HUMPHREY TV PROGRAM WITH BROOM AND SUMNER
FEBRUARY 8, 1963

IITRODUCTION: (The first part of Intro. was cut off ,.. its outetanding
Government leaders on this program for the Minnesota area. Today, however,
Senator Humphrey will be on the other side of the interview answering
questions by two Washington newspaper men. Now first, here is Senator
Hugphrey .

HUMPHREY: Well thank you. I'm very pleased to welcame to this program
two of Weshington's outstanding correspondants and two who are well-known
to Mimnesota eudiences. Mr. William Broom and Mr. William Sumer. Mr.
Broom, Mr. Sumer. Now these gentlemen cover the news of Washington for
the nation-wide Ritter publications., Their by-lines, as I said, are very
familiar to us out hame in the 5t. Paul Pioneer Press, and wp in Duluth,
in the Dwluth News Tribune and Herald, snd I should say the St. Paul
Dispatch, as well, so I'm going to teke & big risk today---I'm going to
put myself in thelr tender hands and let them ask whatever questions they
might went to in the hopes thet I might be able to at least give an intel-
ligent response. This is a totally un-rehearsed program, so I think I'il
Just twm to you first, Mr. Broom, and let you ask question number 1.
BROCM: Senator, several commentators including youwrself have indicated

that the Administration could have avoided some of the controversy over
Cuba during recent weeks had it spoken out with a little more candor. Are
you satisfied now thet the American people have all the facts that they



need?

HUMPHREY: It is ny view that the squebble and confusion here over the Cuba
issue wvas revived vhen the story came out ebout the Bay of Pigs operation,
vhen the Attorney General indicated that there had never been any camitment
of ailr cover. This threw everything right back into the headlines and 1t
became & partisan matter. Ihmfoltthntthem:ls:mm'bMMt
with & bit irresponsibly by some of the critics and I've said a nmuber of
times that there was & lack of frankness and candor in the earlier weeks
here from the Administration. Becsuse of this, I spoke out and urged
public heearings, for exsmple, rather than these executive secret sessions.
I urged that the Administration tell the American pecple all of the facts
insofar as we have those facts. I'm happy to say that's what the President
has deme. That's vhat the Secretary of Defense did, I thought admirsbly,
Robert McNamare in this splendid presentation of scme days ago. Now this
is what the Director of Centeral Intelligence, Mr. McCone has done. Yes,
I believe that we now have the facts, I say, insofar as we can ascertain
the facts. Now there is, cbviously, some risk involved here. We can't
be sure of all developments in Cuba. We are not in Cuba. Nevertheless,
we have a good intelligence system, We have a good flow of information,
a constant flow of information fram Cuba, and as you know, we've been taking
aerial photographs of the Cuban military installations, of their highways,
of their ports; and we've been doing this daily. So I would say that the
pecple have been pretty well informed now sbout Cuba. But again, as I
wvant to repeat, there may be same things there that we do not Imow, but
the Administration 1s not keeping anything back.
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SMIER: Well, Senator, would pou say on this seme line, that this is an
exepple of say bad news mansgement. For instence, if the American public
had been given this information over a period of weeks of since the crisis
iteelf, thus cbviating the need for this "over=kill" by Mclamera the other
day, do you think that would lessen the partisan approach to this Cuba
matter?

