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NEWMAN: "Senator Scott, will you begin, please. You have 
four minutes for your opening statement." 

SCOTT: "Ladies and gentlemen, as we go to the polls and I 
hope that all of you will, one of the great iasuea belore you 
will be that of party and individual responsibility. I am quite 
proud of the fact that my party has aquitted 1tsel1' so well in 
the whole field of domestic and foreign affairs from this stand­
point of a responsible party, as occurred recen1;ly in Cu.ba, and 
an issue incidentally which the Hepublican. Party wholeheartedly 
supports the action of the President. 

"Republicans, when in power, were responsible in foreign 
affairs~-for example, Guatemala, Quemoy, Matsu, and in various 
parts of the world, where crisis arose, and particularly in the 
landings in Lebanon. The Republicans in domestic policy during 
this administration have shown their responsibility by furnishing 
to the administration support badly needed in votes in both the 
House and in the Senate on many important measures, including the 
satellite communication bill 8 the worker retrainlng program, the 
tax revision bill, the UN bond issue, the TV educa tlonal television 
issue, and so on. 

"In foreign affairs, the ttepublicans, in my judgment, would 
have handled differently such issues as the Berlin Wall, the 
Laos surrender in effect to the Communists, and the Cuban situation. 
We have, leading up to the cuban decision, been responsible 1rom 
the beginning and for nearly two months have been urging blockade 
of Cuba, the calling in instant session ot' the Organization o! 
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American States, and were first to call for a boycott and black­
list of shipping to Cuba, which later occurred. I am very proud 
to say that personally, as far back as the beginning of September, 
I was pointing out the Soviet plans to erect missile bases, which 
would take considerably longer than 60 days to erect, and that I 
then called for a blockade and called for the Organization of 
American States to meet. 

"The Republicans have demonstrated their responsibility in 
spite of the fact that they have been severely condemned by such 
phrases as 'rash' and •intemperate• and •would-be aamirals. and 
generals', and my friend senator Humphrey, the ~ajority ~hip, as 
recently as the 18th of Vctober, I believe, condemned us in 
Minnesota by such phrases as 'jingoists' and 'corn f'ield generals' 
and 'trigger-happy' and he said that the only people wno wanted 
a blockade were those over 65 with hardening of the arteries and 
in most cases with Congressional immunity. This on the 18th of 
October, although the President in his message of the 22nd, 
referred back to the previous Tuesday, the 16th, as the . time at 
which they had hard information concerning the missile bases in 
Cuba. 

"I don•t think we deserve those epithets. I think the people 
of this country can trust the Republican Party for their loyal 
support to their President, for being well ahead of him, and in 
keeping with and in having to set the climate of public opinion 
in this country so that when the President heard what the people 
were saying he returned to Washington and acted, and his actions 
are admirable, and we thoroughly support them." 

NEWMAN: "1'hank you, Senator Scott. Senator Humphrey, your 
opening statement, please." 

HIDAPHREY: "My fellow Americans, we've just gone through 
one of the most crucial and fateful weeks of our national exist­
ence. This week has placed upon the American people heavy and 
hard decisions and particularly upon our President. I'm sure 
that it reminds us that the priviledge and the duty of casting 
a vote on election day is indeed a great priviledge, and one 
that we will want to fulfill, as we stand confronting the 
totalitarian menace and the Communist imperialism, so I first 
appeal to every American, whatever your political persuasion, 
whether you be Democrat or Republican, to exercise that ballot, 
the right of the ballot. 

"I believe that our President during these past days, Presi­
dent Kennedy, has- demonstrated brilliant statesmanship. His 
timing in terms of the decisions that were made relating to Cuba 
is beyong question. He did not J1eld to the temptation of 
premature action. He waited until the evidence was in to demons= 
trate unqualifiedly and unmistakably that in Cuba there was a 
Soviet military offensive capability. And it was around that 
one issue of the Soviet military offensive capability that we 
were able to unite our allies--indeed people all ofer the world 
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ana of course the members of the Organization of American Stateso 
Hac the President yielded to the cries of others to take action 
earlier, when the evidence was not there, when the material and 
information that he had to present to questioning people, govern­
ments, was not there, we might very well have ended without allies, 
without frjends, and indeed with great trouble. 

"The President therefore executed an act of statesmanship 
and diplomacy that has placed America on the initiative, and 
has earned for him the commendation and the than.K.s and the 
appreciation of freedom-loving people throughout the world, 
and people who long for a just peaceo The soviet Union has 
been stopped. Its plans for penetration of the western Hemis­
phere have been stopped, and the United States is once again 
the leader for freedom, for peace in the world. 

"Now these past two -years America bas grown stronger, 
stronger internationally, stronger politically, stronger domes­
tically, stronger economically and socially. Now let me demons­
trate the facts of that growing strengtho First of all, we are 
stronger militarily than ever before since World War II in the 
mobility of our forces, in the missile power, in the striking 
power of our forces. We've demonstrated that these last few dayso 
We•re stronger in space, over 200 per cent. We're stronger in 
terms of our Alliance for Progress with Latin America, our ex­
panded Peace Corps, our expanded Food for Peace Program, our 
foreign aid program, and many other activities--in our NATO 
Alliance, for example. 

"And on the home front we•re much stronger economically. 
We've bad an expansion of our Gross National Product of over 11 
per cent. Unemployment is down 16 per cent. Corporate profits, 
business, up 28 per cent. And yourown personal net income, 
on a nationwide average, up 10 per cent. Now these are tbe facts. 
Add to that an additional billion dollars of farm income. We 1ve 
passed legislatiq~ in the field of housing, area redevelopment, 
minimum wage, social security, and above all 1n the field of foreign 
trade--possibly the most historic act of this administration. Tbe 
President bas had a .. good. record in Congress, and a brilliant record 
in the international ·fieldo" . ~ . 

NEWMAN: "Thank you, Senator Humphrey ••• " 
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Sl!:HATOR. HUBERT H. HUMPHREY (D.•IIINH.) AND SENArO.R 
HUGH SCOTT (R .... PA.) WERIS SUM ON THE TV SC~ A~ 
THEY WERE IlfTEHVI~Wi:D . BI NBC IEWSMEH. 

