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Oral History Interview
with
ROGER KENT

November 19, 1970
San Francisco, California

By Ann M. Campbell

For the John F. Kennedy Library

CAMPBELL: Maybe we could begin this morning by my asking
you if perhaps you recall when you first met John
Kennedy and what your impressions were of him at
that time.

KENT : I can't recall--~I may be able to--when I first met
him. I remember the first time I was filled with
admiration for him was when he made a speech in

Congress when he first got in there about the low opinion he

had of the American Legion (1946-48). I thought that was just

great! Subsequently, I'm afraid that he had to back away from
that. Can you turn it off?

CAMPBELL: Certainly.

KENT : I'm quite sure that the first time I met John F.
Kennedy was at the Democratic [National] Convention
in Chicago in 1956. The California delegation

was pledged to [Adlai E.] Stevenson, he having won the primary

over [C. Estes] Kefauver by a two-to-one majority, but there

was a great divergence as to how we would go for vice presi-
dent. We had a caucus, and it split fairly evenly between

Kefauver, [Hubert H.] Humphrey, and Kennedy. I remember that
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[James] Jimmy Roosevelt, I think, spoke for Kefauver, [Benjamin
H.] Swig spoke for Kennedy, and I spoke to our caucus for
Humphrey. I think there were probably a few more votes for
Kefauver than for Humphrey and there were a few more Humphrey
votes than there were for Kennedy. The Kefauver votes were
largely from southern California, although there was substan-

" tial support for both Kennedy and Humphrey down there. The

Humphrey and Kennedy people were very much together on the

fact that whichever one of the two candidates showed up as the
stronger, the other votes would go that way. We still were
perhaps a little bit unhappy with Kefauver because of the
California campaign which we'd had here in the primary in which
most of us had been, were for Stevenson. We were quite violent

- on the subject.

Well, [Elinor R.] Ellie Heller, who was--no, she was not
national committeewoman at that time. She had been national
committeewoman before that, but . . .

CAMPBELL: [Elizabeth R.] Libby Smith may have been at that
time.

KENT : No. Let's see, was it Libby at that time, or was
it still Clara Shirpser? Clara Shirpser was
elected in '52. Yeah, that's it. Clara had been

elected in "52 when Kefauver beat the [Edmund G.] Brown slate

here. And she held office, I believe, through the convention
of '56, and Libby had been elected to succeed her. Well, Libby
and I were very much on the Humphrey side. Ellie Heller, who
has always been very close to us, and [William M.] Bill Malone,
who had been a former state chairman, were on the Kennedy side.

So either Ellie or Bill said to me could I get Libby and meet

with Senator Kennedy in Ellie Heller's room one night before

the balloting for vice president. I said, "Yes, I'd be de~-
lighted." '

wWe went there and had a very interesting conversation with
Senator Kennedy. He said that he was sure that he was going
to emerge as the stronger candidate and that he had a very good

- chance to be selected by the convention as vice president. He

indicated to us that Humphrey's strength was diffused and that
it wouldn't stand up, although he realized that Humphrey had
many, many friends all through the various states. And this,
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of course, was an absolutely accurate prediction because a
great many of the southern states, particularly, were violently
anti-Kefauver and they looked to see who was the candidate

that had the best chance to beat Kefauver. They saw that

John F. Kennedy had a very strong base in the New England
states, and I assume that [Abraham A.] Abe Ribicoff and John
Bailey and some of the others plus his own people in Massachu-
setts had put together a strong New England base of--he had,
what was it, eighty-four votes or something of that kind going
in, so that brought the anti-Kefauver forces very strongly to
him. His prediction was absolutely deadly accurate, as many

of his political predictions were. Our first vote for vice
president was announced from the caucus vote but after that we
couldn't get an accurate tally. And of course, that was a
riotous back-and-forth vote. And I don't think they finally
ever got the California vote because we had so much difficulty--
because it was a very large delegation and half votes--of try-

ing to take a tally and have somebody announce it. I think

finally it was announced as a Kefauver vote and that helped,
I think, to put Kefauver over. And of course, everybody
realizes that was exposure and the fight helped make Kennedy
very much of a national figure, and of course, as many people
have said, he was very fortunate that he last it.

CAMPBELL : Yeah, yes indeed. You ended up then as a Humphrey
' voter?

KENT : Yeah. And I don't remember. . . . I think that
when. . . . They were trying to get us to go unit
rule for Kefauver after--Humphrey was out and the

Kennedy vote was pretty small. The Kefauver people were very

vociferous, but I don't think that California ever did cast

a legitimate ballot in that thing. I think something was

announced.

CAMPBELL: Some people have said that. Did you ever discuss
with Governor Stevenson his decision to throw up
the vice presidential candidate to the convention?

KENT : . I never did. I never did. I suppose it was a
mistake to do it, on the other hand, it might have
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given a valuable sense of participation. It was the

‘6nly excitment really that was going on, I'm sure.

CAMPBELL: In Chicago that year. After the convention, I
believe Senator Kennedy was out this way campaigning.

KENT : Yes, we realized that he was a very valuable prop-
erty and we signed him up very quickly, as fast as

: we could, to speak at what was to be our big fund-
raising dinner in the fall of '56. I was at that time state
chairman, and I had a big role in the Stevenson campaign as
well. I've forgotten what my title was, but we would meet
every afternoon on the campaign in the headquarters. We finally
got around to having a fifty-dollar dinner--we had normally
had twenty-five-dollar dinners, and we did have one very small
hundred-dollar dinner prior to this time. But Bill Malone,
who was very much of an ardent supporter of Kennedy, and Ben
Swig, are very good fundraisers. I made Bill chairman of the
dinner, and he and the dinner committee, I think, sold some-
thing between eight hundred and a thousand tickets at fifty
dollars. And I called up John Kennedy, who was in Los Angeles,
and told him that this was the biggest thing we'd ever had up
to that point in northern California and that we were just
delighted that it was stacking up that way.

I asked him would he please have his speech or excerpts
from it available for the press when he arrived. And he said,
ves, he would. This was two or three days before the dinner.
Well, I suppose that he was still a fairly young man at that
time and he had very close friends in San Francisco. And he
didn't do a very good job for us. He came up to San Francisco
without a speech and without excerpts and he told me that so-
and-so--and I don't remember whether this was [Theodore C.]
Sorensen or not--would give the speech to the press. And it
was some hours later and just about time the dinner started
that the press finally did get a few paragraphs of a speech
which they could use. And of course, the senator had a very
close friend, [Paul B., Jr.] Red Fay, here and Red Fay's wife
and some other friends that they had known. He met with them
before dinner and then made a speech which was his usual
excellent off-the-cuff start, and then the page or so that had
been prepared for him, and I don't think the whole speech lasted




more than ten to fifteen minutes. Then when the dinner was over
he left immediately with his close personal friends without
seeing many of our politicians or contributors. As I said a
number of us were not happy with his performance at that time,
that being perhaps one of the very few times when I wasn't

happy with the senator.

CAMPBELL: Did you ever discuss that with him afterward?
KENT : 3 cerfainly did not.

CAMPBELL: As time went on in the late fifties, how did you
view John Kennedy as a potential presidential can-
didate? It became rather clear he was interested.

KENT : Yes. It was, of course, very clear that Stevenson
would not be a candidate again, and I had traveled
with Hubert Humphrey in California on a number of

swings. He came into the state, too, and helped us in '54

and again in '56 and again in '58. And he would stump all

the railroad crossings and the little towns, and he would go in

and help the congressional candidate raise a few bucks who

didn't have any chance to get elected. And he, of course, was

a perfectly charming and delightful guy, and had unsurpassed

energy, so that I became very much of a Humphrey supporter.

And Kennedy, of course, knew this. He kept the tabs out on

about everybody. ' I regarded--always felt that I would be happy

- with either Stevenson again or Humphrey or with Kennedy. I

felt that I would not be happy, particularly happy, with [Stuart]

Symington. I would be dismally unhappy with [Lyndon B.] Johnson.

But any of the other three were okay with me.

I suppose it would've been in late '59 or early '60 that

I was in Washington, and I'm not sure whether Libby was still

there. No, of course not. Of course, not. No, she was

appointed as the treasurer after his election. She happened

to be in Washington, probably at a meeting of the National

Committee, I think that was it. And so the senator got a hold

of us and asked if we'd come down and see him. So we went

down and saw him in his office. I suppose this would've been

early '60. He produced polls from various states and some on

‘a national basis which showed that he was a leading candidate




and that he would also have the best chance to win against a
number of stated Republicans. I suppose that was probably
early in '60. Libby and I then divided for a while--one of
the few times that we were on opposite sides--and she became
a pretty firm and open Kennedy supporter and I stayed, of
course, with Humphrey. And I don't remember whether it was
at that conference or a subsequent one that I had with Senator
Kennedy when he told me, he said, "I know of your very deep
personal friendship with Hubert Humphrey and, of course, re-
spect it. But," he said, "Hubert Humphrey is not going to be
around when this convention starts." Again his prediction
was deadly accurate and Humphrey wasn't around after the
rather inconclusive thing in Wisconsin and then the devasta-
ting and conclusive thing in West Virginia.

Again, I was very close to Stevenson and I had been at
Libertyville with him on a long weekend. He had stayed with
us in Kentfield. He'd gone over to Bolinas where we had a
little place on the beach and dug clams with us. I had ar
enormous admiration and affection for him, but I had a feeling
that he couldn't win, that the business of "two-time loser*®
would be too much to overcome, and I went around and I checked
on this. I checked with [Robert B.] Meyner, who told me that
he had run much worse in New Jersey in '56 than in '52, and
with [Richardson] Dick Dilworth and learned that he'd run,
again, much worse in Pennsylvania in '56 than in '52. Califor-
nia was contrary to this pattern. I felt and still believe
that Stevenson would have carried California in '60, but
presumably he wouldn't have carried a lot of other states.

And some of these other politicos that I talked to, [Robert
F.] Bob Wagner, some Humphrey Minnesota people and others.

- They just said, "Look, we went downhill from '52 to '56 with
Stevenson, and it's not going to work again. And he can't
be elected.”

[A. S. Mike] Monroney, at that time, was, of course,
making noises that he was helping Stevenson. (I learned later
that he was almost certainly working for Johnson.) So I went
to see Mike Monroney, who again had been a friend of mine.

He'd been out here speaking from time to time. And I asked
Mike, I said, "What have you got going for Stevenson?" "Well,"
he said, "we've got this .and that and so forth."
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CAMPBELL: Would this have probably been in early 19602

KENT : - This would've been probably later in '60. This
would have been around--I was beginning to check
it out carefully--say, in April or May.

CAMPBELL: ' In spring or early summer.
KENT : And then he said, "We've got the whole South after

Johnson loses." And I said, "Well, let's be a
little specific. What have you got in the South?

'And what makes you think you've got it?" "Well,” he said, "we've

got Georgia." I said, "All right, Mike, I'll give you Georgia.
Now tell me what else you've got." And he just hemmed and
hawed and didn't tell me that he had anything else at all.
About this time I began to feel that Stevenson should not be
the candidate, but I wasn't prepared to back away from him
because of my friendship and admiration.

Then in early June, I think this was what we did: We
had a dinner of some kind, or a lunch--I think it was a lunch--
and Symington was there and John Kennedy was there and a rep-
resentative of Lyndon Johnson was there. And during that stay
John Kennedy saw a lot of San Francisco people. And he then
had meetings with a lot of us individually in the Fairmont.
Meantime, I attended a press conference where he said. . . .
Some newspaper guy asked him and he said, "Now, if you are
elected president, would you appoint Stevenson secretary of
state?" And he said, "I think any Democrat"--I heard this--
he said, "I think any Democratic president would."

And then [William H., Jr.] Bill Orrick went in to see him.
(Bill, subsequently, went to work, of course, in the attorney
general's office and then over in the State Department and
back in the attorney general's office.) And Bill was for
Kennedy even though he had been chairman for Stevenson, I
think, in '56. And when he came out Bill told me, he said
that he specifically asked him this question, "Would you
appoint Stevenson secretary of state?” And he said yes he would.
So I then figured, well, this is the time I toss in my cards.

