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A STATEMENT BY LEO SZILARD 

TO WH<Ji IT MAY CONCERN 

For somet~e now the United States bas followed the line of least reaistane • 
The United States followed this lin when she dropped the Bomb on Hiroahtma and she is 
following this line at the present ti e. In 1945 Japan was suing for peace, but it w. 1 

aeier to stick to the demand of ''unconditional surrender" and to drop the Bomb, than 
to arrive at a decision--jointly with our allie••-on the peace terma to be offered to 
Japan. At the present time, it is ea1ier to keep on building long•ranae solid fuel 
rockets, as fast as they can be produced, than to draft an qre nt on arms limitation 
that Russia could accept. eat f we keep following the line of least resistance, we .. ,, 
within a few years, reach a point of no return in an all•out a s race. 

With Pr sident Kennedy, a number of able en moved into the Administration 
who are d eply concerned, but so far they have not been able to integrate their col­
lective visdom and to deflect the seemingly inexorable cours of events. 

I personally find myself in rebellion against the fate that history se to 
have in store for us and it appears that there are many others who are equally rebel­
lious. Even though they are in the minority, still this inority could take ffective 
political action, provided they are able to aaree on the specific political objectives 
that must be pursued in order to halt our drifting towards war. and provided they are 
willing to compensate for their numerical inferiority by making substantial campaign 
contributions to Congressional candidate • 

In response to a speech, "Are We on the Road to War," which I gave last win­
ter at 8 colleges and universities, 2,500 people have expressed their willingness to 
support a political movement of the kind outlined in ~ speech. In view of thia re• 
sponse, the Council and the Lobby for Abolishing War were established in June in Wash• 
ington, They are supported by citizens who contribute to Congressional candidates in 
amounts of 2 percent of their incom a year. The Lobby recommends to th where their 
contribution should go, they make out their cheeks directly to the candidate of their 
choice and send it to the Council for tran ittal. 

The Lobby supports those now in Congress who are earnestly concerned about 
our drift into an all-out arms race and war, and who may encourage the Adminhtration 
to adopt and to pursue a constructive foreign policy. Looking to 1964, the Lobby will 
endeavor to find able en similarly concerned who could get elected to Congress if they 
were to receive the nomination of their party. The Lobby will persuade such men to 
seek the nomination, and will help them to get it by assuring them in advance of au~ 
stantial campaign funds. The con~ributions of 20,000 people having an average income 
of $10,000 would amount to $4 illion per year. 

The Council will bring to Washi gton from ttme to tt.e seientista, scholars 
and other public-spirited citizen , who will assist embers of the Administration and 
of the Congress 1D clarifying their minds on politically attainable objectives aimed 
at avoiding war. 'Aoae who wHit--t? know whitt tJ!ose objectivee MZ he !!• bvq:i!ed te-

·' • .,.,,e lie the Geu he above address. 
Beeauae its resources will be ltmited in 1962, the Lobby will ltmit its recam• 

mendations for candidates for the Senate w have the nomination of their party. 
Independent candidates for the House or for the Senate bo do not have the 

nomination of their party may be fulfilling an important function by raising the level 
of the political discussion, and they may contribute through their campaign, to the 
political education of the public on the issue of our drifting into war. 

The Council cannot endorse any such candidates in 1962, but supporters of 
the Council Who wish to contribute to a worthy can didate, not endorsed by the Council, 
may send their check dir ctly to the candidate of their choice and their contribution 
would still count toward the 2~ expected from them. The Council hopes that after the 
elections its supporters will report such contributions. 

Those who believe that they aight be willin& to join with others in effective 
political action, even at substantial personal acrifice, y wish to examine whether 
they would want to support the Council in its endeavors. They are invited to write for 
information to the Council for Abolishing War, Suite 738, 1500 ew Hampshire Avenue, 
N.W., Washington 6, D.c. 



LAW OFFICES 

RAUH AND LEVY 

1625 l:(i~" K STREET. NORTHWEST 1 Suite 21 
WASHINGTON 6 . D . C . 

JOSEPH L . RAUH, JR . 
DANIEL H . POLLITT 
JOHN SILARD 

SPECIAL DELIVERY 

Dr. Leo Szilard 
Dupont Plaza Hotel 

January 4, 1962 

1500 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W. 
Washington 6, D. c. 

Dear Dr. Szilard: 

Pursuant to your request and instructions, we have 
preoared a trust instrument under which you apooint 
two Trustees for the Council for Abolishing ~var. The 
Trustees are empowered to receive and hold in trust for 
the Council for Abolishing \var monies which may be 
contributed for the use of the Council prior to the 
time that it is actually incorporated. 

Af ter the trust instrument is executed, all dona­
tions should be made out to 'Trustees for Council for 
Abolishing War.' In the case of donations which may be 
received by you for transmission to the Truestees, we 
suggest that you keep all such donations in a safe 
deposit vault for brief periods of time until they can 
be safely transmitted by you to one of the Trustees. 
For safety's sake, you might also rubber stamp all 
checks when you receive them: 'For deposit only to 
the account of Trustees for Council for Abolishing War, 
Riggs National Bank, Washington, D. c.' 

I hope the foregoing will sufficiently clarify the 
manner in which donations to the Trustees are to be 
handled. 

Sincerely yours, 

REPUBLIC 7·779!5 
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February 22, 1962 

THE PREMISES 

By Leo Szilard 

The following is a very rough draft of the premises on which the 
Council may be expected to base the statement of its general objectives, 
which it may issue from time to time for the guidance of the members of the 
Movement. 

The Council would state from time to time also what it regards to 
be the attainable immediate objectives. No amount of political pressure 
brought to bear on the Administration can force the Administration to do 
something that no one inside the Administration wants done. It follows that 
for an immediate objective to be attainable it is necessary that it have some 
support inside the Administration. In selecting the immediate objectives it 
may advocate, the Council would first ascertain how much support for these 
objectives could be generated inside of the Administration. 

,'( * * 

The problem which the bomb poses to the world cannot be solved ex­
cept by abolishing war, and the overall objective is to have an enduring 

peace in a livable world. This might be attainable within the next 25 years, 
whereas a just peace may not be an attainable objective in the predictable 
future and if we stubbornly persist in asking for peace lvith justice we may 
not attain either peace or justice. 

It is necessary to abolish· war in order to have a livable world, 
but it is not sufficient. In order to have a livable world we must not only 
have peace but also a certain minimum standard of stable and effective govern­
ment, economic prosperity and individual freedom in the less developed regions 
of the l'lOrld. -l'ha p.robl ems.... which this invelves would of tt~n 

1 " t~.e tb.a concern of the CG\Hie:i:- • 

_, .. _,c. l. ...._ -. r-<:: -
Conceivably, war could be abolished within the predictable future 

within the framework of a general political settlement through general dis­
armament. General disarmament does not, however, automatically rule out t h e 
possibility of war. In a generally disarmed world, with ' inspection going full 
blast, armies equipped with machine guns could spring up, so to speak, 
overnight. 
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The question of just how secure America and other nations would be 
in such a disarmed world would depend on the means that would be adopted in 
order to secure the peace. Few Americans in responsible positions have a 
clear notion at present of how the peace may be secured in a disarmed world, 
and therefore most of them remain uncertain of whether or not they would 
really want to have general disarmament. 

The Russians are strongly motivated toward general disarmament by 
the economic savings which would result from it and it stands to reason that 
this should be so. A much larger fraction of industrial production is absorbed 
by arms in Russia than in America, and the needs of the consumers are satis­
fied to a much higher degree in America than in Russia. In the circumstances, 
Russia might be willing to go a long way towards reaching the kind of politi­
cal settlement which is a prerequisite for disarmament, in return for obtain­
ing general disarmament. But until such time as Americans in responsible 
positions become clear in their own mind that they really want disarmament 
they are not in a position successfully to negotiate with Russia an acceptable 
political settlement because they are not in a position to offer Russia the 
disarmament that she would want to obtain in return. 

In any negotiations centering on the issue of disarmament the prob­
lem of inspection is likely to loom large. No major progress is likely to be 
made on this, or any other, issue involved until Americans in responsible posi­
tions are sure in their mind that they would want general disarmament under 
conditions which Russia could be reasonably expected to accept. 

If America and Russia were able to reach a meeting of the minds on 
the issue of how peace may be secured in a disarmed world, such a meeting of 
minds could open the door to serious negotiations of the other issues involved 
in disarmament. This is a point which the Council may have to devote its 
attention. 

* * * 
Until such time as the peace of the world may be secured through a 

disarmament agreement providing for adequate inspection and means which will 
be adequate for securing the peace in a disarmed world, we cannot rule out the 
possibility that a war may break out which neither America nor Russia wants. 

Reducing the probability that such a war may break out must be one 
of the immediate objectives of the Council. 

1.) A war that neither America nor Russia wanted may break out as 
a result of an all-out atomic arms race, and avoidance of such an arms race 
must be regarded as an immediate political objective. 
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We would be provoking an all-out atomic arms race if America were 
to maintain the threat that in case of war with Russia she would attempt to 
shift the power balance in her own favor by mounting an attack against the 
rocket bases and the strategic air bases of Russia. There is an increasingly 
influential school of thought within the Administration which advocates that 
America should use the threat of a 11 first strike against bases11 

war as an instrument of her foreign policy -­
obstructing objectives of our foreign policy. 
school of thought. 

in order to deter 
The Council must 

in case of 
Russia from 
oppose this 

2.) A war that neither Russia nor America .wants may break out if 
either America or the Soviet Union resorts to force in order to extend her 
sphere of influence. If America had openly intervened in the at.tempted inva­
sion of Cuba by Cuban exiles and had sent in the Marines, she could have con­
quered Cuba but the Russians might have responded by occupying West Berlin 
and there is no way of telling whether or not a Russian response of this kind 
v10uld have· ·resulted in war. If a war is to be avoided that neither Russia 
nor America wants, both countries must refrain from resorting to force, in 
attempting to reach their foreign . policy objectives. 

3.) Quemoy and Matsu represent one of the danger spots where a war 
might break out, and these islands ought to be evacuated without further delay 
before they may come under attack. 

4.) The danger of a resort to force could be reduced if America 
and Russia stopped fighting meaningless battles in the Cold War. In this 
regard America could and should take the initiative, and the Council may have 
to devote considerable attention to it. 

If a war were to break out it could quickly escalate into an all-out 
war in the absence of any clear policy of how to keep the war limited until 
such time as it becomes possible to arrange for a cessation of hostilities. 

,The adoption of policies aimed at preventing the escalation of a war must also 
be among the immediate objectives pursued by the Council. 

5.) The danger that a war might escalate could be reduced if America 
and Russia adopted the policy of refraining from using atomic bombs in case of 
war unless atomic bombs were used against her. As far as manpower and economic 
resources are concerned, Europe is not inferior to Russia, and within three to 
five years Europe could build up conventional forces to ~ level where the West 
might resolve to forego the use of atomic bombs in case of war. It is rather 
doubtful, however, whether the outlawing of atomic bombs would be an immedi­
ately attainable objective, at the present time. 
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Moreover, the outlawing of atomic bombs in itself would not prevent 
an escalation of the \var, for if there were a resort to force, even if at 
first only conventional weapons were used, subsequently the side which is about 
to lose the war would presumably find it impossible to abide by its pledge and 
would resort to the use of atomic bombs. 

If there is a resort to force, the means which are employed are, of 
course, important, and the refraining from using atomic bombs could be a very 
important factor in preventing escalation. But even more important than the 
means employed would be the purposes for which force is employed. If force is 
used for the purpose of changing the power balance and thereby to attain cer­
tain foreign policy objectives, then escalation of the war may be inevitable 
no matter what the means that may be initially employed. 

An example for this is what happened in Korea. When North Korean 
troops moved into South Korea, America intervened and pushed the North Koreans 
back to the 38th parallel. If America had been satisfied with the use of 
force for the purpose of making the conquest difficult and with luck to prevent 
it, the war would have ended at this point. But \o7hen American troops crossed 
the 38th parallel in order to unify Korea under free elections, the People's 
Republic of China intervened. 

If, in case of \-Jar, escalation is to be avoided, both the American 
Government and the Government of the Soviet Union must clearly understand that, 
today, if force is used and is resisted with force, the use of force must only 
have the aim of preventing an easy conquest and extracting a price -- if neces­
sary, a rather high price. The aim must not be victory or anything approaching 
victory; it must not be a change in the power balance that would enable either 
America or the Soviet Union to bring about a settlement in its own favor. 

