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General of the Army Dwight D. Eisenhower

Admiral Auvetin, Adwmiral Nimitz, and gentlemen: I cannot tell you
now disbinetly honored 1 feel when T am invited be come to meet with any
group such as this comprising ploked officers of the armed services, and who
gre in their work pondering and thinking sbout the problems confronting the
armed servipes and our nation in The situation that we see ocurselves in today -~
the world gituwation. The reascn that [ have so much enjoyment in this kind of
a meeting is not because T can particularly give you any new ideas. T can just,
g one of you, testify To my faith in the officer corps and the enilsted units
of our great services, and how with you I would like to stu@& and ponder for

this orief period these problems of which I speak,

:
Now as I say, there cannot possibly be any new idea that I can bring
forth. The most T can do is possibly to emphasize such truths that may escape
you or Lo give you some food -~ mental food 4o think sbout these things in a
slightly different llght. What I should like to do today is this: is to talk
for a short while with vou and then -- gnd I think I have Admiral Austin's per-
migsion to 4o 80 -~ Lo Shrow this meeting open to guestions should there be

anybody feeling that he would like to put such gueries to me. So what I am

sponsibility thal rests upon anybedy today who now is in the posi
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p in Tthe armed services of the United

Fhates, and everyhod,

in this

boty -~ is in some degree or another in thaﬁ position of leadevrship., Bven so
long zgoe as when Admiral Wimitz and T were youngsters, our only bhourht outside
of the annual Army and Navy game was the lesrning the techniques of our own
services, and they were rather simple. The equipment we had, as compared to

the eguipment today, is like the bow and arrow Lo a machine~-gun. It was rela-
tively a simple 1life that we led and we lived in relatively simple timeg. FHven
the war of 191h did not fully awaken us to the tremendous changes that were Just
then over the horizon. When we came oul of that war, again we went back into

ourr narrow channels. T happened to be a Junlor officer in the War Department

in some of the years between the wars, and I was at bimes a party with the groups
that were Trying to arrange co-operation or co-ordination with the then-two
servicesg, and all of us had a hard bime., And strangely enough, and T think it

is all right for me now as a relatively old msn to say this, we, as young
officers found nearly -- found no such difficulty in getting together as did our
bosses. We gob the orders from them and we had to take the rather recaleitrant
attitude, bult that's the way it was. Hverybody had his job; the Navy was goling
to fight in the sea and the Army at the land and that was that; and the Air Torce
that was coming along was looked on ss a mere interloper -- at least our bosses
did,

Now how thisg has changed! Today for anyone to be a good navel officer,
an army officer, an air foicer} a marine officer, any kind of an officer in the
armed services, ip %o dedicate himself to a study of the world, its history,
its esituabion as it now is (and particularly the conflicting ideologies in which
most of the world Lives), its economy ~- particularly the economy of this country

and of other free, or at least independent countries, independent of commmist




We have to think of the moral or spiritusl side of cur strength
(o

g, frankly, the military side comes almost last in vyour calculations. There-
fore, your research and your study means that you've got to wnderstand what s
new weapon or & new weapon system means to the economy ~- what 1t does to the

peychology of our people. T think we could Just illustrate what T mean for a

moment.

Iivery one of us knows that one of the victories that the communists seak
is to break the economy of the United States, an econamy that is based wpon free
enterprise and a sound currency. If we, therefore, measuring it in a simple
fashion, put one more dollar into & weapon system than we should, we sre actually
weakening the defense of the United States because the defense of Lhe United
States is spiritual, economic, say intellectual, and military, and the eguation
for finding our full strength is a multiplication, a product, not an addition,
because 1f you take any one of these factors and make a zero the whole eguation
becomes zero. Consequently, you cannot, as an adviser to the President (poseibly
not the immediate adviser, bubt one of the group bthat brings to him formalized
sbudies), you cannot say, "T am interested only in the Polaris {or a new fighter,
or & new bomb, or missile}.” You must say, "What doeg this mesn to the United
States, and what does it mean to our psyehology?" Because now we see in our
magezines we are going to fight wars by -- make a nice exchange of our nuclear
stockpiles, and then T don't know what happens to the vest of us; but that's war:
it is war -~ not as we undersbtand it -- that's not one opponent against another:

that's Just potential destruction against survival.

