
HINNESOTA RADIO TAP ·~ OF s-~PT . 4, 1963 

FOR BROADCAST vJEEK BEGIITNING SEP~ . 8 

Ladies and centlemen---

This is Senator Hubert Humphrey, reporting to you 

from my office on Capitol Hill in vJashington, D. c ••••• 

This week the Senate begins an historic and important debate • 

• 
The question is P*'4 we ratification of the treaty banning tests 

of nuclear Heapons in the atmosphere, outer-space and unde:nvater. 
: ' ~. 

I have discussed this i ssue Hith you before , Host of you 

knou that I have Horked for a United States ef.:'ort to secure a 

careful and safeguarded test ban agreement for the past seven . 

years . I have participated several times in ne gotiations for a 

test ban in Geneva, Svdzerland, most recently in February of this 

year. A few weeks ago , I journeyed to Eoscow to witness the 
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signing of the treaty by representatives of the United States, 

Great lritain and the Soviet Union . 

(' ince then, the Senate Coruni ttee on Foreign Relations has 

conducted full- time hearings on the treaty' s provisions . I and 

other members of the Committee have heard testimony from dozens of 

expert witnessess, including our chief government and diplomatic 

leaders , military officials and scientists. 

The overwhelming preponderance of testimony from these wit-

nesses pointed to the need for ratification of the nuclear test 

ban treaty. The conclusion of almost all of the political, 

military and scientific officials was that the troaty is in our 

national interest and is consistent with our national security 

policy. 

There has been time for those 1-rho have doubtss or quest ions 

about the treaty to express thenselves . I have respected those 

questions, and in the past several weeks have attempted to answer 
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them in my statements in vlashington and my reports to you . 

But ri;:;;ht ncrr,T--as the Senate begins full debate on the 

treaty---let me suggest that it is time to look at the positive 

achievements and opportunities represented by the nuclear test ban 

treaty. i;,Je are a positive-minded people , and I suspect that 

many Americans have heard enough about the risks and dangers, 

the weapons aspects , the military security problems and the 

scientific nuances of the treaty. 

It is time for us to get back to a full understanding of 

the basic purposes and effects of the treaty. 

First, the treaty---by ending atmospheric nuclear testing- - -

will end contamination of our atmpsphere by radioactive fallout . 

Second, the treaty reduces the risk of accidental nuclear 

war11 

Third, the treaty reduces the spread of nuclear weapons and 

the capacity to produce v-1eapons by other nations • 
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-- 4 --

Fourth, the treaty represents the first breakthrough in the 

field of disarmament and arms control since lvorld ·Far II, and is 

a first , practical step on a path 1-rhich could lead to other sig.., 

nificant safeguards for peace. 

Let us never f orget that the central goal of this nation in 

the Horld is a just and enduring peace. That is the reason we 

keep our military forces and strength. And that is the essential 

reason for the nuclear test ban treaty. 

I expect that the Senate will reflect the Hidespread support 

by the American people f or this goal, and will ratify the nuclear 

test ban treaty by an overwhelming majority. 

(END) 



MINNES:>'l'A RADIO TAPE OF SEPTa 10, 196~ 

FOR BJDADCAST WEEK BEGINNING SEPT. 15 

Ladies and gentlemen~ 

This is Senator lhbert H~• reporting to you 

from my office on Oapitol H1l1 in Wubington, D.O. 

As I record this report to you now 1 the Senate is engaged in one 

of the most signitioant debates of this decade--on the treaty to ban 

the testing of nuclear weapons in the atmosphere, outer-space and 

underwater. 

Last week, I reported to you the most important advantages of the 

nuclear test ban treaty to the United states and to the cause of peace. 

I stressed that this treaty will reduce radioactive fallout, that it 

will halt the spread of nuclear weapons to other nations, and that it 
' ·~· 
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represents the first bl' akthrou~ in the field ot arms contro~ since 

World Wa%' II. 

I know that ~~~any AJnericans are ooncemed about the military and 

scientitio aspects of the treaty. It is 11\V conclueion~ter yeare 

of study' and more recently atter hearing the testimony of expert w1 t-

nesses-that the nuclear test ban treaty is entirel7 consistent with 

our national. securit,' policies. 