Within this frame of reference the Council would have to consider the 
possibility that the Administration might be willing to adopt two closely inter­
related policies which might be phrased as follows: 

6.) America's Atomic Strategic Striking Forces shall be maintained 
only for the purpose of protecting America and her allies by being able to 
retaliate in case either America or her allies were attacked by bombs. 

7.) In case of war, if America found herself forced to use atomic 
bombs against troops in combat, she would do so only on her own side of the 
pre-war boundary as long as the Soviet Union imposed ,the same restraint on her 
use of the bomb. 

I • 



, 
Leo Szilard 
Hotel Dupont Plaza 
Washington 6, D. C. 
Telephone: HUdson 3-6000 

Dear Colleague: 

February 28, 1962 

Enclosed you will find a memo on the "Responses To Date." 

If we just sit back at this point 'Vle will probably gradually accumulate 
2 percent pledges of between 1,000 and 2,000. The question is, could we at 
this point go further and identify perhaps 25,000 virtual members of the Move­
ment, pledging 2 percent of their incomes for campaign contributions. If that 
is done, we would be in business and we would then have to set up the Lobby to 
give guidance and counsel to the members of the Movement. 

How do we bridge the gap between 1,000 and 25,000 pledges? 

In order to do this we must be in a position to disclose the identity 
of the Council and its Political Advisors, and we must have.some "seed money" 
to get started. My own guess is that we might have to spend $2.00 per pledge, 
which means we ought to have at the outset about $50,000 "seed money" and 
preferably more. 

We could presumably raise this amount by going back to those whose 
pledges we have and ask them to give us this year perhaps 1 percent of their 
income to get the Council started. We could also try to raise the "seed money" 
through small dinners, at $300 a plate, in New York and perhaps also in Beverly 
Hills. 

In either case it would be necessary to disclose the identity of the 
Council and its Political Advisors. The Council need not go into operation, 
however, until we have actually collected an adequate amount of "seed money." 

With the above aim in view I am now grappling with the problem of guess­
ing who the Council and its Political Advisors might be. The problem is some­
Hhat similar to the problem of "the hen or the egg," because I cannot ask 
anybody to serve without telling them who the others may be who have agreed to 
serve. Also, both the Board of Directors of the Council and the Panel of 
Advisors of the Council would have to be formally elected by the Fellows of the 
Council, and while I may make suggestions to the Fellows I can neither make 
the decision for them nor predict with assurance what, their decision would be. 

The attached memorandum entitled "The Next Step" is an attempt to solve 
this insoluble problem, and my request to you is that you read it and return 
it to me with your comment. I particularly need to have your comment as far as 
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it relates to your own role. I need to know whether you would be willing to 
be part of this operation, and want to play the role which I tentatively have 
assigned to you in the attached "Next Step'' or some other role, and if so, 
v1hich one. 

If you are willing to be part of this operation, will you please send 
me a very short statement about yourself to be included in a "t..Jho' s Who" to 
be improvised and to be used in raising the "seed money" either from those 
who pledged 2 percent of their income, or from those v1ho may attend $300-a­
plate dinners. 

It is important that the operation of the Council be successful from 
the outset and we would need an Executive Officer to take over from me very 
soon, probably even before the Council is incorporated. Until such time as 
the Council assumes responsibility, such a man could operate in my 'name, but 
it is important that there should be no discontinuity and that he be able to 
carry on at least for a few months, on a temporary basis, after the Council 
takes over. I am looking around for someone who could fill this job. 

Enclosures: 
"The Next Step" 
"Responses To Date" 

Sincerely, 

Leo ~zilard 



Leo Szilard 
Dupont Plaza Hotel 
Washington 6, D. C. February 24, 1962 

RESPONSES TO DATE 

Between November 17 of last year and February 12 of this year, the 
speech "Are We On The Road To ~-Jar?" was delivered at the following universities 
or colleges: Harvard, Western Reserve, Swarthmore College, The University of 
Chicago, The University of California in Berkeley, Stanford, Reed College, The 
University of Oregon in Eugene, and Sarah Lawrence College. 

In most cases I stayed over another day to be available to interested 
students for further discussion. The audience turnout and response were very 
good with the possible exception of Western Reserve, I spoke there before a 
mixed audience of students and adults of about 1,800, and the student response 
was rather mediocre. 

I expected a good response at Reed College but not at the University 
of Oregon; yet 1,200 people turned out there to hear the talk at 3 o'clock in 
the afternoon, and 200 students returned the next day to continue the discussion. 

The speech was first given under the auspices of the Harvard Law 
School Forum. After the lecture, a copy of the speech was sent to those who 
asked for it and gave their name and address. He ran out of copies, and a 
graduate student, Mr. Michael Brm.ver (at 3 Dana Street, Cambridge 38, Mass.) 
volunteered that he would mimeograph additional copies and mail them out on 
request (at lSi to 25i each, depending on size of order). 

By January 1 he had distributed 2,300 copies, by January 15 another 
3,500, by February 1 another 2,000, and by February 15 another 3,500. 

Each campus mimeographed its own copies of the speech for distribu­
tion. Chicago distributed 2,500 copies to date. 

The press comments were uniformly favorable. A set of press clippings 
is available in the office of Professor Bernard Feld in the Physics Department 
at the Massachusetts Institute of Technology, in the office of Profes sor David 
Rogness in the Department of Biochemistry at Stanford University, and at the 
office of Professor Owen Chamberlain in the Physics Department at the Univer­
sity of California in Berkeley. It can be also obtained from me. 

A few days after I delivered the speech in Chicago, ABC's 6 o'clock 
Television News -- a coast-to-coast broadcast originating from New York -­
devoted a few minutes to describe what I am trying to do, and ended up by say­
ing, "We wish him good luck . 11 
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I am overwhelmed by the mail that pours in. Mrs. Ruth Adams, who 
recently looked through my accumulated mail, estimates that we have about 400 
hQrd-and-fast pledges of 2 percent so far, and indications of many more. 

A sample of the more interesting letters is available at the offices 
of Feld, Rogness and Owen Chamberlain. It can also be obtained from me. 

The present disorderly procedures might yield us 1,000 or perhaps 
2,000 pledges, and the interest manifested so far is sufficient to set up the 
Council. I presume, however, that the Council would want to identify perhaps 
25,000 people by name who would pledge 2 percent of their income, before setting 
up the political organization that would give advice and guidance to those who 
pledge 2 percent of their income. For this purpose the Council might need 
$25,000 to $50,000 "seed money." 

Groups have sprung up spontaneously in support of the "Movement" 
around the Austen-Riggs Center in Stockbridge, Mass., as well as around the 
University of Connecticut at Storrs, Conn., and I have met with some members 
of these groups in New York at the apartment of Arthur Penn, a Broadway director . 
He discussed the possibility of obtaining "seed money" for the Council by hold­
ing in Nev7 York and perhaps in Hollywood $300-a-plate dinners for 12 to 15 
guests each. Mr. Arthur Penn, who would be in charge of this operation in 
New York, has the names of 8 persons who have volunteered to act as hosts for 
one dinner each. 

I am being approached by representatives of the Methodist Church and 
the Society of Friends, and I shall discuss with them how to reach those of 
their members who are interested and who might want to pledge 2 percent of their 
income. 



Leo Szilard 
Hotel Dupont Plaza 
Washington 6, D. C. February 28, 1962 

THE .NEXT STEP 

There seems to be a consensus among those with whom I have discussed 
the matter on the East Coast that the time has come for us to take the next 
step and to identify those who would form the Council. 

The Council would, in close consultation with its Panel of Political 
Advisers, determine from time to time the political objectives which it re­
gards as attainable and which it proposes to advocate. 

At the outset the Council would try to identify, say, 25,000 people 
who would want to be members of the Movement and would want to spend 2 per 
cent of their income on campaign contributions. If the Council succeeds in 
f inding a sufficiently large number ·of such potential members of the Move­
ment it would proceed to set up the "Lobby," which would give guidance and 
advice to the members of the Movement as to how to put their campaign con­
t ributions to good use. 

The Board of Directors of the Council w·ould have five to seven mem­
bers who would be elected by the Fellows. The Fellows would also choose 
t he Panel of Political Advisers. Later on, the Fellows v1ould elect the 
Board of Directors of the Lobby -- even though the Lobby may be a separate 
corporate entity. 

The relationship bet>·leen the Fellows and the Board of Directors >vould 
be similar to the relationship of the shareholders of a corporation and the 
Loard of directors of the corporation. The shareholders elect the directors 
of the corporation, but they are not otherwise responsible for the operations 
of the corporation and the officers of the corporation are appointed by the 
E~ard. Nevertheless, one may say in our case that the moral responsibility 
l ies ultimately with the Fellows and that they assume the responsibility to 
see to it that what needs to get done gets done. 

I propose that the Fellows be drawn from a larger group of distin­
guished scientisis to whom I shall refer as the Associates. The Associates 
v;ould all be members of the overall committee to which I shall refer as the 
Committee for a Livable Horld. The Committee, as such, >vould have no juri s ­
diction over anything in particular. but it would meet once a year to talk 
things over and the Council would draw on i t s members for help in per f orming 
the task s with "tvhich the Council and the Lobby may be faced. 
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At a later stage, a f ter the Lobby is established, the Associates could 
fulfill an Unportant function in their home communities, by helping to find 
good men who may be persuaded to seek the nomination and to stand for elec­
tion -- with the backing of the Lobby. 

During the past four months I had conversations with a number of col­
leagues concerning the speech, ''Are l-le On The Road To Har?" which I presented 
at various colleges and universities. The attached list contains the names 
of those who gave me reason to believe that they may be in sympathy with what 
I am trying to do, and I assume that they would want to lend their support to 
the Council. Their names are marked' with a star. The attached list contains 
also the names of other colleagues with ·vhom I had no personal contact lately, 
but to whom I have recently sent a copy of my . speech and from whom I expect 
to have a re 'sponse in the course of the next two weeks. 

I propose that those whose names are contained in the attached list fo1~ 
the initial set of "Associates." 

All Associates would be part of a panel of "Visiting Scholars and 
Scientists" \-1ho on occasional visits to Hashington would be at the disposal 
of the Council and may discuss with members of the Administration, and cer­
tain key members of Congress, the political issues which are of concern to 
t he Council. This need not involve any "ex tra" trips to Hashington. 

An Associate might serve as FellaH of the Council and might then have 
to attend perhaps three meetincs in Hashington each year. 

An Associate might serve on the Board of Directors of the Council and 
ma~r then have to meet with the Panel of Political Advisers in vlashington, D. C o ~ 
for several days -- six to ten times a year. Presumably the meetings of the 
Fellows would ah1ays be scheduled to coincide vJith the meetings of the Board 
of Directors, for the convenience of those Fellows \vho serve on the Board of 
Directors. 

An Associate might serve on the Panel of Political Advisers and may 
t hen have to meet with the Board of Directors in l·lashington, D. c., for sev­
eral days, six to ten tUnes a year. 
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I propose to try to fix, by correspondence, the identity of the 
Associates and also the identity of the Fellows. It should be possible to 
do this because the by-laws may provide that the initial set of Associates 
and the initial set of Fellows be designated by the three "incorporators" 
of the Counci 1. 

The incorporators would name as Associates all those whose names are 
listed in the attachment, provided that their acceptance is received before 
the relevant document is executed by the incorporators. After that date the 
election of Associates ~o~ill rest with the Fellows. 

I am mindful of the need to keep the burden carried by scientists who 
are active in their own field of specialization at a minimum, by keeping the 
number of Fellows low and by having the Associates take turns in serving as 
Fellows, so that no one need to carry the burden of serving as Fellow for 
very long. However, to my mind, it is indispensable that scientists who 
are at the peak of their activity in their own field of specialization, do 
serve as Fellows. 

I have somewhat arbitrarily drafted the list of FellovJS which is en­
c losed in the hope that most of those listed would be both able and willing 
t o serve as Fellows at the outset and to continue to serve in that capacity 
f or a least one year. Upon receiving the responses of those listed, I would 
try to cut down the final list even further, if that seems advisable, to what 
would appear to be the practically indispensable minimum. The names of those 
vJhose response is not received by the time the relevant document is executed 
~7 the incorporators, must, of course, be deleted from the list. After that 
date, the election of Fellows will rest with the Fellows. I very much hope, 
however, that all responses will be in within two weeks. 

In contrast to the Associates and Fellows, the identity of the Board 
of Directors and of the members of the Panel of Political Advisers cannot 
be settled by correspondence, because they have to be elected by the Fellows 
and it is preferable that the Fellows should meet for this purpose rather 
than be polled by mail. 

As far as the Board of Directors and the Panel of Political Adviser s 
dre concerned, all I can do for the moment is to prepare the ground for the 
Fellows and to try to find out who would seem to be desirable as well as 
available. 