I may have a few cards and I'd like to play them while they
may still have some value. So I called Stevenson in New York
and said this is what Kennedy had said. And he said, "Well,




‘this has got to be a two-way street. And I have got to. . . .
It's got to be offered to me in a proper and dignified way."
And I said, "I can clearly understand that." And so I called
up the senator's office and I said I wanted to see him.

Then I called the senator's office and I said that I
wanted to see him and I would be coming to Washington. So
he said, "Any time.” He said, "Two o'clock tomorrow after-
noon," or something like that. So the meeting was just the
senator and myself. I said, "I'm your guy. I'm going to
support you." And then I said, "I want to tell you something,"
and then I told him about this business and the fact that I
had talked to Stevenson and suggested to him the proper way
for handling it. (As far as I'm concerned, obviously they
didn't do it the proper way then.) I felt that Stevenson
was one of the ablest guys there was for the job and was on
a first-name basis and, practically, friend of every head of
state in the world. And he said, "Yes. Of course, you know,
Stevenson's making it kind of tough on me. [Chester] Bowles
is helping every day." I said, "Well, I understand that." |
And he said, "Well, anyway, if I do do this, I'm not going to
make an announcement for a long time because I want [Richard
M.] Nixon to be running against me and not running against
Stevenson." And I said, "That's very, very good strategy."
And I agreed with it thoroughly. So then I said to him, "I

“think I will be more effective for you if this is not announced

right now because I will attempt to work on my many, many
Stevenson friends.

CAMPBELL: And you meant your support of him was not to be




announced.

KENT That's right, my support of him was not to be
announced because I thought it would limit my
effectiveness in dealing with other members of

the delegation. Oh, there's one very funny one.

CAMPBELL: May I just quickly ask did you feel when you left
that day that Senator Kennedy had committed him-
self to appoint Governor Stevenson secretary of

state?

KENT : I didn't. I didn't ask him for a commitment, and
he didn't give me one. So I didn't really feel
that.

Now, there's one funny one. A call I got from [Joseph W.]
Joe Alsop, and this was back about February or March of '60.
It was getting very close to the time when any presidential
candidate had to announce, appoint his committee, and prepare
to get on the California ballot for the June primary. And Joe
Alsop called me--I guess at this time I would have been a
vice-chairman of the state committee, but it was pretty well
decided that ' I would, in August when they had the election,
become chairman. California has this law, you know, in which
it rotates north and south every two years.

; I was on the Brown selection committee for his delegation
and whatnot, ‘and I got this call from Joe Alsop, and he said,
"Kent, old boy," he said, "you people must realize that maybe--
should realize that Senator Kennedy may enter the California
primary." And I said, "Yes, we realize this." And he said,

"I think he would win. What do you think?" And I said, "well,
I don't know.” I said, "He'd have a real struggle. As you
know, the group that's on the Brown delegation, including the
governor himself and [Clair] Engle and the rest of these peo-
ple, are all people that helped swing California from a Repub-
lican to a Democratic state, and they are on this delegation
and committed, and committed to go for Brown. I think they
would be somewhat formidable."

And he said, "Well, what would you do if Senator Kennedy
entered the primary?"” And I said, "The first thing I'd do is
I hope I would call a meeting of those that I knew I could
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count on and we would kick off the proposed delegation every-
body who we suspected was even remotely in favor or John
Kennedy and we would fill up the delegation with people who
were clearly for Symington, Johnson, Humphrey, and Stevenson.
And then we would prepare for the damnedest fight we could
give." He said, "0Old boy, why would you want to do a thing
like that?" And I said, "Well, look. I can't blame Senator
Kennedy if he wants to come in here. But if he wants to come
in here and enter a slate, he will earn my undying enmity and
that of a good many others in California." And I said, "It
might hurt very badly in the fall." He said, "Well, you're
very inconsistent, old fellow. You know, you're saying that
you don't blame him for coming in, and yet, he's going to incur
your undying enmity.” And I said, "Yes, and that's not in-
consistent at all." I said, "He's playing for the highest
stakes there are, which is president of the United States, and
why the hell should he care whether he incurred my enmity and
these other people or not?" "Well, old boy, you know, he may
come in." I said, "Yes, of course, I realize that he may come
in." I later found out, from a strange coincidence, that he
was calling from Senator Kennedy's office. And that's why I
told you this.

- CAMPBELL: Oh, really.

KENT : But I've forgotten exactly how it came, but it was

some fellow in Washington (I think [James H., Jr.]

Jim Rowe) who told me. . . . When I mentioned
this, he said, "What day was that?" And I told him. This
was only a few weeks after it happened. And he said, "What
time of day was it?" And I told him. He said, "I was having
lunch with Joe Alsop, and Joe jumped up and said, 'I've got to
go down to Senator Kennedy's office and see him,' and he left.
And that was only about twenty minutes before you had this
telephone conversation with him." So I would loved to have
known what the senator thought when Joe conveyed this to him
because I knew perfectly well, of course, that Joe was speaking
for him, but I didn't know where he was.

CAMPBELL: Speaking from his office.
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KENT : ‘ I didn't know he was speaking from his office.

CAMPBELL: Joe Alsop was the source of another story that,
I think, broke in the early summer of '60 that
suggested that [Edward H.] Ed Heller had been
some sort of intermediary between the Kennedy people and
Governor Brown and had been the source of, perhaps, a Brown
promise to withdraw his candidacy if Senator Kennedy performed
well in the primaries he was interested in. Are you aware of
such negotiations at all?

KENT : . Yes, I think what I heard--I heard this from Don
Bradley, who was our executive secretary of the
committee and was the campaign chairman in many

statewide campaigns. He knew about it and apparently it was

true. As far as I know, the deal went something like this:

If Kennedy won the primaries in Wisconsin and West Virginia -

and Oregon and maybe some others, then Brown said he would

withdraw and have Kennedy run in California. I don't think
that was in the cards and it would not be possible. It was
that Brown would support him.

CAMPBELL: No, I think that he would support him openly and
early maybe, or a little earlier.

KENT : - Yeah, I don't know whether it was early or not.
I know that Brown did come out, of course, before
the convention started really and say he was for
Kennedy.

CAMPBELL: Let me ask you why you as a party leader and other
party leaders in the state felt it so important
to take a delegation to Los Angeles pledged to a
favorite son?

KENT = Well, you see, we had just had a big clean-up
victory in '58, what we had been working on from
'52 on-~I became the vice chairman in '54--and had

been working very, very hard on all these special elections

and then general elections for the assembly and the state
senate as well as Congress. And we had the opportunity after
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[william F.] Knowland pulled out of the Senate and went for

the governor to. . . . I mean we never would have gotten a
candidate as good as Engle, if he'd had to run against Knowland
for the Senate. I'm sure he wouldn't have done it. We could
point to Knowland and say, "He wants to be governor only to

be president.” And then we had Stanley Mosk, who was a-judge,
very good candidate, running for attorney general. So we

had very nearly a clean sweep, and we took both houses of the-
legislature and the chief executive offices.

Well, we felt that we should stick together. We were
very pleased and happy with Brown and we wanted him to be the
chairman of our delegation, and we wanted him to speak for us.
And I suppose that we were very much split among the others as
I told you--that is the political leaders of California were
split as to who we wanted to support for president.

So we didn't really much feel like choosing up sides,
saying, "You get over on this one, and you get over on this
one; we'll have a primary battle,” because this would have
divided the team that had been responsible for the Democratic
victories in California. Well, you know, because of that
danger I never. . .,. I wanted to go on a delegation for any
candidate other thqﬂ Brown. I wouldn't have wanted to go on
one for Stevenson because I had these big reservations as to
whether he could win an election or not. I wouldn't have
wanted to go on one for Kennedy because I was definitely commit-
ted to Humphrey, say, or Stevenson. We knew that Humphrey
didn't have money enough to run one of these kind of things,

-and it would've been a very divisive thing if we had not tried

to put it together the way we did.

CAMPBELL: You were a member of the executive committee, T
think, that chose the delegation at a meeting at
Carmel.

KENT : Yeah, that's right.

CAMPBELL : And was it a conscious thing on your part to include
‘all factions of the party?

KENT : - What we tried to do, and it's a crazy quilt that
you're trying to put together. You have to get
two people from every congressional district, or
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maybe four if you've got half votes. You want to take care of
various groups: You want to take care of the party workers;
you want to take care of your labor friends; you want to take
care of a reasonable number of your fat cat friends; you want
to be sure there's an adequate minority representation; and
you, of course, have got to balance it out with a substantial
number of women. And you have some at-larges, and you'd

throw most of them into San Francisco or Los Angeles because
this is where you had your big requirement for people eligible
and deserving of a place on the delegation. But I think it
was much more in terms of what contributions the peonle had
made to the Democratic party and what contribution they would
make to the strength of a delegation than whether they were
for Stevenson, Humphrey, Kennedy, or Johnson, or anybody else.
And, of course, you have to take care of all of the congress-
men, assemblymen and senators that decide they want to go on
and a great many of the legislators did want one. You have

a hell of a time keeping them off if they decide they want to
go on.

CAMPBELL: I think that I read someplace that you made a
special trip to Illinois to talk with Governor
Stevenson about his plans, his potential for
running in 1960. Is that true?

KENT 3 I don't think it is. I don't think that I went for
that purpose. I went there. What I did was stop
_ on my way to the East because I was so fond of him.
He said he wanted to talk to me and would I come into Liberty-
ville. I said I would just love to. So I went there, and he
was. . . . I think we probably talked about whether he would
run again, and I know he had the gravest reservations about
whether he should or should not. I know that. . . .

CAMPBELL: Do you happen to recall at that visit if there
was any discussion at all between you and Governor
Stevenson about John Kennedy's potential candidacy?
Or did you ever have the opportunity to discuss that with
Governor Stevenson?

KENT 2 Well, I don't think. . . « I think I did discuss
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it occasionally. Now, maybe it was at this con-

versation, or maybe it was another one where to
my intense surprise, and very interestingly because of sub-
sequent developments, that he suggested [Edmund S.] Muskie
as a possibility for the presidency in 1960, which clearly
indicated that there was at least friction between him and
John Kennedy because Kennedy was so much further ahead. I
mean Muskie was just like suggesting it be [Frank E.] Ted
Moss in 1972 or somebody of that kind.

CAMPBELL: What was your role, if any, in the replacement of
Mr. [Paul] Ziffren, which I think occurred at the
first meeting of your delegation, by Stanley Mosk?

KENT : That is very, very interesting. I had forgotten

about that. I'm glad you mentioned that because

it had slipped my mind. We had the Brown delega-
tion going. Senator Kennedy came up from Los Angeles and he
talked to [Joseph C.] Joe Houghteling and Libby Gatov. Paul
Ziffren was on our selection committee. He had been busily
engaged in selecting delegates who would be the Brown delegates.
Meantime, they had changed the rules of the National Committee
to provide that the national committeeman and woman would be
delegates to the convention whether they were on the winning
slate or not, and so Ziffren would be a delegate no matter
who won. Senator Kennedy told Libby Gatov and Joe Houghteling,
he said, "zZiffren is urging me to enter the California primary."
And he asid, "This is just absolute cold turkey," in no
uncertain terms at all. Hy Raskin later confirmed this to me.

So this, we felt, was the most duplicitous thing we had

ever had anything to do with because it had to make ziffren
(who had been very close to us) the only important Democrat
delegate from the state of California if the Kennedys put
together a delegation and won. They would have to get second-
or third-raters as far as the party was concerned. They would
unquestionably be people with no leadership experience. There
was a very good chance that such a delegation could win because
everybody knew that Brown was not a serious candidate and so
you were voting for a proxy rather than for a live body. And
our experience in California had been in the '52 election that
the live body was going to win. And the result of this would
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have been that Ziffren would have gone back with the Kennedy
delegation and he would have been the shining star because

he was a plenty bright guy and he 'had had plenty of experience
and he had all kinds of contacts, and there was no question
about it that he would have emerged as the almost sole strong
Democratic leader in California. So this didn't quite appeal

to us, and I remember that I went to that. . . . This must've
taken place in December '59 or early January of '60 because

we went to the Albuquerque Western States' Democratic Conference.

CAMPBELL: That was in February of 1960.

KENT : That was in February. Well, then this conversation

could have taken place in January; it probably did.