EDWIN NEWMAN: "The first question is !or Senator Scott and 
1t is to be asked bJ Robert McCormick." 

MoCOHMICK: "Well, Senator, putting together what JOU and 
Senator Humphre7 have just said about Cuba, lt ia an undoubted 
fact that you and Senator Keating and manJ _Otber Republicans 
were talking about missile bases in Cuba weeks ago. l remember 
SeQator Keating •pec1!icall7 discussed it on tne floor of tbe 
Senate on October 10, and yet the President aaid be got his first 
definite information on. Octo·ber 16.· How · do you explain t .hia · 
d1aorepancJ and can anJbOdJ e~plain it to the American voter? 
That a Mepubl1oan Senator !rom Bew York should bave more informa­
tion than the President?" 

SCOTT: "Well, I think the administration blames in on what 
they characterize as rumors, but about September 13 Dean Rusk. 
in a brieflne before a congressional committee, said tha·t they 
bad great confidence 1n their 1ntell1bence, and 1nd1cated tbat 
weapons ot considerable importance were coming into Cuba at that 
timeo How our information came from m&nJ sources, some of which 
must remain confidential, but the~ came from witbin the sovernment, 
and they came from Cuban refugees. the~ came t'rom rebels 1n the 
Cuban hills, and they came. I Gd say, particularly from sources 
in a position to kriow within the goveromento 

"So as early as the 6th of September• I . stated that the 
Russian program for the construction of missile bases bad begUn. 
I issued a public statement to the administration to tell'u.a . 
what the range of those bases were, and the progress of' the work. 
and I further pointed out that there were over 100 Mig Jeta in 
the country which were quite capable of being converted by the 
addition of a bomb rack to carrying a bJdrosnuclear weapoD. 
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"We also pointed out a great deal of other in:formation; 
we got no answer whatever except certain private calla to aa7 
theJ wished we wouldn't talk about it. ~ow I'm sure the ad­
ministration had the benefit of the same ~~or.mation that we did. 
The7 undertook evidently to downgrade it. but I would think it 
would raise this questionz if they did not have this information, 
something was very wrong with out _ intelligence. lf they did bave 
the information, theJ differed aa a matter of policy as to bow 
soon we ·could avoid serious trouble down there, and in mJ judgment 
these bases have been in existence quite a long time--the action 
could have been taken much earlier--but once taken we bave no 
choice but to support the President." · 

NE~.TAN: "Senator HumphreJt JOU have a minute and a half 
to repl7 to that." 

HUMPHRE'v : "Well. I •m going to place llf1 trust 1n the President 
of the United States, the National Security Council, tba SecretarJ 
of Defenae, the Secretary of state and tbe Director of the Central 
Intelligence Ageno7, and the other otficlala that advlae the 
President on these highly delieate and aena1~1ve mattera of what 
we call intelligence or relation or the tacta relating to a . 
potential eneDIJo · 

"Now everr one ot us as Senators received letters and 
communications from people who say I know thla and 1 know tbat, 
but I must say that before l would take the word . of· an exile or 
a refugee or an individual, I would surel7 want to compare 1t ·to 
what is the available official 1ntormat1on of tbla gowernment. 
I have no reason to believe that my P~esident would tell ~e . some­
thlng that wasn't true, and 1 bave n~ _ reason to believe t~t the 
Director of Central lntellifence would tell .me · some1Hling tbat was 
not true, -and the President and the .U1rector of C.entral J.ntell1gence 
have said, quite unm1stakabl7·, that tbere was no ascertainable 
demonstrative evidence as to offensive weapons or weapons ot 
otfensive capabllit7 until October 15. · 

"Now we -did have missiles of what we call the SAW site m!aailes, 
that is, the surface to air missile, 2o mile missile, b~t those 
are not the offensive capability missile, but when ~oviet power 
was moved into Cuba of an offensive nature, as the President said 
on September 13, he took whatever action waa appropriate and 
neceasarJ•" 



.. 

NEWMAN: "Sander Vanocur, your question for Senator 
Humphrey." 

VANOCUR: "Senator, when the President was campaigning, 
his theme was elect more Democrats. Now since the Congress, and 
this is particularly true of the House, is in the hands of southern 
Democrats, who are generally opposed to the President's programs-­
indeed you find yourself voting more often with senator scott 
than you find yourself voting with a lot of Southern Democrats-­
what difference does it really make if more Democrats are elected 
if control of the Congress--and this is an important control, as 
you know--remains in the hands of southern Democrats who are 
opposed to President Kennedy?" 

HUMPHREY: "Well, Mr. Vanocur, I would appreciate and I do 
appreciate every vote that Senator Scott gives to us. I only 
wish his record were just a little bit better, but we're grateful 
for what he's done. I must add however that while a number of 
southern Democrats are in charge of committees, that they have 
not all opposed the President's programo For example, we take a 
man like Representative Mills, who is in charge of the ways and 
Means Committee. He did a great task in the i'oreign trade act a 
Well now, the important Presidential measures. I would point out 
also that on some of the crucial legislation before us; the big 
legislation, that we had a stern Republican opposition, and that 
stern and organized Republican opposition did not offer us alterna= 
tives. They offered us obstruction-=they said no. Now they had 
with them, and it is a fact--we just as well be candid with each 
other--~~ere is a little group in the Hepublican Party called 
liberals that vote frequently with the aaministration. There is 
a small group in the Democratic Party called conservatives and 
they generally vote with Republicanso 

"But the av erwhelming majority of Democrats follow President 
Kennedy~-that is, the majority of Democrats. We need their help, 
and we need additional help, because regretably on some of these 
issues we've won by only one or two votes, and that is not enough 
to guarantee, may I say, the additional strength that this country 
needs. Now when 1 find, for example, t bat 8b per cent of the 
members of the House voted against the housing act--of the 
Hepublican members-=! don•t t ·hir.:k we can rely on Republican help. 
When I find that 70-some per cent of the members of the House 
voted against area redevelopment, I don't think you can rely on 
Hepublican help. Now when I find that in measure alter measure, 
the overwhelming majority of the Republicans have opposed us, 
I don't believe that we can satisfy ourselves by saying that 
because my friend Senator Scott has occasionally given us a vote 
we ought to be happy. 