We, therefore, ss we become one of the leaders, one of the teachers of

our own, and cne of the teachers of our compatriots, lay citizens -- we have
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all of these different fachorg --d-

troly going to be lesders. This

n services,

nt or the AEC or the CTA, as well as it does to the wnifor

I not enough that we Just have weapons. The mighties?t armements in all the
wordd camnot themselves assure the defense of the things in which we have the

stest Interest in defending becavse we are not defending merely territory,

not even homes nor hearthetones, not even cur lives. We are defending a way

of 1ife and yvou can destroy it in more ways bthan one. This is the kind of hurden

ragpongibility that's on you as & mémber of the great group, and in some
direct or indirect way you are always o part of thalt group to give the products
of your thinking, vour brain, and your hesrt to your next superior so that the
most broadly based advice that Is possible to give the commander in chief are

given Lo him, and this brings me to the other polnt that ¥ want Lo make: the

need for organized study.

America, &t least long ago, abandoned and rejected the theory of superman
government, We distrusted the despots of Burope in the 1760s, 17708, and 1750,
and we established what we called representative or self-govermment with great
values that we have set up to live by and defend. Now, as T sald earlier, you
must have g comprehension of human peychology, the reactions to different types
of threats, snd how are we going to meet our problems? You mush have. a knowledge,
an understending of the economics of the free enterprise sysbtem certainly. You
must understand how all of these factors come together (o make America strong
go that 1t can be confident. You naturally cannct be an expert in each of these
and the only answer is to -~ while we each have s general understanding of these
things we nave certaln people in the staffs that are reslly experts in these

fields, then we blend these great -- this thinking together to make one grest

T
o
T
Gl
=



sition Lo owr chiefs so that theyv can make the answers.

orderiy
What, then, the leaders of the armed services became is this: Tou

are the hinge between the great body politics, Tthe 100 million people that
make up this nation and the top lesders that finally have to make the declsions
controlling our destiny. You, of coursej.have to be masters each in your own
profegsions. You have to Inow how to run the ships and fire the Polaris and
all The rest of it. Indeed, techniclans today T think soms day are going to
ba Ph.D. philozophers, but the fact ig, you will not ever be doing your complebe
duby if you can confine yoursellf Just to be the greatest navigaton or the greatest
bombardier, or the greatest techniclan in your om services. We must wnderstand
this world because in such a great fashion this sirusgle is spiribtusl, and T

mean & 1ittle bit more than morale.

Frankly, gentlemen, T think it would not -- and T think we would be a
stronger nation if we examined cgurselves a Little bit closer about religion
beczuse 1if there iz one ceriain difference between communism and representative
government, it is that we believe in a supreme being of some sort; and they say
we 've cattle. T think, therefore, we ought to think about thisg grest différence
gnd try to exploit 1t among ourselves, among all our people, so thet regardless
of your particular sect or denomination, or even 1f you're nolt a particularly
religious person certainly by profession, but to realize that In this struggle
of which we gpeak, you are gtronger if you say, "T'm defending something that
I believe is more precious than just the inberests, the physical, even the
intellectual, esthetic interests of aysell, or even my Tamily. T helieve that
we must remember always that none of us would stand up here nov and say, "T am
nothing but an educated mule for my govermment Lo use me ags it sees fit, and

with no other end in life except extinction -- 1ts extinetion.”
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v overy awkwardly,

o

ated to the defenss of something

our nation, say first to ourselves, "We are def

iz even more precious than Life itself.” Remind ourselves once in a while
of Patrick Henry's statement, "Give me liberty or give me déath." And so we
must think of our material strength -- all of the capacity of this grest
Industrial and agricultural productive machine that iz the United Stabes to
support all the things we ask for, and can do 1t on the long term because this
is the one thing when we talk ahoub crisis thalt we must think and not think of
crigis in the terms of & war of 3 vears or 4 years or 7 vears or anything else.
We are talking now about a way of Llife that we have gob to support for years
and decades 1l we are going to win. Therefore, the effect upon our lives, our
thinking, our productivity, all the rest of it, must be so gauged that we do nob
destroy the systems in the beliefs that we have held and that have made America.
so great. These are the things that T would urge ugon you; they are fast: they

are merely stated in generalization.

