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oral History Interview 

with 

Edmund S. Musk!& 

January 4, 1966 
washington, D.c. 

By charles T. Morrissey 

For tha John F. Kennedy Library 

is J nuary 4, 1966. In a moment I will 

begin an intarview with Senator Edmund 

s. Musk:ie, D moer&t of Maine. This 

interview will take p~ace in S nator 

Muakie•s off~ce, Room 22~, Old Senate 

Office Building, W bington, D.C. This 

is n interview for the John P. Kennedy 

Li ~ary Oral Biatory Project. 

Th• bast place to start would be 

your first meeting with John Kennedy. 
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if you can rec 11 it. 

Well,·t think it would be eaaier to begin 

with my firat personal reeolleatlona of 

him which really pre4ated my first meeting 

wi tb him. I, of. cour , waa aware of hi• 

ftn.t election as a younq conqreeeman an 

the quite conwiderabl atir that thie 

created among Ma•aachuaetta pol!tieana. 

I :rae 11 it because, at the time, X vaa 

active 1n the affair• of AMVETS, the new 

veterane' Or<]anization which waa formed 

after orl.d war IX, and at one point I 

waa 1nv1ted to become N tional Executive 

))!rector. X think thi waa in Deoember, 

1 50, or Janu ry, 1951. I wa• actually 

eeutive Director for a month until X 

bee OPS Director for Maine in .January 

of 1951, d at that time I waa interested 

in the comment among the as hu~ tee 
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politieians about this new young congressman. 

They viewed the r sult with aome misgivings 

and misapprehensions. I don•t know whether 

the more foresighted of them saw in young 

Jack Kennedy a major political force or 

not, but they certainly recognized his 

political attractions and his political 

potential, and they were disturbed by his 

apparent determination to be independent 

of the "regularu party organization. 

M;y next personal recollections of 

him were in connection with the 1954 

campai9n in Maine. This was the campaign, 

of course, which re ulted in my eleotion as 

Governor and, I suppose, baa historic 

importa ¢e for that reason. But the 

thing that I recall ia the campaign which 

preceded the election. The Maine Democratic 

party was not in good sh pe- As a matter 

of fact, we had reached a low point whidl 
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I 4 eribe ia a le~te~ a• •un r th 

bottom of the barrel" rather than at 

tm bottom of the b rrel. A f of 

us Who were braah enough n young nouvb 

no to rec:ogn1M ilapo"ibl odde thought 

this ~uld be an inter atin exereiae, at 

leaat, in political etion at a tme 

wb n had time to 1ndalg in it, and 

ole like Prank {M. } Coffin and [Donald 

.) Nicoll, Who ia now my ini trativ 

iatant, Harold l)lbot'i , Richard DUbord, 

Pe ry PUrbuab, om Deleh nty, Alton L8aaara, 

and others undertook to put together a 

tt.c:k t y con enaua. t that t tbe 

offices open were the gov•mersbip, the 

US nate seat of Margaret Chase s ith, 

who was tb•n approacbin the nd of her 

fira t re in the S te, nd the three 

congre io al • ts. • felt h t if 

thi exercise Wbieb wer willing to 
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undertake was to be meaningful, we had to 

have a slate across the board and not just 

shoot for one office, even though we felt 

that one office, the Governorship, was 

more vulnerable than others. 

And eo we undertook what I've since 

come to r cognize as an almost impossible 

thing, and that is to kchieve a ticket by 

consensus . Important in this consensus 

was the candidate for the Senate seat. We 

aked a very attractive Colby College 

professor of History and Government, Paul 

Fullam, who was head of the department. 

as a matter of fact, and who bad to get 

the permission of a very conservative 

Republican Board of TrUstees, to run. 

We finally persuaded him to run. There 

were some interesting sidelights on this. 

He h d been an enthusiastic supporter of 

Margaret Smith when ehe first ran, but 
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there had came a period of disillusionment 

for him, for reasons whieh were personal 

to him, which x•m not endorsing or 

otherwise. _ Moreov r, he had a very deep

seated interest in for ign policy and public 

affaire and had a eapaeity for imbuing hi• 

students with a similar enthusia•m, ao h 

was an ideal candidate. He recognized and 

we recognized that the prospects of his 

winning w re pretty •mall, but we felt 

that having him on the ticket would L nd 

a one ana prestig to the entire ticket 

that would help us in the other races. 

It wu very important to us that he 

accept. When he finally did, this 

obviously dis urbed Sen tor smith. t 

say obviously - subsequent to the 

election. She gave no indio tion at th 

time that ah was particularly concern d 

with the weight of her opponent. But h 
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did make an excellent campaign. He 

attracted public attention, and we all 

began to get enthusiastic about his 

prosp eta for winning. So w undertook 

to do everything possible to give hia 

campaign prestige and attention. This 

was a little difficult in the light of 

the fact that the qubernatori 1 race was 

attracting maKimum public attention, 

understandably, and our b at chances ware 

in that campaign . 

So Paul decided to go down to 

Mass chuaetts to try to persuade Jack 

I<ennady to, not so much campaign for him, 

as to appear with him on television . 1954 

w s significant politically, I think, as 

the first year that we had live television 

in Maine, and o w had a captive audience, 

although a amall one, throughout that 

campaign.. People stayed glued to their 
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sets and would watch anything, including 

Democrats. This wa.s the first exposure 

for a lot of those people to Democrats. 

I auapect a great many people, for the 

first time in t heir lives, saw a Democratic 

candidate, and ao this waa quite important. 

It was important th t Paul Fullam 

get on television bee use he was an 

attractive guy and it would be v ry helpful 

if a fellow as attractive as Jack Kennedy 

would appear with h1m, not to attack Margaret 

Smith or in any negative way at all, but 

simply to create a positive picture which 

had attraction for viewers. Jack, under

standing ~at to be the objective, agreed, 

very generously, because no one outside 

of Maine prior to september f 1954 though t 

we were doing anything signifieant politically. 

He very generously agreed to come, and I 

think t he program attracted a gre t deal 

of attention. 
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But I repeat, it was not direct d 

against Senator Smith. Senator Smith, 

clearly, from things she haa told me 

since, viewed this as a per onal attack 

by Jack Kennedy against her. The way 

she reasoned it, and I think still 

reasons it, is that he refused in that 

year to campaign for hie party's 

candidate for the united States Senate 

in Massachusetts, Poster Furcolo, for 

reasons which I'm sure you adduced from 

other witnesses on this oral library. 

The fact that he refused to campaign 

against Leverett Saltonstall but did agre 

to go to Maine meant to her that he was 

doing this out of a personal hostility toward 

her. She refused to recognize that m ybe 

he was just trying to give a helping hand 

to a f6.1 '\ow in Maine whom he admired. That 

side of it pp rently did not impress h r. 
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And so we all had reason to be 

grateful to Jack, nd we beqan, of 

-
cours , that ya r to appreci t th 

qualities which ultimat ly 1 d to his 

suec ssful leation to th pr aid nay. 

My next per•on 1 aontaat with him --

again I had not yet person lly met him 

wa in 1956. I was th n running for 

re l ction for Governor, nd throughout 

thi period x ·h d been strong support r 

of Adl.ai [ .] Stevenson. As a m ttar of 

f ct, in 1952, when w had absolut ly 

no orqanization t 11 in M ine, I r n 

Whatever ~arupaign th re w s for Adl i 

Stev nson and m nag d to rais fiv 

thou and dollars for hi campaign in 

Maine, which waa quite f at in thoe daya. 

So in 1956, he wa anxiou to do 

what v r h could to help me in my campaign 

for re 1 etion nd offered me the keynot 
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spot in the national oonvention, which 1 

said I wa.sn' t in tares ted in because 1 t 

was still important to ua that we in Maine 

minimize our connection with th national 

Democratic Party. Then he asked me if I • d 

be interested in narrating the film on 

the nemocra tio Party which was being planned 

for the convention, and after some consid-

ration, I turned that down, too. It was 

about th t time that a movement developed 

in N~ England to support Jack Kennedy 

for the vice preaidential nomination. Jack 

did that film, which, I think, wcus of some 

importance to the movement which ulttmately 

resulted in the campaign between him and 

[Estes} Kefauver for the vice presidency. 

:But I think th t actu lly the movement in 

his behalf began in New Bngland, independent 

of that film narration which wasn't that 

important. 
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Do you recall who was promoting that 

campaigning in New England? 

I know that there was considerable interest 

in northern New England. After my election 

in 1954, which was in September the 

earlier election has now been abandoned, 

of course -- because two months still remained 

before the national election, I had occasion 

to campaign in many states, including New 

Hampshire and Vermont. There has been a 

lot of feeling over the years that Democracy 

in Massachusetta was too little interested 

in developing Democracy in northern New 

England and that a New England front could 

really be important, not only for the 

Democratic Party in New England, but for 

New England as a region. After all, we have 

a potential of twelve senators which could 

be an effective force nationally in the 

Senate as well as politically in the Party 
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if we would just work together. And of 

course, there are the governorships. 

There are thoa who 1tay that if 

Columbus had landed on the .Pacific coast, 

New England would have ended up being 

one state instead of six. Well, that may 

be so, but we would have ended up with 

just two senators instead of twelve and 

one governor instead of six, and so on. 

So northern New England which is very 

sensitive about being simply an app ndage 

to Boston and Massachusetts, was anxious 

to develop political recognition by 

initiating support for a New England 

candidate for the vice preaidency, if 

not the presidency, and Jack seemed to 

be a natural .. 

I suspect that, at the same time, 

others in other parts of New England 

were also thinking along these lines. 
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I know that {Abraham] Abe Ribiaoff was, 

and I know that people in Massachusetts 

were, including amon9 others, Paul 

Dever, who, as a matter of fact, sponsored 

a New El'19'land Democratic meeting, a vary 

quiet one, in Boston, not directed 

specifically towards supporting Jack 

Kennedy for vice president. but direct d 

toward the objective of New England unity 

behind a presidential candidate and a 

vice presidential aandidat • t think 

Paul Dever•• activity, plus the recept.iven••• 

of northern New England Democrats to thi• 

objective, did a great deal of unify New 

England behind J ak Kennedy in the 1956 

Convention. In "any case, X'm not going 

to dwell on that 1956 Convention which I'm 

sure you've had covered elsewhere. I was 

not at the Convention because the Convention, 

I think, came in August, ana my lection, 



-15-

you sea, was up in September that year, 

and I had to be home minding my own 

affaire, so I didn't personally participate 

in the Convention activities. 