"What we need are more Democrats that are pledged to Presi­
dent Kennedy's program, pledged to the Democratic program, to 
bring this country along stronger, that will aid in economic 
development, that will help us to continue the attack on un= 
employment, that will help us with our problems of the city, 
help us with our problems of education, and I say that weove 



got a better chance of getting thes e jobs done if we have Demo= 
crats that are pledged to the Presia~n ti and 1 know of no better 
way of helping tae President, since everyone seems to like him so 
well now, than to support Democratsa" 

NEWi1iAN: "Senator Scott, your rebuttal." 

SCOTT: "Well~ I can "'i help being curious as to why the 
President wants more Democrats ... -he asked for the Den1ocrats b.e gotc. 
In the South he asked for them, in the North he asked for them, 
and I think to give the President more Democrats is to give him 
more punishment than the ~resident deserves or that the country 
could endure c F'or example, on the satellite program, when there 
was an attempt by Northern Democrats for 22 days delaying. the country 
business, by tryjng to jam the Telstar E.nd other programs~=it 
was 36 Republicans out of 36 who supported the President. I wonder 
what the President could do with more? Let it be remembered that 
the Southern Democrats filibustered in january, and the Northern 
Democrats filibustered in July,and therefore does the President 
want Democrats who will vote with him-=does he want Democrats who 
will vote against him-=does he want Democrats who will fillibuster 
against him? I suggest that again the Republican Party is the 
party of responsibility because it has never in the history of the 
party 11 so far as I tm aware, delayed legislation by organized efforts 
to prevent a debate, so the Republican Party has never fill!bustered 
and if you don•t like fillibusters, then the Hepublicans should be 
supported. 

"Now when the Republicans voted against the President, they 
did it not because the legislation was good, but because they bad 
been home, when many administration people were running around the 
country aimle~sly, they had been home and they had heard what the 
people wantedo" 

NEWMAN: "I must cut you off there, Senator, I'm sorryo 
Merrill Mueller, your question for Senator Scotto" 

MUELI£ R: "Senator Scott, tax reform is a vital issue, not 
just nationally but in many of the states across the nation, in= 
eluding some of the most po~erful. There's a feeling that too 
much cash is being tied up in moving to and from Washington 9 and 
it would have more of an impact on the economy if it was handled 
locallyQ Have you, the Hepublicans, got a tax reform plan to 
bring up in the next Congress, or are you merely going to wait 
to amend the administrationes promised reforms?" 

SCOTT: "Itos my understanding that since we all know tax 
reforms begin in the Ways and Means Committee of the House that 
the Republican leadership, including Representative Barnes of 
Wisconsin and curtis of Missouri,will be prepared to submit 
a Republican constructive alternative to the tax revision measures== 
that it will be based in part upon seeking to return some soDrces 
of revenue to the states, and I cannot tell you the ones because 
rom not on the committeeo It ~ill also seek to reduce excessive 



spending, so as to -make a genuine tax cut useful and to encourage 
individual initiativeo I would expect that this would be done, 
and I would expect that if it is done, it would have a great 
appeal, and I point out that the Democratic Congress thi~ time 
passed a so-called tax reform measure originally designed to save 
$800 million, and when they were through with it, it ended up by 
costing the taypayers $200 million more." 

N.l!:WMAN: ":)enator Humphrey, your rebuttal." 

HUMPHREY: "lt'irst I would say that the tax reform bill that 
the Democratic Congress passed was a constructive tax bill. It 
was a bill that aided American enterprise, and along with the 
accelerated depreciation schedule, that was announced by the 
Treasury Department, the greatest single incentive for investme~t 
capital for American business in the last ten years was offered 
to American business and American n:anagement. The investment 
tax credit of ? per cent was designed to stimulate American 
business, and it has--it•s beginning to take hold already. The 
same thing was true of the accelerated depreciation scheduleo 
We did close many loopholes in that tax reform bill, and we pro­
vided for a better method and a more sure method of ru llection on 
interest and on dividends. 

"Now next year we•re going to have to review the tax program 
in light of the international obligations of this countr,y, ita 
defense needs and its business needs, and I'm delighted to hear 
that the Republicans may have an alternative program for a 
ch~nge, because during this past session of the Congress, they 
have not presented alternatives--they have presented opposition. 

".UUt then too I'm a bit intrigued by the fact that my 
Republican friend says they are going to cut spending, because 
that's what they said when they had Dwight ~isenhower as ~resident, 
and we in the Democratic Congress, during President Eisenhower's 
admlnistration, repeatedly cut his budgets. Had we had the Eisen ... 
bower budgets added on each time, spending would have been de-

_cidedly moretc'" 

~bWMAN: "Elie Abel, your question to Senator Humphrey, 
please." 



ELIE ABEL: "Senator HUmpbreJ, just a few days before Presi­
dent Kenned7•s quarantine speeoh. his Special Assistant on 
National Security Affairs. said in public tbat we bad absolutelJ 
no evidence of offensive weapons going into Cuba. on toe 15th 
or 16th, the magic day on which the administration aaya it bad 
the first information, 1 was one of several bundred newsmen. 
commentators · and so forth who were told by h1g~J placed aff1ciala 
of this administration tbat the administration had all the facta. 
that an embargo was a bad idea, and so forth. Was all this part 
of an elaborate deception or are we to believe that the information 
about these missiles in Cuba was discovered overnight?" 

HUMPHRE.Y: "Mr. Abel, it surely was not .an elaborate deception. 
1•ve talked to the President ~f tbo United States about this, and 
to our top off1ciala, as have manJ other leaders in the Con~ress. 
I am going to believe the President, and l am going to believe 
the Director of the Central Intellieence Agency, ~. Jobn McCone, 
wbo's· not a Democrat, who is a conservative ge~tleman, a man of 
great honor and patriotism. · 

· "It is a fact, and bJ tbe way this week's Time ~gaz1ne baa 
pictures ot--tor example, a particular area in ~uba on tba date of 
September 5th--nothing b~t green grass. a plain, ao to apeak. 
And the~ comes along 1n October, on the 16th of October, and there 
is a missile site. These were mobile missiles--they could be moved 
in ~ickl7--aotuall7 no intermediate range m1s~1lea, the 2~00 mile 
missile, haa been made operational. It is a fact that on the 15th 
day of October, tbe President of tbe United States was infor.aed 
that there was information b7 our intelligence aeenoy that in• 
dlcated a rapid buildup ot missiles ot offensive capability 1n 
Cuba. And · on the 16t~ d~y of .October, that . information was verified. 