And I had started to have a split with [Jesse M.]
Unruh because he had started in to work on Brown a bit and
oppose him and start working for his own personal ambitions.
But I sat next to him on an airplane going from Albuquerdgue
back to San Francisco. And he had heard this, and he had it
confirmed from some source. At least he told me that he had.
And I just said, "All right, as far as I'm concerned, that's
it. We will beat Mr. ZzZiffren for national committeeman. We
can't have a guy around in a position of such power if he's
going to act that way.” -

I came back and talked to Bill Malone, and Bill Malone
said, "That's a very smart man." He said, "What you've got
to do is you've got to keep him all the way in or you've got
to throw him all the way out. You can't have a halfway rela-
tionship with a fellow like that.” I said, "well, it looks to
me as if the only thing we can do is throw him all the way
out.” Then Stanley Mosk agreed to run.

And there were about four of us here in northern California
who had been engaged in the political game six or more years,
and we knew all the bodies, and we just made a full set of
telephone calls. We had a tally on how it stood, and Ziffren
and Paul Butler and some of Ziffren's friends just couldn't
believe it when I said to them, "Look, get out. Don’t make
a fight of it. You're cooked.” He said, "Just absolutely
ridiculous. We've got this thing won and don't you forget it.
And we're not going to let you forget it when we win." I
understand that Paul Butler was absolutely dumbfounded when
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he found that Paul Ziffren had been beaten and very decisively--
and I've forgotten what it was; it was around. . . .

CAMPBELL: It wasn't close.
KENT 2 It was two and a half to three to one.

CAMPBELL: How about subsequent effects of that bit of divi-
siveness? Do you think that that had an effect
into the California delegation at the convention
or the conduct of the convention in any way? It's been suggested,
for example, that perhaps Mr. Ziffren was the source of some
tickets to the galleries at the convention.

KENT : At the '60 convention?
CAMPBELL: Yes.

KENT : I don't know. I heard this, but as far as I'm
concerned, it's straight rumor.. I don't have any
knowledge of it at all.

CAMPBELL: What are your memories of the 1960 convention?
I think your. delegation caucused a few times and
took polls.

KENT: Yes. Well, we had meetings of the Kennedy people
every day throughout. And of course, I met with
the guys from the Kennedy delegations from other

states, and I worked on our delegation. Three of the labor

guys I know came up to me one time--and this is before I had
announced publicly which way I was going to go--and they said,

"What are you going to do?” They were fellows from San

Francisco. And I said, "Well, I'm going to go for Kennedy."

They said, "Okay, we've been very concerned and bothered with

this and that and other considerations. If you're going for

Kennedy, that's good enough for us. We're going for Kennedy."

CAMPBELL: When did you announce publicly? Do you remember?

KENT 3 Oh, several days before the vote. But then--this
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made me so particularly mad at Unruh on the tactics

he was using. I mean he was using the strong-arm
tactics that he always says are the only way that you can do
business. Well, this is just rid;culous. You can do so much
better business with a glove than you can with a club, you
know. And I don't remember exactly now just how the parlia-
mentary situation shaped up. It was provided that we were to
vote on.. . . [Interruption] Well, I think the way it was

-was that we had some parliamentary motions that required us to

vote that day on how we were going to go on the convention

~ floor. I felt (and so did my friends) that there was no ques-

tion but that we could get more votes for Kennedy if we could
have the vote go over at least another day and give us another .
opportunity for a night of work on our friends. And I had

this thing half unraveled and was all set to complete it when
Unruh got up and said, "I move we adjourn.” Well, this made
everybody so mad that it was unanimously defeated. And then

he said, "I move. . . ."=-oh, I've forgotten--something like
the previous question, or something like this which had to

be explained in the light of the fact that what this meant was

~that it was some arbitrary manner of cutting off debate and

that we were going to vote on whether we went over that day

or not. Somebody got up a substitute motion that we vote that
day which is actually the way it was set up. It had to be
unraveled. But we didn't do it. So we had to vote that day.
And I've forgotten just how the vote came out. Kennedy got
about thirty-odd votes and Stevenson about the same with some
legislators for Johnson and a small vote to Symington.

CAMPBELL: About the same.

KENT: | And we were sure we could have done better for
Kennedy. Well, of course, throughout that conven-
tion I was just absolutely flooded with wires and

cables and letters and telephone messages and whatnot to go

for Stevenson. And there were so many of these wires and I

opened so many, that the day after the convention had nominated

John F. Kennedy--I didn't open all the sheaves of telegrams in

my room--one of them was one from Bobby Kennedy inviting me

to come down to a campaign strategy session at the Biltmore,

which I didn't go to, and which I was very sorry I missed.
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CAMPBELL: What was your view of the selection of Lyndon
Johnson as vice presidential candidate?

KENT : That it was just perfectly dismal. I thought it
was just awful. On the other hand, I subsequently
felt that probably it had been very important in

his election. However, that first precept a man must have in

choosing the vice president is "do you want him to be president."

And I'm one who's not a damned bit pleased with Lyndon Johnson's

performance as president. But of course, it was after he got

elected on his own that he got us fully into the Vietnam thing.

I wrote him in July of '65 not to get into a ground war there.

It was just hopeless. I'd been on Guadalcanal in the fall of

'42, and I knew that there's no possibility you could win the

thing. But anyway, I thought it was awful.

I went to a meeting up in Brown's room. I'd seen

[G. Mennen] Soapy Williams and some of his people. They were

feeling the same way, of course. I got up there in Brown's

office. I think there were about ten or fifteen of us there.

They said, "Well, he's chosen Johnson.” And I said, "well,

for God's sakes, let's communicate to him that none of us

like it. Let's communicate to him the fact that we don't like

it and hope that it be reconsidered.” And so Brown got

- Kennedy on the telephone, and Kennedy said, "I've told Johnson,

and he has accepted." [Inaudible] That was the end of that.

CAMPBELL: What was your role in the subsequent campaign?

KENT : I was state chairman. There was talk of

[Alan] Cranston, Mosk and me. Ted Kennedy was

in the governor's office with us and after some
talk I was chosen. [Interruption] One of the campaign high-
lights was the whistle-stop. Libby and I flew up to Portland
to join the train. Before I flew up, I had been called by
- the senator in San Diego County and by a couple of other people
in San Diego saying, "What is this we hear that the president
is going to cancel out on the San Diego trip?" And I said,
"Well, I hadn't heard anything about it." And I had known
that he'd been scheduled in to San Diego, but we run California
very much like two states and the southern California people
were pretty much running their own show. They asked me to check
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this out, so we went in and saw the senator in the private
car--he was sitting there having a cup of coffee--and he
listened to us and he told us, of course, that his voice was
giving him trouble and that he had a hell of a campaign ahead
.of him and he had one behind him and that he just didn't feel
he could do San Diego, and that he was going to have to rest.
So then I said to him, I said, "Well, this isn't a matter of
my personal pride in California, but I feel that all these
enormous preparations have been made for a couple of appearances
and a parade and all of the streets are decorated, and the
people are going to be there. There's a million people down
there and this could conceivably turn off enough of those

who are working for you so that it might possibly mean the
election in a very close one." I said, "I wouldn't care so
much about it, but it was your people who went down there

and asked these people to lay it on.”

He was just wild. He said, "Who in the hell arranged
this San Diego thing?" Ken O'Donnell was there, and he said,
"I did, Senator." It was the highest political courage I have
ever seen exhibited. He didn't say it was a committee deci-
sion, he didn't say that he had discussed it even with the
senator, he didn't say that he thought that it had been cleared
by somebody else; he just accepted full responsibility for it.
And that cooled the senator off very quickly.

He went down through the whistle-stop. [Theodore H.]
Teddy White had written that this was poorly scheduled, badly
planned, or something of this kind. I wrote him at length
and I pointed out to him in the correspondence (It was a
delightful correspondence, his answers to me.) that we did just
exactly what good politicians should do. The valley congres-
sional districts were a source of our great strength. And so
what we planned to do was to hit the northern valley which
would be, say, Engle's congressional district, now [Harold T.]
- Bizz Johnson's, and John E. Moss' from Sacramento, and then
we would take the train into Oakland and we would have a big
showing in Oakland. Then we wouldn't have to go back to
Oakland and we could have the real big one in San Francisco
without getting into any problems with Oakland in the fall.
And then we would pick up and go down through [John J.]

Johnny McFall's and [B. F.] Bernie Sisk's and Harlan Hagan's
districts down in Modesto, on south to Bakersfield and then
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fly into Los Angeles. This is the best of all political
strategems, nail down your strength. We thought it was our
strength. I'll come to the fact that it turned out not to be..

What we did was this great political plan and program
‘that. . . . For instance, we had several of the Dunsmuir
people come to the train in Oregon. They rode down on it and
had a chance to talk to Kennedy, and they had their pictures
taken with him. And they had some message from him. Then
- they got off the train with pictures and a whole crowd from

Redding got on, and they had a chance to talk to the candidate
- for a short time, and they had their pictures taken with him
and the rolls of films were given to them as they got off.
And meantime, of course, at each of these stops, you have the
reporters and the radio and every radio and every TV station
in the vicinity is taking pictures of the show and taking
transcriptions of Kennedy's speech. And you just leave behind
you the most fantastic publicity you can imagine. Front page
pictures of the candidate with all the local people, and then
these radio and TV and other media going for hours.

Well, after we had hit the second town, I began talking
to my political friends and the Catholic thing arose, and
they said, "Look out" (because the valley is very heavily
populated by the Okies and Arkies and Texans and whatnot).
"Lots of people think that a Catholic president would be the
devil incarnate, and they won't go for one." It came to me
from, say, a fellow named [Harold J.] Sperbeck who had been
elected supervisor in Yuba County. And he was a Catholic
himself. I said, "Sam, what are you talking about that they
won't vote for a Catholic?" I said, "They voted for you."

He said, "Sure, they voted for me and they voted for Brown,

but the word is out you cannot have a Catholic as president

of the United States.” And he said, "There are people living
next to me who have never voted Republican in their lives,

and they are not going to vote for Kennedy. They're going

to vote for the Republican.” And I began to talk to others
about this feeling and heard for instance that an American
Legion post was having speeches against a Catholic for
president; or the minister, local minister of the fundamentalist
church was preaching sermons, "You can't have a Catholic for
president.” And I was terribly concerned and I did say what

I thought to some of the professionals. And I wrote a memorandum,
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.and it is lost. It said, "I think the only way we can counter-

act this is to meet in head-on. We've got to go and plaster
the story that the Constitution of the United States says

there shall never be any religious test for public office and
if you're an American, you're going to play it that way." We
had the feeling at the tag end of the campaign that Johnson

was very effective on this because these people would take it
from Johnson and they wouldn't take it from others. I remember
wild applause in Fresno for instance when Johnson said, "Nokody
asked young Joe Kennedy if he was a Catholic when he went out
on his last mission.” But I'm sure we should have been at it
much stronger head-on.

CAMPBELL: You indicated to me in your letter that you had
a conversation--the whistle-stop tour was in
September, and then Senator Kennedy was back
November first and second, I think, campaigning in California.
You indicated at least you'd had a“conversation concerning the
impact of the religious issue.

KENT : Yeah, I was very lucky. We went out to a rally in
East Los Angeles in a Mexican-American area. There
was a big rally and Stevenson was there and Kennedy

was there. I was loqhagg“for the car that I'd rode out in,

and good old [Williamiﬁbﬁ Jr.] Bill Blair said, "Step in here."

So I stepped in the limousine with Stevenson and Kennedy.

And we were very enthusiastic with the way the campaign
was going, but I just had this undertone of fear on the reli-
gious issue, knowing that in the areas of our great strength
that it was there. And I said to the senator, I said, "I can't

'see it any other way but that you're going to win California,

and win it fairly substantially." But I said, "There's one
thing that I just really cannot totally appraise and that is

the impact of the religious issue.” And I said, "It scares me.”
And he said, "Well, it naturally bothers me. If it wasn't

for that, we could all go home and quit, and we could have

gone home weeks ago.” But that is the one real problem.
Subsequently I talked to Stewart Udall and he said there was

no question in his mind but that everywhere west of the
Mississippi that the issue hurt us and hurt us very badly.
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CAMPBELL: It's been suggested in one quarter that some people
in California, perhaps, thought that the Kennedy
people may have written off California sort of

early and didn't go all out in this state in 1960. Would you

agree with that at all?