It would seem advisable to have some non-scien t ists on t he Board of 
D:.x-ectors, but \v e s~<ould preferably choos e from among thos e ~vho have f or a 



- 4 -

number of years worked closely with scientists and who may be regarded both 
as safe and likely to be productive. My own preferences would be: 

Mrs. Ruth Adams, Associate Editor of the Bulletin of the 
Atomic Scientists, who attended most of the Pugwash meetings, and 

Professor Morton Grodzins, Chairman of the Political Science 
Department of the University of Chicago, who also attended 
many of the Pugwash meetings. 

I am reasonably certain that both could be persuaded to serve. 

The remaining three to five members of the Board of Directors probably 
ought to be drawn from among the Associates (the Fellows are, of course, all 
Associates and eligible to serve on the Board of Directors). In order to 
facilitate matters I am asking all those .who may serve as Associates to write 
me if, because of their preoccupation with other matt!ers or for any other 
reason, they would rather not serve on the Board of Directors in 1962-63, and 
I shall transmit the names of those who disqualify themselves in this fashion 
to the Fellows prior to the election of the Board of Directors. 

From the point of view of economizing with the time of the scientists 
involved, an argument could be made in favor of drawing those members of the 
Board who are Associates from among the Fellows. This would cut down on the 
total number of extra trips to Washington that the Associates would have to 
make. One might, however, argue that from the point of view of spreading 
the responsibility among the Associates it would be better to adopt just 
the opposite principle. I presume the Fellows would like to be guided on 
this point by the views held in general by the Associates,and views communi­
cated to me, prior to the election of the Board of Directors, would be trans­
mitted to the Fellows. 

* * * 
The Panel of Political Advisers ought to consist mostly of people who 

a·.':'c staying in Washington at present or who have earlier spent some time in 
Vlashington during the Kennedy Administration. 

Gilbert Harrison, publisher of the New Republic, is a keen observer of 
what is going on at present and would be in a position to give good advice. 
I am inclined to think that he could be persuaded to serve as a member of the 
Panel of Advisors. 

Lester Van Atta, Director of Research of Hughes Aircraft, Malibu, 
Ca~_ ifornia, has sper.t about a year in the Department of Def r-:nse as an ad·,dse·-:-
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to York on disarmament, and I propose to find out whether he would be willing 
to be on the Panel of Advisers. 

I had hoped that the two highly regarded legislative aides and admini­
strative aides, respectively, on the Senate side, who are very much interested 
in what I am trying to do, would be free to serve on the Panel of Advisers, 
but it turns out that they would not be free to do so. 

Either Roger Fisher or David Cavers, or both, of the Harvard Law School, 
would be valuable on the Panel of Advisers, and judging from their present in­
terest in what I am trying to do I would assume that they would be willing to 
serve. 

We ought to have two or three further names available in readiness by 
the time the Board is incorporated, and I shall try to do my best to find thew .• 

I have tried to draft a political platform for the Council, in order 

t. o characterize its initial direction. It goes under the heading "The 
Premises," and you will find it attached. 

The End. 
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List of Potential "Associates" 

STAUFORD UNIVEI't!JITY 

*Schiff, Leonard I. 

*Hocness, David s. 

~·:Kaiser, A. Dale L.. 

~·•Berc, Paul 

C_ ~':Kretchmer, Uoman ) 

'>'•Holman, Halsted R. i--

'l'rKornberg, Arthur L 

~'rFinn, Robert 

''•Fairbanl~, Hm. Hartin L---

P~IUCETOlJ UNIVE:lSITY 

'i':Goldbercer, N. L. L 

HARVARD illliVERSITY 

~·rHeselson, Hat the,., L._-. 

Edsall, John L--

'>'•Shurcliff, Hm. A. L 

illHVERS ITY OF ROCHESTER 

~trat~, Robert 

Department of Physics 

Department of Biochemistry 

Department of Biochemistry 

Department of Biochemistry 

Professor of Pediatrics 

Professor of Hedicine 

Department of Biochemistry 

Department of Mathematics 

Department of Physics 

Professo"r· of Genetics and Biology 

Department of Physics 

Department of Biology 

Department of Biology 

Department of Biology 

llarvard Electron Accelerator 

Department of Physics 



illHVERSITY OF CHICAGO 

~'<Gomer, .G.obert 

•'tSzilard, Leo 

YALE UlHVERSITY 

Doerin::;, t\Ti 11 iam L--

UNIVERSITY OF UIDIANA 

Huller, II. J. 

CORNELL illTIVERSITY 

Uil:;'TERSITY OF CALIFOrJTIA - Derkeley 

~*CltantBeFls-tidl, ~ 

*Chew, Jeffrey ~ 

•'<Rosenfeld, Arthur £-,-

•'<Glaser, Donald 

HASSACHUSETTS IHSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY 

, ·l:Feld, Bernard 

'TlJE vlORCESTER FOUNDATION 

•'<HoaGland, Hudson 
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Institute of Metals 

Institute for Huclear Studies 

Department of Chemistry 

Department of Zoology 

Department of Physics 

Department of Physics 

Department of Physics 

Department of Physics 

Department of Physics 

Department of Physics 

President of the American Academy 
of Arts and Sciences 



THE ROCKEFELLER U1STITUTE 

TI-lE 

' /' -~~Fox, Haurice ~ 

UNIVErtSITY OF OP..EGOil 

1:Uovicl~, Aaron ~ 

~·"streisinr;er, Geoq;e 

~'>stahl, Frank L 

L 

HATIOHAL InSTITUTES OF HEALTH 

*Livin~ston, Robert D. ~ 

//)~ 1vt ~?{ 
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Associate Hember 

Institute for 11olecular Biolor;y 

Institute for Holecular BioloGy 

Institute for Molecular BiolOGY 

Department of Neurobiolo~y 
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Proposed List of Fellows 

{) t K · 
Rogness, David s. ~ ~--z, c:-f....,A-,._ r177-z. ~ 
Fairb~nk, w... Mar~nz ~.-/ ,rv. ~ 
Meselson, Matthew 

Doering, William - t)• 

Che"', Jeffrey 

;lase~~d ~ 
' 

·) Feld, Bernard ---- tJ L k 
Fox , Haurice ~----

Stahl, Frank __.,-. 

Livingston, Robert B. 
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February 22, 1962 

THE PREMISES 

By Leo Szilard 

The following is a very rough draft of the premises on which the 
Council may be expected to base the statement of its genera.l objectives, 
~vhich it may issue from time to time for the guidance of the members of the 
Movement. 

The Council would state from time to time also what it regards to 
be the attainable immediate objectives. No amount of political pressure 
brought to bear on the Administration can force the Administration to do 
something that no one inside the Administration wants done. It follows that 
for an immediate objective to be attainable it is necessary that it have some 
support inside the Administration. In selecting the immediate objectives it 
may advocate, the Council would first ascertain how much support for these 
objectives could be generated inside of the Administration. 

* * * 
The problem which the bomb poses to the world cannot be solved ex­

cept by .abolishing war, and the overall objective is to have an enduring 
peace in a livable world. This might be attainable within the next 25 years, 
whereas a just peace may not be an attainable objective in the predictable 
future and if we stubbornly persist in asking for peace \vith justice we may 
not attain either peace or justice. 

It is necessary to abolish war in order to have a livable Horld, 
but it is not sufficient. In order to have a livable world we must not only 
have peace but also a certain minimum standard of stable and effective govern­
ment, economic prosperity . and individual freedom in the less developed regions 
of the \·1orld. The problems which ~his involves Hould of necessity come within 
the scope of the co.ncern of the Counc·il. 

Conceivably, war could be abolished within the predictable future 
v1ithin the frame,vork of a g.eneral political settlement through· general dis­
armament. General disarmament does not,.however, automatically rule out the 
possibility of war. In a generally disarmed world, with inspection going full 
blast, armies equipped with machine guns could spring up, so to speak, 
overnight. 
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The question of just how secure America and other nations would be 
in such a disarmed world would depend on the means that would be adopted in 
order to secure the peace. Few Americans in responsible positions have a 
clear notion at present of how the peace may be secured in a disarmed world, 
and therefore most of them remain uncertain of whether or not they would 
really want to have general disarmament. 

The Russians are strongly motivated toward general disarmament by 
the economic savings which would result from it and it stands to reason that 
this should be so. A much larger fraction of industrial production is absorbed 
by arms in Russia than in America, and the needs of the consumers are satis­
fied to a much higher degree in America than in Russia. In the circumstances, 
Russia might be willing to go a long way towards reaching the kind of politi­
cal settlement which is a prerequisite for disarmament, in return for obtain­
ing general disarmament. But until such time as Americans in responsible 
positions become clear in their own mind that they really want disarmament 
they are not in a position successfully to negotiate with Russia an acceptable 
political settlement because they are not in a position to offer Russia the 
disarmament that she would want to obtain in return. 

In any negotiations centering on the issue of disarmament the prob­
lem of inspection is likely to loom large. No major progress is likely to be 
made on this, or any other, issue involved until Americans in responsible posi­
tions are sure in their mind that they would want general disarmament under 
conditions which Russia could be reasonably expected to accept. 

If America and Russia were able to reach a meeting of the minds on 
the issue of how peace may be secured in a disarmed world, such a meeting of 
minds could open the door to serious negotiations of the other issues involved 
in disarmament. This is a point which the Council may have to devote its 
attention. 

* * * 
Until such time as the peace of the world may be secured through a 

disarmament agreement providing for adequate inspection and means which will 
be adequate for securing the peace in a disarmed world, we cannot rule out the 
possibility that a war may break out which neither America nor Russia ~Jants. 

Reducing the probability that such a war may break out must be one 
of the immediate objectives of the Council. 

1.) A war that neither America nor Russia wanted may break out as 
a result of an all-out atomic arms race, and avoidance of such an arms race 
must be regarded as an immediate political objective. 
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We would be provoking an all-out atomic arms race if America were 
to maintain the threat tha't in case of war with Russia she would attempt to 
shift the power balance in her ovm favor by mounting an attack against the 
rocket bases and the strategic air bases of Russia. There is an increasingly 
influential school of thought within the Administration which advocates that 
America should use the threat of a "first strike against bases" in case of 
war as an instrument of her foreign policy -- in order to deter Russia from 
obstructing objectives of our foreign policy. The Council must oppose this 
school of thought. 

2.) A war that neither Russia nor America wants may break out if 
either Americ·a or the· Soviet Union resorts ' to force . in order: to extend her 
sphere of influence. · If America had openly intervened in the attempted inva­
sion of Cuba by Cuban exiles and ha:d: ·sent in the Marines, she could have con­
quered Cuba but the Russians might have responded by occupying West Berlin 
and there i's no way of tel'ling whether or· not a Russian response of this kind 
1vould have resulted in war. If a war is to be avoided that neither Russia 
nor America wants, both countries must refrain from resorting to force, in 
attempting to reach their foreign policy objectives. 

3.) Quemoy and Matsu represent one of the danger spots where a WC:l.r 
might break out, and these islands ought to be evacuated without further delay 
before they may come under attack. 

4.) The danger of a resort to force could be reduced if America 
and Russia stopped fighting meaningless battles in the Cold War. In this 
regard America could and should take the initiative, and the Council may have 
to devote considerable attention to it. 

'I< * * 

If a war were to break out it could quickly escalate into an all-out 
war in the absence of any clear policy of how to keep the war limited until 
such time as it becomes possible to arrange for a cessation of hostilities. 
The, adoption of policies aimed at preventing the escalation of a war must also 
be among the immediate objectives pursued by the Council. 

5.) The danger that a war might escalate could be reduced if America 
and Russia adopted the policy of refraining from using atomic bombs in case of 
war unless atomic bombs were used against her. As far as manpower and economic 
resources are concerned, Europe is not inferior to Russia, and within three to 
five years Europe could build up conventional forces to a level where the West 
might resolve to forego the use of atomic bombs in case of war. It is rather 
doubtful, however, whether the outlawing of atomic bombs would be an immedi­
ately attainable objective, at the present time. 
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Moreover, the outlawing of atomic bombs in itself would not prevent 
an escalation of the war, for if there were a resort to force, even if at 
first only conventional weapons were used, subsequently the side which is about 
to lose the war would presumably find it impossible to abide by its pledge and 
would resort to the use of atomic bombs. 

If there is a resort to force, the means which are employed are, of 
course, important, and the refraining from using atomic bombs could be a very 
important factor in preventing escalation. But even more important than the 
means employed would be the purposes for which force is employed. If force is 
used for the purpose of changing the power balance and thereby to attain cer­
tain foreign policy objectives, then escalation of the war may be inevitable 
no matter what the means that may be initially employed. 