"Furthermore, there was additional verification, and -the 
President withheld any public announcement of this because we 
were attempting at that ttme to get additional Yerif1cat1on to 
move troops, to plan our diplomac7, to plan the moves that were 
made, and may 1 say that America bas never witnessed a more 
brilliant stroke of statesmanship, of maneuver, of diplomac7, of 
the use of power, and of the use of power for peaceful settlement 
and for honorable settlement than we•ve witnessed these past few 
da7a. 1 don•t think the President has an7th1ng to apologize for. 
He acted on the basis of fact, and he bad to. He could not afford 
to act tntemperatel7, he could not afford to act emotionally, or 
on the bai1a of impetuosit,-. Aa the leader of this count17 and 
of the free world, our President bas to remember. and be aoea 
remember, that his every word, his every action. his every deed. 
affects the lives of millions -of people, and before this President-­
President Kennedy--could go to the American people and to the world, 
he bad to know that what .be was saying was based upon the central 
pr~nciple of fact of Soviet military capabilit7 1n this bamispbere, 
and it was around that central principle that unity came between 
ourselves and our allies. that unity came between ouraelvea and 
the Organization of American States. I think that the success of 
the President's maneuver speaks better than any words of mine." 
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NEWW~N: "Senator scott." 

SCOTT: "The press ·gep~ally, as has been pointed out here, 
certainly believed after the or1e£ings ot October 1~ and October 
18 tbat no invasion of CUba would occur, and theJ oertainlJ were 
told tbat 1n the briefings. Senator HumpbreJ obviously believed 
1t b1maelr, becauae on the 18th be was severelJ criticizin& tnoae 
ot us who were still stronglJ d•manding a blockade, and tbat'a 
when he called ua tr1gger-bappJ and J1nso1ata, ao l wonder wbJ 
Senator Humphrey, aa the DeputJ Majority Leader ot the senate, . 
wasn't told. 

"Moreover, on October 15,· as Senator Humphrey has said, the 
President was aware of ·a rapid buildup ot Soviet missiles. Now · 
we are asked to believe that tbat rapid buildup occurred in Just 
seven days, from the 15th to the 22nd, whBn the President spoke. 
I worked on construction gangs DlJ&elt; I •ve seen t bat picture-­
there's old earth, new earth, and middle-aized, middle-aged earth 
1n there--and in my ·judgment and the judgment of man7 people 
that base had been working on--bad been worked on for over a month, 
perhaps six weeks at tbe time. 

"But what alHrms me about . the whole thing is that the ad .. 
ministration still aeema concerned about impressing tue American 
people with the fact it was newly discovered knowledge. I think 
theJ could trust ua; we're · for them whatever they do, as long 
as they've done it, so we could afford the truth." 

NEWMAN: "Sander Vanocur, a question for Senator Scott." 

VANOCUR: "Senator scott, the Republican Congressional 
·Committee said the other day tbat the President's action on Cuba 
waa deliberately timed to influence the election. Do you asso­
ciate ~ourself with this accusation?" 

SCOTT-: "Mr. Vanocur. I m,-selt would not for one minute impute 
to the President of the United States the t1m.1ng o1.' anything which 
involved seeing the sons of American parents endangered by war or 
invasion or blockade for a political motivation. 1 have been 
diaousaing either the lack of intelligence on the part ot' the ad• 
ministration, or the decision by the administration to delay in 
the face of the intelligence, and I stmpl~ cannot believe tbat 
this action had the political overtones ot trying to win an election. 
I think the issues 1n the election are prett7 well aet--tbe Repub• 
licans come off very well in their loyal support of tbe President 
and their responsibility. The Democrats come oft well because 
they too loyall7 support the President, ao we go back to the local 
issues. then the otber domestic 1ssuea, and foreign." 

NEWMAN: ''Senator Bumphre~, 'fOUl' rebUttalorr 
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HUMPHREY: "Yes, indeed. Hepublican leadex-s publicly pro­
nounced that the7 lo}'ally support the President, but on F·riaaJ, 
October 26, the Republican Congressional Committee, member o! 
Congress Mr. Wilson, authored a document which disputes tbat 
YeFJ claim, by pointing out that tbia was neatly timed, this 
Cuban statement o! the President, !or the elections, by conteat­
ing even the validity or certa'in !acts tbat were given by tbe 
President or· the Unl ted Sta tea. ·The Republican Congres·sman in 
the Minnesota Sth District said that this was a manufactured 
crisis !or political purposes. 

"J. •v.e heaJ-d these commanta far too often. Now I hear toda7, 
tor example, tonight, that we're to be told that this wasn't a 
rapid build-up, that there was intor.mation ahead of time. Now 
the Director of tbe Cen~ral Intelligence Ageno7 tells ua that 
the missile and rocket buildup of the medium range missile and 
the intermediate range ~salle was a rapid buildup 1n ~uba. 
I do not think tbat Republican spokesmen add to the credibility 
ot the President's statements or ot the Director of Central In• 
telllgence b}' saying that it couldn't be done as quicklJ becauao 
I worked on a construct-ion gang. 

"The fact is that the mobile missiles were moved in and 
theJ were moved 1n quicklJ and tbe intelligence agencies ·were 
not at fault." 

(PAUSE F'OR STATION IDENTII-ICII.TION) 
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ROBERT McCORMITCK: "Senato~ Humphrey, the Republicans in 
Alabama .~nd. some other sta~es ·a!.e. ·campaigning as all.;,out -. 
segregat10~1S~S· In Geor~1a, ~owever, they're campaigning as , 
d~s _egreg~t1on1sts •. Doesn t.th1s mean that the Republ1can ~~·r,~f 
w1ll_ btt JUst as s~h1zophr~n1c on race matters, as the Demo·crat1c 
Party 1s--or.put ~t less 1mpudentlr--what does it forbode for 
racial relat1ons 1n the South, pol1tic~lly speaking?" 