But we were vary anxious to get Jack 

into Maine. Be had not been in Maine 

prior to this time, except for that 

brief appearance with Paul Fullam. It 

waa in the fall of the year, I think. It 

may have been 1957, but I think it was in 

19-- yea, it was in 1957 that we invited 

Jac:k to come to .Maine to apeak at our 

3affereon-Jackaon Day dinner. People 

were very arucious to have him come 7 yet 

when he came, it was obviously in the 

midst of a long aeries of speaking 

engagements around the country, and 

he w s tired and not at hi• beat. As 

a matter of fact, he made a di appointing 

appearance in 1957, not in his personal 
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contact with people, but in his speech. 

He u ed what we call boiler plate and it did 

not go over. ::t think he, himself, was 

disappointed with his appearance, but when 

the dinner was over we had, of course, a 

wonderful time with him. He made it a 

condition that we would give him a lobster 

feed, which we did afterwards. He made a 

lot of friends even though he didn't make 

an impression on Main newspapermen and the 

group as a whole with hie peech. 

The next important event, I think, 

baa to do with his lining up of New 

En9land states in support of his campaign 

for the presidency. By that time, of 

course, Abe Ribiooff had forged to the 

front as one of the leaders of his 

national effort, and particularly, the 

Jfew England effort.. In apite of the 

f at that we thought hiqhly of Jack, 



•. 1" ' 

/ 

// 
/ 

~ 
I 

I 

I 
/ 

I 

-17-

w-e thought that we had to play very 

carefully with the question of supporting 

him for th• preaidency because of the 

re~~gious issue. 

When I was elected Governor in 1J54, 

although the religious issue didn't 

enter into the campaign lar9ely because 

a very small percentage of Maine people 

knew that I was a Catholic. it waa a fact 

that Maine had never elected a Catholic 

ae Governor, and it was pretty much \ 

standard theory that the Democratic 

Party should not aminate Catholic 

\ 
\ 

\-
candidates for the governorship. It was 

felt that it was almost as impossible to 

elect a c thalia Gov rnor of Maine as it 

\ 
was to elac:t a C:atl.olic President of the i 

united Statee. This isn•t the way it 

turned out. 

Nevertheless, the fact is that the 

\ 
" 

' \ 
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day fter my election as Governor in 1954, 

there was an almost observabl shock wave 

in th state when people realized that 

they had elected a Catholic aa Governor 

for the first time. By the time '56 

rolled by it wa eleal;' th t tbia would 

not be a handicap for me, but nevertheless, 

w did not know what the impac.t of a 

Catholic r~ning for the presidency would 

be. This was an unknown quantity. 

In 1959 w had a Democratic governor 

who follow d e. we had quite sweep 

in 1958 in Main • we elected a united 

States senator for the first time in the 

history of popul ~ election of sen tors 

in ine, el cted a Democr t to succeed 

me s governor, we elected two DemOdratic 

congr samen, and we did not want to slip 

back. So we were understandably he itant 

about whether or not we ought to follow 

I 

II 
I ; 
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our hearts and support Jack or be c osier 

in protection of our own interests. 

Jaok was anxious to come to Main• 

again in 1959. He still recalled his 

previous appearance which had not been 

good, and so in November of 1959~ we 

arranged a spacial affair to give him 

an opportunity to come to Maine and make 

his own impression. The Jefferson-Jackson 

Day dinner of that year was behiJ.-.4 us, 

but we had been in the practice of 

holding issues conferences prior to election 

years in order to develop isauea and 

pl tfoXlOs nd to begin to mobilize political 

activity. we planned such an issues 

conference in the fall of 1959 and decided, 

in order to serve Jack's purQose , to hold 

the dinner in the vening. we held it at 

the Calumet Club, a French social club, 

in Augusta. It dld not offer large facilities 
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for dinner, but the significance to 

us was that normally we would expect a 

falling off of attendance after the end 

of a working conference, and that was a 

working issues conference. People were 

there all day, and the dinner was more 

or leas incidental, and we weren't too 

sure what the attendance would be. We 

told Jack that, but we said this was at 

leaat an opportunity and he ought to 

come. Well, he did eome and the place 

was jammed, of cours~. It was an enthusiastic, 

wildly cheexing crowd, and Jack didn•t 

come with boiler plate this time. He 

had an off-the-cuff apeeoh in which it 

didn't matter particularly what he saidr 

it was the way in Which he said it and the 

way in which he presented himself. He 

had an excellent reception which, of 

cours , was an important indication to 
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us of what we ought to do. 

After th dinner, at Jack's request, 

we met in Augusta at the Governor ' s massion. 

Present at that meeting were Jack and Abe 

Ribicoff, Governor [Clinton A.) Clauson 

of Maine, Frank coffin, Who was then 

Congressman, Congressman, [James C.) 

Jim Oliver, who was then Congressman in the 

First Maine District, the national committee

men and other political leaders of the 

Party. The jective was to try to nail down 

Maine's position on Jack's candidacy. Be 

felt it waa important to do it at that 

time. He had not yet really gone out to 

the country. He felt that befor he did 

he wanted to have a solid home front, and 

t he hom front waa New England. All of 

the other New England states were buttoned 

up or in such good shape t hat he expected 

them to be buttoned up, and so Maine was 
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quite important to hi • He wanted 

to have ~~is naile down in Decemb r. 

Our orobl in Maine were theset 

I had been aucc:eeded by Dr. Clinton 

Clau o vhc • Democr t, but pr -

c ding hia lection, there bad been 

bard primary fiqht for governorship. 

I had tried my b t to tak a neutral 

position. N ur•lly, % had to support 

on or th otbe of the c didatu when 

I went into the ballot box, but I o refully 

avoid d any public indic tion of ere my 

upport cr w ere my pr ferances lay. ut 

Cl aon chose to believe that I s 

unfri ndly to h is candidacy and th t I 

support d his primary opponent, eo that 

when th rimary vu ov r, d he won by 

elos rgin, there vaa some hostility 

the , • n though sub equen tly in the 

lection, I gav him all-out sup rt .. 
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I think I was responsible for at leaat 

75 per cent of his financial support, 

shared my own funds with his campaign, 

and did everything I could to help im. 

But nevertheless, that feeling of hostility 

carried over from the primary, and it 

was evident once he became Gavemor that 

he intended to shape his own political 

future and that his objectives would not 

necessarily coincide with mine.. So, for 

the first time since 1954, there was a 

otential for division and even hostility 

in the Party which I was anxious to avoid. 

I ought it important to get a unified 

approach to this problem which Jack's 

candidacy posed for us, and we met in the 

Governor's Mansion. We didn't come to a 

conclusion, but I think that as a res lt 

of it, w were all pretty sure that 

Clauson and Coffin and I, and Oliver, could 
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reach agreement, but we didn't at that 

time. Jack was quite anxious that we 

do, but we had another problem. We 

felt that we had to be awfully careful 

about committing the Maine Democratic 

Party without any mandate from Maine 

political leaders, because it had 

been our stance in our successful 

resurgence that this is a party at the 

grass roots level and that the grass 

roots controlled. we didn't want any 

image of bossism to emerge out of this 

deci•ion. 

The way we finally resolved it 

b ~ fore the month was out waa that, as I 

recall, we sent Jack a latter expressing 

our personal wish that be would be the 

candidate of the Democratic Party and t hat 

the Maine Democratic Party would support 

h is candidacy. This proved to b enough , 
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course, to throw Maine support behind him. 

This happened before the first of January, 

and he went from there to a successful 

national campaign. 

May I ask a question about that? Theodore 

White men tiona in his book about the 

1960 campaign that there waa some 

[Stuart] Symington support in the state 

of Maine. 

Yes, ther was. The Maine Democratic 

Party, over the years, of course has been 

a frustrated party until l954r and there 

is a tendency for many people in the 

party to seek recognition one way or 

another that they couldn't get by reason 

of political success. In 1952, for example, 

at the National Convention, Maine's votes -

I think we had eight votes in that Convention 

-- were split, I think, among four or five 

candidates. [Richard B.] Dick Russell got 
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votes • I think [Robert S.] Bob Kerr 

got votes. Stevenson got a majority, 

but the others were aplit every which way. 

These amateur politicians, you know, 

w re seeking some way of getting Maine 

recognition by being cute, as though 

Maine's political weight at the Convention 

was sufficient to make it significant. So 

there was some support in Maine for Symington, 

but it didt~' t prevent our giving Jack solid 

support at the Convention. I didn't really 

move very far. As a matter of fact, I think 

there was probably more support in the 

early part of 1960 for [HUbert H.] Humphrey 

than for Symington in Maine, more potential 

support. But of course, HUmphrey pulled 

out of the race before we got to the 

Convention. If he'd stayed in until the 

Convention, there might have been some 

problem with potential Humphrey supporters, 
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but it did.n • t emerge and so we were able 

to give Jack pretty solid backing, and 

Jaak reciprocated by giving Maine unusually 

strong backing in the campaign. 

Maine waa the first etate that he 

campaigned in after the abortive rump 

session of the Congre•• in 1960, and he 

gave us a full day -- three stops in 

three parts of the state -- and he was well 

received. Then he came back a night or 

two before election day in a midnight appearance 

that wae rather incredible. He was thr e 

or four hours late. He was due i_n Maine 

at 8 o'clock in the evening, and it was 

a cold bitter night, but he was so delayed 

by enthu iastic receptions in southern 

New England that he didn't get into L wiston, 

Maine, which is our Democratic stronghold, 

until midnight. It had been my chore to 

ke p the crowd for four hours in the 



-28-

bitter cold waiting for him, and it pretty 

much atayed. I think it was one of the 

things Theodore White mentions as at the 

top of his recollections of the campaign. 

So all of the visible evidence in the campaign 

was that ther was strong support and 

enthusiastic support for his candidacy. 