An example for this is what happened in Korea. When North Korean 
troops moved into South Korea, America intervened and pushed the North Koreans 
back to the 38th parallel. If America had been satisfied with the use of 
force for the purpose of making the conquest difficult and with luck to prevent 
it, the war would have ended at this point. But when American troops crossed 
the 38th parallel in order to unify Korea under free elections, the People's 
Republic of China intervened. 

If, in case of war, escalation is to be avoided, both the American 
Government and the Government of the Soviet Union must clearly understand that, 
today, if force is used and is resisted with force, the use of force must only 
have the aim of preventing an easy conquest and extracting a price -- if neces­
sary, a rather high price. The aim must not be victory or anything approaching 
victory; it must not be a change in the power balance that would enable either 
America or the Soviet Union to bring about a settlement in its own favor. 

Within this frame of reference the Council would have to consider the 
possibility that the Administration might be willing to adopt two closely inter­
related policies which might be phrased as follows: 

6.) America's Atomic Strategic Striking Forces shall be maintained 
only for the purpose of protecting America and her allies by being able to 
retaliate in case either America or her allies were attacked by bombs. 

7.) In case of war, if America found herself forced to use atomic 
bombs against troops in combat, she would do so only on her own side of the 
pre-war boundary as long as the Soviet Union imposed the sam~ res traint on her 
use of the bomb. 

* * * 
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Board of Directors 

Co-Chairmen: 
\VJLLIA..M DOERr'I'G 

New Haven, Conn. 
LEO SzrLAl\D 

Chicago, UJ. 

President: 
BERNARD T. FELD 

Cambridge, Mass. 

'.,ice-Pres idcnt: 
ALLAX FORRES, JR. 

Cambridge, Mass. 

Secretary-T reasu rcr: 
DAi\-rEL Nf. StxGEn 

Wa•.hinj!ton, D.C. 

RUTH ADAMS 
Chicago, 111. 

l\!AL"IUCE S. Fox 
Cambridge, ~!ass . 

MA11GARET BHENMA'-' GnlSON 
Stockbridge, Ma". 

NloRTOx Gn.ooz1xs 
Chicago, Til. 

JAMES G. PATTO" 
Drnver, Colo. 

~~RTUUR PC'\X 
l'\ew York, X.Y. 

cu~RLES PHATT, Tn. 
Xew York, ~.Y: 

FRA:VKLI' \V. STAJTL 
Eugene, Oregon 

I took the liberty of writing you a letter on June ll with which I encl osed 
a questionnaire . Because your questionnaire was not returned, I am attaching for your 
convenience a copy of my letter and a new questionnaire . 

You may have sent a check or otherwise responded to my letter, but if you 
have not returned the questionnaire , I am not at present able to trace your response . 
Unless we have your questionnaire on file it is difficult for us to keep track of 
your responses and to keep your name on our mailing list . 

About one - third of those who received my letter responded and most of them 
sent a check made out to the Council in an amount corresponding to one -half of their 
total contribution for 1962 . These checks total close to $55,000 . 

This response is sufficient to get the movement off the ground but it also 
confronts the Council with a peculiar dilemma . Many people who wholeheartedly approve 
the general objectives of the Council would be glad to contribute 2 per cent of their 
income annually, provided they could be assured that the Council will attain its ob­
jectives . Two per cent is a rather large portion of one ' s income, however, and the 
Council cannot ask anyone for such a contribution year after year unless it succeeds 
in attaining its objectives . To this end the Council would have to bring about a change 
in Congressional attitudes . This would involve, among other things, the wise use of 
campaign contributions in amounts of about four million dollars a year . Such amounts 
would require the support of 20,000 people, and in order to resolve the dilemma, the 
Council would have to secure their support in the next 18 months . 

If you wish to help the Council in this task and if you are willing to expend 
for this purpose one - half of your total contributions for this year, please make out a 
check to the Council for Abolishing War and send it to the Council at the above address . 

Perhaps, you would be willing to expend the other half of your contribution 
for this year either in support of the Russian-American staff study, mentioned in my 
letter of June 11, or preferably, in support of a Congressional candidate . You will 
find the Council ' s recommendations for 1962 on campaign contributions to candidates 
in the enclosed Memoranda A and B. 

Many people, who would be willing to support the movement with one or two per 
cent of their income, cannot draw a check for such an amount without seriously deplet­
in their cash reserves . The Council is therefore prepared to bill bi - monthly all 
those who express in the enclosed questionnaire a preference for this mode of payment . 
Unfortunately it is not possible for the Council to accept such bi - monthly contributions 
earmarked for a specific candidate, and therefore they would have to be credited to the 
general funds of the Council . 

I should be very rateful to you for returning the enclosed questionnaire, 
with or without hecks, to the Council for Abolishing War at the,above address . 

____ £_e sr6l-- Jas -h J 
Enclosures 
Cat . 2 

Sincerely, 

~:/~ 
Leo Szilard 
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UNOFFICIAL 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

Prepared under the direction of Felton M. Johnston, Secretary of the Senate, 
by Wm. H. Wannall, Printing Clerk 

SENATORS IN THE EIGHtY-SEVENTH CONGRESS 

1963 
CLASS 3 

D • CRATS (19): 

i
ib~,'t 1\an _________________ R.eno, Nev. 

i"<t .v> {T'f.Jt.. • D Col p; .. J , _ ----------- enver, o. 

Church, Fl:ank_ ___________ Boi•e, Idnho 

Clark, Joseph s ________ Philadelphia, Pa. 

Ervin, Sail! J., .Jr _____ Jiorganton.@ 

Ful)>rilrht, J. W ________ Fayetteville, Ark. 

Gruenin~r, Erneat _______ Juneau, Alaska 

~den, CarL-----------Phoenix~ 
!li.ll, Liate•------------Mont~romery, Ala. 
j._)'\0 u. y e. 
Johnston, Olin O ______ Spartanburg. S.C. 

Laus!lhe, Frank J _______ Cieveland, Ohio 

~ward V. 1 ___ Bowlin~r Green. Mo. 

----·-1!!1~---------Honolulu, Hawaii 

Ipn~r, Ruasell B--------Baton Rouge L~< 

~ll".n}l""~· ..... Warren G _____ Seattle. WnHh. 

Mokr~5\.~~:'\nke_Oklahorna City. Okla. 

Morse, Wayne ______________ Eugene, Oreg. 

/rl,':J;~eor~re .A_ ________ Miami, Fla. 

Talmad~re. Herman E ________ Lovejoy(5 

REPUBLICANS (15): 

Aiken, Geor~re 0 --------------Putney, Vt. 

Bennett, Wallace F_..Salt Lake City,'~ 

Bush, Prescott _________ Greenwlch, Conn. 

"'"7'Carlson, Frank_ _________ Concordia, Kans. 

C ' 1 Frennje __________ Custer, S. Dak. 

Cotton, Norria.. ___________ Lebanon, N.H. 

Dirk.Be'll EveK:tt McKinleY------Pekin. Ill. 
"1>1~11)\( 
tllckenlooper, ourke B-. Cedar Rapidra-"<!! 

~avits, Jacob K __________ New Yorrl§)Y. 

:-.., Kuchel, 'Thomas H.. _______ Anahelm, f. 

1 '--Morton, Thruston B ________ Glen .. iew . 

Wl ' p;;=Us~Chlppewa Falls, Wis. 

Young, Milton R.._ _____ La Moure, N. Oak. 

DEMOCRATS 

1963-----------------------·------------- 19 

1966------------------------------------- 26 

1967------------------------------------ 20 

TotaL------------------ ---------- 64 

,. 

1 h:lectecl. ~ ov. 8, 1960, to serve unexpired term. 
• Elected June 28. 1960, to serve unexpired term. 

1965 
CLASS 1 

OEMOCRATS (25): 

Burdick, Quentin N.• ____ Fargo, N. Oak. 

Byrd, Harry Flood--------BerryvHie, Va. 

Byrd, Robert c ___________ Sophia, W. Va. 

Cannon, Howard w _____ Laa Vegas, Nev. 

..,..-. .... ..__."----Albuquerque, N. Mex. 

Dodd, Thomas J ____ Weat Hartford, Conn. 
1.2&,>\of1 ,<Jyt Ol~L~ I 
Engle, Clair ------------Red Blufl', Calif. 
Gore, AlherL __________ Carthage, Tenn. 

Hart, Philip A------------Lansing, Mich. 

Hartke, Vance __________ Evans .. llle, Ind. 

Holland, Spessard L--------Bartow, Fla. 

JJ."!~n, Henry ~-Everett. Wash. 

~e~~}";_.t_ _______ Missoula, Mont. 

McCarthy, Eugene J ______ st. Paul, Minn. 

McGee, Gale W-----------Laramie, Wyo. 

Mosa, Frank E..--- - Salt Lake City, Utah 

Muskle, Edmund s ______ Waterville, Maine 

Pastore, Jolu! 0---------Providence, R.I. 

Proxm.ire, ~ William _______ Madison, Wis. 

§ .,bj Q a UL-Glopc t ](g B. 

S~nnis, John---~2~---..DeKalb, ·Miss. 

Symington, StuarL _____ creve Coeur, Mo. 

Williams, Harrieon A., Jr __ Westfield, N.J. 

Yarborough, Ralpb_ ________ Austin, Tex. 

¥oung, Stephen M __ Shaker Heights, Ohio 

REPUBLICANS (8): 

-seall, J. Glenn ___________ ..Frostburg, Md. 

Fang, Hiram L _______ Honolulu, Hawaii 

Goldwater, BariY---~----Phoenix, Ariz. 

Hruska. Roll)an L---------,-Omaha, Nebr. 

ieti , Kenneth B------Rocheater, N.Y. e'-'....N'" . • ,~ , ,.. :'\ ~. - routy, \Vili{oon L __________ Newport, Vt. 

.-5cott, Hugh ____________ Philadelphia, Pa. 

Williams. John J ----------Millsboro, Del. 

REPUBLICANS 

1963-------------------- - -- - ----------- 1 6 

1966_ ____________ ----------· - - - ---------- 8 

1967 ------· ·------------------ - - --------- 18 

TotaL----- ------- ----- .- ---------- 86 

>Appointed by Governor to fill vacancy and to serve until next election as provided by law. 
• Elected May 27, 1961, to serve unexpired term. 

1967 
CLASS 2 

DEMOCRATS (20): 

Anderson, Clinton P..Albuquerque, N.Mex. 

Bartlett, E. L ____________ Juneau, Alaska 

Douglas, Paul IL--------Chlcago, Til. 

Eastland, Jamea 0 ------Dodcbvllle, Mi•a· 

Ellender, Allen J __________ Jioumjl, La. 

f:ftnk~----------Cheyenne. Wyo. 

Humphrey, Hubert H.._Minneapolls, Minn. __.-

Jordan, B. EveretL ____ Saxapahaw, N.C. 

Kefauver, Eatea... ___ Chattanoo~ra. Tenn.---

Ke P > srt::S ____ ::;Qltrt • ,Ae£u,., Okla -

~c2~+~~n"l L.. ________ camden, Ark. 

McNamara, Pat_ ________ ..Detroit, Mich. , 

Metcalf, Lee.. ___________ Helena, ~ 

Neuberger, Maurine B---..Portlu.nd, Oreg. ~ j_......, 
Pel!, Claiborne.. _________ Newport, R.I • ......-< T 
Randolph, Jenninga.. _______ EJklns, W. Vn. 

Rohertaon, A. WiJIJa ______ Lexfngton, Va. 

Russell. Richard B __________ Winder, Ga. 

Sparkman, John.. ________ Jiuntsville, Ala. 

Thurmond, Strom_ _________ ..Aiken, S.C. 

REPUBLICANS (13): 

_ABott, Gordon.. __________ Lamar, Colo. 

-rlon-g•. J . Caleb _________ Wilmington, Del. 

-case, Clifford p ___________ Rahway, N.J. 

l::r;-Cooper, John Sherman ______ Somerset, Ky. ,.. ,r 

Curtis, Carl 1'------------Minden, Nebr. 

- Dworsbak, Henry _________ Buriey, Idaho 

Miller, Jack_ __________ SiotJJ< City, Iowa 

Mundt, Karl E.. _________ MadiBdTil ~-1D~k. 

...M 1 I '! • ~ J., Jr.'.Portsmouth, N.H. 

Pearson. James B.' __ Prairie Village, Kans. 

Saltonstall, Leverett_ _______ Oover, Maaa. 
~l""(l".:y. "' 

-Smith , 'Margaret Chase.Skowhegan, Maine 

Tower, John G.• _______ Wichita Falls, Tex. 