SEN: ~REY: ~Vell, !etr~ttably, the r~ce relations 
problem 1s one of.ou~ most d1ff1cult problems 1n America. to'a"ay, 
and I say that th1s 1s a matter that reguires the attention of 
every thoughtful American, to see that 1t is resolved with full 
aqua~ opportunity, and equal prote·ction under the laws for every 
·Arner1can, regardless of race, color and creed. 

"It is a fact, of course; that some Democrats in the South 
have fully embraced the segregationist policy. But it is also a 
fact that the declared pol1cy of the President and of the Un~ted 
States, and of the Democratic Party, as a national party and of 
the leaders of the Democratic Party in Cabinet, and of the leaders· 
of the Democratic Party in the Congress of the United States, .is 
that we will abide by the decisi~ns of the Supreme Court r~lating 
to desegregation, and not only atiide by them, we applaud them, 
and sup'Dort them. And furthermor~1 that we will take action at 
the· a&:tinistrative level, and at tne legislative level, to .. 
implement civil rights and civil libert1es or human rights, and 
th1s we've done. 

"In this recent Congress, we passed for example, the ame~dment, 
the Constitutional amendment to r~peal the poll tax. The admini­
stration has made more appointments on the basis of just competence 
and aQility, without regard for race, than any other previous 
administration--more Negro appointments, to put it frankly~ 
Furthermore, the Justice Department· has in the period of 1s· ~onths, 
entered 19 lawsuits in the federal courts to enforce voting .:r.ights. 
This is twice as many as was ent er·ed the preceding three year~ 
under the Republican administratio.n. It seems to me that this is 
a record that commends itself at least as a sincere effort on .the 
part· of the Kennedy Democratic· administration, to have the ftill 
protection of the law for every citizen." 

.NA'Vv'jlfAN: "Senator Scott, your rebuttal." 

SCOTT: "Well, ;vfr. McCormick's · question points out a .s-ingle 
variance between two states only, but the Democrats have liv~d with 
this variance throughout history,· and notably in this century,, the 
southern Democrats are facing one way; the northern Democrats 



- 13 ... 

are fa·cing another. Civil rights legislation was deferred 
entirely, except for the poll tax Constitutional amendment, which 
a great many Republicans supported. The Senator knows how hard 
I worked for it. Not only that, the literacy test, backed strongly 
by Republicans was defeated by a filibuster which the Senate 
major1ty was unable to prevent. The housi~ executive order; which 
was supposed to have abolished discrimination in housing by a stroke 
of the pen--as the President said when campaigning--confronts us 
with the fact that the pen has never stroked. And civil rights 
legislation can never-=and I repeat-~never1 never, never be enacted 
in a Democratic Congress, because of this nopeless schism between 
the northern and the sou~hern Democratic wings. And the real reason 
there was no real attempt at such a decision this time was because 
it was said that there was more important legislation, and they 
would put aside the civil rights legislationo 

"I don't think there can be more important legislation than to 
protect the dignity and the rights of human beings." 

~~N: "Elie Abel, a question for Senator Scott, please." 

ABEL: "Senator, more than once, during the period between 
1953 and 19801 members of your party in the House and the Senate 
kicked over tne traces, went against the administration or 
threatened to, on the matter of foreign aid to communist countries. 
On everr occasion that I can think of, when President Eisenhower 
appealed for support on this issue. He managed to get most of your 
party in line, and you voted in favor of giv1ng him the necessary 
discretion to extend--in his judgment, when the national interest 
was furthered by it. How is 1t that when a Democratic President 
makes the same request, in essentially the same language, so .many 
members ~f your party in both houses, refuse to give him that dis= 
cretion? 

SC1TT: "Well, Mro Abel, in the first place, under President 
Eisenhower, as under President Kennedy, Republicans~=many of them 
have refused to accept the original administration bill on foreign 
aid. There were, to my recollection, a number of instances where 
the foreign aid program was cut by 500 million, and almost a billion 
on one occasion, and out because of protests that some of this 
money was going to neutrals, or to communist=oriented countries. 
I think the party is quite consistent; we supported a foreign aid 
program this-time of oillions of dollars, but we did s~·ethe American 
people nearly one billion dollars and partly because we did not 
belie~e that foreign aid U. S. money should go to communist 
Yugoslavia, or communist Poland. We were told that we ought to 
watch out for the Polish-American vote, as the Democrats were 
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doing._ But the head of the government in exile in London, of 
the Polish peonile, (Stanlislav 1fikolajic?) begged the Congress, 
before the bil was passed not to heln-onot to vote this aid to communist Poland because it would go to the elite of the commu­
nist top leaders~ it would go as bribes to certain people, and to the army. Ana so I. thinK: we' .re quite consistent in Ol}r reluctance to see Amer1can taxpayers' money go to conunun1st"s. 
And I think those who do vote for it, to go to conununist ·countries, are thoroughly patriotic Americans, but very, very gullible•" 

~~N: "Senator Humphrey?" 

HlTil.PHREY: "Well I don't believe that President . Eisenhower is very gullible. I believe that President Eisenhower is a. great man and a great General, and he was a good President. He had 
differences with the Congress, and surely some of us had d.iffere­ences with him. But President Eisenhower recommended aid to 
Poland and Yugoslavia, and he got it. And may I say to my friend 
from Pennsylvania that most of the aid that's been given to Poland and Yu~oslavia, the communist countries, was given under a 
Republ1can administration, at the request of a Republican Presi­
dent. 

"This year the President of the United States asked for a 
continuation of that same authority, when he found lt ln ~he national interest, vital to our national security, to be able to extend aid--economic aid and food aid to Yugoslav1a and Polando 
Republicans overwhelmingly voted to kill that request, I regret to say. They d}d to Pres~d~nt Kennedy what they did not do to Presiaent Kisenhower. 1 th1nk it shows their obstruction. 

"And now just let me correct the record on one other item. !W friend from Pennsylvania says that you can't pass civil rights legislation in a Democratic Congress. j~Y I rem1nd this Senator from Pennsylvania that the only civil rights legislation that's ever passed a Congres~ in R7 years, ln almost 100 years, was 
passed in the Congress in 1957 and 1960, both Democratically 
controlled"Congresses~-and again in 1952, with the poll tax amendment. 