I recall the aftermath of th first 

debate with ( Richard M.] Nixon. I was 

campaign.ing, not for my elf, of course, 

th t y ar, but for Frank Coffin who was 

running for Governor, and the day following 

the debate I was scheduled to be in on 

ot the moat Republican counties in the 

united Statea, Lincoln County I'd n ver 

carried Lincoln county, although I guess 

I did in 1964. I was travelling in th m 11 

rural town , cro•sroada towns, trav lling 

in the stores and th little factories, 

canning factories and so on, and it was 
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unbelievable to me -- the flvorable reaction 

to Jaok's appearance the night before on 

telav~sion against Nixon. It was 90 per 

cent favorable, and so I felt that with 

the appearances that Jack had mad and 

the r~tions o£ this kind, not only to 

the first debate, but to the subsequent 

ones~ that Jack might very well be the 

first Democrat to carry the state since 

Woodrow Wilson did in 1912. But unexpectedly, 

and especially in the eastern part of the 

state, the re1igious issue did have a 

very strong impact. 

To give you some ide of its dimensions, 

in 1956 MAine polled the largest total 

presidential vote in its history, 356,000, 

I think, and [DWight D. Eisenhower] Ike 

won in that year, of course, by two to one 

agaJ.nst Stevenson. I .n 1960 the total vote 

was 420,000. EVeryone of those 60 to 70,000 

additional votes ap rs to have been cast 
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against Jack on the basis of the religious 

issue. Jack got the largeat vote any candidate 

for President in the history of the state 

reoei ved, except for Eisenhower and Nixon 

any candida. te, Republican or Demoera t. 

He got 180,000 votes, but it wasn't enough . 

because of this overwhelming outpouring, 

and subsequently I learnad that there was 

a very strong, vigorous campaign, quietly 

conducted in the eastern part of the 

state on the religious issue. So we 

did los , and the ironical thing is that 

a leading Baptist churchman, Frank coffin, 

who was candidate for Governor, was swept 

out in this tide. 

Subsequently -- and I might just 

as well finish out this thought--

subsequently, Jack's performance in •ffice, 

I think, added to his strength in Maine. 
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I think without any queation, he•d have 

carried Maine in the 1964 campaign if 

he'd lived. I think that perhaps there 

may have been aome feeling of regret in 

Maine, aome deaire to atone for the reasons 

for the 1960 results in Maine. Bia stock 

was very high in Maine a month before his 

a•aassination. Whether or not he would 

have carried Maine to the aame degree that 

President [Lyndon B.) Johnson did, of eourae, 

is something that you can only speculate 

upon because developments emerged after 

the assassination that ware not pre• nt 

before. It was hard to tell, but I'm sure 

he would have carried Maine, and that • • 

the feeling on the part of a lot of 

Republicans in the state who have ~iven 

me th benefit of thair judgment on 

that point. 

So that I'd aay, I think with 
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considerabl p~ide, that Jack won a 

great deal ot support in Maine that no 

on else ever did. H did so because of 

his personal qualities~ because of his 

demonetr ted interest in the economic 

future of New England aa aenator and as 

a candidate for president. Once the 

~eligioua iaaue was out of the way, he had 

no trouble. 

I don•t know that I can add anything 

on the political aide. I might add one 

personal note th t I've had aome regrets 

about. l:n the course of the primary 

campaign in Wisconsin, [Theodore c.] Ted 

Sorensen asked me to go to Wisconsin to 

campaign to offset some of the impact they 

felt HUmphrey was making in the Catholic 

areas of Wi•consin. I refused beeauee 

of my etill current fear of the religious 

isau in· Maine, and I juat felt it wouldn't 
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be helpful to him or to our ticket in Maine 

for me to be obviously campaigning in 

Wisconsin for the Catholic vote for Kennedy. 

I don't think Sorensen ever understood my 

reasons or sympathized with them, and I 

never felt subsequently that I had a very 

close relationship with Sorensen. I think 

it was as a result of that experience, so 

I had some regrets about it. I don't 

think I would have done it any differently. 

Life is full of regrets, but it was one 

of those things that happened. 

Well, I suppose the next thing to 

move into is to move into Jack•s sen~torial 
I 

career while I was here. Of course, ! \Came 
:''\ 

to the Senate in January of 1959, apd Jack 

served in the Senate less than two ¥ea ~ 

"· . \ 

after t came, and when you consider /the 
l 

fact that the second year he spent i -

campaigning rather than here at his S~ate 
.". 

· .. 



-34-

post, I really only had about a year to 

o• ~erve his Senate career. up to that 

point all my contacts with him had been on 

a political level, and I did not really have 

much of an impression of his ability or his 

capacity or his philosophy in action on 

substantive legislative or policy matters. 

My first real exposure to that was the 

debate on the Landrum-Griffin Act. This 

was the first great emotional issue that 

I ran into as a senator and because of th 
' 

practice of giving freshman senators the 
I 

chore of presiding over the Senate, ·. I 1 
' 

happened to be presiding most of \tb \ time 

that Jack was handling the bill on tl\e floor 
\ 

of the Senate. I was impressed by hi 
'I 

·~~ 

\ ·~ '~· performance. 

Of course, I didn't have 

for comparing 1 t with the performan¢e, of 1• 

/ \ I 

other senators at that poi]lt, but in , \ 1 

\ 
/ ,, 

/ \ .( 
'~ . 

,\ , . 
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retrospect I'm still impressed by his 

handLing of a very emotional, a very 

controveraial ueation. He obviously 

hacl done his homework thoroughly, and 

t his was a field in which it wa• not 

easy for a non•lawye~ o~ non-expert in 

labor-management matun to do homework 

effectively. The opposition to the 

bill that Jack wa• handling on the floor wae 

very vigorous and was led by knowledgable 

people in the field, and at that time 

there waa a great deal of emotional 

support in the country for 1 t. To • tand 

up agAinst this emotional. iaaue took some 

political dourage, but more important- in 

order to <So it effectively, it had to be 

done on the merits, objectively, diapas ionataly, 

on the basi• of sound precedents and of a 

deep knowledge of labor law and labor• 

management hiatory. 
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So Jack waa impre••ive on all count.. 

I can recall, of course, ~at be relied 

heavily on [Archibald] Archie Cox in 

th t debate. He always organized a vary good 

team -- a committ .. staff, outside experts. 

zt• a typical, of oourse, of the ~edys, 

[ Robart F. Xennedy] BOb and [Edward H.] 

Ted, as well as Jack, that they ground 

themael~es well before they atiok their 

necks out in public. Jack diap1ayed this 

quality very effectively and, I think, 

added immeaau bly to his stature in th• 

Senate. He's been deacribed as a loner 

in the Senate, and I guess he was because 

hie eyes were set on something else than 

the Senate career. But nevertheless, I 

think that his performance in the Sen te 

added tremendously to hia stature and to 

the r .. peat in which all his Senate colleague , 

even those who had different political 
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philosophy, had for him. I know that it 

waa performance• like thia that •nlisted 

the support of people like Dick Russell 

and other qiant.a of the Senate. They did 

respect him. :tt wasn't juat because they 

like him, bedauae they were attracted by 

hi charm, because he had a w y with 

words. They respected his guta and respected 

him as a man. And I think th t LandrUm

Griffin debate was very important to him 

in that re•pect. 

Beyond that, my relationships and, 

I think the relationships of most senator 

with Jack prior to the presidential campaign 

of 1960, were casual. He had no real 

sUbsequent involvement in the activities 

ot the Senate. 

The next development has to do with his 

preaidency. X mu•t say that on election 

night I had mixed t•elings. We were still 
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primarily preoccupied with our fortuneB 

in Maine, and they wer not good. W 

lost the governorship and we lo t both 

congress ion 1 seats. w lost legislativ 

se ts, and I wa left high and dry, 11 by 

my lonesome, on the Maine political landsaat-e, 

and Jackts election, especially since it 

was in doubt for so many hours, was no 

rea~ compensation to us at that point in 

t.ime. 

Do you r call that h ever comment d to 

you about the number of congressmen who 

had won in '58 but had been washed out 

when he won in 1S60? 

Yea, l remember that. X can 1 t remember 

exaotly how it went, but he was completely 

sympath tie, of oourse, anQ he hated _ 

to see Frank Coffin go down. Of course, 

we f lt subsequently th t there ere very 

real advantages flowing to us in Maine 
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from Jack•a performance as P~eident, but 

at that point thinga looked pr tty dark 

fo~ us. Jt looked as though we had loat 

much of what we*d gained over a painful six

year period. · I know that Jack waa sympathetic 

aa he reveal•d !n hie attitude and his 

helpfUlness While he was Pr-esident. 

Now .inaofar aa my participation in 

his presidency ia concerned, of oours , it 

was not by and rge important. I was still 

a fro•hman senator with no poaition of 

power in the s nate and in no position, 

really, to be of any help exoept to dd 

my lone vot and my support and auch 

influenc• u I oould in the Sana te. 

I can remember one re atton that I had. 

ue, , courae, had to work wttb people who 

were in • position to be helpful. He had 

to work with the leaders, . nd having been 

close to him political~y, or very cloae 
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to him politically, I felt somewhat left 

out in the cold and unhappy about it .. 

It was a very good experience because I 

came to appreciate out of that experience 

what must be the feelings of people in 

Maine who had been close to me politically 

but who are necessarily and unforunately 

not close to me in the day-to-day work of 

my office down here, and they feel left 

out aa a result~ This is a difficult 

problem for fellow who ge·ts to the top 

in politics. How do you keep that feeling 

of comradeship and clo•eness with your 

political people in the course of your 

day-to-day work which doesn't involve 

them? I must say I was on the receiving 

end of that and felt unhappy about it, 

I 

and I think that this had a lot tq do 
I 

some some of Jack's problems in th 

Congress. 
\ 

'\ 
.'(~ 
l \\ 

\\' 
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There we~e a lot of senators and 

members of the HoWle who felt close to 

hi!D~ closenesa to him meant much more 

~ n alosen••• to other presidents, becaua 

you h d a peraonal feeling about Jack that 

you didn • t have about oth r people. Not 

being close to him afterwards, after 

h ving been a political comrade-in-arms, 

l think, had a diaillusJ.oninq effect on 

JQany people here, and so there WaB a tendency 

on the part of some, I suppose, to rebel 

againat him from time to tima. 'rher• waa 

the [George A. ] Smathers relation•hip, for 

example; whic:h added fuel to this fire. 

There was a tcdency to think, "-Well; the 

only way to get anything out of the President 

is t; ~bel against him once in awhile." 