T see no resson for talking avoubt Berlin because Berlin itself has nob
become & place merely. Berlin has become a symbol of our debermination, of our
dedication to freedom, of our devobtion to principles rather than a place. Tt's
not merely a gpot on the earth that we are going to Fight ahout, but we must think
of it in terms of moral values and the hassic institubtions of freeﬂom; Bo I
say again, if we do these things I_believe we will have no lesg, no real differ-
ences among ouwrsgelves arising out of the differing colors of our wiforms, or
even differences between ourselves and the population of which we are s part.

We 'll be dedicated to deep, vndying values, and we must so condition ourgelves
in our thihking, cur beliefs, that we shall never Ilet down the nstion that we so

dearly love.
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s were the thoughts that I so roughly wanted to express to

vou this morning, gentlemen, and uvnless, Admiral, there 18 some objectiom

T would rather subject myself to trying bo answer questioms than to. go further
J‘ o o

with my own philosophizing, so if you will permit I will do that, sir.




QUESTION AND ANSWER PERTCD

Please identify some of the major problems facing the commander
of & multi-national military foree which derive from & mulbi-nebional composi-
tion?

T will start off by reminding you of a statement that I saw a long
time azo in a stall college study and This study started off and said -~ the
guthor of it saild he always admired HWapoleon very extravagantly. He said, "I
thought of him as the grestest soldier the world ever koew unbil one day I looked
through ail his history and saw that he fought only allieg.”

Now the greatest problem that faces any comander is to teach his
own stafls and his own army groupments that they must resdily divorce themselves
from the traditional commend channels that they have known, because if each man,
Tor operatvional problems, writes, telegraphs, or telephones to his bosses at home,
soon there 18 no unified plan and no unified direction. This is indeed difficult
and 1t's a -~ I think ite dlfficulby probvably goms up in the geometric proportion
according to the number of nations you have in the command, bub T will say this:
¥ think that both General Gruenther and after him Ceneral Norstad have dome a
remarkable Job in the NATO field. But ﬁhé first one is to make certain that all
of the commands look te the commander for their direction in the fighting of the
war., Now this, and they've golt the problem of differentisting when it comes o
all the logistic support because naturally recrults from Dritain, for example,
have to come from Britaln. fThe supplies have to cowe from Britain becauge they

are of the calibers and the makes and so on thal only the British use. You




v many complicating problems that give the commander a resson for

o~

staylng in cloge touch with his own government. But the bipgest one, I would

say and I think all of the other problems you could possibly conceive Flows
out of this 5ne, any time you do not have the military, operational lovalty
of the command you will be in trouble. T could give you meny instances about
this. T think though if T must state thab one problem or that one sruth that

this is what you must do, that you will Find all the others will scon be solved

by getting That kind of operational subordination from your allies.

RUESTTON;

In view of the requirements of security, can there be a meaningful

e
@
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publie debate on military policy and the military posture in a democrabtic soo
.{\‘ﬁ%’?w

