUSSKIND: When you talk of these spirit things .

HUMPHREY: I have, I worry that so much empheis on the mechanics and on the
calculations of politics, that there may not be exough emphasis of humarity of
politics, And I don't went to do him a disservice, 1 hope that I'm so wrong that

I should be ashamed of myself. I really do, =nd I do not make an accusaricn, I
think these observctions are made very broadly, far too, well far too, ‘they're
puch too frequent, they're too irresponsible, I prefer to give a man the

benafit of a doudbt. And say that if alected he would serve responsibly. I think

he wondserve conservatively. I do not belicve that a Republican conservative, and
I say this respectifnully, is really in tune with the great social forces that are in
the world today. The social forces that we see in Africa and Asla, Latin America
and I think this is the weakness, this !s the basic weakness. It is not for Hubert
Humphrey to judge a man's character. I can’t do that, and do that honestly- So,
ratber judge his charvacier or anyone's choracter for that matter in Amerira, in
contemporary American political scene until the fatts are in, the evideuce is in.
Wkhen I eay that a man is innocent in America until proven guilty and one should
presume his innocence even though there 1may Le a body of evidence that could
challenge at least a degree of it. That's ... I guess that's enough,

SUSSKIND: Do you think that Mr. Rockefeller's withdrawal gives the Democrats
tha best chance theyive had in the past year cr 80? I'm iaterest in locking af
the political horizon. There was a ... an exciting political phenomenon which
as fOr .. who has for reasons of his own withdrawn from the political race.
Doesn't the Democratiz Party have its best chance ggainst Mr. Nixon? In your
viaws



HUTMPHREY: Yes, sir, I think so, because Mr, Nixon, able and capable as he

ir. as a tactician and as an informed politician, and that he is, very able, and

has demonstreted this abiity, he is kaown 28 a partisan as a full-fledgad

canital R Republican as I said in a jocular very meaningiul way, warts and nll,
You can't erase them, no amount of meke~up wili cvercome this, He happeas

ty rapresent the minority party in the Urited Stutcs which 48 the Repnblivan

piviye Now Mr. Rockefeiler while a Repriiizan hie troadened his base 8o to
sn2ake He was anle to atiract a tremendous arnouat of independent supvert. I
d>1't bolisve that Mr, Nixon can do that as wells MNow he'll get some independent
sannort, of couree, unless the Democra*s la* him do it. Now if the Dernocrals

go wildv~pilly, Cospar Milguetoart on clvil rights, if we start to think we maust
pricune the course of moderation and corservaiiem rather than a degree of
dotication and of progresciveism, why then Mr, Nizon will, going away, don't
uslerestimete him., Mr. Nixon will campaign as a liberal. And Mr. Nixon wi’l

r- alo it quite clear in this country that h2 wants to help tham. I will dinpute ldis
rerord before I disagree with him. His raco~d in the field of civil rights is not
goud == his pronouncements are excellent a8 a candidate. Mine goes way down the
I’ae, but I've stood with him in Congress. I krow what his record was and it is
ror good, If the Democrats think that just becauee of that we Democrats can

win just by pretending some how or other tha’ we have to be only one degree better
than Nixon, record in order, to please and piacate forces in our own party, forces
that are a very small portion of the total strunture of the Democratie party, if

w= think we can do that, Mr, Nixon, will be tlie next President of the United
States. Because this man is a tough compet!tor and he can speak well, He's

a organizer, he's well equipped as a political leadar imterms of being akle to
mecve people, aud I only hope the Democrats realize that our strength is in our
crnviction is im out sense of social conecicusness. Is in our idealism, in the fact
thiat we are the great idealists and the do-gocders., I'm not ashamed of being

a do-gooder and good doer. I think it's wonderful, and anybody that wants to call
mo that, well and good, and if they want to ceil me an idealist, I accept it.

SUSSKIND: They cali you that and you are. That's the good thing to be.ldf The
poaiiizal war should go against you, is there in your mind the way you'd go who
is thore oo

HIUMPHREY: Not yet. Not yet., Flus the fact that a man, may I add in my po=-
sition should not make that personal decision. He has associates and If I weut

to the convention with certain others with me, as I will not matter what happens
in Wisconsin, ard I think what happens there will b2 good, I want you to krow, I
mnat consuit with them, because a man is nct an islind unto himself in this so=t
of a situation, he has associates, he has confrers, he has compatriots with whom
he must work and get their advice and counsel before he makes any decisions.