I sUbmitted to that temptation one 

in awhile myself. ! remember an 

important le<Jialative objective then was 

-
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Jack's reorganization plans for six of the 

regu~atory commissions~ A$ a lawyer I 

didn~t particularly like the plans 

anyway because I felt that they involved 

too much delegation of legislative power, 

but I was willing to go along with most 

of them. The one that I fe~t went farth r 

than any of the ·others was the plan to 

reorganize the Securities and Exchange 

Commission. There waa a combination of 

feelings in my opposition to that. I felt 

b re•s a good chance to show my independence, 

and, at the same time, there• s some good, 

sound, substantive reason for doing so. 

Well, I succeeded in both counts. I 

think my opposition, coming as it did on 

the floor, rather than in committee, took 

the Administration's leadership by surprise, 

and we were able to lick the plan on the 

floor. It automatically got me some 



ttention at the White House that I 

tho\.\ght was long ov rdue. [Laughter] 

It had only been a matter of two or three 

months, actually. and I gu •• Jack had been 

vary busy with his new Adminia~ration. I 

should have been more patient and more 

unders tandinq.. But nevertheless'· 1 ci. t 

this incident because I think it waa typ1Qal 

of the reaction of a lot of peopl-e on th• 

Bill, not only immediately in his Aaminis-

tration, but throughout his Administration. 

It was a difficult problem for him to handle. 

X think that he did pretty well by and large, 

and I think that considering the difficult!••· 

the closeness of his leetion and ao Qn, 

that he compiled good leqialativ• 

record. 

l had another problem through this 

period with peopLe in Maine. When Bisenhower 

wa President X tried to ma~ my oritieiams 
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measured and responsible and avoid outright 

partisanship. Now, the reverse of that 

problem was that with a Democratic 

president I had to also indicate some 

independence from a po~itical point of 

view. MY inclination was to support Jack 

all of the time, because our political 

philosophies were very similar, but I thought 

that politically l had to indicate some 

independence some of the time, and how 

to draw this line was a diffi ult one. 

The occasions that I uaed were not too many, 

but it might be helpful to indicate what 

they were. 

There was the Trade Expansion Act, 

for example. I had shared the .feeling 

with many Senators, prior to the 1962 

session of Congress that renewal of the 

Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act would 

be a difficult legislative challenge. 
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It seemed to me there was growing tide 

of protectioni•m he~ in the Senat , 

and currently in the :aoua as well. In 

my QWn state there waa incr asing concern 

about t xtUe impox-t and about shoe impor 

nd the pressures to do something about it 

ware pretty trong in my et te. There wel'i 

similar pressure developing in other 

t tea a-ccording to senators with whom X 

talked. Jack, of eoura•. went beyond 

reciprocal tt1lde agreements and pres nted 

the Tl'! de Expan•ion at- X was concern d, 

not so much with the objective. of expanded 

trade with Which I in complete sympathy 

and always have been, but X was oncerned 

that we develop eome aningful policy to 

enable import een i tive industri•a to 

adjust to the objective ot expanded trade. 

I didn • t think w ought to <:pen our door 

wide overnight to anybody and anything 

• 
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that wanted to come into our markets 

and believed there should be effective 

ac.ju.stment provisions. I did not feel 

that the Trade EXpansion Act, as it was 

originally proposed, offered meaningful 

provisions to this end, and I think that 

the benefit of hindsight confirms my concern. 

I had introduced a bill called the Ordinary 

Marketing Bill in the previous year with 

the support of the Maine shoe industry, 

which was patterned somewhat on the 

philosophy of the cotton textile agreements 

which Jack had negotiated for the cotton 

textile industry, and I wanted to see 

this concept written into the Trade Expansion 

Act. But [Myer] Mike Feldman, who was 

handling these matters for the President 

in the White House~ had absolutely no 

sympathy for this, and so I got no 

sympathy from the President who naturally 
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tt1 lied on Mike. 

So when the 'bill ca over from 

the Hou•e -- the Bouae approved it first, 

aa it must - :r dec:J..ded to off r an 

Ordinary Marketing Amendm$nt to the Trade 

Expansion Act, and I drafted it in sudh 

a way that aame very specific statistical 

ahowin9e would triqger tl1 relief proviaiona. 

By this time the pro~ction a en tiJJMtnt in 

th S&nate bad begun to roll gain. It 

hadn't on the Houae aida~ and the bill 

paned th HoWJe rather ea$ily. BUt as i 

so often the case with controversial matters, 

the second HOuse that handles them takes· 

the beating. 'l'his WIUI tr\\a, incidentally, 

with the Landrwu-Griffin Act:. We pasa d 

it in the Senate relatively euily,. but 

then the aouee h•d to taka the beating. 

So l introduced this just before the 

Ccmmitte•, the J'inanae Conmittee, began 
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ita markup seaaione, nd thia stirred 

BOI'l\e concern in the Whit HOU&t)l again. 

Finally, Mike Fe.ldman, who had been lea• 

than cool about the whole thing, cooperated 

with me and w1 th the Committee ataff to 

write in an Orderly Marketing provision 

which recognised the principle but which. 

sinca the bill waa enacted, has gone the 

way of the other adjustment provieiaona 

of the bill and proved to be rneaninglaa•, 

principally beoauae the Tariff commission 

has taken the position that unleaa the 

aoonomio problema of an industry are 

directly traaeable 1n major part to 

trade agreements that ·no re~ief can be 

provided. But, in imY case, X oi te this 

simply as illustrative of first, ~ ne d 

to show an independent • tanae aa far u 

the Administration 1a concerned, and alao, 

aa 1llut~trativa of the way in wlc£ioh I 



Chose to indic te oppo•ition. not in critici 

. or in outright opposition, but in a conatructi 

way a 

I had another opportunity t indioate 

opposition at the time that the rlin Wall 

wa. built. I was invited to go to U.rlin 

a k or two after the all waa erected to 

do t-elevision program for 1\!E!x:'• ~-~ 

d so I waa able to talk to a lot of ople, 

including Mayor (Wi.llyl Brandt and our own 

peo there, wh n their recollections wer 

till fresh about th ev nt• leading up to 

it. I f lt that ahcmld have moved and 

mov~ quickly to atop the Ruasiana, nd I 

Wt\11 aonvi.noed that if we had, they would 

have pulled bac~ nd we would have won a 

major foreign policy victory. I was under 

th tmpreseion tn.t tb reaaon the President 

d.:Ld not move qui lcly waa beaaWHt he felt 

be had to consult with our alli .. and 



-so-

consultation waa so time aou.uminq that 

by the time he'd lined up his duak8 with 

our allies, it was too 1 te to take 

advantage of the paycholoqical moment to 

deter the Ruasiana. 

I don't know enough about what went 

on in our communications with ou~ allies 

to identify any reason or any blame which 

f lla to anybody for the failure to tau 

advantage of it, but I had the very atrong 

feeling that wa lost an opportunity, and 

I said this aa constructively as I could 

in a newsletter back home. So this waa the 

atUtude I took with Jack throughout hi.JI 

Admi.niatration, to maintain an independent 

atanae that. would appeal. to tQy people b ck 

home, while at the same time, cooperating 

constructively to elp him get auceass 

here. 

Be made it vary easy to eoauunicate 
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with him and with e dminietration. l: 

had axeellant cooperation from the staff. 

Be was particularly helpful to us in 

aonn ct!on with our Passamaquoddy Tidal 

Power Project. He • d alwaytt been 

aympathetio to this, and the developments 

in hia Adminiatration which have a bearing 

upon the project ue these a that 1n the 

Eisenhower Admlniatration, 1956-57, with 

a Demoaratio congress, an economic aurvey 

of Paaaamaquoddy h d be n authorized at 

a oost of 3 m·illion doll1u:::a to be done 

by thll l:nternational. Joint Commission. 

The Commis•ion ~ported finally in 

April of 1961, and ita report w a unfavorabl• 

to the Quoddy project. ':hi then created 

some oncem for me, both politic ally and 

becauae of my in~reet in th project. 

One, coming as it did in the Kennedy 

Administration, though it _riginated 
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before~ this look d like a rebuff by 

the Rennedy Administration to the uninformed, 

and aeeondly, X felt that the In tarnation 1 

3oint Commission overlooked some things. 

So z asked the Pt'esidut if he wouldn't 

refer thi whole thing to Secretary [Stewart 

L.l Udall fo reexamination and review. 

1fell.1 he dial of courae. He wa.s 

very happy to do so, and communication 

between my o.ffice and the WhS. ta Hous 

during that period was of th most 

r assuring kind. They were willing to 

listen, wil~!ng to give us all kinda of 

assistance and . o the th.tnq moved forward, 

and in June ·of 1963 Udall wa. ready to report 

and "! report was fa.vorable. 

So the question then what stand 

•hould the Pnaid t t on this. would 

he •imply aubmit the report to the a9 no~ :11 

who get the usual evalu tion process started? 
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Well, he understood that that might very 

well be fatal, that he might very wel1 

run head an into the Budget Bureau and 

FPC, so that he chose instead to hold a 

Rose Garden ceremony in which he publicly 

endorsed the report as he received it from 

Secretary Udall I think without that 

the project might well have died because, 

subsaquently, opposition did raise its 

ugly head in the executive agencies, and 

we had our difficulties. But the momentum 

whia he gave us with that ceremony -- that 

publ.i.o endorsement was very . important to 

us and was a significant factor in the 

present situation, Congress having approved 

and authori~ed the St. John River Project 

which was part of the st. John-Quoddy complex. 

So we think we're well on the way. We still 

have our battles ahead of us, but Jack 

left us a very important legacy on this one. 
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Ther were, of course, other controverst 1 

iaauea of more n~tional importance under 

the Kennedy Administration hera in the 

cong-reaa. Perhaps, 1n my judgment, the 

moat significant and important one, and one 

of the moat difficult ones, was the Test 

Ban T~aty, Which I reqaxd as a high mark 

in his record. I thougbt it was very well 

managed by the President and the Administration. 

It wu newsworthy and got a lot of attention 

because of the importanee of the thing 

and because of the vigorouanaaa of the 

opposition and the tactica uaed by the 

opposition and the right-wing accusations 

that were made agaillllt the Teat Ban Treaty, 

but it went through fairly euily. 