Well, this is what you have got: You've got a double-edged question
here Tor the simple reason, like most answers or most problems that involve vash
numbers of humans, you are apt to find a proper logical more-or-less middle
ground. T might say, parenthetically, it is my conviction that, except in the
field of morals, there is no extreme that is ever correct, so what vou have to do
nere is to find the middle way. The population must be informed because we have
self-government. Right in time of war we have to have our elections. How can &n
individual make a reasonable, logical selection of She people that he wants to
represent him in bthe highest office or dovn to councilman, wnless he is inTormed

o

in some way? On the other hand, T think the revealing of secrebhs that we know

to be secrets, is almwost the worst crime thal snyone can comnit. Consequently,
i job that can be solved only by the rule of reason. Everyone of them,

within broad limite, presents a problem of its own. We were all shocked, wvou

will recall, in World War IT when one news spaper put ovt bhe news that we had
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broken -- that the goverament. -~ the Navy, T.guess, had broken the Japaness

code. o this day I still think that was one of - worst things T had eover

Legrd of in my life. On the other hand, o kee screts that the counbtry ought

%o know, I believe, is almost ag bad. T thin gheertain agreements still

poas

nade in World War I we are still not able, excent for the most tortuous process,
to get some of our papers of World War TI put out in public, and I think one
of all the secrets almost that you can divulge, the one is sources of informa-

i

tion, beczuse then you can bregk down the entire system Dy which an intelligence

on

system is selt up. Where are those sources and so on? T would say again this

o

can be handled only by the people with the kind of uwnderstanting that T was

trylng to talk this morning and solve it as a simple, individual problem,

QUESTION:

e

Jeneral, would you recommend any changes to the present-day command
structure of bthe wmilitary services?

ANSWER:

3§
L)

think not particularly as T feel T say this: TIndeed T helieve

greatly, as T sald a vhile ago, In organized study. T believe that this organiza-

tion of ateffs on the theory that they're making committee decisions and-so.on;
this is Just tomy rot. Bubt I think that, by and large, the system of command
we have set up for our several services, and for the wnlfied commands is very
satisfactory, and again it comes back to this. No detsil of organization is
really too important if you've gobt the right men because the right men can make

any organivation work.
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government.
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an aggressiveé philoscphy that seeks power for its own sake,

guite different,
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that some day all

a, dream that will never come

«y

think, morel values we can be

come inte the physical, that is the use of threats and so on, now I ask you

How do we do this Because

the Polaris and all of the other deadly weapons has constantly accentuated the

element in war of surprise.

you say, "ALL

pugh the butbton and that's that.

and the

£

uegtion, I believe,
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4
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democracics, «

vou have to sl

it and of the Congress, and wh

le that's

by the achion of the Presd

at 1s your enemy golang to do, because now we're telking about minutes,

Aot about the time when you had sailing aehips and canncon that would shoot one

oy

le. T don't believe we can take in The wmilitary fileld sn sggressive zction

o than that of meking certain of our own defenses, but from this field --

this position of confident strength, we can both morslily and economically,

act mo intelligently and move agegressively than we have in the past,

and that Includes what T tried to do during those times, T believe LThat we
must, find ways to develop better methods, bebter doctrines, and hetter strategy

in these two fields.

CUESTTON:
General, would you give your opinion as to the political and mili-
tary slgnificance of the race to the moon?
ANSWER :
Hava the door locked and no one can get oubt. This

thorovghly. The United States has got priority tasks, and we
Lo D . 2

on those priority tasks, and in the defenge fleld they,

nough to command our really, our greatest efforts within the services and in our

productive capacity. I believe that some day humans are going to circle the

s, bake plebures of 1t, and may get to a planet and hack at this time. T

t kaow. DBut T believe those things ought to come about as & Ti-produsct of all
2 3

the research we arve doing today in missiles and in bilgger engines, snd so on.

T think to make the race to the moon, sc-called, as & major element in our
3 P o
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struggle to show that we are superior to the Russlans, is getting our eves

off the right target. T believe that we don't have many enspies on the wmoon.

GUESTION

General, during your peried of office vou instituted Lhe program
where we have a Cold War Program within the services and that has been now
toned down. Do you feel that that has been Justilfied and why?