SUSSKIND: Mr. Noel-Baker, you have been very indulgent with you ..
BUMPHREY: Local politics, I'm afraid,

NOEI~BAKER: I would like to make just one observation, two observations on
what the Senator has said, firstly having been in Parliament for nearly thirty
yearg, I hopa he won't give him~elf too many days with 13 hours flying and 2 hcurs
sleep. If he's going to be president of the United Staies he's got to keep his

ha21:h, and he's got to keep it now. Secondly, I would like to say that the people
who call themselves realists in the world today, are the people that a conservative
Prime Minister said in our country a hurdred years ago, who are determined to
repeat the blunders of their ancestors. Peopl!s who'call themselves realinis =re
the illasioniste and that’ particularly true zbout the subject we've mainly diesarmed,
I rn22n malinly discusses, the problem of disarmament. Realists who say, «f co ¢
you ra 1ot go on with the arms race, and Utopiaas who think you can stop it are peop.e
«wau pretend that the arme are giviag you fiafety where in fact they are destrc/'rg
safet; in the world until you have world dicsarmament, That is what the best imen
in aymaments themselves, in the Armed Forces and among the ministers
themselves of the world really believe,

SUSSKIND: Would you think both of you gentlemen, what the world needs, what
our ccuntry naeds, yours aad the uzaverso is *he begirning of an articulats,
intolilemt, honest, zrzat dialogue with the fuzriurcea and the chscurantism of the
biz iceuae of our mraes, tho pavsonelity cultc might glve way to the deepest kiad



of discussion of the things that will determine lifeor dezth,

NN LBAKER: There are three immense isguee new before the world, What
c:e we going to do with the new industrial revolution? Automation, atomic power,
w.:in 20 or 30,@% 40 years will finish poverty, it will give immense leisure.

t3 » veallygreat proportion to the human rice. How are we going to train men

cr X women who are now young to use the leisure when they get into it 20 years
{ruma now? Seccadly, weve got the problam of bringing up th standards, tlLe
undordsveloped countries of which the Sexaior spoke, There ought to be a

werld erusade agairst the present poverty and want that exists, And thirdly,
tris business of armaments. And on this we use exactily what yon said that cne
¢{ their philoscphers called the great dialectic of public debate. Of all mediums
~'erislon, radslo, press, unversiiies featurirg general.discussion in every form
©* ought to get down to these basic prob.ems=,

GTCZ3KIND: You have a final statement for us?

FUMPHREY: Well, I was just taken by the guccinct and concise analysis of
I'i<"1p Noel-Baker has just given us of the truly human challenges ahead of us.
l'm just realizing my own inadequacy again, I looked at these challenges in a
1l less meaningful and rich manner because that first one of the industrial
ponsibilities of the technology, the tachnological advance, the atomic

enorgy, automation, this is unbelievable, and that food, food production. Never
a2iin does famine need to stalk the eavrth, In fast, our country today, Mr.
Sa2ckind, America today can give a pledge to the world, that never agein will
firmine be the burden of mankind. We have it right now, and believe me if I were
r~-vileged to represent our country, I would give that pledge to the world, instead
¢? “aying to tell our farmers to quite producing, asking them to do soetking that's
almoet immoral. In a world of the hungry we can banish much of sickness, and
of course, we can do so much with this burden of ignorance and illiteracy.