NE\v;~rAN: "Merrill :·.fueller, a question for Senator Humphrey." 

l~lELLER: "Senator Humphrey, the nation's farmers apnear to 
be strongly against the total regimentation of the administration's 
original agricultural program, the Fr~eman pr?gram. But, as the 
rec·ent referendums have shown, they w1ll marg1nally accept program.e 
of voluntary controls. In view of this, do you expect tne 
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administration to try again for the KennRdy=Freeman program 
next year, or write an entirely new one? 

HUMPHREY: "Well, first of all, the Kennedy=Freeman program 
in its main faa tures has alreadx been adopted by the Congres·s of 
the United States. It was not Just a price support program, nor 
was it just a program exercising controls over production==what 
is called managed abundance. It was a program of land use.. lt 
was a program of conservation; it was a program of improvement 
of agr1cultural income; it was an expans1on of the farmer's 
home administration, the farm credit program. Regrettably, many 
people have interpreted the farm program as having but two 
features--what are you going to do aoout wheat, and what are you 
going to do about feed grains? 

"Well, let me say about wheat first. That section of the 
Freeman, or the Kennedy=Freeman program, the Democratic program, 
was adopted overwhelmingly by the Congr.ess. It is accepted and 
aupnorted by the farmers. It will increase agricultural income. The feed grain section that was originally presented was rejected, 
but the voluntary program that was originally presented in 1961 
by President Kennedy, and Secretary Freeman, which was opposed by 
80 per cent of the Republicans in 19~1, was adopted in the 1982 
law. And I watched Renublican after Republican get up and praise 
the feed grain program, the very one that they tried to kill in 
19~1. Now that feed grain program alone added one billion dollars 
of net income to Amer1can agriculture, the first improvement in 
farm income in eight years.. Furthermore, it reduced government 
sur~lusas by several millionbtons of flieedfgrai~s 1 .anddit1cut the costs or go'(rernment storage y over a al a bll 1on ol ars·o 

"I submit that the American people want a farm program that's 
going to reduce the cost to the taxpayer th~t~ going to help the 
farmer with his income, that's going to bring these surpluses 
within manageable proportions, and that is going to e;ive American 
agricultural producers an opportunity for a better l1ving. This 
is the nature and the outline of the administration farm program 
which today is reeeiving overwhelming supnort amongst farm 
producers, and the program was designed primarily for farm 
producers and to aid--if I might add--the people, the business 
community, the man on Main Street, where tne farmer comes to spend 
his cash. I think the admiuistration farm program will go down as 
one of its great successes .. 

I&1'Vl~IAN: "Senator Scott." 

SCJTT: '~Jell, I take the word of Senator Aiken, the ranking 
minority member of Agriculture, when he pointed out at the time 
that the farm program would demoralize the milk prod~cers, would 
seriously damage cotton exports, would be very damag1ng to the 
soy bean crop, would increase the cost of feed grains; would 
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increase the cost of bread by one cent a loaf to the housewife, 
that it would help some western farmer§ in 1963, but the axe 
would fall on them in '64; and I am glad that at least we· , 
knocked out the program under which dairy farmers would go t~o 
jail for not answer1ng--for not complying with certain reguo 
lations. 

"Now to return to some things I hadn't had e. chance to 

~
but. In the 1957 and 1960 ciy11 right(' bill , were introduced 
_Preiident Ei~~nho.wer1 tlie R~ l~'"'were 1ntroduced by hi(' .tit

1
torney nera and untll Yres1dent ~lSe!utower, there were ho c1v1 

rights bills introduced. On the question of obstructionism of 
the Republicans, I ppint out th~t Republican~ voted a12:a~nst three and eight-tenths billions of dollars proposed by a pr~m1nent 
Democratic spokesman in the Congress, ana I'm glad they did. And 
I point out too, on the question ,6f politics, that Senator· 
Humphrey a few days ago said that in his opinion, Cuban develop­
ments helped the Democrats in their election. ftnd that doesn't 
sit well with his statement that there should be no politics in 
the Cuban affairo" 

NEIUO,III Me 
~U:Ltil~ • "Robert McCormick; a question for Senator Scott." 

McC0RMJCK: "Senator Scottt do you think the Republicans are 
in any t~ouble, in connection w1th the President's ~fudicare 
program? 

SCOTT: "I think the Reuublicans have the best of that issue 
because in the first place, the Medicare program would only. proviAe 
25 per cent of one's hospitalization. It provided no care by your 
own doctor, by your own surgeon. It did not meet the terrible 
~roblem of catastrophic illness. It would add to the cost of Social 
Security 17 per cent, and if you'll take the working period of a 

l
oung man, starting let's say, in 1925, he would ~ay total Social 
~curity taJes, inoiudipg this addlieddingretnent .of 7 per 9ent, over 1s 40 \Vork1ng years, whl!n he reac e 6 , he Wll av~ pa1d 1n over 
4,000. Yet the average period of illness of a person over 85 

works out at about between seven and nine days a year. And all 
this against their stories--I've heard kinds of stories like 
Medicare will cost you a cent a day, or 25 cents a week. The true 
fact is that Medicare, plus the other Social Security, will add a 
great burden. 

"Whereas the Republican proposal is for a voluntary bill which 
will permit your own physician and your own doctors-=it provides 
for catastrophic illness, and it meets the problems of hospitalization 
and extended care in home; it's a better bill, and unlike the King= 
Anderson bill, is not compulsor¥, and unlike the Kinp,-Anderson bill, 
applies to everyone, and is ava1lable to them, and doesn't merely 
attempt to provide aid to those who need it least. And those who 
need it most have to contribute to the cost of paying for those 
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who don't need it at all .. " 
NEWMAN: "Senator Humphrey .. " 
HlP..WHREY: "First I would like to co1~rect the reoordo 

Senator Humphr.ey tl~s never made a politicltl statement about the Cuban 1ssue. 1 d1d not say that Cuba wou~d help Democrats. I think President Kennedy has helped humanity. I think his 
statesman~hip has helped humanity live, ana it has relieved us, at least for the temporary perioa, and I hope for a long time to 
come~ ~rom the specter of nuclear holocaust. This is my concern about 1t. 