KENT : No. I certainly wouldn't. 1I'm sure a number of
them felt they had to have California. And they
made 'quite an effort here. ©Now, obviously they

made a very mistaken division of time between California and

Ohio because they went into Ohio, I think, about seven times

and lost it very, very badly, whereas they went into California

much less than that and narrowly lost it. I announced gaily
on the TV in the middle of election night when we were ahead
by maybe fifty thousand or more and moving up that it was

"in the bag” because I couldn't see the trend changing. But

then what happened was we, of course, lost it in the Valley

and on the absentees. ;

CAMPBELL: I was here then. I can remember sitting up all
: night.

BEGIN SIDE II TAPE I

CAMPBELL: Did you get involved at all in the talent hunt
before the inauguration? California got several
appointments. There was an interesting indication

that Hugo Fisher was, perhaps, in line at one time to be

postmaster general and then replaced by [Edward] Ed Day.

KENT : Yeah, that's right. I think what happened, I
think Unruh vetoed that. I think Unruh, at that
time, had the power to do it, and that Hugo Fisher

"was in line, and then Unruh tried to get it himself. And I

was aware of the fact that they told him, "Uh-uh, we gan't do

that. We can't do that." And then Unruh pulled Ed Day out
the hat. That was it.

CAMPBELL: Were you interested in a Washington position at all?

KENT It was very, very funny, and to some extent, sad,
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but the job I wanted was the one job that, of

course, I was not going to get, and that would've
been the job that Red Fay got. I had no bitterness because,
of course, the president can put a personal friend where he

~wants, if he's not unqualified. I had been in the Navy in

World War II and I put in a number of years down in the South
Pacific ashore with the Marines and on carriers and air
command staffs and was assistant to the air planes officer

-on Admiral King's staff in Washington for the last year of the

war. I had also been general counsel in the Defense Depart-
ment in '52-'53. And when I left there in May '53 after the
'52 defeat, I had Potomac fever very badly, and I wanted to
go back. And I would have just loved that job.

But the funny damn thing was [Robert S.] McNamara called
me at my brother's house about a day or so before inauguration,
said he wanted to see me. Maybe this was after inauguration.

I think it was after inauguration because Kennedy was at the
White House. He said he wanted to see me at 8:00 o'clock

in the morning. I said sure that I'd be over. So he then
called me at my brother's house, and said, "Look, I'm

terrible sorry. I'm not going to be there.” And [Roswell L.]
Gilpatric would see me. Well, Ros had been a classmate of mine
at Yale and Yale Law School and was a good friend. He'd been
under secretary of the Air Force when I was general counsel,
and we'd done business a lot. [Interruption] Yeah, this

was about. . . . What was I talking about?

n

CAMPBELL: . The invitation for you to come over to the Pentagon.

KENT : Oh, yes. So he said, "Well, see Gilpatric." I
said, "Fine. 1I'll be glad to see Gilpatric.” So,
_ God, it was cold, and I'd about frozen to death
at the inauguration itself, and meantime I had agreed with
Brown. . . . The Kennedys had not spoken to me about taking

~any job. (Engle told me they'd give me general counsel of

defense and no doubt assistant secretaryship--but that was
later.) And I had, I guess, my nose a little bit out of joint
at that. And I had then agreed with Brown--Brown had asked

me would I stay on in California and be state chairman again
and take an active part in his reelection campaign in '62.

And I had told him I would. And I thought this was important.
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So I went over and saw Gil at 8:00 o'clock and he said,
"What we're interested in is we want you to be under of the
Army." He said, "We have this fellow. He's a West Virginia
guy,"--I1've forgotten his name now--"who knows a great deal
about the Army, president of the university, and he'd be a
very good secretary. But,” he said, "he doesn't know anything
about the Pentagon, and we think that you would be the ideal
balance for him." And I said, "God, Gil, I'm not really
interested in the Army, and I don't think I want to do it."
And he says, "I don't blame you. I wouldn't take it myself.™
And of course, you know, that was certainly a turning point

. because if McNamara had been there and he just said, "This

is your duty,” I'd have done it.

Gradually I got over the Potomac fever, and I had some
problems out here. My brother Bill died and I had to take
a big position with the family business and whatnot and so it
was probably a very good thing that I didn't get myself involved.

But then, good old Libby Gatov--she felt that it had been
very bad that I had not been offered anything. And so talked
to Bill Orrick and said, "Now, let's get this on a basis that
is not going to make any friction.” She told him, "I have a
feeling that he and his wife would be excellent ambassadorial
talent.” So they had Bill Orrick come around and just in kind
of an offhand way ask me if I'd be interested in being ambas-
sador to the Philippines. And I said, "Oh, well, Bill, I
don't think so." (I had no idea that it was a serious offer
and would have talked to my wife and might have felt differently
if I'd known it was a definite offer.) [Interruption]

I did one thing in Washington which was a lot of fun.
One of my political friends up country wrote me a letter after
Kennedy was inaugurated and wanted to have a particular postage
stamp for a particular person. And so I wrote Ed Day a letter
and said to him that this gal was a very much of a deserving
Democrat and that this request of hers seemed to be perfectly
reasonable, and would he kindly give this his careful and
sympathetic consideration, and sent her a copy of the letter.
Well, then, I thought that would be the end of that. And
instead, I got back a letter from an assistant postmaster
general saying, "Shortly the postmaster general would establish
a stamp advisory committee, and all these requests would be
sent to it." So I wrote back and said I'd like to be on it.
So I was on it. And it was an awful lot of fun. I stayed on
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it right up through the Johnson years. And of course, it got
me back to Washington three or four times a year if I wanted
to go. It was great fun. (Pointing to the wall) "There's
one plaque given us by Marvin Watson with some of our stamps
on it.” I think we did improve the quality of the stamps.

CAMPBELL: Well, there's no question about that. That series
with the historic flags was . . .

KENT: - 'That was great, yeah.

CAMPBELL: That simply was great. What was your view in
those years--you'd worked with the Democratic
National Committee for many years. How effective

was it under John Bailey in those early 1960 years?

KENT : You know, it very soon became apparent to anybody

that John Bailey was absolutely nothing. You could

walk in and talk to John Bailey any time you wanted
to. There was never any problem about that, and the guys who
were actually carrying the ball, like Kenny O'Donnell and
Larry O'Brien and these people, of course, were the real
power during the Kennedy time, and I guess, [Clifford] Cliff
Carter was when Johnson was president. I don't know why
Bailey continued to hold thé job because he just obviously
didn't have any muscle at all on the Democratic Committee.

CAMPBELL: Was it a difficult thing for the Democratic setup
in California--or at least there're indications
that the White House wasn't exactly sure who to

deal with in California some weeks and some months, and maybe

for the entire Kennedy administration.

KENT : Well, I think that was true. Now, this was very
funny. They seemed to think that Unruh was the
boss, presumably because he looked and acted like

one. He was very powerful in the assembly but not at all with

the electorate. Jane Freeman was out here in late 1962 or 1963.

I was very fond of both Orville and Jane Freeman. And she

was out, and she was over at our place in Kentfield for dinner.

At that time Unruh was being given credit in national magazines
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and other places for having switched California around and won
control of the legislature and for Brown's victory in 1962

and so forth. And I had gone back and I'd given these figures
to John Bailey and I'd given them to Larry O'Brien. And I

said to Jane Freeman, I said, "Look, here's the story. In 1960
when we lose the state by thirty-five thousand votes, we
~carried northern California by a hundred and fifty and we lose
it by a hundred and eighty-five in southern California." I
said, "You come up to 1962, and they're giving Unruh credit

for electing Brown." I said, "Well, maybe he deserves the
credit because southern California went for Brown by seven
thousand votes, but northern California went by a hundred and
ninety-three thousand votes." And I said, "And the thing that
really I can't help but being annoyed about is the business of
Unruh being given credit for changing the complexion of the
legislature, of the assembly and the state senate. Now, he
could have responsibility for the assembly, although he'd
won at least as many seats in the north as he'd won in the
south, and probably some more. But in southern California,
all of southern California at that time, there were only

eight senators, and there were thirty-two in northern California,
and when I came in in 1954, there were ‘twenty-nine Republicans
and seleven Democrats. At that moment (when I talked to Jane
Freeman) there were twenty-nine Democrats and eleven Republicans."
I said, "we went into those districts and we held conventions
to help the local guys select. the best people. We put in
professional help, we put in some money and we worked hard on
those campaigns. And Unruh never came anywhere near any part
of that operation. It was a northern California project
operated out of my political office."”

So Jane looked me in the eye and said, "Have you given the
president these figures?” And I said, "No. I've given them
to Bailey and I've given them to O'Brien." She said, "¥You
give them to him." I said, "Now look. I don't bother the
president." She said, "That is typical. The good ones don't
and the bad ones do.” She said, "You go see him and give him
these figures. He can count." And at this time Unruh was
making noises about the fact that he was going to be the
Kennedy chairman in California for the ensuing campaign.

CAMPBELL: The '64 campaign?

s e
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KENT : And he was blackmailing Brown--doing his best to
blackmail Brown--by saying, "Look, there's only
one man in California that can prevent me from

being Kennedy's campaign chairman in '64, and that's you.

Now, do you want your legislative program or do you want to

exercise your veto and veto me as the chairman?" Well, Brown

is such a mild-mannered, decent guy, he was just in an awful
tizzy. ‘ '

But anyway I called up and said I wanted to see the
president. And immediately they set up an appointment, at the
end of the day, quarter to seven, something like that. I
walked in. I was there alone with him. And I said, "well,
I'm just not sure whether you have these figures or not. This.
is what's happened in California."” I gave him a memo “and he
listened most attentively, asked me a few personal questions
on voting and whatnot. And I don't even know whether he made
any notes; I think he may have. And about two weeks later
Unruh was on his way out to Japan to talk to some Diet about
education in California, and Brown was halfway to announcing
that he was going to be the Kennedy chairman for 1964. Now,
I'm sure that wasn't the sole reason, just on account of the
trip or anything of the kind, but I'm sure it did have some
impact.

CAMPBELL: That's very interesting. I had a note here. I
wish, 'if you have a few minutes, that you'd talk
for a few minutes about your '62 gubernatorial

race. I found someplace where you had predicted Vice President

Nixon would be a candidate as early as June of 1961. How

did you look ahead in a crystal ball and know that?

KENT : Oh, I think I can recreate that, I think it was
for this reason: I thought that the Republican
party was going to put such heat on Nixon as to

make it impossible for him not to be a candidate. I don't

think Nixon wanted to run, but they were going to tell him

"Look, Brown is nothing like John F. Kennedy. He doesn't

have anything like the strength that Kennedy has. You beat

Kennedy in California. You can mop up the floor with Pat

Brown. You are.probably the only person who can do it. If

you go in and mop up Brown and become the governor of California,
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you probably will swing the legislature. You will be able to
influence congressional races. You will add strength to the
Congress on the Republican side and you will make a Republican
bastion out of the state of California. And if you don't go,
just say farewell to politics as a Republican.” I had the
very definite feeling that--I don't remember now all of the
straws in the wind that led me to this very, very definite
conclusion that he was going to go in and the reasons for him
going in. ;

CAMPBELL: And you at the same time predicted that Brown
would win. Was that the party chairman talking,
or did you have confidence in that?

KENT : Both. Probably it was apt to be the party chairman
' © talking, except I've always been an optimist and

I felt that Brown had been a good governor and
« « « « I've also always realized the difference between
people running for one office and running for another office--

" I mean people will vote for a guy for this office, and they

won't vote for him for that office, and they'll vote against
him for this office, and they won't vote against him for
another one. So I had the feeling that Brown had, of course,
won that by more than a million vote victory in '58, and he
hadn't yet made a number of enemies that he made by '66. So
I felt that he could probably be the winner.

They made a lot of mistakes and we made some very good
hay on some of their mistakes. There's one thing that I've
just written Larry O'Brien about now, and that is on this
business of this [Carl L.] Shipley on these ads accusing
Democratic senators of encouraging crime and drug abuse, et

~cetera (the '70 campaign). And [Charles W.] Colson in the

White House calling up Shipley's boss and saying, "Look,
don't can Shipley because he did that at the insistence of
the wWhite House."