It is impprtant for an:r citizen who has any doubts about the treat;y 

to understam that the real experts--tho men Vi th all the knowledge 

necesaa17 to reach wise judgD~ents for the national. intereat- teatifi.ed 

unanim.o\18l7 that the risks of the nuclear test ban treaty are not sig. 

nificant enough to offset the detJni te advantages• 

Here are what 1501118 of those experts said to the Foreign Relations 

OOJII!1i ttee 1 

Secretary of Defense Robert s. McNamaraa "The risks under the trelaty 

are either small or under control •• • the values of the treaty are substantial 
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even if we consider only the mUitary are The scales are claarly 

tipped in fi!YOr or the treat)". It hu m:r unequivocal support.• 

Here is what General Maxwell 'l'qlor, Chairman of the Joint Chiefs 

of Staff, said to the cOI!I!Jitteer •It is the judpent of the Joint 

Chiets of staff that, 1i' adequ te safeguards are established, the 

risks inherent in the treaty an b accepted in order to seek the 

important gains which be .chieved through a stabilization of in-

temational relat10DS and a move toward a peacetul. envircmment in which 

to seek resolution of our difference •" 

Dr. Glenn T. Seabor8J Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission, 

testifi.ed ae .f'ollowaa IIThere are some risks but they are minor. In 

the 
the balance, the advantage is in favor or improving .. security of our 

country if we enter into this treat)"•" 

Many other experts who have access to all, up-to-date m:lli t817 

and scientific information, testif'::l.ed in fa-vor or the treaty. They 

inclwle John MoConew Director or the Cmtral Intell.keftoe Agencn Dre 
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George B. Kistiakowsk;Y, f ormer special assistant for science and teoh• 

nologr to President Eisenhower) Dr. Herbert York, fomer director of the 

Lawrence Radiation Laborato17 and Director of Defense Research and En• 

Gineer1ng under both President E1senhower and President Eennednaand 

Dr. Harold Irown, present Director of Defense Research and l!hgineering tor 

the Deparbnent of Defcr.:.e. 

The t estjJoony of such men helped pave the ~ay to Senate ratification 

of the nuclear test ban treaty. But let all of ua remelliber that the 

essential reas:> n for the Un1 ted States effort to secure this apeement 

and for the SEilate to ratifY the treatt 1s that ~ represents hope for 

peace and mankind, it brings light to the darkness of anxiety in the 

nuclear age, and that it is a step forward for peace. 

The step mq be modest, small and shaley'. lbt so is the first step 

that a baby takes in his lifetiM. 

(END) 
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11rm:soTA TtADIO TAPE oF s ·:PI' . 18 , 1963 

FOR BmADCAST WEEK BEGINNTim SEPI' . 22 

Ladies and gentlemen---

This is Senator Hubert Humphrey, reporting to you 

from my of fice on Capitol Hill in Washington, D. C. 

As I record this report to you, the Senate is nearing the end 

of its long and careful debate on the nuclear t est ban treaty, 

There is no questi on norr t hat the Senate will ratify the treaty---

and by an impressive margin of votes . 

The treaty is a modest but significant step ahead in our 

Nation ' s quest for safeguarded peace. And it is the first major 

breakthrough in the f ield of arms control since vlorld War II . At 

this time, I am proud of the Senate and proud of the Nation . Today, 
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the United States stands before the Horld 1rith proKf of its ded-

ication to the cause of peace. 

A part of our strategy for peace, of course, is the maintenance 

of strong and up- to-date defense forces and facilities . The United 

States must continue to spend immense sums for our defensive strength. 

That is the subject of a report released this week by a Senate 

Small Business Subcommittee of 1-.rhich I am chairman. My subcommittee 

spent -vmeks studying \Ihat we call the rtJX1pact of Defense Spending on 

Labor 0urplus Areas . 11 He conducted hearings at lvhich the top econ-

onic exerts in this area testified. The result of this detailed and 

extensive study are distrubing, and challenge us in the government to 

adopt new policies and programs for defense spending. 

You will remember that both Presidents Eisenhower and Kennedy 

have emphasized the importance of placing enough defense contracts and 

military bases in our areas of high unemployment to help boost the local 

economic opportunitiqs of those areas . 

(more) 



- - 3 --

It has been the avowed national policy of this country to place 

a proper number of defense contracts in economically- distressed areas---

but this policy has been a complete failure . My subcommittee reports 

that more than 12 per cent of our people live in areas of high unem-

ployment---but only four per cent of all defense contracts are m..rarded 

to those areas • 

The report also concludes that shifts of defense spending from 

one region of the country to another have actually created a signi-

ficant number of economically distressed areas . From the Korean War 

year s to 1961, the shift of emphasis from weapons , ammunition and 

tank- automotive equipment to missiles and electronics facilities has 

decreased the share of defense contracts in the East- North Central 

States from 27 per cent to 11 per cent. 

The danger, of course, is that defense contracts have been moving 

more and more to limited areas of the country---namely California and 

sections of the east coast---leaving in the 1-1ake many new areas of 
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high unemployment in other areas of the country. 

The Nation has a responsibility t o continue massive defense pro-. 

grams to maintain our strength in a world challenged by totalitarianism. 

But the Nation and the [;Overnment at the same time have a responsibility 

to coordinate its defense contracting programs t o assure that one area 

of the countrJ does not profit economically at the expense of another. 

Hy subcor'lr.li ttee report concludes with a series of recommendations 

designed to halt and reverse this pattern. I am determined to work 

for implementation of these recor.mendati ons to as sure success for the 

policy of setting aside a reason3ble number of defense contracts for 

areas with high unemployment. 

(END ) 
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