TOTALS 

DEMOCRATS-------------------------- 6. 

REPUBLICANS-------------------------- 86 

Total------------------------------ 100 

72112- h GPO 
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~be Wniteb ~tates ~enate 
EIGHTY-SEVENTH CONGR~S, SECOND SESSION 

L. YNDON B. JOHNSON, VICE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES AND PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE 

CARL HAYDEN, PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE 

FELTON M. JOHNSTON, SECRETARY ROBERT G. BAKER, SECRET/,RY FOR THE MAJORITY 

JOSEPH C. DUKE, SERGEANT AT ARMS J. MARK TRICE, SECRETARY FOR THE MINORITY 

EMERY L. FRAZIER, CHIEF CLERK REVEREND FREDERICK BROWN HARRIS, D.O., CHAPLAIN 

NAME RESIDENCE TERM NAME RESIDENCE TERM 

George D. Aiun ...... . . ... Putney, Vt __________ Jan . 10,1941 Jan. 2. 19G3 B. Everett Jordan......... Saxapahaw, N.O ...... Apr. 19,1958 Jan . 2.1967 

Gordon Allott ............ . . Lamar, Colo ________ Jan. 3,1955 Jan. 2, 1!J67 Kenneth B. Keating ...... . Rochester, N.Y ........ Jan. 3,1959 Jan . 2. 196~ 

Cllnton P. Anderson.... .. Albuquerque, N. Me:r. Jan. a, 1949 !au. 2. 196i Estes Kefauver------- --- Chattanooga, Tenn .... Jan. 3,19411 Jan. 2, 196i 

E. L. Bartlett ............. Juneau, Alaska______ Jan. 3, 1959 Jan. 2, 1967 RobertS. Kerr........... . Oklahoma City, Okla. Jan. a.IU41J Jan. 2,1967 

J. Glenn BeaU........... .. ~'rostburg, Md........ Jan. 3,1953 Jan. 2, l!lM Thoma1 H. Kuchel....... .. Anaheim, CaliL. ...... Jan . 2, 1953 Jnn. 2,1963 

Wallace F. Bennett.. ...... Salt Lake Oily, Utah. Jan. 3, 1951 JAn . 2. 1963 Frank J. Lausche.......... Clovelund, Obio ....... Jan. 3. 1957 )nn. 2,1963 

Alan Bible ................ Reno, Nev............ Dec. 2,1954 Jan. 2, 1963 Edward V. Long'------- -- Bowllng Green, J\Jo ... Sept. 23,1060 Jan. 2,1963 

J. Celeb Bogo'----------- IV limington, DeL .... Jan. 3,1961 Jan. 2, l\Jf.7 Oren E. Long....... . .. .. . Honolulu, Hawaii.. ... Aug. 21,1959 Jan. 2,1963 

Quentin N. Burulck • .. .... Fargo, N. Dak........ Aug. 8.1960 Jan. 2, 1Qf1.5 Russell B. Long........ ... Baton Rouge, La...... Dec. 31,1948 Jan. 2,1963 

Prescott Bruh .............. Greenwich, Conn___ Nov. 5,1952 J~n. 2, 1063 Warren G. Magnuson ..... Seattle, Wash ......... Dec. 1-1,194·1 Jan. 2.1963 

John MarshaU Butl.r ...... Baltimore, Md........ Jnn. 3, 1951 .Inn. 2, LY63 Mike Mansfield........... Missoula, Mont.. ..... Jan. 3,1953 Jan. 2,1965 

Jlnrry Flood Byrd .. . ..... Berryville, Va......... ~1ar. 4, 1933 Jan. 2, tOM Eugene J. McCarthy ______ St. Paul, Minn ........ Jan. 3,1959 Ja11. 2,1065 

Robert C. Byrd ......... . . Sophia, W, Va ......... Jan. 3,19~9 J"u. 2,19M John L. McClellan ..... ... Camden, Ark .......... Jan. 3,1943 Jan. 2,1967 

Iloward W. Cannon....... Las Vegas, Nev ------- Jau. a,L059 Jan. 2, 1963 Gale W. McGee...... ..... Laramie, Wyo _______ Jan. 3,1959 Jan. 2,1965 

llomer E. Cap•hart.. ...... Washington, In d ...... Jan. 3, 1U45 Jnn. 2,1003 Pat McNamara...... .. ... Detroit, Mlcb ......... Jan. 3,1955 Jan. 2,11167 

Frank Carlson..... .. .. .... Concordia, Kans...... Nov 20, 10~ Jan. 2. 1963 Lee MetcalL............. Helena, Mont ......... Jan. 3,1961 Jan . 2,1967 

John A. CarrolL ......... Denver, Colo .......... Jan. 3.1957 Jan. 2,1963 Jack Miller ______________ Sioux City, Iowa ...... Jan. 3,1961 Jan. 2,1967 

Clifford P . Cau.......... .. Rahway, N.1_______ Jan. 3. 1U55 Jon. 2. 1007 A. S. Mike Monroncy -- --- Oklahoma City, Okla . JIUI. 3,1951 Jan. 2,1963 

Franci1 Ca~e........... .... Custer, S. Dak........ Jan. 3, 19~1 Jan . 1, 1003 Wayne Morse........ ..... Eugene, Oreg.......... Jan . 3,1945 Jan , 2,1963 

Dennis Chavez ............ Albuquerque, N. MeL ~lay 11.193.~ Jan. 2, 1965 Thrullon B. Morton....... Glenview, Ky ......... Jan. 3,1957 Jan . 2,1963 

Frank Church ............. Boise, Idaho ........... Jnn. 3. 1957 Jnn. 2,106:l Frank E. Moss....... .. ... Salt Lake City, Utah .. !Rn. 3,1959 Jan. 2,1065 

JosephS. Clark ......... . .. Philadelphia, Pa ...... Jan. 3,10~7 Jan . 2,1963 Karl E. Mundt.. ....... ... Madlson, S.Dak ..... . Oec. :11,11148 J•.n. 1,1\167 

John Sherman Cooper ..... . Somerset. Ky.......... Nov. 7,1956 Jan . 2,1967 Maurice J. Murphv. Jr.'.. Portsmouth, N.H.... D~c 7,1\ltll Jan. 2, 1UG7 

Norri• CoUon .......... . ... Lebarron, N.H......... No>. 8,1954 Tan. 2,1963 EdmundS. Muskle....... Waterville, Maine ..... Jan . 3. 1950 Jan. 2,1965 

Carl T. CurliL ........... Minden, Nebr ......... Jan . 1,1055 Jan. 2, 1967 Maurine B. Neuberger .... Portland, Oreg ........ Nov. 9,1960 Jan . 2,1Uii7 

Er.rett McKi11leu Dirksen . Pekin, ilL............ Jan. 3,1051 Jan. 2, Hl63 John 0. Pastore........... Prov!donce, R.L..... . Dec. tO, 19~ Jan. 2,1965 

Thomas J. Dodd.......... Wesl Hartford, Conn.. Jan. 3, 1959 Jan. 2, 1965 James B. Pear~on•........ Prairie Vll!uge, Kans .. Jun. 31, IQG2 Jan. 2, 191\7 

Paul H. Douglao........ .. Chicago, lli............ Jan. 3, 1949 Jan. 2,1067 Claiborne Pell............. Newport, R.L........ Jan. 3,11161 Jun. 2,1967 

llenry Dwor.1hak ........... Burley, ldoho ......... Oct. 14,1040 Jan. 2. 1967 Winston L. Prouty ________ Newport, Vt. ......... Jan. a,JII.\11 Jan. 2,1065 

James 0. Eastla.'l tl.. ...... Ooudsvllle, ~'I iss .. ... Jan. 3,19-13 Jan. 2.1967 William Proxmlre ......... Madison, Wis ......... Aug. 28,1957 Jan. 2.1965 

Allen J. Ellender.. ........ Houma, La ............ Jan. 3. 1937 Jan . 2,1067 Jennings Randolph ........ Ellrlns, W.Va........ Nov. 5,1958 Jan. 2,1907 

Clair Eng!~---------------- Red llluf!, Ca!iL ..... Jan. 3.1~5V Jan. 2,1965 A. Willis Robertson ....... Lexington, Va ........ . Nov. 6,11146 Jun. 2,1067 

Snm J. Ervin, .Tr....... ... Morganton, N .0...... Jnne 5. 1054 Jan. 2. 1963 Richard B. Russell........ Winder, Ga ........... , Jan. 12.1933 Jan. 2,1067 

Hiram L. Fnno.. .......... Honolulu, HawaiL... Aug. 21, JQ,\9 Jan. 2, 19M Leverett Salt?nstalL....... Dover, Mass .......... Jan. 4,1045 Jan. 2,1967 

J . W. Fulbright. .......... l"ayetteville, Ark _ ____ hn. 3. 1915 Jan. 2,1963 Hugh &ott.. ............... Ph!ladelpbia,Pa ...... Jan. 3,1950 Jan. 2.196-S 

Barrv Goldwattr ........... Phoenix, Arl1........... Tttn . 3,1953 Jan. 2,1965 George A. Smathers ...... Miami, Fla ............ Jan . 3,1051 Jan. 2,1063 

Albert G,ore _______________ Carthage, Tenn ....... J:111. 3. 1953 Jan. 2. 1965 Uenjamln A. Smith II'--- Gloucester, Mass ...... Dec. 27,19GO Jan. 2,1965 

Ernest Oruen!ng .......... Juneau, Alaska ........ .Inn. 3. IU59 Jan. 2.1963 J\!faruoret Chau Smub ..... Skowhegan, Maine .... Jan. 3,l!l4!J Jan . 2. 1967 

Philip A. Hart............ Lansing, Mich......... J11n . 3, 1959 Jan. 2, 19M John Sparkrnnn........... Huntsvllle, Ala........ Nov. 6, !9-16 Jan. 2,1967 

Vance Hartke ............. Evansville, Ind ........ Jan. 3,!959 Jan. 2,1966 John Stennis.............. DeKalb, Miss ......... Nov. 5,1947 Jau. 2. 1965 

Car! Hayden .............. Phoenix, Ariz.......... Mnr . 4,1927 Jan. 2,1963 Stuart Symington......... Creve Coeur, Mil---- Jan. 3.1953 Jan. 2,1065 

Bourkt 13. Hick•Plooptr .... Cedar Unp!ds, Iown ... Jan. 3,1945 Jan. 2,1063 Hermnn E. Talmadge..... Lovejoy, Ga ........... Jan. 3,1957 .Tan. 2,1963 

J. J . Hickey'-------------- Cheyenne, Wyo ........ Jan. 3,1961 Jan . 2, 196i Strom Thurmond ......... Aiken, S.C ............ Nov. i,l956 Jan . 2,1967 

Lister riilL ------------- Montgomery, Ala..... Jan. II, 1938 Jan. 2, 1963 John G. T011Jer ' ----------- Wichita Falls, Tex.... June 15,1961 .Tan. 2,1967 

Spess3rd L. Holland....... Bartow, Fla........... Sept. 25,1916 Jan. 2,1965 Alez•1nder Wiltv........... Ch!ppe,~a Falls, Wis.. Jan . 3,1939 Jan. 2,1963 

Roman L . Hrmka ......... Omaha, Nebr.......... Nov. 8.1054 Jan. 2,1065 llarri,on A. Williams, Jr.. Westfield, N.J. ...... .. Jan . 3,195\l Jan. 2.1965 

IIubert H. llumphrey ..... Mlnuenpolis, Minn .... Jan . 3,1940 Jan. 2, 1967 John J IVillioon.L........ Millsboro, DeL ....... Jan . 3.1917 Jan . 2,1965 

llenry M. Jackson ......... E1·crett, Wa.•h ......... J an. 3, \91i:l Jun. 2,1065 Ralph Yarhorou~h ........ Austin, Tex ........... . \ pr. :ltl.IU-'7 Jan . 2,106~ 

Jacob K. Javit.s.. .......... New York, N.Y ....... Jau. 3, 1057 Jan. 2,1963 1\:filtotl 1?. l'onno.......... La Moure, N.Dak ... . Mar. 12.1945 Jan . 2. tut\3 

O!ln D . Johnston .......... SpartMburg, S.C ...... Jan. 3, 1945 Jan. 2.1963 Stephen .\1 Youn ~---- ---- Shnl<rr IT eights, Ohio Jnn. 3.1909 Jan. 2,1Y65 

1 Elected Nov. 8, 1960, to serve unexpired term. 
' Elected June 28, 1960, to serve unexpired term. 
3 Appointed by Goveruor to fill vaca ncy and to serve unlil next election as tn·ovided by lu.w. 
'Elected May 27, 1061, to serve unexpired term. 