Well, I'm of the opinion that probably Nixon himself
participated in those ads for the reason that in that '62
campaign, we had this smear sheet come out under the name
of four or five Democrats saying it was the Committee for the
Preservation of Democratic party in California, and it was
a red smear sheet business. It was ostensibly an appeal
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from Democrats to Democrats, and we got an injunction on some
‘technicalities and then got into it, took their depositions
and, of course, traced this thing right straight back to

Leone Baxter of Whittaker and Baxter and then to Nixon himself,
and she said Nixon himself "had sharpened" up this smear sheet
and we proved that it had all been financed by Republican
money. We got that exposed in the last, closing weeks of

the campaign, and we had some picture cropping jobs (false

and composite pictures) that they had done which we had money
enough and talent enough to expose, and we just gave them
unshirted hell on that. I never had more fun in a campaign
than standing up before TV cameras and showing the real pic-
tures and then the doctored ones. We, of course, used big
blow-ups. And it moved very rapidly against Nixon in those
closing weeks.

CAMPBELL: The other major statewide race in '62 was [Thomas H.]
Ruchel against Richard Richards. Were you pleased
Q:} with the amount of support that came to Richards
from Washington and from the administration? '

KENT : Let's see, '52.
CAMPBELL: 162,
KENT 3’ Oh, '62, '62. I supported Richards in '62. I

think I did'in 4. "« .
CAMPBELL: He'd run before in '56, I think.

KENT : Before in '56, that's right. That's right. And

that one I really very much sat out because

Richards matured a great deal between '56 and '62.
But '56, I'm sure I voted for Kuchel; I didn't support him
openly. I can't remember that I had any particular feelings
about him. I know that, of course, Engle and Kuchel were on
very good terms. That senatorial courtesy is such that you
very seldom will have anybody get into a fight on it. But
Engle did come out for Richards and did make some speeches
for him. And I think we got a little money out of Washington,

{Z} ' but I don't think we got enough.

o A g g i - - ~
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CAMPBELL: - We've had a good talk here today about California
politics and we haven't mentioned Senator Engle's
name very much. Did he sort of stand aloof from . . .

KENT : Not at all, not at all. He was. . ...’ I was
very close to him in those days when I was
traveling to Washington a great deal. 1I'd stay

over always on Saturday and go down and put my feet up on his

desk and we'd talk about every aspect of California politics.

He was absolutely delighted with what we had going for him in

northern California and with Libby Gatov and Don Bradley and

myself, and he was close to George Miller and we just had a

terrific rapport. He had the loyalty of the congressmen who

were colleagues and whatnot. And he had started organizing
southern California and organized very much of an Engle
campaign setup hecause he didn't have confidence in the Paul

Ziffren, [Elizabeth C.] Snyder, or these other outfits that

had moved up. But when you say, "Did he stand aloof?" then

I'll say he didn't. About, I guess it was early in '62,

January--this was publicized as a secret meeting at "Roger

Kent's hideaway" in Kentfield--Engle came out with a blueprint

for how he felt the Brown campaign should be run. And there

was Engle and Hale Champion and Brown and Don Bradley, Tom

Saunders and Libby and Jim Keene and a couple others. The

whole first team of northern Democratic politicians were

_there. And Engle had outlined how he thought Brown should

run the campaign and what the emphasis should be. And, boy,
we hardly changed a comma in the plan that he had.

The principal aspect of his plan was that you shouldn't
try and change Brown. They were giving Brown unshirted hell
on the [Caryl] Chessman thing, and that kind-of softhearted,

‘softheaded thing. And Engle said, "Look, you don't want to

change Brown, and you can't meet these kind of issues head

on. You've got to deflect them.” He said, "The way I suggest
we handle the Chessman thing and Brown being softhearted and
being indecisive and so forth," he said, "is we'll deny that
and we'll show that in matters of importance and where Brown

- has taken a stand, he's used every power of a strong executive

to put them over. But," he said, "we'll admit that when you
come to an issue of human life, Brown is going to be giving
a long and careful look at it." He said, "if you want somebody

—apr.
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- to, say, send him to the gas chamber,elect Nixon.” and explain

that the apparent indecisiveness was due to his warmheartedness
and his lack of killer instinct.” And we did run the campaign
very much that way. But Engle said, "I don't want to be running
for the Senate next year or two years from now in '64 with a
Republican governor.” And so he. . . . Of course, Engle was
the chairman of our delegation.

CAMPBELL: Yes, he was.

KENT: ' [Eugene L.] Gene Wyman and I were vice chairmen.

No, he took a very definite part in politics. He

was helpful to us in providing some compensation
for the secretary in the northern California office. The
greatest loss to the Democratic party in California was Engle.
If Engle had lived, we wouldn't have had anything like the
troubles that we subsequently had.

CAMPBELL: Well, I thank you very much for your . . .
KENT : Right. But one other thing I was talking about . .

CAMPBELL: = Oh, good.

KENT : . « . and that is I was thinking about that picture
you see up there.

CAMPBELL: Yes.

KENT : And what happened was that I was in Engle's office
one day and we were talking about something, and
he said, "I've got to go down to the White House,

and I'm going to the ceremony down there signing a bill involv-

ing some conservation issue in southern California. The
president kindly asked me down there.”

So we went down and I came in with Engle and they had the
picture taken, the traditional one with the pen and the signing
and all this. And then Engle stepped back and the dear presi-
dent said, "Maybe Mr. Kent would like to have his picture
taken with me.” And I said, "Indeed, indeed, indeed, Mr. Kent
would." So we stood there and had that picture taken. I
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later sent it to Pierre Salinger, and asked him to get the
signature on it, which he did, and got the president to put on
the message. Salinger and[Andrew T.] Andy Hatcher had done
business with us when Salinger was a [San Francisco] Chronicle
reporter and Andy Hatcher was working for some minority office.
And then the last time I saw the president--it gives me
still this warm, warm feeling for him. It was not long before
Dallas, and I was in Washington and I was up talking to Larry
and I came down to the Rotunda and he had just been saying
good-bye to some dignitary and he and four or five other
people were walking through back to his quarters and I was
standing there. He stepped out of line and came over and said,
"Roger, what brings you to Washington? I'm glad to see you.
What are you doing here?" And I said, "Well, I'm talking to
Larry. I've given him some messages to give you. I don't need
to bother you about them. Thank you very much, Mr. President."
He went on his way. But I didn't have many contacts with him,

~ as you can see.

CAMPBELL: You found Larry O'Brien a worthwhile higher echelon

KENT 3 Oh, he's a great guy, a very great guy.




ADDENDUM TO ORAL HISTORY TRANSCRIPT - ROGER KENT

Re: John F. Kennedy
You've asked if I would like to expand my answer to
Ann Campbell's question concerning Larry O'Brien and I'm happy to.
"Larry O'Brien was in the White House. I could always
see him even on very short ndt;ce. He was interested in my reports
of what was going 6n‘in California and at one time I was Chairman
of the Western States Democratic Conference and could give him a
little information on what I thought was going on in other states
of the Thirteen State Conference. I remember that he was particularly
pleased with fhe accuracy of my assessment of the situation in Hawaii
. when Ben: Dillingham was running against Dan Inouye'and a San Francisco
PR firm was telling Dillingham he had a chance to win and that was
diverting most of the Hawaiian money sources to the Dillingham
campaign. I told Larry that Inouye would murder Dillingham and
that the funds being dried up for the congressional candidates
would undoubtedly assure the victory of the Democrats over the
Republicans. It worked out the way I predicted.
I remember one time during Johnson's incumbency when
I went up to see Larry and the telephone rang and he said there
is only one call that I have said should be put through and that
concerns the roll call I believe to amendments on Taft-Hartley on
right to work. He quickly wrote down the tally and said to me
that is very close to what I told the President yesterday and at

that point he looked at his desk and picked up another piece of paper



and passéd it to me and the tally was exactly the same.

Whenever we wanted a speaker or some other political
favor, Libby and I nearly always got in touch with Larry and it
was very seldom that he ever failed us.

I was also on the Stamp Advisory Committee when Larry
was Postmaster General and he did an excellent job there in the
area that I could see as he had done everywhere else.

I thinkxhe's making an-excellent and outstanding
National Chairman and I was delighted that he was willing to
accept it.

~ I should go back a few years on Larry. He and Pierre
Salinger came to my houie6at Kentfield one lovely, sunny, Sunday
afternoon in early June/gegore I had seen Kennedy and talked
with him about Stevenson as Secretary of State. I still had not
firmly made up my mind. They stayed there several hours and
from time to time they'd get my dear wife Alice aside and tell
her that I was making a terrible mistake in not going for their
man. She just told them that that was my life and my decision and
that she wouldn't take any part in trying to persuade me to move
their way. Pierre and I were good friends. He had taken leaves
of absence from the Chronicle to help us on writing chores at
which he is excellent on some of our special elections up in the
mountains and he'd been very successful.

'Oné day he came to my office and told me that he was
in very bad financial condition and I knew that he was getting

. a divorce and could understand it and he said that he had to have



$200 and would I lend it to him. TI did and that night I realized
that I would never get it back and that if I tried I'd get mad
myself and probably make him mad so I called him up the next day
and told him that he was on the payroli of the State Central
Committee for $200 to write releases for me as State Chairman and
maybe speeches and other writing chores until he worked off the
$200. He agreed;and that led to amusing arguments that we used to
have where he would put a value of $150 on a release and I'd tell
him that he was credited on the books with $7.25.

.Sorenson. told me once in the Sheraton Park Hotel in
Washington at a big Democratic‘meeting that because of the tale
I told him that I had probably been responsible for them picking
up Salinger. The story went this way: I had learned that
Salinger who was then working for a Senate Committee where Bobby
Kennedy was counsel,was dissatisfied with his job and was looking
around. A week or so later I got a call from Marietta Tree from
New York asking if I knew a skilled writer with an aggressive,
liberal philosophy who might be used by I believe the "Democratic
Advisory Committee'. At any rate, that was a Committee formed
after Stevenson's 56 defeat when it appeared that Johnson and
Rayburm would be the voice of the Democratic party and a lot of
péople didn't want it that way. The Committee was composed of
Eleanor Roosevelt, Humphrey and Truman, Soapy Williams and a number
of others including Stevenson and Marietta Tree, I suspect was
probably the 'angel'. I told her that I had in the past had many
requests for information about a person with particular talents

and had not been able to fill the bill but that I felt that in

this case I had the man that they would want and could use. I told
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that Salinger was .exceedingly competent as a writer and that he

was plenty aggressive and plenty liberal in philosophy. They starte
to check him out and decided that he checked out very well and
offered him the job at around $18,000. I told "Sorenson at that
meeting at the Sheraton Park that I had recommended Salinger to the
Committee and he replied 'well if you're the one that's responsible
for his getting the job then you are responsible for his getting the
job with us because we figured that if he was good enough for them,
he was good enough for us." I'm sure, of course, that Bobby knew
and liked him but also sure that Bobby didn't have a knowledge of
his professional talents in the writing area and would have been
reluctant to recommend his own guy unless there was an independent,
favorable evaluation. .

I1'll give one story on Ted and Bobby from the 1960 campaig

- which may be amusing. After I had been selected as State Chairman

of the Kennedy Committee, I took the position that I would appoint
the Southern California chairman with the concurrence of Brown,
Engle and others and that then I was to the most extent done with
Southern California organization. Unruh came in with the name
of a man who escapes me at the moment, he was later on the Racing
Boérd and was a big contributor. He was absolutely unknown to the
rank and file of Democrats or even to the organizational types.