ATISWER:

T wouldn't want to comment on anybhing that has happened since my
tenure of office that indicates some repudiation of some of the things T dnsti-
tuted. T think this: There are different methods For achieving our aims and
conseguently T would certainly uphold the vight of any president %o organlze
his stall -~ his own personal stalf -- his whole system of study and work --
to get what he needs and therefore to make the kind of decisions. T do not,
however, believe thal any man in the office of the presidency can act efficiently
unless he is very careful in the kind of organization he sets up for himeelf
and the aims he sets including the Fighting of the ¢old war. Those sims he must
set up very clearly for himself and must find the highest type of individual
that the nation affords to help him out., Bo I wouldn't went to comment specific-

ally on the sction of which you speak,

QUESTTON:
We have heard speakers here and on television who have criticized
the U.5. decislon-making process to the effect that we take too Long in consulfa-

tion and we come out second best. Would you comment on the free world problem

of consulbation v, over-consultation in the light of cur need for rapid decisiona?
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BWER .

Iid be glad to. T think everyone of you, from the day you

entered the scadenmies or entered the wilitary services in any other fashion,
hes learned to distingulsh belween those things that have to be dscided this
moment, and those things which take a Little consultation. Now I believe that
you reach the best conclusions when vou have the atmosphere in which real
anadytical study ought to take place. I believe that, finally, we must insist
that one man must make the decision, whether it's in the company or with the
nation, but I do say he should be compeliled -~ anybody should be compelled to
make an Immpediate decilsion ouly when the situvation demands 1t. T would assume
that the naval officers Ffighting his ship has to make decisiong probably every
2-3 minutes, everybhing from changing direction to changing the TANgS, Or even
changing the targets; I don't know. T haven't been there. But T do know
this: When you've got time Lo study out the problem use the brain Cod gave you.
Use all your training. Use your staff. Make the decigion and then don't he
afraid to stick with it, so all of this. HWow I didn't -~ T aw sorry -~ T
missed one part of your question that wss about allies. The same thing applies.
So far as I know, and certainly in my time, the agreements of our allies were
that we did certalin things in consulfation, but always there was the proviso
that in emergencies everyone had to take care of himself whether he was abrosd
or whether he was in asnother country, or whether he was home. He had to take
that decision, and, of course, we had 4o assuwre thabt the obthers would spprove
it.  But I really believe the people who write about these things in our
columng and so on, really never had to make a decision and they have never

understood the word organization. They think of organization as something

#‘M’{'y‘i W o e
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thaatte gtatic, routine, stodgy, and brings everything down to the mediocre.
We, as people, who from the moment that we had to command sgusds or sections

o arkillery guns -- anything -~ we have learned that an organization for all

an affairs is absolutely necessary, and far from delaying proper decisions

3
33
i

7hat facilitates proper decision, and T think that most of the understand-
ings we have with our neighboring nations -- sllied nations -- are about asg

as:thev can be made so as Lo permit sction in emergency bub to give us

opnortunity for consultation when time pormits.

General, do you helieve that the unification of Furope will help
solve the present-day problems?
ANSWER «

Vegs, indeed T do. As 3 matter of fact I can guote mygelf. T nade
a speech in 1951 (T think it was either July 1 or L) at the Pilgrims Club in
Tondon, in which T peinted out that in western Europe we have gome 225 highly
educated and cultured people, We have a group there that have a skilled labor
forcee something almost dovble ours., Combined they are s trvemendous power and

1

like us products of the same culture. They are dedicated to human dignity and

freedom. If those people uniite and become and realize thelr true potential

sconomically and militarily and spirvituvally, the will he two great forees in

the world confronting the single esthetlic, dictatorial, aggressive ldeology
that we have to look at uwnafrald and Tlrmly, but in our case we algo have to he

coneiliatory. Bubt with those two powers I would think that our security was

very vastly lncreased.