HMPHREY: I believe that the President thought that the information was
being given to the people, and he, of course, in his own prees conferences
stated quite candidly seversl weeks agoe that he lmew whet the situation to
be in Cuba. But let's be very frenk sbout it. A certain nuber of our
friends on the other side of the isle decided to make this quite an issuee~-
Mr. Keating was back at it, Senator Dirkson was back at it. It made head-
lines. There were all such charges made and I thought the mistake that
wvas being made vas the fact that the Administration didn't respond to these
charges soon enough. I thought that they ought to have been nailed, as we
sey, right now. The President was of the opinion that this wes unnecessary.
Now we've invalved ourselves without exposing our intelligence system.
When Mr, Mcllamare went to all the trouble of giving the American people this
information, he cbviocusly weakened the whole intelligence system to answer
the partisan critics. I would hope that the people would keep in mind that
17,000 troops in Cuba are herdly any match for the 1,500,000 troops that
we have in the United States. Nevertheless, the main ddnger of Cuba is
the subversion base, the propaganda base that it means to the Westemn
Hemisphere. So the problem in Cuba is not merely militery. In fact, it is
maybe lees military than otherwise. It's a problem of political penetration,
& prcoblem of subversion, & problem of uneasiness throughout the whole
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Western Hemisphere, particularly in the Cardlibean area. And vhat I think
ve ought to do, and what I sald is it will do us no good to rake over old
coals. It doesn't do us eny good to go back and try to find out why did
Fidel come to power, was this Elsenhower's fault, was the Bay of Pigs
Kennedy's fault. MHe said he took full responsibility for it. What I think
is more importent is vhere do we go from here. What do we plan for tomorrow.
¥hat sbout Hedti? What ebout the Damicien Republic? What about Pansma?
What sbout the theeats that come to all the Carribean nations? What 1s
our plan for Cuba if Cubs could be liberated. What do we have to offer.
What kind of & political program are we going to pose for these people? You
can't go back to Batista. If that's all you have to offer the Cubans will
most likely stay with Fidel. BSo you've got to go out in front, it seems
to me, with a program of progressive reform and & counter attack program
of guerilla tactics of inside penetration of Cuba, of subversion within
Cuba. And I've talked to pecple who have some pretty good ideas sbout that.
BROGM: Benator, I womder if we might twrn now to a subject I lmow would
interest a lot of people out in Minnesota. As you are aware, Britain's
bid for entering into the Camon Market was twned down rather sumarily
recently. A lot of people think this may result in e new protectionism
in Western Burcope. And e lot of other people have sumised that it may be
that the Americen farmer msy have to bear the brunt of that particular
protectionism, and this is pretty serious because Western Burope is the
farmer's biggest market.
HUMPHREY: Yes, this is very, very serious. The entire development about
the Cammon Market in recent monthe, recent weeks, has been very serious in
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many ways. Firet of all it has shaken the North Atlantic Treaty Alliance.
It surely has caused great difficulties. The canflict between DeGaul in
France snd McMillian in Great Britain caused grest difficulties among the
six partners of the Common Market. France today has taken a very stemm
position of refusal of permitting Great Britain to come in. Now, what
does this mean to us. Well I think it memne several things. First of
all, as I gald, the wneasiness politically in the Alliance, I believe, makes
it more Aifficult for us to realize what we call the Atlantic Commmnity,
which is a major political development if it can be brought about. A
political development of strength politically, econamically, and militerily.
To our farm people, the Common Market is offering some serious problems
because what you have in the Common Market today ss far as Agriculture is
concerned, the lowering of barriers within the Market so that you've got
a free flow of goode between Italy and France and Gemmany, for example,
1lifting the barriers, is raising the barriers on the outside. We've seen
this ebout our poultry industry, for example. Broilers going into Germsny.
We'lve lost a vast smount of export business here. Now what we are going
to have to do, it seems to me, is te insist through our negotiations, that
fair trestment be given to owr camwodities and we mey heve to take some
rataliation, I hope not, but I think that we heve to let the French, and
the Germans, and others lmow that if they're not going to play feir by us,
gince we're a large importer of their cammodities, we import millions of
dollare fram these countries, millions of dollars of goods, then we mey
have to take snother look. Butmmimmtly,lhelmethmmother
markets to develop. In Japan, for example, in South Americe, in the outer
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seven of Burope. That's the Scandenavian countries, and Great Britain
and others, thet's vhat they call the Burcpean Free Trade Aves, the
EFTA group. There are seven coulitries there as compared with the six

in the Common Market. let's develop these markets more. Let's give

same trade privileges to some of our friends in the outer seven and at
the same time keep tyying hard to develop merkete in the Camuon Market.
I think thaet this is just an adjustment period, Bill, I reelly mean that
in a short period of time the Coamson Market will do exectly what we said
it will do, it will improve econamic and trede relationshipe within and
without the Market, and what we need to do is bury down now trying to find
nev markets in other parts of the world as we seek to penetrate the Common
Market.