I insisted that he was unsatisfactory and recommended Dan Kimball.
I eventually got Brown and Engle (on the North Carolina coast)

to agree that it should be Kimball but on that occasion I had an
example of Unruh's toughness. I went to my room in the hotel and

made a lot of calls and after a few hours a slip of paper was pushe



under my door and it turned out to bea note from a newspaperman
who told me that he was not pleased with being told that I didn't
want to talk to him or anyone else on.the telephone or in my room..
It turned out that the Unruh people had cut-off my telephone at the
switchboard but I had made my point and my appointment before it
~ was done. Now for the Bobby, Teddy story. Ted was, of course,

a very young man:at that time and totally inexperienced with
politics and particularly in the West. However, he felt that he
was the Senator's representative and a representative of the
Kennedy family out here and that he had authority in the campaign
and he proceeded to appoint several people to very important
positions in the campaign without consulting me. I had a meeting
with him and with Bobby in a hotel room in the Fairmont and I

told Bobby something like the following: ''We know that there are
going to be a great number of people coming into this campaign
because of their wish to support Senator Kennedy who have not

been involved in other Democratic campaigns and I want you to know
that all Ted has to do is to bring me these peoples names and
their qualifications and we will put them into the campaign structur
where they belong and not in any sense put them in the menial jobs
of stamping envelopes. Bobby looked at Ted and said 'that's the
way it's going to be isn't it? " and Ted said'yes" and that's the
‘last trouble we ever had with him. We put him on the speaking
tour and of course'he was absolutely spectacular, particularly with
womens groups because he sounded so much like his brother and wés

such a handsome young man. He has, of course, come zlong and very
i \ 5
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fast run up to being an exceedingly able political leader (at this
time, 1971) and for many years prior to the present.

I hesitate to tell this story because it was so totally
personal between me and the President but here it is. After the
death of Patrick, after a few days of life, I heard comments from
unknowing and unthinking people that if he had such a malady
it was a good thing he died early and that, of course, the parents
couldn't feel too badly about his death because they hadn't known
him as a person.. I wrote the President, calling him '"Jack'" the
only time in our correspondence and told him of our loss of a
two-year old, our first, and of the death of a girl born to my
son and his wife in India under almost identical circumstances
as those surrounding Patrick's death and of the death of a son
of my daughter, Alice, who was born after she was hit in a crosswalk
by an automobile, gshortlybefore his birth,I said that I and my
family were probably better ‘able to appraise his anguish than those
who have never suffered the loss of a very young child and told
him that we could and did feel the deepest sympathy for him in
his days of deep sadness., I got back the nicest kind of a short
but warm letter from him in his own handwriting and of course
signed "John F. Kennedy'" but equally of course addressed to me

as '""Dear Roger'.
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Septawber 7, 1961

tir, Theodore H, White
166 £, 64th Street
Rew York 21, Hew York
Dear Ted:

I finished your magnificent book sbout a week
ago, end 1t isn't quite as fresh in my mind as 1t was them,
but I did note as I read the book several things that I
wanted to write you about., At the time when that primary
csupaign wes going on I was Northern California Chwsirman
(having been State Chaivrman, 1950-1358, sad deiinitely im
line to be State Ch&iraau which I am for the terw 1960-
1962). &3 you can imegine, that position vesulted in very
congiderable ecourtship by all candidstes, snd your Jdascripe
tion of the verious campaigns of the Democratic hopuiuls
was slwost to & tee doadly sccurate and nost seasitive and
parceptive.

Bofore 1 get into some pariiculars 1 would like
to advise of a couple of campaiza smalyses involvia; Bubert
wamphrey thet were given we by cthe President, The firvst
was & woeting o £llie Uasller's suite at the Morrisen
Hotel during the 1256 Conveatica., I thiak there werz caly
four of us present, Lllie, Libby Swith, Bill ltaleons end
wysslf, Senator Rennedy had asked for & meeting to discuss
his Vice Fresidential csmpalga. fie knew that I wax for
Bumphrey and so was Libby, and also that Malone end illie
were for bim., It vae @ woet seicable discussion becsuse
none of ue vere for Refsuver, and it was pretty woch sgreed

that the Humphrey-Rennedy forces vould unite after the {irst
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ballot om the candidate having ¢he best chance. KHennedy
Cageribed what was going to happen in the vote with deadly
sccurscy, l.e., that Busphrey's diffused strength throughe
out the gountry would not stick with him, end that he,
Kennedy, was going to plck vp many stetes that Hoaberc
thoupht be bad and alsost Che entire South, It i¢ a«ssy to
gee tha picture wow, d.e., that & great part of the caumpaign
wae anti-foefauver, and that the anti-Tefauver people saw
that Kennedy had his biz block of votes in New England, and
therefore Lad o better chance than Hubert., Latexr in 1960,
in bis oifice at @& lunch alone with me, Senator Kennedy
Cesoribed vhat was going to happen in the primaries, and
agsin this was extremely accurate. He knsw of wmy warm
personal friwnachip with Hubert and mentioned it, Lut weat
on to say that Tubert would not be in the ruanning uwhea cone
ventioa time cawe sround,

How let me give you my cobgervations on the inci-
vidual campaizns as daseribed by you. 1 couldn't agree more
with you sbout Hubert beinpg such & nice guy chat people dida't
regard biwm as a President. There was, in additioa, that ine
tasgible that bhe “dida't look like & President" and there
wes widespread feeling that be was "glib"™ aand not a deap
thinker, It ie easy to cee bow b«opla who didn't reslly
foliow his careor &nd his speeches covefully could arrive
2t tais conclusion because it ir gimost iopogsible for people
to believe that aay wan's mind could work as fast as Hubert's
ind bo ay vapidly transmitted to bis tonpue., I wentcioned
this o him st bhis house ia Washington one aftexacon proface
ing it, of cour=ga, by telling him I liked him just av he
was, but this was a widely stated criticism, He nswered
someliat along this line: "I am trying to ctop end give
tihe appearance of thinking when sowebody asks we & questicn,

-le



but I am having troudle because I never thought it intellie
gent not to give the answer when I had it," He was elinmie
nated in West Vivgianie, of course, and you were kind to a
ounber of people, including lubert, himself, probably when
you <id not describe the F.D.R,, Jre. attack on hia sz @
. World war 11 slacker,

~ How for Symingtom and Charlie Brown. There just
coulda't ba anybody wmore courteous or pleasant tham ftuasrt
Sywington and, of course, your description of his etrategy
was exactly what was worked on we and many others. 1 wieh
I could give you the slipght Scuthern inflection of Charlie
Drown in repeating his approach. It went something like
this: "How glad I am to finally weet you, Zcger Kent, I
know that you are the wan reeponsible almost single-iandedly
for the great Pemoeratic victories im Califormis, and do you
think that Sctuart Symington would come into your State end
disrupt what you have built here. 1 can tell you no -= ftuart
Symingten ie & builder, not a destroyer.” 1 later gave thie
speach to Salinger end O'Srien when they spent one long Sunday
luacheon afterncon with wy wife and wmyself at Kencfield im
Juaz, 1960, and they zaid that they could leara sowething
from Chisriie Browm, Symington can be a good speaker, énd he
wade a good speach im San Francisco behiad Semator Kennedy,
end he sterted his speech by saying that he dida't waat to
sake gny further ceveer talking after bis friend, the Senator
from Hassachusetts., That was also late in tha prisary came
paign, e¢ud at & time when Senater Kennedy had vreally achieved
a tremendounly eifective approach to @ Demceratic audienca.

I would say that one of the handicaps of the camne

paign, and not werely an ineffective psrt, was the support
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of Trucan aud the stories that were published that Truwen
and Rayburn were going to pick the candidate for the Vemocrals,.
This dié not sat well with the new Dewocrsts, ond as I said
wag & positive handlemp to the Symingtoa cawpaign.

Yiow for the Lyadon Jo!‘meﬁ carpaign., This one I
aever roeporded seriously, and was amared to fiad & tremendous
amount of Jolmeon talk when I went back to Vashington in tie
cerly wonths of 1960. It iea't only Johusom who thinks the
Senste is Americen life, but a large nucber of the Washington
presg corps who weve impressed with bhis tremendous legisla-
tive skill, I had the very definite foeling that what they
zonsidered to .ba his stronzest point could and would actusily
be e aourcé of weskners. Ia other words, the picture of the
suceessiul leglslator, and parxticularly Johmeson, is one of
& wan skilled {n maneuwver trades in the back room which is
not the isege the grest American voter sews as Che msa Lo ba
the President, To zepeat, I thiak the very reasson why the
cone.sponémts thought Johns&n could be numinated and elected
is one of the reacons why it ‘coulda't happen, |

i wvas also certain {rom the begimming that the big
Rovthern states wounld nol tazke & Southerner as Cthe presidene
tial nowinea, One of ‘tha Hichigan lsaders told me that 4f
Jonason should be nominated, they would rum their local
campsizns without reference to the pﬁaidmtial cempalzn,
This was probably a foolish remark, but it was sbout {n line
with the ¢thinking of shout 2ll of the political leadsrs in
California with the exception of some of the Congrersmen
and state lepislators, I don't think Jotmmen had any support
in this state from any other politicos. 1 kndw. too, that
tais was the sttitude of Pevnsylvania oud Rew York PDemocrstic

ol
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leaders, That's why I felt that the bigz newspaper buildeup
for Johason in the Washington press in early 1960 was just
plain foolish,

Later on 1 certsinly had real sympathy for Johnscon
in bis appesls against prejudice, where he very properly ine
cluded an appoal ageinst prejudice baced on section as well
as color or religion. 1 write this addendum on August 31,
the day after the peaceful integration of Atlanta schools,
and hope that by 1968 it will be possible for a Southerner
to be nonianated, I have a very definite feeling that cne
cannot be nominéud for President until there is complete
ceesation of the Little Rock, Birmingham and Freedom Alder
- sltuations.

wst of us on the Califorala delegaticn felt that
the Johnson nomination for Vice President was @ wistake (in
which we wers provem to be completely wrong). 1 spoke to
Or. Dan Colling, & most iupressive colored dentist who was
on our delegatiocn, and 2sked him vhat he thought about the
noaination. He sald he was all for it, end added that the
Souch would never ba let! out of its archaic attitudes by enye
one except a Southerner.

From the very beginning I had taken the position
that I would be satisfied with any one of tha three liberal
candidates - RKennedy, Rumphrey, or Stevenson. The Steveuson
cempaign was, of course, the toughest of all for me because
i have such an admiration for him and & personal {riendship
involving two weekends he spent with us in California, and
cue that 1 spent with him in Libertyville, and a nunber of
long inticate talks, Politice, as we play it in Califoraia,
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and I suspect the way it is played mcusfuuy elsowhere,

i{g to & very considerable extent bssed on the personal friend-
ghips end loyalties of the pacple involved, and it just killed
we to get off Stavemson, and I didn't do it uatil I thought
there was sometbing constructive I could do for the country
aad for bies future. Early ia Juna, Senator Kennedy had a
press conferemce in Ssza Francisco, and then a sories of indie
vidual ﬁﬁgtiﬁgs. fle made the statement that he thought any
Pragident would appoint Etevenson Secretary of ftate, snd then
told one of wy friends in snswer to a direct question that he
did intend to appoint Ftevenson Secretary of State. I called
Stevenson in Hew York, end he told me that the invitetion
would have to cowe iu the right way and that this wos a two-
way street, I them decided that there was sowething I could
do and wade an eppointwent to talk with Senator Keunnedy in
Washington.

Yeantine I had chocked cut the Hoarcney operation

and found to wy satisfection that it was a house of cavds.

I asked Mike where his support wae golng to come f{rom, snd |

be answcred, "the Smsth,. after Johneon is eliminated,” snd

L zsked him then what states were committed to go for Stevenson
after Jounson was out, and be answered, “Ceorgia™ and I told
fim I will give you Ceorpia « what else have you got? From
theveon it was thoe saue vapgue goneralities that I had heard

for severasl wonthsa,

1 also bad checked with Rumphrey's poopls and Hubert,
biwgelf, and they folt that Stevenson could not carry Minnesota,
and with Moynor and with Dillworth and sowe lesser lights in
Hew York, all of whom guve a pessinistic appraisal of Steveason's
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chences to win sgainst Nizen, I feel absolutely certaia that
Califoraia could bave been carvied for Etevenson, but from
what I hear iC would have been one of a fow etatas,

| i ceme in and told fenator Rennedy about June 20th
that I was his man and would vote for him asad would do whet
1 could in cthe delegation (if you check out the votes by
section you will see that the grest wajority of the Rennedy
votes came from Horthernm Cslifornias). I then ‘repeatad Ry cone
vaz‘sal:ionl with ftevenson, and vrged him to appolnt Stevenson
focretary of State because of his parsonal relationship with
every pelitical leader sround the world and his stendiag with
a tremendous number of Democrats, Senstor REennedy told ne
that Stevenson was making 4T kind of tough, and that Jowlas
was helploug him every day, end then added that if be did nake
the appointment be would nmot anncunce it until consliderebly
luter in the cawpeign becsuse he wanted Hixoa to run against
 him ond not against Stevenson, I agreed with this stratogy.
0f course, I dida't ask for eny commitment and ho dida't give
oo any.