GUESTTION:

zeneral, in one of your last talks to the Navy azs President, you

warned against permitbing the avmament industry from beins too nlé
2 Phie w0



What can the military do in this regard

I would think bhat my little early sermon was aboubt as good an

s oag I can give you on that suestion, bubt what T 4id say was this:

TL wasn't merely the armsment industry. T sald we ave getting a such combins-

v of iafiuences that affect our wea inteérests in so many places that we

pe very, very carsful that we don't go on the wrong path. For exanple,

an army officer, 1if they offer me more armies, more missiles, more of

and that and the other thiang, I say, well at lieast that will give agsurance,
doubly assurance in my case. ALl the obher services certainly feel the same
way and I am sure they would -- exactly the same way. Now, therefore, we

want when we come down to 1t all we can get and I aight remsrk here that the

JUH constantly would tell me the sums proposed and projected for placing hefore
the Congress are gquite ample for our defense, bul sach always said that he nesded
a 1ittle it more of the pile. Now, if we are going to solve this particular

woblem, we have got to recognize that the nation's resources are not wnlimited,

»

e
L

therefore if vou get one group -- let's e the congressmen -- let's say there

tda

is a new defense establishment in his district -- let's say 1t does take a conpany

in Los Angeles or Denver or Baltimore that wants ancther order

Iet's find tThe services who want Lo uge 1t and Iet's find even armiess of

scientists who went so terribhly to test out these newest views, and vou b

5

got a 1obby, not necessarily deliberately formed, but a lobby whichi is f¢

out of a coamunity of interests that almest fouches every individusl in the world
and in the United States. This is the thing we have gob bo wateh ouwlt for, and

T think that all of us should be very, very careful that we don't let, as I say let




iy frormed lobbles infliuvence our thinking too wmuch, hecsuze the

responsibilities that fall vpon you people as the advisers must De

completely disinterested and disassociated from your own, let's say, ideas

+ wouldn't it he nice Lo have another dowen carriers or a hundred more

Tolaris and so on. This is the kind of thing I was tallking sboub when I made

& 1ittle talk of this kind six months ago.

GUESTION:

T have frequently bhesrd the criticism that wars are too jmportant
to let the genersls and admirals run them. Do you agree with that?
ANSWER:

Well, Chester, T must remind wyou T am no longer president., T am
g general now. T think yvou might make a corollary or invert thisz thing a little
bit and say that peace ig too dmpoerdtant just to allow the diplomats to lose it.
ALY T was talking about, and Admiral Winite is correct when he was quoting me,
is thisg: If we're thinking only in the military field, thean we shouldn't he
zllowed Ho run 1t because the war is nobt something that is just the fighting
forces on the babttle frount. The armed forces are sort of the cubling edge of a
tremendous machine -- & tremendous wachine, as T said before, that is made up of
thHe . spirituel, intellectusl, economic, and military power of this whole country,
and of these remember, as you people well lnow, the morale of your éhip is more
important than those guns. Well, 1%t is the same way here. There is the power
that this nation needs and therefore T will change my statement now, Adrniral,
to say this; if you and we can make sure that all of ocur officers are groving wp
to wnderstand not only the problems of the citizens, and the citdizen leaders
as wall as his om, a8 well as his bactics and technigues, and his strategy

of a purely military case, then I say thalt the generals and the

to be certainly while subordinate to thelr commander-in-chief, i

: ’ . & S T
ruaning the war rather exclugively. iji;gff”(rﬁﬁ;j_
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GURSTTION:

Very recently, in the class of foreign officers, the subject has
been very much among us, vwhich is the possibility of the formation of a United
States of Burcops. Do you have any concepb on how this can be brought about?
ANCWER :

One of wmy great friends in this effort, and who with me believed
that we needed very much closer union in western Burops was Cilordani. CGiordani
pelieved this for years. He was, for s while, head of the Coal and Steel

Comuunity, and he wasg one of The founders of the Buratom unit, and bhe is in

the forefront of those that brought about the Inmper Six, the Common Market.
believe that it will eventually come aboubt by necessity. You must remember

o

egceh of our colonies was very proud of its own traditions and history. The
were Tormed under different conmdibions. ‘The Puritans were particulsrly religiously ~~§
rather widely separated -- from, let us say, the Maryland colony. Georgla was |
made up originally of debltors from prison and we had all sorts of differences.