Yzn know, I've often thought, how are you every going to have peace in the

vicxid today with sick, physically, mentally and morally, hungry- in texms of
thelir lack of food -~ poverty illiterate, and there with zll the passion of
prejadice that comes with it, fear. You see we have to wage a mighty war upon
hu.ger, and we can, And we have the means literally to hold at bay sicknees
anc make real inroads on it. And we have the means to obliteratelliteracy. Why
dz23a’t America take this lead. We only touch it, only nibble at it. This is
what I mean by the dramatic presentation, the grand design for us for the future,
the real America coming to life. Why I'd like to see our President to say to the
world for once and for all illiteracy will once and for all be done with. We can
siavt in cur own back door right down in Latin America. We'll do more to pre=
vent the resurgence of Castros, Trujillos and others than anything you can
thick of- These are things that we naed to do, Oh, we can get this job done. 1 tell
you, some people want to do it. This is what I meant a while ago about this new
cizacnalon of politlcs, that all of the talk the people have about delinquercy, there's
a new morality in America aad in the world, I really believe it. It's a morality
&f social justice which after all onc of the great, great attritubtes of a decent and
a wholesome man, justice, social justice, the prophets of old asked for, my
favorite prophet, Amos, the Testarnent speaks of it, the promise of Democracy
and social justice- This is what we ought to be for. And not only be for, live
for its Give your life for it. That's my message and I'll quit on that tone.

NOEL BAKER: W%Well. I'd like just to make two cbservations about what we were
saying on the main subject at this time which I'm principally concerned: can
disarmameunts be reduced? The firstis this, Supposing we got down to the
kind of disarmament the United States delegate declared in 1952 which Khruszhev
dez’ared this year. When there isn't ecnough armament to make this pos#ible

ci cue nation fo aitack another, well, therefore you've really got rid of war.,
Neced we be afraid of the Sovier challenge? Ih my view, certainly not. Because
ths p2ople of the ungommitted countries, the fifteen hundred million, two
theusand people who don't belong to the pillar block want to keep their freedom,
wouid much prefer the democratic dystem, provided we use the resourcee which
were released by disarmament to help them to get rid of poverty as the Senator
Lzs beon sying. Therefoie, I'm not at all afraid of the Scviet challenge on that
Lae s, indeed I think it's mont desirable that our competition with the Soviats
sLov.d be on that level and that ... [ aiso c{ courss, as we've said all evening



disarmament is essential to humanity to get rid of war. Now, secondly, why

fe it difficuit to make people grasp the idea >f disazmament? Why is it thero's

tha great feeling, now, why icn't there tho tpsurge, the groundswell of which you
givka? Two factors, in my view. T[irstl:, pecple think of the word disarrament
2 mavely the reduction of their own disavmam aut, giving up their own bomberan
i’ bettlasbips and missiles, bombs, And ot thesa of the potential bnemy. In
o*hs» words, subconsciously it means unii-te:al Giiarmament to them, But, of
course, that ien’t going to come about andmne of 3 are proposing thet, In my
view, the essence of disarmament in our point of ‘siew is the Russians wiil g.wve up
thelr armaments, as we're doing, and therchby we shall be very much safer than

W3 are now. In other words, the only rei reliny of national defense is disarma-
reke And again Duncea Sands practically naid tha’, I'm only paraphrasing iis v
v W Houze Of Commons last year. Ard ‘h: 2econd factor and the last word ! 82y i
ti3® One of your great scientists, Isadcren. Rabby, who was chief sclentific advisos
‘o Mresident Eisenhower until last year. wroic an article in one of our Sunday

P Fems in July 1958, He said the facts “ava just not penetrated, people do not
\w.derstand the modern weapons, He says ilat this goes for the governments as
vl 29 the penple. If it were not 80, they wounld rmake disarmament the first

-#3.1ee They'd considered when they they coutider overy morning when they got up,
New, I think we've got to somehow make tha P27712 understand that it really is true
tha’ the arms race goes on, and we allowit g21%enly to erupt into a war, I would

lir o = I'm afraid of the man being in the eurreme power like the, one of your
srzrotaries of whom... you had in Washingt:. He had a good mind until he made it
tp == 1'm afraid of the man who in d crisis rnakes the wrong decision) lets the war
i»:e and einks all mankind,

17.:SKIND: Gentlemen, all I can say to you is that you have made this an exciting -
L.t for me and I thank you very much. ;

Jiacies and Gentlemen, our guests have been Mr, Philip Noel-Baker of England
vrd Seunator Hubert Humphrey, Thank you for being with us tonight. We'll re-
tv™n again for Open End next week at this same time. Goodnight,
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