You have described to some oxtent the presgure that
wee byocupht on the delegates by the Stevenson supporters, but
you can't imagine the prassures that were bdrought on the wembers
@i the California delegation, 1 guess I wust have recelved
one thousond letters end telegrams, waay {rom ay best political
friends, vriing me Co vote for Hteveneen st the Convention.

1 am cerialn that we could have done wuch better in the original
and final W\mm if & certain party in Southera
Californis had not wede & terrible mistske im moving to adjoura
Ut coucus at & time when I am cercadn we had the voloes to poste
pone our vote to the mext day giviang me and several others all

"



46

night to give the fecte Lo #nd persuade other wesbers of the
dalegatioun.

The Komnedy covpapn played it berd ond sofc with
we. & kad & call from Jow Algsop which 1 found was from
Senator Kemacdy's office which was in effect a threst that
Keonedy would coma into the Califormis prissry, and I had
tho some threst bluntly givea in kis well known tevas {rom
tbhe Ribicofi. I was, of course, sdapnt &nd pointed to the
fzoe that tha top leadevsbip of thoe sucoessiul Dempcratie
Yarty in Celifornia waes all ou the Brosm delegstion el
would Light to the last ditech ¢o wian, and L£f they zhould
loge, thers would be & sheubles in the pexty in the stete.
in ¢this I cn sure wo wers backed up 1004 Ly Hy Keskin and
Plorre Falinger, who knew & lot move sbout California polie
tics than eayone else Iin the Hoennedy caupsisn. Afcer the
decision was wade, thae Kemnedy people were &3 courtaous to
we o6 Charlis Brown, I om sure Chey knew oy internal Cure

il, After tho Conveatiocn end tho noudnstion, I wemt up
to call oa Utevenson, and tolked briefly to BEill wirtz while
soue other peeple were in. I told binm of the fantastically
difficult end painful declsion, and be said, “don't thiak
we haven't pot o guilty consclence about chat.” i eaid,
“you meen the hell you put we snd ctbeve like we through,"”
and he sald "exactly." I egree with you couplately that few
tugrigans bulieved thet Otevenzon was witerly hounest in his
approsch, L.2., "I bave Led the high honor tuice., I will
rot iile @ fiogsr to seek 4T spalda, but I will oot soluse a
drafe,” asay ciher politician that I bnow of cowid bLave said
Yand T will veluse o draft™ snd later aocopled oue, bLut not

ftevenvoa. L ouly 8w of course whal was going on in

wlie
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Califosmia except what I beard from other pecple. We saw &
lot of Jin Rowe who is &n old friond wiidle he was working for
Buspbrey snd later while he was workiag for Johnsca.

flow for o few very brief couments on tha part of youx
book dealing with the final cawpaign. I thiak you said about
the whistle stop tour through the valley that Fennedy was poorly
schaduled, under exposed, snd badly osdvised., I will toka excope
tion to the fizet two charges ond do what I can to explain the
thizd, I am quite sure you weren't on the whistle stop, 6a
1 om sure I would have talked with you 1f you had been, The
Kennedy people thought it was “great™ st the time, end the
President in wy prosence asked wenbers of hils steff to review
thelir Eastern schodules ond see if he couldn'’t do more of his
cewpaigaing in that weoner, What we did waes startiang in Fortland
to put 8 faw local Dunsmuiy digaitaries oo thwe train, have thelr
pletures taoken with Sonstor Kemnedy, and talk vith him, Tuea
there was @ crowd at Duncowily considerably larper than the
populstion of the town with coﬁputn radio, TV end mawepapex
coverays. ihere we pleked up the cyowd thet was goiag o rida
frow Duaenuly to Redding with the same routime of ploto rephs
with local dignitevies, the roll of fila being hended to the
local cholrman as he or ghe atepped off ¢the train, Apsin, the
crewmds, rvadio end IV, Ve wore guoning for the crowd impact
ent also fow the front psge impact with plctures in every daily
and weekly ia the valley, and wa zot ft. The sawe zoutine was
followed all the way dowa the lina, We woved iato Oslland and
filled the biggest suditorivw in town with ea overflow crowd,
wiich L8 the first tima that this Lhappemed in oy <ight yoows
of political ezporience es Chalrzan of Borthoernm Califcruis.

-



i, with congidoradble difficulty, mnde arram emwuts end saw
that we bosrdsd the trainm apsin aiter the Quklond rally., Ve
then travelod to Sacramanto, whore we spent the night ia the
yard vhare theve wes wateyr god othor focilities, and zaw that
ths candidate gor two nights in onz bed and very lictle autoe
mobile tvavel. Ve then picked up the tour at Ytockion early
in the movuning, using the sana tactics end with facilitles
for the nowemen &t every stop. The Southern Pacific bandled
the sssignuent on & ¢plitesecond basis, and I Tthink we made
sore izpact on the valley than we could have with any other
spproach. I disagres with "badly scheduled and underexposed™
end you wust romenber thet this was at the tiue when Fenater
Feonedy was woet fearful of losing lis volce,

ow a8 to "badly advieed,” this trip wes che £irst
time that I got an inkling of tho strength of che religious
igsue., 1 bod Catholic friends in Chico sand Marysville tell
me thot there wore dishsrd Fundazentalists who bad aevar
voted for a2 Republican and who would mever vote for Keoanedy.
I commmicated this to the staff, but not with the emphasis
thet I should have given it. 1 am going to gquarrel with your
analysis of why California was lost, I lay the blaaswe squavely
on the religious imssue. I thiak Claivr Engle is »ight that
if we could bhave had Jobmaon for thres days fu the Zax Joaquin
and facramento velleys that we could have ¢srried the state
hgndily. Johmson made a Sesutiful corny speech im ifresao
gud Secvemmto that was just what was needed., It dealt with
Jou Hemiedy, Jr., and the fsct that nobody acked him his
relizica whon he flow the dynsmitoelosded B-17 to his death,
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repeated the Constiruticn end Fepnedy's worde on relipion,

i thiok the people would have taken it from Jolmeon whave
they would hardly take it frow sayons else, Incldentally,

1 was Geliphted with your analysis of Jolmson's corny speech,
The one be made i Fresno wust have been interrupted [ifLy
or gixty times for lsughter sad applause, and I couldn't
have been bappler. However, 4f he had mede that spoech in
the Say Arca, I ow afraid woed of bis avdience would have
beeu shocked and <isgusted,

It was duriag thet trip thet the Wormea Vincent
Pesle thing bit, and Kounoedy gave that besutiful tighce-}ipped
angwer o the corvaspondents at the Los Angeles aivport whea
we lauded there. 1 never sow & mim 83 angry &s Henmnedy hold
hissolf under such restraint sad reamch for such telling
language. ioere were those in the cawpeign atafl that dise
azrend with we on en approsch which I suggosted, which vas
that we guzht ko weot the religious fssue hesd on, por-
ticularly 4in the valley, with wdvertisasents quoting the
Tonstitution end signed by lesding end respected Protestancs,
i vegret that I didn't really push my bunch, That might bhave
done it.

Your saalysis of tha loss {a Fouthern Califorxaia
waing due to & splite-olf of the ftevenson people 1 am quite
sure von't stand up. Kemedy did num of course way bebhind
the Asseubly ond Cougressional condidates in los ngeles
suburbls, but he also ran bebiad fmastor Ceorge Biller, Jr,
in Contra Cogts County by somsthing in the neighborhood of
40,500 votes, sad this vas never coneidored to be a Stavenson
utroup~noid, ¥iller is certain that the drop-off was very
largaly dua to the reliplous fssue,

wlle



I wes ftate Clmimn'tor the Fennedy Cempaign az
well ag Stete Chalyaan of the Desoerstic Farty, and I went
to Loe fageles half s dozen timos end to ZTan Uiego oace or
twice, but § had been firmly instructed that Southern
Californis was belng womaged by Jess Unreli, end I think he
did a protty pood job. Ue had Joa Wyatt, president of C.D.C.,
. and Dom iose, Lus Jageles Tounty Chalvwan, both vigerous
Srovensun suppocters ¢ the Convention on bis comsittee, and
with:in the last two days 1 have discusped this matter with
Pon fege, aud discussed it ;i the tima end lator with Jus
Wyatt. Thay zsiurcd we that thely expeviescs hod boon the
ssu2 wilh constructive aleh people ia the fouth a3 ouy
expegicacse bod bean in the Horth, These poople have lorgely
geowa up from belng eﬁalwivoly Stovangon pecple. Ye kave
had them working ia epecial slestioann for Assembly, Steate
tenste, and Oongress, and ¢a the ftatee-wide vaces., They ere
now Deneeracs, and getting on Lo beiag "yellow dog Pewocrats”
{in the words ef fenstor Xerr). ALl of us ave Stevencon
engerats, i€ by that you wesn when and vihy we cane in o
vigorously, but in this cespaign Hyett and lose sesure we
thot every pevrson who had eveyr done constructive work in &
caxpalzn wes vigorously and constructively worhing for Keanedy,
Zon Roge polnte out thst soma of the Rollywood pecple who weve
erdsnt ftevenson fans probably dropped out, but it is double
ful 4f they over voted after all their tslk ia tha past,

“e carzied the State by €09,000 for ocur Assesdly
cendidates, and 509,000 for our C.o;agmmiml candidstas,
{ite ftate Senste isa't of much wse breause there was no race
in loe fngeles County.) It Le my Judgment that with s good
cendidate and @ good campaign we should be able to wia the
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state by half a millimm votes (ene million vote wargins of
58 were due co the Lepublicen fratricide). We had a good
cendidate and & goud cawpaign. 1 om certain that the Nixoa
blite oo TV was a declding f{actor in & state as cloge s
Califernia. Our cormittea caucked tha last $23,000 into
the campaign in the last tea deye so that i{n Korthern
Californie peouple would zee and boar Kennoedy onwe fia a while
between tha Rixon speeches and spots. I think the vay the
figuras will work out 45 that we won Horthern Celifomia by
about 150,000 votes and lost Southera Califoruias by about
185,000,

1 probebly shovld hove written a lot of thie down
bofore or telked it into & tape vocoxder, and I am pratelvl
that your book stimulated ma Co wake this contribution Co
history. 1 reseober with the greetest plessure gur lunch
at the Pacific Wniaﬁ Clud several yosrs ogo with Plovrve
Salinger, »

fest pevscnal vegerds, snd again congratulacicas
on & mapgnificont book. I could voad the parts aboutl the
Bockefollor and Hison cempaigns and the Soonedy campaign
outside of Califoenia in Che knowiedge that I was gotilag
the straight dope.

Yours,

Roger ¥Kent

PS5, Uma ¢tory fyom the campaign that I love 1s on the
courgge of Yoa 0'Moamell, Just before I 1ef@ by
plane to pick up the wiilatle stop st Porcland
thore wae a ecevies of frantic cells from fan
Dioge whexs 1 was Lold by every luportaat
iroosrat, including Gtate Penctor Hupo Fisher,
who 48 cho most iuporsent Nesceret in the arva,
that it would be dirantrous 44 Sonater Kennudy
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canzrled out hie feu Uiegn echedule for, ¥ believe,
the fellowing Sundsy. ALl arvangemeage had buen made,
boands bived, platforms propared, meuwspeper ads put in,
ietiersy out o tow feftinfvl, ete, Libby Gudth cod 1
went nto the fanetor's privete cav end eet down over
& cup of colice ond urged bin to wake the fan Diepo
sansavanes, He veld he wes afrald that bo would love
hic voice and told of the fantastic travels behind
bhim and thinge shead, and I coulda’t cuerzel with
tis pozizion, EHowever, 1 wede cha final sppesl about
aleny, thore linep, “Senater, I am not moking chie
arroal beesuse of say peveonal reasen guch &5 Ny
procefoe en State Chefromn, 1 ew doing 1t purely

aned ednply bosguem thora xxe 4 millica jwople Coun
thers md thie wipkt pocsibly wean the alection,

The serious problem i that AL wod your peupic wio
weng dovm and wrged the local Demecrats to put oo

tha bert kind of & show wiich ¢hey heve now planoed
at eonedderabhla expenve, and I em fraid thero will
be sewo people whw will be raslly aflescied Ly che
eenceline ovt,” The fenator looked sowewhat shocked,
Fe was tired and & litcle anpry aad salid, "who wes
vaepnneihle for schaduling e into fan Liegol’ Ken
C'honnell sncwered dn the fowest pocsible words, VI
wvan,” ‘Lhere wae no esplanstion that he thouzhc chis
wag whet should be duae or Chat thlse Led Soan 2
eonpitten syreasent oF thal the Senstor, hioscll

bed indicoefed spprovel = notlidap, wmersly ue fi1l
pecontanes of responeibility which wes cbviously very
¢ispleseiay to the candidate. 1 anm certala I Lave
never reon &g wach courage displsyed by snyone ia

& political caapaign.