Democrats in rornan-Rcpublicans in italics. 

2-5-62 
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Note 
by 

Leo Szilard 

Los Angeles~ California 
January 18., 1962 

In order to determine by experiment whether a political move­
ment of the kind described in the enclosed speech would get off the 
ground if it were started under the right auspices., I spoke both on the 
East Coast and West Coast before sizable student audiences. I asked 
those students who were interested to participate in the experiment~ to 
show copies of my speech to a number of people in their home communi­
ties and to write me within two months how many (and who) of those they 
contacted said that they would become members of the movement if 
such a movement were started. 

If it is decided to start a movement of the kind described in my 
speech~ it will be necessary to communicate this fact to those who might 
want to join it. If the movement is to be started on a sufficiently large 
scale, funds in the amount of between $50., 000 and $100~ 000 might be 
needed for this purpose. 

Here in Los Angeles I propose to determine by experiment whether 
funds could be raised on an adequate scale if it is decided to go ahead 
and start the movement. As part of this experiment I am asking those 
of you who are in favor of starting such a movement to send me., depend­
ing on your means and interest, either a check for $10. 00 or a check 
for $25. 00 made out to: Trustees for Council for Abolishing War. If 
the Council is not incorporated within the current calendar year~ the 
checks would be destroyed on December 31., 1962. If the Council is 
incorporated within the current calendar year~ the checks may be cashed 
by the Council. No checks will be returned. 

The checks must e b"UJ; they . ay be mailed 
to me at the Hotel Dupont Plaza~ Washington 6., D. C. 

Leo Szilard 



MEMO TO FORBES 

Jerome Wiesner 

Spurgeon Keeny 

Frank Long 

George Rathjens 

Abe Chayes 

John McNaughton 

Robert McNamara 
. I 
~t <~clfard ~r 

Carl Kaysen 

Stewart Udall 

(Art~ 
B_:r~-n~-
Ed Murrow 

February 13, 1963 



Jel'OIDa Wiaaner 

Spurgeon Keeny 

Georg• Rathjen• 

Abe Cbayee 

John McNhgbton 

tewart Udall 

Ge ge Ball - M 

Prank Coffin • M 

Ratlan Cleveland 

John •lfrey 

Averell Harriman 

March 27. 1963 
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PROPOSED SENATE COMMITTEE 

The following would be useful: 

.Tustice r.oldberg 
Jack Conway 
Thomas Watson, Jr. 
'Riemiller (AFL-CIO) 
James Patton 
Drew Pearson 

On the Administration side, talk to: 

Harriman 

March 6, 1963 

Robert Kennedy (Burke Marshall, Justice r.oldberg, 
Justice White, Stewart Udall) 

Carl Kaysen 
Ed Murrow 



Senate Appointments: March 4, 1963: 

Senator Muskie - 2:00 
Rm. 240, Old Senate 

Senator Nelson - 2:45 
Rm. 312, Qd Senate 

Senator Pell - 3:30 
Rm. 6327, New Senate 

~~0 



MEMO TO FORBES 

Church - ~ 

Clark 

Hart .,./ 

Humphrey 

McCarthy 

McGovern 

Muskie - M 

Pell - M 

/\ __ ~ 

('~) 

~~~-
Nelson - M 

February 12, 196J 



88TH CONGRESS, 1963 

JOINT ECONOMIC COMMITTEE 

Chairman -- Paul H. Dougas, Senator from Illinois 

Vice Chairman -- Richard Bolling, Representative from Missouri 

John Sparkman, Senator from Alabama 

J. W. Fulbright, Senator from Arkansas 

William Proxmire, Senator from Wisconsin 

Claiborne Pell, Senator from Rhode Island 

Jacob K. Javits, Senator from New York 

Hale Boggs, Representative from Louisiana 

Henry S. Reuss, Representative from Wisconsin 

Martha W. Gifffiths, Representative from Michigan 

Thomas B. Curtis, Representative from Missouri 

Clarence E. Kilburn, Representative from New York 

William B. Widnall, Representative from New Jersey 

Wright Patman, Representative from Texas 

Incomplete 



Senators 

George Aiken, B ., Vt . , merrber of Foreign helations 

Frank Church, D., Idaho , II II II It 

Joseph Clark , D., Pa ., II II Lab or and Education 

Frahk Carlson , R., Kas ., Foreign Relations 

C{ifford Case , R., N. J ., Aeronautical and Space, Labor 

John Sherman Cooper , R., Ky . 

J . W. Pulbright ., D. Ark ., chairman , Foreign Relations 

Philip Hart , D., Michigan , disarmament interest . 

Hubert Humphrey , D., l'.1inn., Foreign Relations , whip 

Mike Mansfield , JJ ., v1:ont ., Foreign Belations , majority leader, through 
his assistant , Franc is Valeo 

Eugene McCarthy , D., Minn 

George McGovern , D., S . D. 

Lee Metcalf , D . , Mont . 

Wayne Morse, D., Ore ., Foreign Relations 

lvlargaret Chase Smith, R., Me ., Armed Services, and Armea Services 
Appropriations Subcommittee 

John Stennis , D., Miss ., Armed Services ranking Democrat , chairman , 
Preparedness 

Tiober t ~. Bartlett , D. Alaska , Armed Services, Preparedness 



Derocrats 

Republicans: 

BEN READ LIS T FOR FEB. 7th RECEPI'ION 

Burdick 

Church 

Clark 

Hart 

Humphrey 

McCarthy 

McGovern 

Metcalf 

Morse 

r1oss 

Muskie 

All ott 

Boggs 

Case 

Cooper 

Javits 

Kuchel 

To Work With 

~right 
Kef auver 

Ne · son 

kman 

orough 

Car son 

Sm' h 
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Church 

Clark 
Hart 

Humphrey · 
McCarthy · 

McGovern 

Muskie - M 

Moss 

Pell - M 

Nelson - M 

Kennedy 

Morse 

Kefauver 

Russell Long -

Yarborough 

Fulbright 

Williams, N. J. 

Metcalf 

:\kintyre 

Mansfield 

Edmondson 

Sparkman · 

Burdick 

McGee 

Monroney • M 

/ Gore - -
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I 
I 
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X. 
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X 

Birch Eayh 
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Case, N.J. 

Morton, Ky. 

Cooper, Ky. 

Kuchel 

Javits 
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J. Marsh in Senator Kennedy's office. 
Invite him to lunch next week 

Creekmore Fath 
'r 

Senate Interstate & Foregin Commerce Commit tee 
(friend of Senator Yarborough) 
xt. 4081 

March 6, 1963 

• 



Wniteb ~tates ~enate 

MEMORANDUM 



LONG LIST OF SENATORS WITH WHOM THE COUNCIL IS CONSIDERING WORKING: 

Democrats 

Anderson, Clinton 

Bartlett, Robert 

Bayh, Birch 

Brewster, Daniel 

Burdick, Quentin 

Church, Frank 

Clark, Joseph 

Edmondson, Howard 

Fulbright, J. William 

Gore, Albert 

Gruening, Ernest 

Hart, Philip 

Hartke, Vance 

Humphrey, Hubert 

Kefauver, Estes 

Kennedy, Edward 

Long, Russell 

Mansfield, Mike 

McCarthy, Eugene 

Republicans 

Case, Clifford 

(Allot t, Gordon) 

Cooper, Sherman 

Morton, Thurston 

***~~** 

McGee, Gale 

McGovern, George 

Mcintyre, Thomas 

Metcalf, Lee 

Monroney, Mike (M) 

Morse, Wayne 

Moss, Frank 

Muskie, Edmund (M) 

Nelson, Gaylord (M) 

Neuberger, Maurine 

Pastore, John 0. 

Pell, Claiborne (M) 

Proxmire. William 

Ribicoff, Abraham 

Sparkman, John 

Williams, Harrison 

Yarborough, Ralph 

Young, Stephen 

Javi ts, Jacob 

Kuchel, Thomas 

(Smith, Margaret) 



Additions to Board and to Advisers 

Amitai Etzioni ~ 
Kenneth Bouldin9 ~ 

Freeman Dyson "' 
Gilbert Whit~/ 
Jerome frank 
Harold Taylor 
Robert Gomer ~ 
Alfred Kazin · 
James A. Mich ner ~ 
Morton Deutsch :;,---- , 
James J. Wadsworth - 0 
Rachel Carson 
Robert Merton 
~harles Towne - 0 
Hannah A hrend 

Additional Names: 

Cr.: J(.. 
('"I I 

I t• 

I 
-

Stuart Hughes 
Walter Millis -A 
Hans Morgenthatt 
Gen'l. Phillips - A 
Gerard Piel 
Bentley Glass 
Richard Snyder 
Thomas Watson, Jr 
Donald Zagoria - A 
David King - D 
Frank Kowa 1 ski 
Talcott Parsons 
Richard Barnet­
Margaret Mead 

Suagestions for Executive Director of Washinqton Lobbyina Operation 

t Betty Goetz (ACDA) 
frank Kowalski . 
~~~KHi~nmg (returning to law practice in Utah) 

(leaving ACDA) 
s (may get judgeship as compensation for taking on Dirksen) 

Joseph Coffey (IDA) 
Vincent Rock (IDA) 

A Spurgeon Keeney (Assistant to Wiesner) 

9 

John Canady (Legislative aide to Congressman Bennett of florida who put in 
first bill for a Peace Agency- 'ACDA-type organization). 

Add itiona 1 Names: 

t.l~~b ..... r 

~ \o \ , ~ ( 

A = As Adviser 
D = As Director 

Council for Abolishing War 
~346 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Washington 6, D. C. 

Board Meeting December 14, 1962 





THE COUNCIL'S DILEMMA 

(A message from Leo Szilard) 

In response to a speech ''Are We on the Road to War?'' 
which I gave at eight colleges and universities last winter, 
about 2 , 500 people have written me to say that they would sup­
port a political movement of the kind outlined in the speech. 
In view of this response , the Council for Abolishing War was 
established in June in Washington , D.C . The Council has received 
substantial contributions for its operating expenses , and is 
currently transmitting recommendations to its supporters on 
campaign contributions to congressional candidates. 

The movement is off to a good start , but it is not over the 
hump, because it faces this dilemma: 

I 
Many people , who wholeheartedly approve of the general r,t 

objectives of the Council, would be prepared to expend 2~ /6~ 
their income on campaign contributions to congressional c~ndi-
dates year after year , but only if they can be assured that the 
Council is going to attain its objectives. To attain its objec­
tives , the Council would need to have, however , the sustained 
support of 20 , 000 people whose campaign contributions would 
amount to about $4 million a year. 

In order to resolve this dilemma , the Council will have to 
secure the support of 20 , 000 people within a short period of 
time. This is my reason for appealing to the readers of the 
Bulletin: 

If you have not yet read my speech, which was printed in 
the April issue of the Bulletin , would you be willing to read it 
now? If you have lost your copy, please write for a reprint. If 
you have read the speech and if it makes sense to you , please 
write me , before the end of the year c ; o the Council for Abol­
ishing War , Suite 738, 1500 New Hampshire Avenue , N.W., Washing­
ton 6, D.C. The Action Program of the Council for 1963 , now 
being drafted, and other relevant information will be promptLy 
mailed to you. 

Leo Szilard 

COUNCIL FOR ABOLISHING WAR 
Suite 738, 1500 New Hamp s hir e Avenue, N.W., Washington 6, D.C. 

Board of Directors: Co-Chairmen: WrLLlAl\1 D oERING, New Haven, Conn. LEo SziL.\RD, Chicago, Ill . President: BER­
NARD T. ~ Cambridge, Mass. Vice-President : ALLAN FoRBES, JR., Cambridge, Ma.,. · Secretary-Treasurer: D ANIEL 
M. SINGER, Washington, D.C. · R uTH Ao .. u rs, Chicago, Ill. · MAuRicE S. F ox, Cambridge, ~'via.,. MARGARET 
BRfiAN GIBSON, Stockbridge, Mass. • MoRTON GRonziNs, Chicago, lll. · J AMEs G. PATTON, Denver, Colo. · ARTHUR 
PE, N, New York, N .Y. · CHARLES PRATT, JR., ~ew York, N.Y. · FR.iliKLIN W. STAHL, E ugene, Oregon 

/~ 



COUNCIL FOR ABOLISHING WAR 
Suite 738, 1500 New Hampshire Avenue, N.W., Washington 6, D.C. 