As & matter of fact there were btimes of wisdom and times of despair of getting

the co-operation of these different people -- o cooperate with them in Lighting
the war. Now we had then the federation of staltes and 1t was very uvnsatisfactory,
but it waz our first recognition that certain functions had to go to the nation
2z a unit, then we made a treaty -- we made a treaty with the British; T think

it was the treaty of 1782 and in return for paying some of the deble we owed

them, the British were golng to abandoen the forts, particuvlarly the ones wup

in Detroit in that region., Well, the colonies wouldn't pay the debts and the
Britons wouldn't abandon the forte and we were almost in war again.. Now the
United States of Zurope is golng Lo come about in the same way. Maybe their
differences are founded in greater, older traditions, different languages;

]

that iz something we had in common, although some pecple have said that a common

=




language separabes the English gpeaking people. Bub T think that the thing
has goh bo exactly what is going forward now. You have had a number of
movements -- three separste ones that have brought them more and more together
and what you are talking now, Can they be brought together politlcally in the

tight-encugh Federmbim that they can have, say, o common foreign policy and

so on., Thatb, T think, will take some years because it will have to be & geners-

bk

tion that is growm up under this constant -- well, the Influence of these
cantrifugal forces or bringing Lo & compon cenber. When that happens then It

will occur; it won't cccur in my opinion suddeniy.

QUESTICN:

Genersl, in reference teo a previous question, in our present form
of govermment, is there any effective way to nullify or negate the pressure
group or lobbyists when they coperate not in the best interesis of our nation?
ANBWER

This iz a guestion that certainly plagued presidents, inciuding ne.
T don't know exactly how this can be brought abowt. Now I thought that when the
prasident Finally had a congress that Ly composition was politically ceompatible,
then he could go to the committee chalyman and say, "T hope you will not creste
dissention by asking to get every single individual In the army, navy, air force
and marine corps, who happens Lo differ with the sdwministration’s plen teo come
down and because he dees differ, and under the guise of fres gpeech and speaking
his own convicbions to a commitbee get publicity that does not or is not wanted
Ly the importance of his particular conclusion. I just don't know how it's
going bo be done, bubt I do know this, succsssiul democracy implies seli-restraint,

-

and T helieve that if the people who find themselves differing with the decisions

12
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going down or get ahly some

voowes 1h fe

ov somebody else to englneer an invitation, I think a

wnd. T Because

to say, 'Sir, I differ and ask to be senb out to line

thiis mwst be the albbitude esch of us has. He is loyal to his chief because
ctherwise military organization becomes meaningless. ITt's all »ight for him

& 10

i have his ideag to go and differ with the admiral or the general or the

sl as a member of that organization, one for which T have the most profound

spect, say "Out of my personal wisdom I disagree completely, and T think

il we can -- well, you might say lnculecabe That kind of self-restraint among
cur people we will have it in this democracy because they will seel it -~ there's
nething move a congressman likes than o get his plcture in & place whers
there's hegdlines and 1T it will go s8ll over the United States that's betier
than if 4it's loezl. So maybe sometines there are others of us who like it.

we have a higher duly than to just go down and air our own

=X
o

tut the point

s

versonal convictions when we are part of the body that has lzid its recommenda-
tion before the chisefs, They modified them, or approved them, and censured

the president ~~ their convietions snd beliefs. I don't believe thaet it's our

duty to go down before the congress to show they're wrong.

QUESTTON:
Ta the spiritual side of the free world belng developed to keep
in step with the wmilitary developments, and 1T your answer Is Ho, what are the
proper steps to achleve this?d
ANCWER:
Well, this is, of course, s problem that has engaged the attention

of vhilosophers so long that I feel almost embarrassed to attenph to give an
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knt

beosuge we have 8o

were evil. crested for him

obiems of contrel 1

iritual strength is not wp %o the I can &

T believe that in s way the mi

t bell yvou how deep i my respect for the 1o

wiltl take the lead in saying, "0 is what we are -

oot 2t in names of our country or your country or anybody

thogse ideals of human Liberty and human dignity 8o

cerhs,

car think of this problem in such a way as we oursel

offend. Our problem, of course,. ig this: we

going to bluff, to threaton;