1 didn't cover im tha body of the lsiter pontezloction
rapetion on the reliclovs fssve. A few days sitey

tha gheentea voles were counted and we wexe ocuated
out, & U2, men called me from Ceorpmonto and saked
for wy onslyris. 1 geave I to hlw and groved by
eition, vounties and precincts thel we had lost
hesvily in the avea of "Uust Sowl"” Californisns, He
put the story en Lhe wire gud there was an Lumediste
reaation fros the depublisan Htete Chsimman, pointing

o the electlen of Coveraor Srown by & million votas,

ale,, elo., end poohi=pooliing @y Clodry. Fellowine
thae exchange ia the papere we bad & unique oxperionce
in receliving between 10 and 23 letteze froos propla X
ived vwever besvd of who wrote to telil me cbat I was
wizbt snd the dspudlicane were wrong. The letters
eived fndividual, conmarete instances gugh a8 'The
Fardly next door, woilch has aevar voted Sapublicen,

. €id it thle tinme on the Losie that they would nat vote

Bleny, o

for 2 Cashelic for vresident’ ) vr "Thus local fhrinevs'
group pul out & malling =« or & aowspaper &8 - or
wvang on tho zodio e= urpiog all voters to votw for
vinon end not for & Cetinolic.” Cther axsuples chat
I recall were leticrs shlch cieted thet the local
winiater (ond this wes fa severasl) sdvisod niz {lock
from the pulpil that no Cetholic should be elzcted
frasident @f the Unicved States. I have s fnir sance
of tha bistoricel valus of yrew wmateriasl of thie kind
sad could probably dig up the covrespoudence, which
I em quite sure bhas bewn precerved. o
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THEODORE H. WHITE 168 EAST 64 STREET NEW YORK 21, N. Y.

3 September 14, 1961

Dear Roger:

What a Hell of a nice guy you are to take all that
time to write a letter of that length-- and of that much chamm,
lore, fascination and wit., It was almost as good as having a
talk with you,

After all the nice things you have to say in the
letter about the book, I would be a churl to argue with you
about the passages in which we dlsagree; and I will start by
saying that I am not going to dispute the fimuhmmem State
Chalrman of Califrnia Democrats about California polities,

certain

It is quite possible, almost ymmbmiiime, that you
are right and I am wrong; I know Bobby Kennedy has written to
protest the passages on California, toos And I am here at
my summer cottage and my Califarnia returns and data are stored
in the filing cases at my house in New York-- so that I could not,
even 1f I dared, dispute you by citation and reference,

So let the followlng rambling passage stand as a
general stretch of dialogue in which you and I might be talking
of the 160 electimn,

To start with, I was indeed along on the whistae
stop through Californla, And you are right in describing the
absolute and meticulous exactitude of the scheduling on the
train, the press facllitles, the worry about Kennedy's voice,
You are emen more right when you mugrdmmh say " I am sure I
would have talked with you if you had been"-= for we did have
just such a talk, on the morning after we left Sacramento, and
you were as full of wit and charm as I always remember you as
we rocked down the roadbed. notes of that cmversation ( which
was before lunch that morming) certainly reflected all your
worry about the religlous issue which was uppermost in your
mind as you say and, if you wish, when I return to New York
I can transcribe them to prove how prescient you werel

I remember that trlp, however, as one of the happiest
of allthe episodes of the c ampaign ( apart from the worxny about
the voice)=- I remember it mostly, though, as a political pienic;--
the smell of the plnes and the £ ir in the morning at Dunsmulr,
the fruits and the gifts in the Central Valley, and that
romanesque evening in the bar ¢ when the train pulled out of
Oakland and all the politiclans(large and small)of California
drank themselves Into a mood of owsy good feeling and goodwill

befare going to bed,



THEODORE H. WHITE 168 EAST 64 STREET NEW YORK 21, N. Y.

What I did in the book, pedhpps, was to take
wfalr advantage of the reporters license to hindsight,-- for
at t he moment of the trip I felt as full of goodfeeling about
it as did everyone else; only after I came to study the returns,
months later did I change my mind and think that the trip was,
perhaps, bad scheduling=-- might it not have been better to
have scheduled him principally in the suburbs of Los Angeles and
San Francilsco, might it not have been better to have hit the
religlous issue hard right there in the Valley, etc,

I won't go on with this-- else I will seem to be
disputing you, As for your weight of the religlous issue in \
California, Perhaps I should have stressed it more--- the figures
from the Valley, vhere Kennedy ran barely abreast of Stevenson
in 56, certainly bear you out, But as for L,A, County-~ there I
am confused by the struggle between Unruh and the Stevensonlans,
and I must walt until I see you again for clarification,

As the Chinese say=-- I walt upon yow Iinstruction.

But it was such a good letter}! And recalled so many
eplsodes. You were right about the Humphrey-FDR smear in West
Virginia; I left it out far the reasons you surmised; your
passage on Charlie Brown 1s so good I can almost hear him
talking; Joe Alsop's call surprised mo==- he played a similar
role in the Wisconsin fray; I'm interested in your story of
Kenny 0'Yonnell and the San Diego scheduling-- I was in the
Kennedy plane from Boise to Tacoma and Seattle when Kenny first
set the date up and I know he was worrled but he felt he had to

do 1t,

-== and agalin, thanks for writing; and I'm filing
your letter in my history filew=-

all best, ;
A%
Teddy White

st
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Septomber 25, 1961

lr. Theodore H. White
168 East G4 Street
New York 21, N. Y.

Dear Teddy:

Thanks ever so much for your very good letter of
Septembher 1l4th., This correspondence is, as you suggest, very
much 1liko a good coaversation.

First, i am very sorry that it siipped ny ming that I
bad telked with you on the whistlo stop and I now do rocall it,
I an delighted that you confirm my concera about the religious
isgue, I knew we wore going to have it, but had uo idea of its
importance or inteusity until i1 talked to my fricads {rom some 02
the gond ULemocratic valley towus. Of course, you are exactly right
in saying that wo should bave hit tho religious issue in the valley
right thea and hit it hard, hut I don't thiok any of us really
realized how badly it was goiag to hurt,

Your suggestion that we could bave nore profitably speat
our time in the suburbs of Logs Angeles may be right, uvut I doubt it,
even under the circuustavces. It was in our minds that we would
unil doun the arcas of our strength on that trip wbich is generally
accepted and specifically by me as boing elementary good politics (it
g0 happened that this was 2ot to be our area of strea;thi Lecauso of
the religious issue which we didn't realize at that time). In that
day and a hal? we covered substantial parts of five Cougressiounal
Districts verging ou a couple of million pecple. I an gure you
reporters are wise enough to kuow the sccoadary impact of local media,
and that is primarily what wo were gunniag for. Ve wanted and we got
pictures and bauner headlines on the front page of every daily and
weekly in the area. Tho pictures had local iuterest boecause thoy
depicted the caundidate with local Democratic leaders aud, as I said
ia ny first letter, the leader of the betweecu-town riding delegation
was givea the roll of £ilns when he left the train., Then, of course,
we got 7TV coverage wherever there were 7V stations and radio coverage
oa all the local radio stations. This was all left behiund as the
traia rolled through the valloy, aad was something that you and the
other reporters didu't see, dlthough I am sure you realized it was
going to be there,

B
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Mr. Thecdore H. White -l September 25, 1661

I don"t sce how we could have gpent the night between the
pleasant rolling dowa the valley woro proiitably thaa to go iato
Oakland and jam the asuditoeriuan., Again, it was workiag our area of
strength aud covering the Ezst Bay base so that they would nover have
a legitimate squawk that they hadn®t scen the candidate when as we
éid later we brought bim into San Francisco. As you kaow, Alameda
County is a Democratic stroughold, and it was a hell of a good affair.

As far as covering Los Angeles suburbs is conceraed, I am
coaviuced vhat the culy way to do it is with the 1little blaci: box,
Tbat®s what people look at, and I thinlk the impact of several good
short TV programns banging away at the religious issue would have been
more valiunble in terms of votes than brianging the candidate into those
areas. 7Thoy are, as you know, unstable, shifting end lezderless. I
kaow what you have to dc iZ you waunt to coue out of a Northeran city or
towa ou top -- there are recogalzed leaders, snd if you get them on
your side and work with them and work their good ideas and your own
into the campaign, it pays 0ff, but wheon I fly into lLos Angeles and
look down ou those dozens of sguare wiles of tract houseg § realize
that that kind of camprigning won®t work. I bhaven"t got the figures
before we either, but 1 was in CGlen County o couple of wecks ago and
the local editor teld me that Honnedy ran behind Stevenson in that

County, and that there vas no explanation other than the religious issue.

A ZIriend of mine, Id Davis, owuns tho Willows Journal, a daily

up io Clen County, and I meantioned the fact that i was writing you a
long letter about your ook which he had enjoyed &s nuch as I had, and
he asked for a c¢cuy of the letter which I seut him. The followiang is
an excerpt from his letter: ¢

Yin my opiniocn you are absolutely right about the
influeunce of religion in the valloy. Aad your
nontion of tho *hate® maild! After we had gone to
press for the last time beicore election, a frieund
(ex-friend = Bob Jensen) showed me a piece of antie
Catholic literature - which scrupulously, I presune,
had not beon sent to me - which bhad been mailed by
a local bigot, and it was so despicable i coulda®t
inagine eny U. 8. citizen being responsible for it.
At aay rate, as 1 mentioned last weckend, I'm sure
the religious issuc - as you £ay - was responsible
for Keannedy®s Califoruia defeat.

Your analysis of Johunsoun®s fatal weakness, tco, vas
cxcellent, Soxetimes I got tho idea that maybe you
bave braiuns."

D e (U
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Br. Theodore H. White .S Septenbor 25, 1961

I enjoyed your letter ever so much, and look forward to
rehasbing the fascinationg campaigu with you in the near future. I
have been to Washington anine times this year and expect to be back in
mid-Novcuber.,

Very best personal regards, and thanks for your letter agaia.

Sincerely yours,

Roger Heat
RE/vjc




Addendum #2 to the Oral History Transcript of an-Fiterview with
Roger Kent :

July 17, 1972

Largely for the sake of my daughter Molly I would very much like to make

an addition to the "oral history." In June of 1958, we had the smashing
turnover victory in the California primary that foretold the victories

of Brown, Engle and Mosk for Governor, Senator and Attorney General. I

was then State Chairman and had gone east right after the primary

election to be at daughter Molly's Smith College graduation and had stopped
in Washington and at Paul Butler's request had gone to a press con-

ference arranged by him for the eastern and other media press, who

had not had any previous idea of what was in the making in California.

It was very well attended and lasted perhaps about an hour, and a half,.
Following that, I went up to Smith where John Kennedy was delivering the
graduation address. 1 made arrangements to see him after the commencement
exercises and we met at the President's house and I brought along daughter
Molly (who had graduated with Scientific Honors). We had a most pleasant
conversation and I think that he had either just won the most overwhelming
Massachusetts primary election ever or was in the process of doing it.

In his opening and informal remarks he made some comment that he was not
here to talk about some of the important current matters such as the "Calif-
ornia primary" (to the amusement of the crowd).

. o