Some of the President's tax bills 

didn • t do so well. I remember the proposal 

to withhold taxes on dividends and intere•t 

Which, X think, waa perhapa the moat motional 
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iaaue that we've had a inca I've been 

1n the Senate. It wasn • t important, of 

course, but I've never aeen an issue 

generate the mail that that one did in this 

office, and the President had to back off 

on it .. 

One of thie issues in which I 

found myaelf involved because of my committee 

assignments waa the question of the Depar~t 

of urban ffain. I forget what title 

we baa for it in 1961-62, but I recall 

that one of my fint conversations with 

the Pr.aident on it took place at the 

head table of the testimonial dinner for 

Warren [G .. ] Ma9J.tuaon ln Seattle - waa it 

1962? 

JI)RRISSfta I think it waa • 62. 

MOSKXBt A number of our eenatora had gone out to 

part1ctpat• in this testimonial to Maggie 

who wu to run the neHt year. The Prealden t1 
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bad timed his participation in it with 

acme non-political chores he waa qoinq 

to do out there -- a apeeeh at the univenlty 

Carl Hayden 1n Arizon which we also 

attended. 

But at the head table I went up 

to speak to him, and W* got into a diaeuaaion 

about what ought to be done in the field 

of civil rights. You recall that at th t 

time a jor policy deciaon he had to make 

waa whether or not. to pWJh ahead on the 

1 gialati~ front or to push ahead on the 

administrative front. And you recall 

that in the c~gn he had made much of 
"{ 

the point that it would taka only the 

stroke of the pen to move ahead on civil 

righta in th• bouaing field. And so at 

that time 1n Seattle he was still bothttred 
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by this problem of whether or not in the 

next session of the Congress we ought to 

move ahead on the legislative front or 

still work on the administrative front. 

He was inclined at that point to do ·•omething 

in between. that is, to push for a Department 

of Urban Af£aira which we felt we needed 

anyway and to appoint a Negro to be the 

Secretary. 

TAPE ONE; SIDE TWO 

This wasn't a long conversation at 

the table because it wu in bE. tw-een the 

meal and the time for the formal program, 

but it was interesting to me that this 

should have bean uppermost in his mind, and 

it's also obvious that sometime about that 

time he finally resolved the issue and 

decided not to push for substantive civil 

rights legislation, but to move ahead with 

the Department of Urban A£fain which he 
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fully expected would end up with a 

Negro as the first Secr.tary. 

I • d like to make some comment on 

this. All I aay* thie propoaal came before 

my Committee on Government rations, and 

since X •eemed to be the only member of the 

Committee who had the time to devote to 

the problem and the interest 1n it, despite 

the fact that I coma from a non-urban state, 

I handled the legisaltion in committee and 

dr•fted lars• parte of it. unfortunately. 

we never got to the floor with the bill, 

because, prior to that time, the s trate.gy 

was shifted to submit an ex cutive reorgan

ization plan rath r than to rely on legislation, · 

and I • 11 turn to that in minute. 

But I'd like to comment on this question 

of who rai•ed the issue of [Robert c. 1 

w ver'a appointment aa the fint Seeretary. 

'.rhere • s been a great <.teal of comment since 
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th t time, particularly immedi tely after 

the defeat on thia issue, that the 

President lo t because he tied this queation 

of Weaver•• appointment to the plan. w 11, 

I take issue with thia because, actually, 

t .. isaue of weaver•a appointment waa raiaed 

first by the opposition to the plan as a 

means of d feat1ng it. Long: before the 

President announced 1n the pre•• conference 

that he intended to appoint weawr aa the 

fir t. cratary, t:.hG oppoai tion was using 

this in eomtnittee, outside of committee, 

in the conqr .. a, and throughout the country, 

to defeat the plan. % know, baaause I 

was in the thick of this. What the President 

end at the presa conference was simply to 

bring out in the open what the opposition 

had been using qUi$tly. Then, of out'ae, 

the oppoaition conveniently BWitched to 

the attack to make it appe r that th 
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President had rai~ d this issue and 

not they. But it was clear from the 

beginning that this was going to be 

difficult because of this tie with 

Weaver. And the interesting thing is 

it•s rather ironical that the President 

had decided to pursue this route on 

civil rights in order to void a 

legislative showdown on civil rights. but 

he got the legislative showdown, nevertheless, 

because of the tie-in with Weaver. 

Now on the question of this new 

department, long before an effort was made 

in the Congress, the question was debated 

as to whether or not the legislative route 

should be followed or the reorganization 

plan route should be followed. I f lt 

that it should be the legislative route. 

And I felt so because over the years that 

this proposal had been pending in the 
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Congress, and it had been pending all 

the time that I was in the Senate, a 

great many phony arguments were advanced 

against it, as they always are against the 

creation of any new department -- the fears 

of bigger spending, the fears of dictation 

of municipal affairs, the fears that this 

is a way of taking the community life away 

from the jurisdiction of the states. All 

these phony arguments had been raised, 

and I thought that the best way to offset 

those arguments was through a careful series 

of hearings and then the drafting of legislation 

which could be responsive to and take the 

thunder out of these arguments . And in 

the preceding session of the Congress, we 

moved on the legislative route to the point 

where we got the bill on the Senate calendar, 

and it was there when the Congress came in 

-- again I•m not sure of my years. January 
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Yes. Or 1 61. Whatever it waa, it was a 

holdover, and it. was agreed by the agency 

and by the Senate subcommittee to pursue 

this legislative route. But then, because 

of diff!cultie• which loomed in the House, 

it was decided to pursue the executive 

reorganization route. 

Well, that decision having been made, 

for reasons that I can understand, we 

were willing to foll~ it, but mistake 

was made here that perhaps would have 

made no difference, but which gave the opposition 

ammunition on the Senate side that I didn't 

think we should have given them While the 

Senate Committee was considering the 

reorganization, nd we had the votes to 

sustain the Administration in committee, 

it was decided to try and discharge the 
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Committee on the Senate floor in order 

to get a Senate vote before the House 

vote. As I recall, that was the order 

of events. 

In other words, the Senate Committee 

bad held hearings on the plan. We were 

ready to hold executive sessions and to 

vote, but in the meantime, events on 

the House aide had moved to the point where 

a vote was likely to come before the Senate 

committee could report out, and it seemed 

important to get a Senate vote which was 

more likely to be favorable than the House, 

as a psychological boost to the Administration's 

efforts on the House side. 

I understood the objective, but, never

theless, I felt that to undertake to discharge 

a committee which gave no evidence of 

dilatoriness, no evidence of dragging its 

feet, would give the opposition ~ emotional 
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issue on the Senate floor which would 

be fatal on the Senate side and destroy any 

chance of pas sag • In other words, I dim • t 

think that it w a possibl to do on the 

Senate id what the Administration would 

have liked to do to influence the House 

sida, and that's the way it turned out. 

John { L .. ] MCClellan came on the floor with 

the posture f right ous indignation, which 

no one c n ra~se more effectively than he 

can, tr mbling voice, outstretched rm, 

you know, and succeeded in mobilizing th 

S nat support so that the motion to discharge 

the committee was def at d and we were 

at the end of the lin • We never did get 

a vote in the Senate on the reorganization 

plan. The l gislation stayed on the Senat 

calendar for the remainder of Cong~ ss, 

and no effort was ever mad to take it 

off, and the House vote was unfavorabl • 



-65-

I guess, all things considered, it 

was just not the time at that point to get 

favorable action. But nevertheless, I 

didn'' t think we used the time that we had 

available as well as we might have. 

There was one other interesting 

personal development out in Seattle. There 

was a vacancy at that time on the Maritime 

commission. It was a Republican vacancy, 

and I had a good friend by the name of 

[James V.] Jim Day, who used to be and 

still is very active in American Legion 

affairs and who is a liberal Republican 

who has not been unfri ndly to me, whom 

I wanted to see appointed to the Maritime 

Commission. I recognized that it would 

be a difficult thing to do. Maine is a 

small state, and, of course, Warren Magnuson 

is a power in this field, so I really ~sn't 

very optimistic about it. 
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B~t Jim had some things going for him. 

First of all, he was a wartime buddy of 

[ t...wranee P.] Larry 0 • Brien, and then he 

had a lot of strong Legion friends nationally, 

including Louis [A.] Johnson, who used to 

be Secretary of Defense.. Then, of course, 

X thought it was important, first, because 

Jim i~ a good personal f riend, but also 

I felt that here w~ a good way for the 

President to strengthen his position with 

Maine Republicans. So when we were out in 

Seattle, I went up to the President•·s 

suite. Larry O'Brien too~ me aside and he 

said, "NOW' look, Magnuson is going to be 

up here in this room, and I'll be here." 

He said, .. Why woulan ' t this be a. gooe time 

for you to bring up this Jim Day thing? 

After all, Maggie will be in a pretty good 

glow with this profitable fund-raising 

dinner. The President has come out.. There 
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won! t be a better time." So sure enough, 

while we were sitting around chatting, I 

brought this up. Magnuson said, "There 

you go.. You come right into my own state 

and steal this appointment [laughter] out 

of my hand. 11 He said, "'l'hat•s all right, 

Mr. President. tt•s okay with me.n so 

the appointment went through., and Jim went 

on and he has. si.nce been reappointed by 

President Johnson, also the Magnuson's 

support. The thing worked out very well. 

SWitching to another theme, never 

really had much social contact with Jack. 

'the Kennedys move in a different soeial 

field than I do. I always felt the warmest 

of feelings for him and enjoyed his friendship 

as well as his political comradeship and 

support. The one or two times that I was 

involved withhim soeial~y I enjoyed it 

very much. 



-68-

I mention one in particular because 

I think it•s a. rather amusing story that 

ought not to be lost. He had decided to 

go to Maine for a weekend of sailing off 

the Maine coast. There really isn't any 

better place in the world to sail than 

off that beautiful C!Oas t, and I know 

Teddy likes to go up there for the same 

reason, and Bobby. Jack invited me to join 

him for the weekend, and I must say I 

thoroughly enjoyed it, but the thing that 

ought not ~o be lost to history, perhaps 

ought not to be rev al d to history too 

soon, was th first night we had dinner. 