SUMNER: Senator, getting on to & subject that semms to be very werm now
in Minnesota---

HUMPHREY: I'm glad it's warm now in Mimnesota---

SUMER: -~-In spite of the temperature, how do you view the compramise

the Steel Worker's Uniom has made with the camgpanies in regard to a

taconite amendment?
HUMPHREY: Well, I felt that wvhatever we could do to bring sbout taconite

development, the invesiment @ a teconite plant in Minnesota, is all to

the good. It has been ny suggestion end my hope that we wouldn't just wlit
for a Constitutional amendment because that would take same time no matter
how much support it has. It is very difficult to amend owr state constitution
even though I have a feeling that this amendment might succeed. But in the



meantime, I would hope that the Legislature of Mimnesota would pass the
Teconite statute that would do very much the same thing as a taconite
Constitutional amendment. And if the amendment come on later on, if that's
the will of the pecple of the state, then the statute would not be necessary,
but I don't want to leave anything untried that would bring out the possibility
of new investment in taconite in Mimnesota. This is & great new frontisr
out there for us, and we need to encourage it in every possible way. And

I appeal on this television broadeast, as I've dome privately to the steel
campanies, 4o make youwr investment in Mimnesota. It pays off. There are
steel compenies, reserved mining, and area mining there in Mimnesota.
They're doing well. #And the big steel company up in Minmesota is U.S, Steekl,
Oliver Mining. And I hope that they'll make a great investment in our state.
They really owe it to Mimnesota to do so, and beside that, I think that
they'll do quite well economically.

BROGM: Senator, as we talk to o lot of Senators and Congressmen, like
yourself, around here, we find they aren't getting much mail fram the

grass routes asking for a tax cut or supporting the President's request ‘}.«; \
for a tax cut. Do you think this mey slow down consideration and eventual '
passage of & tax cut bill this yeer?

IUMPHREY: No, I don't. You have to expect that the mail that comes in now
will be primerily mail that is critical of the President's tax progrem.
Bverybody more or less assumes that they're going to get the tax cut, but
what they're worried sbout is what kind of reforms are going to be tacked

on to the tax cut. And so vhat we're getting now is a flow of mail against
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certain suggested reforms. I feel that it is very importent that this
tax cut be made and ae I've told you privately and for your newspapers,
I believe it needs to be made quickly because the real impact of the tax
cut will be whether or not it's large enough. It will be based on vhether
it's large enough end soon enough. And if it isn't large enough it's not
going to help owr econamy, and if it isn't socon enough it's going to be too
late. 5o lets get on with it, and I hope that we can have some tex refomm
with it. In fact, I think that many of the reforms are good, but I do
not want to delay the tax cut Just on the basis that you've got to get
all the reforme I spoke sbout, quite frankly sbout it to the Administretion
and the Congress,
SUMER: Well, is the Administration giving up on its demands for a tax
reform?
HUMPHREY: To, No, nor am I. But I'm a realist and what I find in Congress
is that you may have a mark towards which you point end shoot. Sometimes
you don't quite make that. All thet Senator Humphrey is saying is that
the major issue is the tax cut itself cause the purpose of the tax message
was to bring the capital into the privete market, end that's what you get
out of a tax cut., Now I think the feforms are helpful, I think they're
mendatory. Therefore, I feel that let's try to put the best package together
ve can, but let's not delay so long that it won't be effective. I'm afraid
that we're going to have to call this show to a halt, Gentlemen. By the
vay I went to thank you both very much {lwr appearing, and I want to sssuwre
the people of Mimesota that we have here two of the outstanding reporters
of the Netion's Cepitel and I want to bring them back to this show once egain.
Now two weeks fram now we'll be with you, end until then, so long.
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ANNOUNCER: This has been Senator Hubert H. Humphrey of Minnesota gho

wae intervieved todey by reporters Willism Broom and William Sumer,
of the Ritter Publications.
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