~1.rs . 1\uth Adams 
93) East 60th Street 
Chicago 37, Illinois 



OCTOBER 13, 1962 

HEARINGS BEFORE THE SPECIAL CffiWITTEE ON ATOMIC ENERGY ~ UNITED STATES 

SENATE - SEVENTY-NINTH CONGRESS ~ FIRST SESSION - PART I -

November 27, 28, 29 and 30, 1945 =December 3, 1945. 

Returned to GAR ALPEROVITZ, Legislative Assistant, Office of Bob Kastenmeier, 

Room 1725 House Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
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In th~earings held before the Senate Atomic Energy Committee (Chairman, 

d~ 
3, 194 5, W:e) findj the fo llowingp- t;(-t (e'C-.A ~: Senator McMahon of Connecticut) on December 

~~rve "Dr. _ us • answering Senator TYdings). Senator, I would not want you 

not to look into the future, and I would not urge you not to use your imagination. 

"My point is simply that we have plenty enough to think about that is very 

definite and very realistic--enough so that we don't need to step out into 

some of these borderlines which seem to be, to me, more or less fantastic. 

'~ t me say this : fttere has been a grea~deal sa~ebout a 3,000-mile 

~ocT<et. In!iiYopfilio-n, S1IC'h-a ~ng-ts i mpos sible toda-y-and \vill 

................ \[~_;;;.,.·. ·-:;_;_· ;._:.: . /!2~ ~· ~ :;.;,~·41· ................... . 
"The Chairman. (~nswering a question by Senator Tydings about General 

Carl Spaatz' article that appeared in Collier's Magazine). What it says, 

Senator, is that the Germans, the year preceding the end of the war, were de-

signing a rocket, and were pretty well along on it, that could carry from that 
that 

continent to this continent and/would contain a warhead. They did not, of 

course, at that time have in mind an atomic warhead. That is my understanding 

of the article, at least." 

~-~~~···· .. 
'f/w~~ 

"Dr. ,~ If you were 

' . .. ~ ....... ._ .. _ . -;~ 

talking about 400 miles or 500 miles, I would 

say by all means. That is \vhat the Germans did with their V-2. I \vould say 

yes, even with 2,500 miles. 

"But 3,000 miles? That is not just a little step beyond, it is a vastly 

different thing, gentlemen. I think we can leave that out of our thinking. 
I 

I wish the American public would leave that out of their thinking." 



In the hearings held before the Senate Atomic Energy Committee (Chairman, 

'Senator McMahon of Connecticut) on December l, 1945, we find the following: 

"Dr. Bush. (answering Senator Tidings). Senator, I would not want you 
( 

not to look into the future, and I would not urge you not to use your imagination. 

"My point ie simply that we have plenty enough to think about that is very 

definite and very realistic--enough so that we don't need to step out into 

some of these borderlines which seem to be, to me, more or less fantastic. 

"Let me say this: There has been a great deal said about a 3,000.m11e 

high-angle rocket. In my opinion, such a thing is impossible today and will 

be impossible for many y era." 

.................................................... ................... 
"The Chairman. (answering a question by Senator T:tdinga about General 

Carl Spaatz' article that appeared in Collier's Magazine). What it says, 

Senator, is that the Germans, the year preceding the end of the war, were de-

signing a rocket, and were pretty well along on it, that could carry from that 
that 

continent to this continent end/would contain a warhead. They did not, of 

course, at that time have in mind an atomic warhead. That is my understanding 

of the article, at least." 

..........•...............•.............••.........••...•....•.•...•. 
nnr. Bush. If you were talking about 400 miles or 500 miles, I would 

say by all means. '!bat ie what the Germans did with their V-2. I would say 

yes. even with 2,500 miles. 

"But l.OOO miles? That is not just a little step beyond, it is a vastly 

different thing, gentlemen. I think we can leave that out of our thinking. 

I wish the American public would leave that out of their thinking." 



/ 
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Leo Szilard 
24 April 1962 

Hotel Dupont Plaza 
Washington 6, D. C. 

INFORMATION SHEEr 

(Name - Please Print) 

(Address) 

1. Do you think you will be in a position to make /#' adequate campaign contribution{) 

in support of the Movement? 

Yes No 

2. Do you intend to help support the Movement by finding three additional members 

of the Hovement in the first year of operation. and one additional member each 

year thereafter? 

Yes No 

3. Please check the periodicals listed below to which you subscribe. 

4. 

__ Saturday Review 
Science 
Scientific American 
The Reporter 

==:= The New Republic 
The Nation 

__ I. F. Stones Weekly 
__ Harpers 
__ Atlantic Honthly 

Commonweal 
America 

Please check the organizations listed below of which you are a member. 

United World Federalists 

_Sane 
____ Society of Friends 

ADA 
____ American Physical Society 

____ American Academy of Arts and 

Sciences 
____ National Academy of Science 

American Psychological Association 

. :J {• ~--a.· .., .AJ'-"LA'' f J~"J 

Please check -vmether yo{ a.ft'J a mem 1 
any of 

f ollowing universities: 7Prlnc eton~ Columbi.a t Harvard~ University of Chicago ; 

U'. of Wisconsin ~ U. of Washington·; U. of Oregon·, Stanford, u. of California -

':serkeley ; _y . of California- Los Angeles : U. of Calif ornia ... Davis Campus-; U. of 

Minnesota, Rutgers ! , u. of Connecticut : Yale : u. of Pittsburgh~ Cal Tech, 

Carnegie Tech: MIT~ Boston U . ~ Western Reserve~ North-vrestern"; U. of Indiana ~ 

Purdue f '' -v( ~~· r.'~" 
Yes No 



, 
BOSTON-AREA FACULTY GROUP ON PUBLIC ISSUES 
P.O. BOX 273, LEXINGTON 73, MASS. 

Dear Friend: 

Because of the large volume of mail we have received concerning the 
Saturday Evening Post article, AN ANSWER TOT ELLER, it is necessary that 
we resort to this form letter. You may wish to know more about our group. 

On November 10, 1962 183 university professors from the Boston area 
published in the New York Times an Open Letter to President Kennedy on Civil 
Defense. We received over 1,100 letters and more than $1,000 in unsolicited 
contributions. Fourteen other groups, with a total of almost 4, 000 university 
people in cities from Philadelphia to San Francisco, have endorsed our state­
ment by republishing our advertisement in their own newspapers over their own 
signatures. Aware of the continuing problems that face us all, the Boston Area 
Faculty Group on Public Issues was set up. We also act as a clearing house 
for exchange of information with other similar groups across the country. 

The Boston-Area Faculty Group on Public Issues is an informal organiza­
tion which does not regard itself bound to any partisan position, and is limited 
to members of the academic community. We are interested not only in the 
immediate shelter issue, but more broadly in all major issues directly relating 
to the preservation of peace with freedom and the prevention of war . We agree 
on the following unifying principles: (a) refusal to accept the inevitability of 
nuclear war; (b) rejection of the threat of unilateral nuclear attack as an instru­
ment of national policy; (c) willingness to seek and to publicize factual informa­
tion, positive solutions, and suggested positions on matters of public policy 
relating to war and peace. 

We meet informally from time to time to identify issues on which the 
preparation by university people of a paper or a position or an Open Letter 
might contribute to public understanding, and have arranged to have some of 
our associates set to work on these. 

We expect to produce a series of statements which reflect the special 
competence of those who prepared them, and which commend themselves to be 
endorsed by university people here and elsewhere . As interest and available 
manpower warrants, we also expect to disseminate the results of our studies 
through the various news media whenever major issues appear to require clari­
fication, discussion, rebuttal, or the needed support of a sound move in the 
face of possible opposition or indifference. 

The organizational details of the Boston-Area Faculty Group on Public 
Issues are being kept very simple. It is made up of the undersigned together 
with associates drawn from the faculties of all local colleges and universities 



Boston-Area Faculty Group on Public Issues 2. 

who agree with the three principles given above. For the present, the steer­
ing committee, by majority action, has full responsibility for funds, organiza­
tional matters, adding or changing members on the steering committee, etc. 
No member of the steering committee, and no associate, is considered bound 
by any particular policy statement unless he has agreed to sign or endorse that 
statement after study. The names of associates are, therefore, not to be used 
for publication without individual consent for any reason at any time. 

Contributions for our continuing efforts will be gratefully received at the 
address given on the top of page l. 

· David F. Cavers, Professor of Law, Harvard 
/ RobertS. Cohen, Professor of Physics, Boston University 

Charles D. Coryell, Professor of Chemistry, M. I. T. 
/ Bernard D. Davis, Professor of Bacteriology, Harvard 

Murray Eden, Assoc. Professor of Electrical Engineering, M.I. T. 
John T. Edsall, Professor of Biological Chemistry, Harvard 

/ Bernard T. Feld, Professor of Physics, M.I.T. 
Herman Feshback, Professor of Physics, M.I. T. 
DonaldA. Glaser, Professor of Biology, M.I.T. 
Warren M. Gold, Asst. in Medicine, Beth Israel Hospital 
Howard H. Hiatt, Asst. Professor of Medicine, Harvard 

, Hudson Hoagland, President, Amer. Academy of Arts and Sciences 
/ Gerald Holton, Professor of Physics, Harvard 

Howard Mumford Jones, Professor of Humanities, Harvard 
Nathan 0. Kaplan, Professor of Biochemistry, Brandeis 
Cyrus Levinthal, Professor of Biology, M. I. T. 
Salvador E. Luria, Professor of Biology, M.I. T. 
Everett I. Mendelsohn, A sst. Prof. of History of Science, Harvard 
Matthew Meselson, Assoc. Prof. of Biology, Harvard 
Norbert L. Mintz, Asst. Prof. of Psychology, Brandeis 
David Riesman, University Professor, Harvard 
William F. Schreiber, As soc. Prof. of Elect. Eng., M. I. T. 
George Wald, Professor of Biology, Harvard 

Members of the Steering Committee 
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COUNCIL FOR ABOLISHING WAR 
I { 

Suite 738, 1500 New Hampshire Ave., N.W., Washington 6, D.C. 

September 17, 1962 

.f_:)r No'! ---
Board of Directors 

Co-Chairmen: 
Wn. LtAM DoEntsG 

New Haven, Conn. 
LEO SztLAl\D 

Chicago, DI. 

President: 
BEnNAl\D T. FELD 

Cambridge, Mass. 

Vice-President: 
ALLA" FonnEs, Jn. 

Cambridge, Mass. 

Secreta ry-T reasurcr: 
DANIF:L M. StNGtm 

Washington, D.C. 

JIUTIT ADAMS 
Chicago, Ill. 

~lAURICE S. Fox 
Cambridge, ~lnss. 

MAnGAnET BHEN"A" GmsoN 
Stockbridge, Mnss. 

ManTo>: GnooztNS 
Chicago, Ill. 

JAMES G. PATTON 
Denver, Colo. 

ARTHUR PE"N 
New York, N.Y. 

CHARLES PnATT, Jn. 
:>1.-w York, N.Y. 

FRANKLIN \V. STAHL 
Eugene, Oregon 

I took the liberty of writing you a letter on June l l with which I enclosed 
a questionnaire . Because your questionnaire was not returned, I am attaching for your 
convenience a copy of my l etter and a new questionnaire . 

You may have sent a check or otherwise responded to my letter, but if you 
have not returned the questionnaire, I am not at present able to trace your response . 
Unless we have your questionnaire on file it is difficult for us to keep track of 
your responses and to keep your name on our mailing list . 

About one - third of those who received my letter responded and most of them 
sent a check made out to the Council in an amount corresponding to one -half of their 
total contribution for 1962 . These checks total close to $55 , 000 . 

This response is sufficient to get the movement off the ground but it also 
confronts the Council with a peculiar dilemma . Many people who wholeheartedly approve 
the general objectives of the Council would be glad to contribute 2 per cent of their 
income annually, provided they could be assured that the Council will attain its ob­
jectives . Two per cent is a rather large portion of one ' s income, however, and the 
Council cannot ask anyone for such a contribution year after year unless it succeeds 
in attaining its objectives . To this end the Council would have to bring about a change 
in Congressional attitudes . This would involve, among other things, the wise use of 
campaign contributions in amounts of about four million dollars a year . Such amounts 
would require the support of 20,000 people, and in order to resolve the dilemma, the 
Council would have to secure their support in the next 18 months . 

If you wish to help the Council in this task and if you are willing to expend 
for this purpose one -half of your total contributions for this year, please make out a 
check to the Council for Abolishing War and send it to the Council at the above address . 

Perhaps, you would be willing to expend the other half of your contribution 
for this y~ar either in support of the Russian-American staff study, mentioned in my 
letter of June 11, or preferably, in support of a Congressional candidate . You will 
find the Council ' s recommendations for 1962 ·on campaign contributions to candidates 
in the enclosed Memoranda A and B. 