There were only six of us there. There 

was Jack, and [J-.mes A.] Jim Reed, who then 

a;s the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 

and [Paul B. • Jr.] Red Fay, who was then 

Assistant Secretary of Navy, and [Benjamin 

A., II] Ben Smith, who was the Massachusetts 
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senator following Jac:k, and [Charles F.,] 

Chuck Spalding, who was an old college 

clasamate of his, and that wu. it. 

After dinner Jack went up to hie 

room to do some work and to rest, and juat 

before bedtime he wanted to chat so be 

asked us to c:OIIle up.. When we went up he 

waa in the tub taking a warm bath, for his 

back probably and also to ref~sh himself, 

so w found ourselves at&nding around the 

bathtub.- I thought this was a good time 

to bring up a problem that was rather 

troublesome to me. we were concerned about 

the balance of payments problem then, as 

we have been since, and I ''d got hold of 

a piece of information that l thought might 

be helpful. I've since found that this sort 

of information is offered from time to 

time by various people and that it's always 

probed without any success. But I was 



told that there waa possibly a billion 

dollars in illegal gold available in 

various parts of the country, and pe pl 

had acquired 1 t in one way or ,another over 

the years and didn • t know how to shake them

selves loose of it. X was told that a~l 

they wanted really was nesty from the 

criminal lawa that were applicable and 

they could make this gold available. It 

wo 1~ be very h lpful in the balance of 

payments problem •. 

So this was what we disQussed with 

the President around his tub close to 

midnight of that day, and he suggested a 

course of action for me to follow which 

I di - i but which was fruitless • This is 

very interesting. Someday I 1 d like to run 

down all of the approaches of this kind that 

have been made from time to time since 

th hoarding of gold was outlawed, by 
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various people. I don•t know whether there 

is su~h a hoard of gold available# but . I 

certainly have never been able to get very 

close to it in behalf of the government, 

and I was just concerned because this 

information had been given to me and if I 

were to treat it as an old wives' tale and 

it didn•t turn out to be, I might find myself 

embarrassed. So I thought I 1 d share the 

burden of this information with the 

President of the United States himself. 

I ran into it one more time, subsequent to 

that and in a very curious fashion, and it 

turned out that rny willing informant on 

that subsequent occasion was also connected 

with the informants on the previous occasions. 

Again the thing folded, sa I don' t know 

how much of this gold, if any, there is 

a ailable. I must say that at the time 

I was rather struck by the curious situation 
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of finding myself in the Presiden~•a 

bathroom wbil he was taking a bath 

discussing the balance of payments problem. 

My last personal oontac:t wilah the 

President wa a month before he died. Aa 

is the caae with all S natora or members 

of Congress, of cow:ae, anytime that we can 

get the President to come to our state, 

why, we are delighted to have him. I had 

made no approaches those last few months 

because I knew he was busy and we were 

tied up here in Congress. I hesitated to 

impose additional burdana. but it happen d 

that he waa planning a trip to Boston and, 

being very thoughtful, he sent up word th t, 

if we aould find suitable occasion !n 

Maine, he •d be delighted to aome to Main • 

It would have to be ron-political because 

time would be so short and the expenae to 

the Democratic P rty of assuming the oo•t 

of flying Air Forae one to Main• ould toe 

gut. 
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So we toyed with this one. The week nd 

that he suggested first was the weekend 

of the Jeffer•on-Jack&on Day Dinner and this 

would h.ave been very tough for us beaaus 

to have him in Maine without coming to 

our Democratic fund-raising dinner would 

have been an almost impossible thing to 

handle. So we finally arranged for him 

to come to the University of Maine at the 

University of Maine Homecoming football game. 

The university was delighted to invite him. 

I must say that was a trem ndou 

succ s•. The university has since sent 

me down a color movie that they took at 

that affair, and the entire speech is on 

with color. They made quite a production 

of it - the notification of his plan to 

come, the prepar tions at the univer ity 

for him, the erection of stands and the 

speakers' stands, th reh arsals with the 
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Secret Service people and the helicopters. 

It was done, of course, -- fina~ly edited and 

polished up after the assassination, so there 

was a bit of that built into t.he film. But 

it was tremendous. 

In the light of everything I told you 

about the religious issue in 1960 and all 

of the doubts we had about the impact upon 

his candidacy and on our own, in retro•pect 

I have relished the faot that he came to 

Maine a month before his death and received 

such a warm greeting. You can see it in the 

film1 you can sense it in the filmt and it 

rubbed off on a~l of us, and that, of 

course, al.ways gives you a glow. He chose 

the occasion to -give a major foreign policy 

apeeah which I thought was great because 

there were predictions in advance that when 

he came up he would promise us Quoddy again 

and make a purely politLcal pitch which he 
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didn't. As a matter of fact, he gave us 

a speech he planned to give at another 

institution of learning a week later, 

before the Maine t~ ip had been planned, and 

so we were just delighted and he was 

warmly greeted. He was in good form. He 

took the occasion also to fly up over Pass-

amaquoddy. This was the only gesture that 

he made to political expediency. He then 

went down to Boston, and I went with him to 

the Harvard-Columbia football game that 

afternoon. That picture was taken there. 

[pointing] I've often wondered -- you 

haven't seen it. It's a very amusing 

picture. 

I don't see where you're pointing. 

Right here. The picture was sent to me 

after the assassination by the Boston 
H ef"". i t.l 
Harold. It was taken with a telephoto 

lens • Now, it looks as though there is 
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a young lady huddled with the President and 

me enjoying a story or joke. Well, actually, 

she was s ated off to my right about three 

feet in front of us. I don't know who 

she is. I'm sure she didn't hear a thing 

that we were saying, and x~m sure that she'd 

be delighted to have a copy of this picture 

if she knew of ita existence. [Laughter] 

So Whenever my wife sees that, she wants 

to know, "who was that pretty girl with you 

and the President?" Well, that was almost 

exactly a month from the assaasination. 

l suppose I ought to close with what 

perhaps others have -- with what I was doing 

on November ~enty-•econd~ I never did 

see the President again after that Harvard

columbia game. I waa in Maine. My reelection 

campaign was jWit around th• corner in · ~, 

and we were already planning a fund-raiaing 

dinner. On November twenty-aecond at noon 
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we were having a luncheon at t;he Eastland 

Hotel in ortland with people we had 

aaembled to form the fund-raiaing team. 

Rapublic.ana, Democrats, Xndependente, 

businessmen, laboJ: people - it waa really 

quite an unusual gathering of about twenty

five or thirty . The group had juat eaten 

lunch and had juat started to discuss their 

plans. l had left so they could do so 

r ely. As I waa sitting out in the lobby 

of the Eastland HOtel, an American Legion 

group was meeting, and they came over 

to aay •b llo... One of them came to me 

and said, "Did you hear the President was 

ahot?" I said, "What are you doing? PUl~ing 

my leg?• Of course, they inaiated that they 

wexe not. At that point, the nagar of 

the television station, which was on the 

roof of the hotel, came looking for me to 

tell that this was in fact the case and 
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invit•d me to go up there to watch what 

was going on. 

So I went into the meeting of my fund 

raisers and told them what h4d happened, 

and that broke up that gro~ and we didn • t 

assemble again for a couple of months. We 

all went up to the television studios. It 

was, of course, a moving experience that none 

of us will ever forget, and then immediately 

after his death was confirmed, I was on 

television to try to react and I must say 

I never had a more difficult chore to perform 

than that one. l have a tape of that, 

too, which I've never been able to bring 

myself to look at since it happened. 

Then I, like all members . of Congress, 

felt I ought to get back to washington, 

and it happer.d that a Navy MATS plane 

was on its way down from New Brunswick to 

washington, so I ~tched a ride -- it was 

J. 
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an old ~onnie .. with bucket seats and it 

wasn't too comfortable -- and pulled into 

washington about the same time that Air 

Force One came in from Texas. :t • m sure 

I can•t dd anything ~ut my awn feelings 

in the next three or four days that you 

haven• t heard many, many times. The fut•re 

looked pretty blaCk in ao many ways. 

We have the White appointDMtnt books at 

the Archives. I went through and pulled 

out the occasions you were there, a couple 

of which you have already mentioned, the 

Orono trip in October, 1963, and the Johns 

I•land trip earlier. Do you have any apeottio 

recolleotiona ot any of those other visits 

to the White Hcuae? 

Well, the m eting• of August 31, 1962, and 

January 18, 1963, both had to do with th 

wool te.Ktile problem. Wait a minute. When 

was that cotton textile aqreement negotiat•d? 
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I don•t know. 

We negotiated before the Trade Expansion 

Act was enacted. That's. right, so it was 

negotiated in 1961, because until that 

was out of the way the President felt he 

was in trouble with the Trade Expanaion 

Act. So in 1962 we were concerned about 

wool textiles, and we still are. The 

President had mad a commitment that he would 

undertake to get for the wool textile 

industry and· for synthetics, also, the same 

kind of agreement that he'd been able · to 

negotiat• for cotton. He got a lot of 

pressure to handle the Whole problem at 

once, but other countries, of course, would 

not agree, and the cotton textile greement 

was the most difficult because it involved 

the most countries -- I think nineteen in 

all, whereas wool involved maybe three or 

four. So the President felt he ought to 
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move ahead with cotton and then do his best 

to follow up with wool. The meeting in 

August of 1962, I'm sure, had to do with 

wool and was for the purpose -- this apparently 

was shortly after the ena.ctment of the 

Trade Expansion Act -- of indicating to the 

President my desire that he move ahead 

as quickly as possible with his wool 

textile agreement. The wool textile 

people had held off any opposition to the 

Trade Expansion Act. The cotton textile 

people, of course, had held off because 

they had gotten what they wanted, and the 

wool textile people felt that they ought 

to press their commitment as quickly as 

possible, and that's what that meeting was 

all about. The senators who attended were 

simply representatives of a larger group. 

There is an interesting anecdote. 

This meeting of seventeen was held in 



-82-

the Cabinet Room and Norria Cotton waa 

the only Republican who deigned to join 

us, and he felt, obviously, that he ought 

to explain bow he, a Republican, happened 

to be there in such a Democratic company. 

B said -- thes• are almost his exact 

words -- he said, 11Mr. President, I came 

down here because x•ve heard a lot of talk 

and a lot of promises about this textile 

problem from other Presidents in Republican 

administrations, and I just want to s y that 

you are the first person to do anything 

concrete in the otton textile industry." 