"And let me say a word about so=called Medicare.. The 
Re~ublican spokesman has already told you that it doesn't 
affect doctors, and that's right. Your free choice of doctor 
is still your American privilege. And under the so-called 
administration hospital and health care vrogram, your fr~e choice of hospital is also guaranteed. You don t nave to take the oath of poverty and be assigned to a county or a state hospital .. 
You are entitl~d ~san American ~itiiBnft by,r~ght.of1~aw~.to go 

iQ the hosn1ta1 or your cho1ce, for ais nosn1ta 1za~~on, ~0 aaYs.or n~rs1n~ home.care, and 2 t o ~2vlalts, and a sBo 1agnost1c c11n1cai s~rv1ces6 The cos -- 1 .(10 a year, ~ • to the employer, $~GOO to the employee .. Wby do we advocate it? 
Because when people grow older, they have a higher incidence of 
illnes~~ ~nd when they're oyer 65, ~hey remain twice.as.long in a liosp1~alo And every Amer1can fam1ly knows that th1s 1s a serious burd~n to the American family. And the medical~~the 
hospital progrAm, I believe, represent~ a humane approach to one of our most serious ~roblems of today.' 

NEWMAi~: "And Sander Vanocur, a question for Senator Humphreyo" 
VANOCUR: "Senator, a follow=up to the question on J'edicareo 

rffedicare could not even get out of a Democratic House Ways & means 
~ommittel!., When the Senate tried to bring this bil~ up, it Wflfil a Vemocrat1c Senator, .a member of the Senate Democrat1c 1eadersh1p and a close friend of the President Senator Smathers, who cast the defeating vote.. Now, does the ?resident want support from the 
Democrats like he got from Senator Smathers? Does he want these 
kind of Democrats elected? I return to this question, what 
difference does it make if more Democrats get elected"?'0 

HU;Jfi>HREY: "Well, I think the difference is rather obvious, because the vast majority of the Republicans, over BO ner cent of them, oppose the so-called Medicare program, the hospital and nursing home care program~ I believe we received five votes from 
the Republicans, if I'm not mistaken, out of their 35 members of 
the Congresso We're entitled: on the basis of the facts, to moreD 
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because the ~rogram is a bi part is an progra::n. Its co-s nons o.r 
was Senator Jav1ts in the Senate, of New York. Now, as far as 
the House Ways and "~leans Committee is concerned.. Mr. Vanoour, 
that committee was loaded this year with tax legislation, with 
legislation relating to the foreign trade bill, and franKly 
did not have the time for full consideration of a complex measure, 
such as the Medicare program.. The President, however; has said, 
let's take this to the country, and we're taKing it to the 
country~ We received 48 votes in the United States Senate for 
it, ana 43 of those, as I recall it, or 44, were Democratic votes~ 

"This was over twoothirds of the Democratic majority, and we 
want more Democrats that are ~oing to support J,feilicare. In fact, 
we'll have Republicans t~t w1ll support Medicare. We ask our 
h.epublicans to help us, because this nrogram is sensible, it's 
constructive, I th1nk 1t's responsible. It is advance pre­
payment, social insurance; it is under the true and tr1ed, 
tested system of Social Security~ It represents an approach, 
a ways and a means to approach the serious problems of health 
care

1
o{.our ~lderly cit1zens~ The lar.£er p~rcentaee of.our •th 

DPDU a lOU w1 I be age 6b ana over. w~ must come to gr1ps w1 thls problem. 

"And by the way, the administration program did not abolish 
Group Health, or Blue Shield or Blue Cross, or other private 
insurance programs. Indeedt to the contrary, it included them 
and provided for administration of this nrogram through such 
programs as Blue Cross. I believe that we nave a gooa program 
and what we need now is a full discussion of it in this campaign. 
We're getting that discussion, and I'm convinced that many a 
member of Congress will be elected or defeated on the bas1s of 
what he proposes to do about this growing problem and issue in 
this country of the hospital and nursing home and health care of 
our senior citizens, health care that is costly, health care that 
drains resources, and health care that can be paid for honestly 
and legitimately under Social Security." 

Nh~N: "Senator Scott." 

SCOTT: "Well, I note first of all that Senator Humphrey 
says that you can keep the Blue Cross, but of course if you're 
unaer the Social Security program, you keep the Blue Cro§s all 
ri~ht, provided you're w1lling to pay twice for your health care. 
Th1s would be double paYment for substantially the same health 
care, and he slides by that by saying it woula be administ~red 
under Blue CrossL andtthat's auite a differenttthin~, andthe also ttoes not tell you tna tne mett1care cost 1s no fre~ or 1 1s 
not a very small sum of money like $12. It provides for a 
deductible, just like you have a collision deductible of your 
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automobile nolicy, and you've got to pay $90 for the first nine days, $10 a·day or if you're ill for ~5 days, there's a provision 
that youtpaY.$20, a~d we had a

1
better bill, and thath's thB 

tmpor~an thtng. 1 m persona! y very concerned. ! ave been 
wrtting health bills and pushing them since 1947, and I have 
supported much health leg1slation, all of it except this bill, 
wh1ch 3imply didn't do the job. We're not against health care for older ~eople, but we are for it to get tne best possible bill 
and do it 1n the American way without this urge, this push for 
compulsion. And more on the general i~sue of obstruction, I Doint.out, th~ Democratic.cbalrman ofnthe Rouse and Senate voted 3H7 ttmes agatnst the admlntstratton. 