de us, our nabion from yours, from Boitain, from Fr

0 he has no spiritual velues, and T think the b

¥

{5

ot the very deepest values that we possess to try Lo get the very profound
o - o - e BN

wratending with all the nations to whish we are allied and with which we are

friends., Those Forces that bind us together aye far more lmporitant than the

1ithle problems that guide us. We have problems sbout buying cotton, sub
Lo 2 A ol o p

e

inz cobbton and trading cotton, and all forms of problems ilnvolvir

NPES
the obhers -- this thing and the other thing, dbubt if we will put our eyes on

the values Thal bind us hogether Tthen T think our own cevrtainby, that we
ol o P

at least control our side of this material destructivensss, is not only well

nigh perfect bub will be the strongest element we've gol in making the

Fellow be very, very careful himgelf. Now I see no obther way exof

ourselves, and T apologize again for appearing to talk in terms of

T am noet. T believe this is practicsl as is the need for tying your oun shoe

in the morning, to dedicate ourselves move profoundly to those values  tha




ther, whether it's among owrselves. or witi our friends and allies.

is the best defense we have, both agsinst the other fellow and against

=g somshimes.

TTON:

Myr. Khrushehev has said, "We will bury you.” Do you consider

Fussian econonic prowbh a serious challenge to the United States and what can

[

=
foka
or
L™

we Ao abow

I don't think 1t is so much the economic growth in its over-all

We are far more productive than the Russians, bub since, of cowrse, they

soarted from a very Low point, thelr rate of growth is quite good, but the bvig

i this. They, with their dictatorial methods can direct all of *heir

productivities toward the particular things that they wanlt to use. You go -~

if you will talk to the Russian ebout sutcmoblles, T think gas T recsll, they
protuced about 100 thousand last yeoar. We produced ﬁml/é million. T took
Mr. Ehrushehev in g shopper ride around Washingbon snd he was amazed about the

number of big roads ruoning oub of the elby. He seid, "We don't neéd roede

this." And T sald, "Well, how do you people get around.” And he said,
"They don't want to twavel.” Then T very proudly showed him all of these housing
developrents, each with 1ts yard, and he said, “"We don't believe in individual
housez; they are very expensive and our people don't want them. They wenlt to live
in apariment houses.” And he said that those who have been there have seen how

far they have gone in bullding these great apariment houses. So I think that

you have got to remember when you ave talking about thelr economy, itfs an

economy Glrected to the particulsr things that the govermment thinks should be

£,

yoOur

gehieved, and we can't. CGurs is a free thing and we each want o satis

own wants. Therefore, T would say this: You can be sure
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Ll productivi

yhowill tend to divide us

AL frighben un -

1,

ingt the other -- that they can use in uvncommibtbed countries of

owil chooging ~- and they will probacily give, in my opinion, a suffici

so consumer spending in thelr own country so that there's a 1ithle b4t

‘e, and as long as bhere is a rise, that gives hope and satisfaction; and
2 ] 3 o]

Ioam quite sure that in certain phases morale ls quite high. But. by

large, this country can oubtproduce thewm snd certainly will for decades oub-
[k 2 o K o

produce then very, very materislly, and the only thing is if they try finsl

-

5

to pelt ve responding so much to every threat that we hysterically jump too high

p with any kind of spending and spend ourselves, let's gay, Invo bankruptoy,

will be The bilggest victory that they will ever need and they can the

roarms. S0 1 think that this contest between the esconomies mush

Lowe stay faithful to our system, get the things we need and i

slority, and give the other things -~ put 1t on the old -- {what

is the cld saying?) -~ guns before butber. They were bound o do that; their

That won't come for a long, long time as a contest.
it gs te'the use you make of that productiviby -- that really does pose Tor

ve g problem and we'll have to he very careful. In my opinion we must, except
for those things we Inow we need, we must look at every obther dollar of expendi-
bure with a jaundiced eye and just say, "Was this dollar necessary?” That's

the only answer T can give bto that guestion.