S. said, "X came down here to tell you that 

I aopreoiate that fact. I would not say 

this publicly, of ex>urse, but that's why 

I'm here and also to support the mission 

of t hese other senators." Well, Cotton 

has never aaid that publicly since, Zlnd 

he'a criticized the Democratic Administration 

since, but that's what he said then. [Laughter] 
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·The.r!, of course, the meeting in 

January of 1963 waa for the same purpose, 

and we are still having such meetings. in 

the ~resent Administration and the wool 

industry is still in worse ahape than it 

was then .. 

I went down many times with him, many 

times on that textile problem. As a matter 

of fact, there must have been one earlier .. 

I can't recall what this July meeting of 

1961 was, unless it was that - July 6, 

1961. That was on cotton textiles at the 

time and on the Portsmouth Navy Yard problem. 

Yes, th t one on July 6, 1961, was a very 

intereating one, from the poi~t of view of 

Maine and the Portamouth Naval Shipyard. 

Margaret [Chase] Smith, in the mid-

1 50's, introduced legislation to achieve 

a long-cherished objective of t he workers 

of the Portsmouth-Kittery Naval Shipyard, 
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and that was pay scales equal to those 

of the Boston Yard. She introduced 

legislation to do thia, and Lyndon Johnson 

helped her get it through a couple of 

times. He and Margaret have always had a 

olose relationship, and she often gave him 

support on issue• on the floor where an 

additional vote was important to him, and 

he reciprOQated by helping her with her projects. 

President Eisenhower pocket-vet d 

one of those bills to achieve equalization. 

I think he actually vetoed another. I'm 

not sure of that, but in any oaae, she'd 

managed to get it through the Congress at 

least once, and, I think, twice, and then 

it was vetoed once and I think pocket-vetoed 

another time. In any case it hadn • t beoome 

law. 

So this was a recurring issue in 

southwestern Maine and New Hampshire in 
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election after election, and when President 

Kennedy was campaigning in New Hampshire 

in 1960, he h•ld a press conference and 

he wa.s asked abcut this. He said, .. Why~ 

it would on~y take a stroke of a pen to 

achieve that .. You don't need legislation." 

Implied in this. of course, was his promise 

that he'd see that it was done. Well, 

.I tve never made such an outright promis 

as that, you know, because 1 recognized 

some of the difficulties, but he had. tn 

January of 1961 I thought, "Well, if we're 

going to get this done letts get it done .. '·' 

I was planning a trip in to Maine in Fabruary 

of that year, and X said this would be 9000 

news to take up there. I got in touch 

with the White House and a id, "this is 

what the President promised and why don • t 

we get that stroke of th pen and get this 

done. 11 Well, the President, of course, 



found,. as iw eo often the case, tbat once 

you take office theae things aren't as easily 

dona .aa you might like . 

so we launched a long series of 

meetings wi tb .Mike Feldman, with Red ray, 

with the dmi.rus in the Defena• Department, 

and with others ·on this issue. The President 

fo~nd that it wa•n't quite this simple for 

this simple reason that there•• no such thing 

as a uniform blue coUar wage for defense 

installations, and that if you undertook 

to establish unifo~ity between Portsmouth 

and Boston, then you•d have pressure for 

establishing uniformity among other install

atiom• and eventually for a uniform national 

wage, which wouldn•t make any aen•e because, 

if you then a~hieve that, then people in 

higb-oost areas would begin to pressure 

for exceptions to recognize the ost of 

living differentials. In other words, it 
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was a vicious circle. The only justification 

for an eXception in the case of Portsmouth 

and Boston was that they at one time had 

been tied together on wage levels just before 

the war, and this tie had been broken some

time sines and we wanted to reestablish it. 

I m sure ~at this meeting on July 

6, 1961. was a meeting with the Pr sident 

to try to get the problem before him 

and to get some support from him for 

doing something. By that time he r cognized 

that his promise wasn ' t well based, and 

so what he initiated at that meeting 

waa ~ program for at least closing the 

gap in some of the wage levels and 

closing the overall gap in a way that 

it would at least be a recognition of 

his promise . 

Of course, since that time the issue 

has been made moot by the deoieion to 
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eventually close the Portsmouth Naval 

Shipyard over a ten-year period, and 

so matters of more urgency preoccupy 

the workers in the yard than this wage 

level differential. But it was a very 

serious thing with me at the time, because 

Margaret, during that six-month period, 

publicly reminded the workers from time 

to time of the President•s promise, put 

the monkey on my back for pressuring 

the President to meet. his promise, and 

it was quite an embarrassing situation 

for a long time. 

The meeting of January 18, 1963, 

I'm sure, was just another meeting on 

that wool textile problem . I'm sure 

the meeting of March 14, 1963, was t he 

same. There was also the meeting of 

July 30, 1963. There were other meetings 

which are not on here. I don't know why not. 
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W re th y held in the OV 1 Office? 

Yes. Not with any apecial significance. 

I can't recall anything in connection 

with unemployment that would be of 

importance. But it's of interest that 

not all of them are here. Z don • t know 

why that would be so. 

I don't either. 

But I can see that we wer most preoccupied 

with textiles, and we were. I newer liked 

to bother the President unless all other 

m ans of getting something done failed. 

First, because I know how busy he isr 

secondly, because I wanted to preserve 

the value of my contact with the President. 

If Itm talking to him every day in the 

week nd then I have some really pressing 

problem, he is not going be as impres ed 

with its urgency if he has talked to me 

several times that week about something 
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else. I hadn't realized how religiously 

I followed that policy until I saw this 

list. I do the same thing with President 

Johnson, and I think it's a good policy 

to followe but obviously it isn't a 

policy that other senators fol low. 

When you were talking aLout the ratifiaation 

of the Test San Treaty, I was reminded 

to ask if the poor relationship between 

your colleague, Senator Smith, and 

John Rennedy, when he was President, 

continued during his presidency. 

Yes. She liked him personally, we know, 

and who could help it. For example, on 

his visit to Maine -- well, he made two 

visits to Maine, of course, while he 

was President -- one, the Johns Island 

trip and the second one, the university 

of Maine trip. 

On the second one we flew over 
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Passamaquoddy. Of course, she flew up 

from washington on the plane with us, 

and the President invited us to come up 

into his compartment. There was no 

feeling of hostility at all in their 

personal relationship that I could s nee. 

And Margaret has a way of being oool 

that aan be very unpleasant, but there 

was none of that. She was obviously 

glad to be with him and they were able 

to converse in a friendly fashion, but I 

don't think she ever forgave him politically 

for that 1954 campaign. As a matter of 

fact, she made at least one speech -- I 

think it was to a Republican womens 

gathering here in Washington. It may have 

been to a women's Press Club meeting. 

I'm not sure. But it was really quite a 

~icious political attack on the PresiCent. 

And then, of course, she was very 



-92- ·I 
I 

unhappy because of the policy that she 

thought existed of giving Democratic 

senators lead time on notices of federal 

action in their states. She was unhappy 

about that. Actually, this didn't amount 

to a great deal, and the only time I 

ever took advantage of the opportunity 

to put out stories in advance was when 

I worked on a project. 

I can remember a very amusing 

development in this connection. She had 

written a letter to either the President 

or Larry O'Bnien protesting this policy, 

this alleged policy, wanting to know who 

had leaked information with respect to a 

particular contract. I forget whether it 

involved in the Saco-Lowell Gun contract 

in Biddeford [Maine] or a submarine 

assignment to Portsmouth. But anyway, 

she wrote protesting the fact that I 
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had given this information, made the 

announcement before she had the information, 

and she wanted to know whether or not 

there was such a policy and who had 

given me the information. Larry called 

me and said, "Now what do we do about 

this?" W 11, I said, nt'll tell you 

what. You write me a letter indicating 

that you've had this request and asking 

me who gave me the information. I will 

write you a letter telling you that it's 

none of your business." I said, "You 

can use that anyway that you want." That • s 

the way we handled it. [Laughter] He 

never again got a protest from her. So 

she was very unhappy about thatr I thought 

unrealistically so. However, most of 

the time that we had a Republican Administration 

she didn't have a Democratic colleague. I 

don't suppose she realiz d that this was a 
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Republican policy as well as a Democratic 

policy. I don't actually try to take 

advantage of whatever the policy may be 

un~ess it•s something that I have something 

to do with. If it's a sugar beet allot

ment to Maine which I feel I'm responsible 

for getting, and I'v been in close 

contact with the agency and I've known 

of developments and worked on the project, 

then X figure I've got a right to disclose 

what information I have , but if it's 

simply a routine announcement of the 

allocation of some money on an ARA 

project or something else, I c tldn•t 

be less interested. I don't think 

people are impressed by the fact that 

you put out such an announcement before 

anybody else. But this was a very sore 

point with Senator Smith, and this, 

coupled with that 1954 thing, mad her 

I 



very unfriendly politically to the 

President. I don't really believ that 

this is what influenced her vote on the 

Teat Ban Tre ty. I don't believe any 

Senator would be motivated by such 

considerations in such a vital matt r. 

I think that she didn't believe in the 

Te t Ban Treaty and that you've got 

to accept her vote at face value. 

Senator Smith, of oouree, has had 

a knack for getting maximum attention 

focused on a key vote which she has 

cast from time to time, like the vote 

of t he [Lewis L.] Strauss nomination 

and this Test Ban vote, and I think maybe 

on or two others in her oar er. But I 

think she casts all of them on the 

basis of her convictions. Of courae, 

from time to time conviction gives you 

margin on both sides of an issue. [Laughter] 
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On the Test Ban Treaty I don't think 

this had anything to do with it. 

President Johnson, of course, had 

a personal relationship with Senator 

smith that Jack never had- She tends 

to be a loner for reasons that have 

to do with her personality, I suppose, 

and the habits of a lifetime. 

She fought the Republican machine 

in Maine in order to get elected, first 

to congress and then to the Senate, so 

she's never been close to the Republican 

organization in Maine. She's a loner 

on both sides of the political fence. 

She was never, I thought, close to the 

Eisenhower Administration. She never 

allows herself to become that involved 

with anybody, but with Jack she had 

these ewo special counts against him. 

You mentioned Jim Day as a State of 
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Mainer who was appointed to the Maritime 

Commission. Are there any other people 

from your state appointed to high 

Administration positions? 