NE\W~N: "I.~ust stop you there Sen&tor, beeaus~ that ends our que~ttons. Now, each mhn is to ~ave three and a half minutes for a chosing statement. Senator Humphrey, would you begin, 
please? 

ffiJMPHREY: ~¥ell, J'm hop~ful, my fellpw Americans that this debate, or this discusston, between a Republican and a bemocrat 
has been of some helndtohyou. tl've n~ver b~en convincedtthat the aeoates alone provtde t ~ rae s on all the 1ssue~, but a least it arouses the interest in the issues, and I ask you to take a good look at what has been said here tonight, to study 
it, and then to examine these issues carefully on the ba§is of your own information and come to your own conclusionso It seems to me that during this past week, we have witnessed what I call 
the strong leadership that America has longed for and asked for, 
the leadership that this country voted for when it elected 
President Kennedy to be the President of this nation. I repeat, 
it is a brilliant leadership, it is a firm leadership, without 
being arrogant. · 

•t . "It1isda r~~ol~etleadersbiv witho~t bei~g belli£erent,Band l 1s a ea ershlP a takes·tnto constderatton tlie r~ct~ o the nuclear age1 fiuc ear power, or the space age, the fact t at 
we have responstbilities, not only to ourselves, but to every 
human being on the face of this earth. And I know that there 
millions of mothers and fathers tonight that are eternallf 
L"J'tt.tefulkthat ~he President of thB Uni~ed Sta~es, who durtn!!. h thlS wee lias uad tremendOUS proolems uefore ulm anu Wltn WnlC 
he's had to come to grips, that this Presi. d 9n t has h een able to 
lead our country to the paths of honorable peace, and that he has not had to be the war leader, so to speak, but rather has 
been the peace leader. I can think of no greater honor that we 
oan pay to those who have perished in the wars for our freedom 
on this Veteran's Day, November 11, than the fact that we have 
saved the lives of hundreds of thousands, possibly millions of 
people, by the art of diplomacy, by careful negot1ation, by a 
President who thought every day and every hour, of how he could 
spare this nation and this world from the nuclear holocaust, and 

I 



at the same time preserve our honor, at the same time rid this 
hemi~pher~ of Sov1et penptratiou, ~nd at th~ same time turn back 
the thrust of the commun1sts and or Soviet power. 

"My fellow Americans, we've had a great victory this weeke 
We're going to have many more trials ahead of us, man1, many 
mor~. ~1·~ face y~t the diffic~lt problems i~ Berli~, ~n the Middle 
~ast, a 1 over, uut I submlt to you tnat we re beg1nn1ng to w1n 
this struggle for freedom. We're be~inning to win it of course, 
in Western Euro:P.e, where the Connnon mark~t i$ a IJtiracle -of this 
decade. 1 t is Ii·fr. Khrusuchev that's having the troubles thea e 
da~s. His own econo~ is wobblyo His agr1culture is ~ failure. 
He s having difficult1es amongst his own leadership. The Chinese 
and Soviet relationships are at the breaking point. Mr. Khrushchev 
hasn't won Africa. He hasn't won in Latin America. He hasn't 
even won in the Soviet Union, because Communism is a collossal 
failure, and freedom today as we express it is the hone of the 
world, and it has strong leadership~ firm leadership in the 
President and backed by the Democratic Partyo" 

NEViMAN: "Senator Scott, your closing statement, please." 

SCOTT: "I listened very carefully, and it sef~ to me that 
all.oftthe sentiments sQ wariDlyHe~ressed aoq for e most part 
~o JU~ ly express~d by ~enato~ um hrey coul~ eQua y apply tp 
the elght_vear~ or Pre~ident ~ise ow~~· It s ~he r~spo~slbi~ity 
of every Yres1dent to keep the peace 1r he can, and to f1ght 1f 
he must, to preserve our freedom, and our concern is great as 
~.mericans, that this be done. I would point out that General 
Eisenhower has made this point repeatedly. But he has made some 
other~. He s~ys we have had~ partial gain only--I'rn paraphr~sing 
him~-hh~ says that afpromise.or1th~ Kus~1ans to withdr~w a part 
of t e1r a~ms only rom a s1ng e uase does not solve the whole 
Droblem, that the m~jor threats remain, and he s~ys for the 
Soviets, the partial pull=back is normal. -and broken promises are 
usual. Now, I also add on my own that 1n guarantee1ng Castro 
against invasion, we have seriousiy alarmed our South ~rnerican 
neighbors and one Latin American diplomat so informed me this 
afternoon. 

"We have prolonged the problem while we wait for Khrushchev 
to drop the other shoe, and 1t is to be noted that Khrushchev 
said that within the last few days, that after November the 8th, 
he will make certain demands in Berlin. He has said what they 
will be. He will demand that there be a peace treaty between 
the two Germanies, that Berlin be put under the United Nations, 
that the presence of Soviet troops.in W~st Berlin be.accepted t 
as symbol1c. He has said that he 1s go~ng to recogn~ze the Eas 
g~~~Us~e~~gl~ge itn%afta~t0tetR:ife~~Anf!ato~gtRg~i~kemfa~ta 
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,. 
concession, and to us a very important one, in Cuba, that 
Khrushchev will noV£ tt.trn ~rounP. ,find feel that the eo}.d war is over ana that the ~ov1et has no resources. This is lncredible, 
no one is asked to believe it. We have many perilous days 
ahead. We Republicans will continue to urge the President to 
be strong, and I hope we will continue to oe as right as we 
were in the Cuban thingo 

"Now, one correction, if-... 1 did read just before I came on 
this program, a news release which said that Senator Humphrey 
had indicated that the Cuban developments would help the D~mo­
crats in this elecgion! but if I'm wron~, I don't Rress the 
~~~~~!niyddfant¥esaynft~rb~fY!•ff ~~g~'ni~a{h~tneise~ei:ase. 

"Now, President Eisenhower has al§o pointed out that this 
administration and the citizens who will vote on it and vote 
to elect their ~eople should not forget that the solution of a 
single ~roblem does not bar them from choosing their candidates 
on all the other issues where the present adm1niatration has 
fallen short, and he has cited unemployment continuing 
deficits and the implication that state participation 1n local 
~rojects depended not on the right of these states, but that 
feder& doors will be open to members of one party and not to 
another. I rest on General Eisenhower's statemento" 

Nh1VMAN: "Thank you, Senator Scott; thank you, Senator 
Humphrey." 



Minnesota 
Historical Society 

Copyright in this digital version belongs to the Minnesota 
Historical Society and its content may not be copied 

without the copyright holder's express written permis­
sion. Users may print, download, link to, or email content, 

however, for individual use. 

To request permission for com mercial or educational use, 
please contact the Minnesota Historical Society. 

1 ~ W'W'W.mnhs.org 