No, not outside the state. Of course, 

we managed to get agreement on all 

the appointments within the state. I 

did try very hard to get the President 

to appoint our commisaioner of Education 

in Maine as the Federal commissioner of 

Education. He's a good man, Warr n Hill, 

who has since left the st te and he is 

president of Trenton (N.J.) State College. 

I think he would have been a good man, 

and the President seriously considered 

him. I know we discussed it at t he 

time of the Americ· .cup Races in Newport 

in 1962. The President was giving 

serious thought to it but ultimately 

selected somebody else. You really 
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wouldr ' t have too many candida tea 

from Maine itself for many of the-e 

top-flight appointments, and I hesitate 

to get involved with too many candid tea 

from outside the state for major appointments. 

I think you have just so much good will 

in the bank with the President on these 

things, and I try to spend it as carefully 

a I can. 

Maine, after all, politically can't 

justify too much control over these 

things. I know the last time Jim Day• 

appointment was up -- this has nothing 

to do with President Kennedy's Administration 

there was some effort to get President 

Johnson to appoint a Maine man, now t he 

chairman of our PUblic Utilities commission, 

to the FCC. Was that it? I think so. 

But in any case, I was more inter ted 

in getting Jim reappointed than in trying 
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to get another Maine man on. I think 

1 was wise, but Senator Smith tried to 

make capital of the fact that X didn't 

push tbia other fellow. She said# 11Why, 

Maine was big enough to deserve more 

than one major Federal appointment." 

But remember, too, that. 1 was a 

freshman senator through all this period, 

and X QOuldn' t expect too much consideration. 

1 think that Jack gave more than I 

might noxmally expect from the President 

of my a.m- rty, although President Johnson 

haa found new ami ingenious ways of helping 

his supports on the HU.l. 

I'd say, looking back on President 

Rennedy'a relations with the Congress, 

that one of hia greatest problems y 

very well have been perhap an aubconseioua 

de•ire on the part of senators and 

congre amen to have a person 1 relation 
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with him that he couldn't possibly give 

them and a feeling of frustration that 

it wasn't there. Conversely, l think 

this 1a one, of the reasons for Johnson's 

success. He bas managed to create the 

impression of a personal relationship 

with more m&mbera of the congr sa than 

could possibly have substance. It • s an 

odd thing. 

MORRISSBY1 Ware you at the 1960 Convention? 

Yes, I was there. Aft r that Wisconsin 

thing I never did play a very cloae role 

in the President's campaign, his campaign 

for the nomination, so I didn • t have 

much of a role in play out at the 

Convention. 

MORRI.SSBY I Did th news of the vice presidential 

selection cause any probl 1'08 in the 

Maine delegation? 

MUSI<IE: No, not r ally. It came as a shock, I 

I 

\~ 
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must say, although I felt after the 

initial shock that it was a very smart 

move. I never questioned it. At that 

time, the history of my relations with 

President Johnson hadn't been very 

bright. We had never gotten along well 

at all. But nevertheless, like Jack, 

X reccgnized his ability and his political 

value9 I thought it was a wise choice. 

As a matter of fact, my respect for 

Jaok•s political acumen and judgment 

shot up. If a fellow can do this in 

spite of the personal relationships 

and the bitterness that had been developed, 

he's a good man. I think this is a 

great tribute to him. 

Since his margin of victory was so 

slight in 1960, did he ever comment to 

you about w at he wan ted to do to make 

sure it was a lot larger in t64 and also 
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to reelect the so-called class of 

'58 which had come to the Senate in 

that year and was up for reelection in 

'64? 

No. He recognized that w all had a 

problem, and I think we all felt we 

did. I think there might well have 

been some casualties. I don't think 

there was any problem in my case, and 

I can't really be sure from the President's 

standpoint whether there were with others, 

but my feeling was very strong that 

[Frank E.] Ted Moss and Gale [W.] McGee 

were in trouble and that others might 

well have been. I recall at the university 

of Maine function -- the affair was held 

on the football field outdoors, and, 

of course, the President was the only 

one to speak except for the Governor 

who welcomed him to the stage and the 

president of the University who 
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introduced the President. I was a 

little unhappy because the president 

of the University didn't ~ ive me a 

larger role in these proceedings, but 

he explained his position, and I could 

see it. In any case, he introduced 

each member of the delegation and for 

some reason I got by far the largest 

hand of the f ur members of the delegation. 

The President leaned over and he said, 

11Well, they don't have to take a Gallup 

poll up here. [Laughter] You look in 

pretty good shape ... 

I don't know what thought he had 

given to the special problems of the 

class of •sa except to recognize that 

they existed. Of course, insofar as I 

was concerned, his sponsorship of the 

Passamaquoddy project was a real help, 

and t hat may have been a part of his 



-104-

thinking. 'l'hen he made that conservation 

awing through the West which was obvioualy 

geared to helping these boys, so I know 

it was very much on his mind, but I don't 

know and have no reason to believe that 

he had any special plans beyond what he 

had already done. I felt that he was 

very confident about his own chanoea 

in 1964. I felt that he was holding 

in reserve, however, many legislative 

proposals and programa that he would 

have liked to advance. I felt that he 

was treading very carefully in this 

business on Weaver and the new departm nt. 

It was typical, I think, of his caution 

here. I think he felt the need to move 

head in the field of civil rights, but 

again had to husband his political resourc .. 

. carefully. I think everything he did in 

th t t h ree years reveals a caution geared 
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to that slim margin. I think he tended 

to be pretty realistic about these performance 

polls that are always run on presidents. 

After all, they don't run you against 

anybody. It's easy to approve a president. 

There's an inclination to approve a 

president's performance unless it is 

radically wrong. After all, we are one 

country and we rally behind our leader. 

I think the President was quite realistic 

about them. They, of course, were very 

favorable and could stimulate over

optimism, but I think he realized that 

once he had an opponent, things would 

change somewhat. And so he 'lrlas careful. 

As a matter of fact, I think that 

President Johnson learned a great 

deal from President Kennedy's beha~ior 

during that three-year period in that 

connection. I think President Johnson 
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ia much more cautious than Kennedy was, 

especially considering the overwhelming 

mandate he got at the polls. He' • much 

lese inclined to welcome controversy on 

domestic issue• than President X.nnedy 

waa, and perhaps all to good purpose. I 

think the fact that he has devel.oped • 

consensus on domestic matters has helped 

him with his foreign probleru whieh I 

wouldn't. want to car'Y· 

I never had chance to discuss 

with President Kennedy any of his 

foreign policy problems, and he had some 

rough ones. I lmow that on the Bay of 

Piqa thing one thing that disturbed me 

was the fact that he immediately ran to 

President Eiaenhower for advice and help. 

This really galled me at the time. In 

retrospect, I ••• the wi•dom of having 

done it. but at the time it just looked 
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and created th appearance of a young 

fellow who, by God, the first time be · 

g•t• in trouble, runs to the old man, 

and I didn t t like it. But again,. as I 

say, it turned out fine. I think he 

took juet the right public stance on 

that Bay of Pigs thing. I would h ~• 

liked at aoma time to ~ve h d an 

opportunity to discuss what went on before~ 

It aeema auoh a.n incredible thing te 

happen, if he were given good advice. 

I suppose w • 11 never lcn.ow exc:ept through 

[Theodore c.) Sorensen's book and other 

books that will be writt.en .. 

I thought that Jack got away very 

lightly on that and that this could 

have been catastrophic for almost anybody 

else. It suggested so m ny shortcoming 

as to him and biB Administration and his 

advise%'&, but he did just the right thing. 
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He said, "The reapon•ibility is mine, .. 

and that stopped all discussion. All 

right, he dmits hie mistake, he takes · 

the reaponsib111tyr what else can you 

aak? So he worked it out very well, and 

of course, hie own performance as he 

9 ined experience and confidence improved 

to the point where peopl forgot it. I 

can't recall really many presidenta Who 

could have gotten away with that one. 

I doubt that a [Richard M.] Nixon could 

b v gotten away with itJ I doubt that 

a Johnson could get away with itJ but 

Jack did. It W&8 a aaae where styl really 

offset the lack of substance. It waa 

a miserable, miaerabl , thing but then, 

by contrast. the cuban Miesile incident 

completely wiped it out. He h d gotten 

his feet on the ground. He'd measured 

up to the job and was all set to g • 
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Oh, I think Jaok had a marveloua 

capacity for growth. When Jack Kennedy 

took office aa Praatdent, th•re certainly 

was no feellng in the country that a 

great Presid nt bad stepped into office. 

He had won by a slim margin; he was an 

attractive young tellOWJ but there was 

certainly no impression of greatness 

at th t point. Three years later he 

had certainly left a mark. His greatness 

and h<:1A' history will valuate it is hard 

to judge. but the fact is that he grew 

in that three-year period in a way that 

~he country and the world recognized. 

The tragedy ia that that 92:owt.h was not 

put to the service of the country and of 

the world as it should have been. The 

growth was there. Xt waa recognized, and 

f think history will always recognize 

that. I don • t think there • • been anything 

like it. 
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Johnson achieved his growth before 

he became tha President and put it to 

work. I think this ia a cla.aeic illustr tion. 

X can • t help but believe tma t x.nnedy• s 

three yaara in office is going to be forever 

a bright page in American history. I 

aaw what I thought was a very cruel an .-lysis 

of Jaak'a Presidency written in the !GW 

~Times, I think on the anniversary 

last y .. r of the aaaaasination. 

Last ovember. 

V ry cruel, and there will be others li'JQ 

it. 'there •a bound to be. And, of course, 

if you try to measure his n residency 

in te~• of legialativ. accompllabmenta, 

it waa not outstanding. I think it waa 

good in light of all the probleJU. rn 

terms of . concrete accompliah.me.nta there 

may not be enough to liet him among the 

great preaidentaJ but wh n you measure 
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the growth of _the man and his contribution 

to the climate of political thinking in 

this country, the shift of direction for 

which he was responsible, th contribution 

to the imag of the Unit•d States which 

he created in the world -- when you 

meaaure the whole impact of Jack Kennedy 

upon his country and his world, it would 

seem to me that this has got to live 

as a bright age, and I don't think I'm 

quite aa sentimental about it as I was 

in the days immediately following his death. 

Thank you ve.ry: muoh. 