Many people , who would be willing to support the movement with one or two per 
cent of their i ncome, cannot draw a check for such an amount without seriously deplet ­
ing their cash reserves . The Council is therefore prepared to bill bi -monthly all 
those who express in the enclosed questionnaire a preference for this mode of payment . · 
Unfortunately it is not possible for the Council to accept such bi -monthly contributions 
earmarked for a specific candidate , and therefore they woul d have to be credited to the 
general funds of the Council . 

I should be very grateful to you for returning the enclosed questionnai r e, 
with or without che cks, to the Council for Abolishing War at the above address . 

Sincerely, 

~~:/~L 
Leo Szilard 
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'HOTEL 

DUPONT 
PLAZA 
D U P 0 NT C I R C L E AN D N E W HAM P S H I R E AVE N U E N. W., WASH I N G T 0 N 6, D. C. 

JOHN J . COST 
GENERAL MANAGER 

June 11, 1962 

HUdson 3-6000 

In response to the proposal made in my speech, "Are We On The Road To War?", about 
2,GOO persons have expressed their willingness to support the Council and the Lobby if 
these are established. Currently pledges are coming in at the rate of over one hundred 
a week. Pledges received to date would seem to assure contributions in the amount of 
$150 ,000 to $400 ,000 a year, enough to enable us to make an effective beginning. In view 
of this response, a committee, the Scientists • Committee for a Livable World, was formed. 
Seven of the Fellows of this Committee have formed the Council for Abolishing War and the 
Lobby for Abolishing War. A description of the Council~ the Lobby, and their Boards of 
Directors is enclosed. 

One of the first tasks of the Council is to identify 20,000 persons who would wish 
to join the Movement. Your help in this task would be very welcome and might be decisive. 
I would like to ask you, if I may, to help the Council to find three to ten additional 
Members, if possible. "Regular Members" would be eA;pected to make armual contributions 
in the amount of 2~ of their income (or if they prefer, 5% of their income after ·taxes ). 
"Supporting Members" would be expected to contribute either 1% of their income or ~100. 
Students and others who devote time and effort to furthering the Movement would also be 
regarded as Members of the Movement, even though they might be unable to make a financial 
contribution. 

The initial operations of the Council and the Lobby will require a substantial 
financial expenditure. IL_.you are wilJJnp, to help to set up these operatton;~ and to 
~~pend for this purpose one=he.lf of your tqtal contribution for this year, please make 
Q~lt a check to the Council for Abolish~ng War and mail it ei th.er to me or, prefero.hl:.L, 
use the enclosed envelope which is addressed to Da.nicl M, Singer, Treasurer of the 
QQuncil. at 1700 ~Street, N.W., Washington 6, D.C. 

Concerning the other half of your contribution to the Movement for 1962, two 
alternatives, A - Political Campaign Contributions, and B - Tax Exempt Contribution to a 
Joint American-Russian Staff Study, are described in the attached memoranda. The Council 
and the Lobby would appreciate your indicating your preferences in the enclosed question­
naire. If you choose alternative A and intend to m11ke a campaign contribution for 1962, 
please indicate in the questionnaire your preferences for particular Congressionnl · 
candidates as well. The Lobby will then make specific recommendations to you in July. 

To accomplish the political objectives of the Movement we are going to need in the 
months ah~ad the help of all Members, in one way or another. The sooner you and the . 
others w,ho receive this letter respond, the more effective will be the Movement in this 
election year. 

Sincerely, 

Leo Szilard 



( 

l 

( 

MEMJRANDUM A: Recommendations for the 1962 Elections. September 17, 1962 

Because the Council for Abolishing War has only recently commenced operations, it 
will have to limit its activities in 1962 to the Senate, Since the funds that it 
can mobilize after three months of existence are limited, the Council proposes 
that the bulk of the campaign contributions go to just two candidates: Senator 
Joseph s. Clark running for reelection in Pennsylvania, and George MCGovern, 
running for the Senate in South Dakota. Both of these men are deeply concerned 
about the drift toward an all-out arms race and they understand what policies 
would need·to be pursued in order to avert the dangers with which we are faceq. 
If elected, the Council believes they could be counted upon to act with courage 
and vigor. 

Joseph s. Clark is now completing his first term in the Senate. In 1951 he be­
came the first Democratic Mayor in Philadelphia in 67 years, and his reform ad­
ministration, 1951 to 1955, won widespread acclaim. 

George McGovern has served two terms in the House of Representatives with an ex­
cellent record. Recently he has been head of the President's Food for Peace pro­
gram, from which he resigned to run for the Senate. 

In order to apportion contributions to these two candidates in conformity with 
the Council's estimate of their needs, the Council sug1gests the following: 
Unless they have a strong preference to the contrary, those whose na~s start 
with the letter A through Q should make out their check to George McGovern and 
the others should make out their check to Senator Joseph Clark. Checks for 
either of these candidates should be sent for transmittal to the Council for 
Abolishing War at 1500 New Hampshire Avenue, N. w., Washington 6, D, c. 

The responses received to a questionnaire sent last June to prospective members 
of the movement indicated substantial support for Senator Joseph Clark and George 
McGovern. 

These responses also indicated support for Senators Frank Church (D, Idaho); 
Jacob K. Javits (R. New York); and Wayne L. Morse (D. Oregon). The Council is 
prepared to transmit checks to any of these three candidates from those who have 
a strong personal preference for one of them. 

There are candidates for seats in the House and the Senate who may have little or 
no chance of being elected but who render a major public service by raising appre­
ciably the level of political discourse and who are not afraid to speak out on the 
most controversial issues. There are also a number of good men running for the 
House who have a fair chance of being elected. Those who have a strong personal 
preference for a candidate falling into either of these two categories may send 
their check directly to the candidate. 

While the Council is not in a position to transmit such checks, contributions made 
directly to such candidates will count towards the fulfillment of pledges for cam­
paign contributions in support of the movement. The Council would appreciate being 
advised of contributions sent to such congressional candidates. 

For the convenience of those who might be interested, information on candidates 

for the House of Representatives is listed on the reverse of this page. 



. . 

MEMORANDUM B: Information on Candidates for the House of Representatives. 

As the Council announced in its June mailing, it does not intend in 1962 to make 
reconunendations concerning candidates for the House of Representatives. However, 

because there are a number of excellent candidates for the House this year, some 
running for reelection, some for the first time, the Council is listing those 
who have been brought to its attention, 

The incumbents in List A below are ruru1ing for reelection; they have all expressed 
their concern about problems of the arms race and disarmament in many ways and on 

different occasions. 

The candidates who are running for the first time are in List B. In their cam­
paigns they have demonstrated that they are outspoken and courageous with respect 
to the arms race and attendant questions. 

List A - Incumbents: 

Rep. Robert W. Kastenmeier, 
Rep. William-Fitts Ryan, 
Rep, Fred Schwengel, 

D-2nd District, Wise. 
D-20th District, N, Y, 
R-lst District, Iowa 
R-2nd District, Maine Rep. Stanley R, Tupper, 

List B - Candidates: 

*Elizabeth Boardman, 

George Brown, Jr., 

John O'Connell, 

Caroline Ramsay, 

Edward Roybal, 

Blaine Whipple, 

Robert Wilson, 

R-3rd District, Mass., 

D-29th District, Calif., 

D-6th District, Calif., 

R-7th District, Md,, 

Main Street, Acton, 

224 South Garfield St., 
Monterey. 
870 Market Street, 
San Francisco. 
BOO West Belvedere Avenue, 
Baltimore, 10. 

D-30th District, Calif., · 3422 W. Olympia Blvd,, 
Los Angeles. 

D-lst District, Oregon 6616A Southwest Canyon Road, 
Portland, 25, 

D-22nd District, Ill., c/o Prairie Post, 
Maroa, 

* Before sending checks to this candidate please ascertain as to whether or not 
the candidate received the nomination of the party in the September primaries. 

) 
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In response to a speech, "Are We On The Road To War?" , which one of us (Leo 

Szilard) had given at eight colleges and universities last winter, over 2 , 500 persons 

expressed their willingness to support a movement of the kind outlined in the speech . 

In view of this response, two closely-interrelated political committees, the Council 

for Abolishing War and the Lobby for Abolishing war , were established in June. These 

committees have the same Board of Directors which dete1~ines their policies , and the 

same officers are responsible for the operations of both . The Council and the Lobby, 

and the manner in which they were established, are described in Memoranda F and D, 

which are enclosed. 
"Regular Members" of the movement are expected to make annual contributions 

in the amount of 2% of their income (or, if they prefer, · 3% of their income after 

taxes). "Supporting Members" are expected to contribute either F/o of their income 

or $100. Students and others who devote time and effort t o furthering the movement 

would also be regarded as members, even though they might be unable to make a finan­

cial contribution . 
Many people who wholeheartedly approve of the general objectives of the 

Council would be prepared to expend 2~b of their income on campaign contributions to 

Congressional candidates year after year, but only if they can be assured that the 

Council is going to attain its objectives. 'Ib attain its objectives, the Council 

would need to have, however, the sustained support of 20 , 000 people whose campaign 

contributions would amunt to about $~· million a year. 
In order to resolve this dilemma the Council will have to secure the sup ­

port of. 20,000 people within a short period of time. This is our reason for appeal ­

i.ng to you . If you are willing to help the Council in this task and to expend for 

this purpose one -half of your total contribution for this year, please make out a 

check to the Council for Abolishing War and send it to the Council at the above ad­

dress. Perhaps you would be willing to expend t he other half of your contribution 

for this year, either in support of the Russian-American staff study described in 

the enclosed Me1rorandum C or, preferably, in support of a Con~ressional candidate. 

You will find the Council ' s recommendations on campaign contributions to Congression­

al candidates in the enclosed Memoranda A and B. 
Many people who would be lvilling to support the movement with one or two 

percent of their income, cannot draw a check for such an amount without seriously 

depleting their cash reserves . The Council is therefore prepared to bill bi-monthly 

all those who express in the enclosed questionnaire a preference for this mode of 

payment. Unfortunately, it is not possible for the Council to accept such bi-monthly 

co!}tributions earmarked for a specific candidate, and they would have to be credited 

to the general funds of the Council. We should be very grateful to you for return­

ing the enclosed 'luestionnaire, with or without ched:s, to the Council for Abolishing 

War at the above address . 

Very truly yours, 

for the Board of Directors: 

Leo Szilard 11t~ J:b~~ t. 
Co-Chairman of the Board Vice-President 
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MEJOORANDUM A: Recommendations for the 1962 Elections. September 17 1 1962 

Because the Council for Abolishing War has only recently corrunenced operations, it 
will have to limit its activities in 1962 to the Senate, Since the funds that it 
can mobilize after three months of existence are limited, the Council proposes 
that the bulk of the campaign contributions go to just two candidates: Senator 
Joseph s, Clark running for reelection in Pennsylvania, and George MCGovern, 
running for the Senate in South Dalwta. Both of these men are deeply concerned 
about the drift toward an all-out arms race and they understand what policies 
would need'to be pursued in order to avert the dangers with which we are faced. 

' If elected, the Council believes they could be counted upon to act with courage 
and vigor, 

Joseph S, Clarlt is now completing his first term in the Senate, In 1951 he be­
came the first Democratic Mayor in Philadelphia in 67 years, and his reform ad­
ministration, 1951 to 1955, won widespread acclaim. 

George McGovern has served two terms in the House of Representatives with an ex­
cellent record, Recently he has been head of the President's Food for Peace pro­
gram, from which he resigned to run for the Senate. 

In order to apportion contributions to these two candidates in conformity with 
the Council's estimate of their needs, the Council suggests the following: 
Unless they have a strong preference to the contrary, those whose names start 
with the letter A through Q should ma.lte out their check to George McGovern and 
the others should make out their check to Senator Joseph Clark, Checks for 
either of these candidates should be sent for transmittal to the Council for 
Abolishing War at 1500 New Hampshire Avenue, N, W., Washington 6, D, C, 

The responses received to a questioimaire sent last June to prospective members 
of the movement indicated substantial support for Senator Joseph Clark and George 
McGovern, 

These responses also indicated support for Senators Frank Church (D, Idaho); 
Jacob K. Javits (R, New York); and Wayne L. Morse (D, Orego~). The Council is 
prepared to transmit checks to any of these three candidates from those who have 
a strong personal preference for one of them, 

There are candidates for seats in the House and the Senate who may have little or 
no chance of being elected but who render a major public service by raising appre­
ciably the level of political discourse and who are not afraid to speak out on the 
most controversial issues, There are also a number of good men running for the 
House who have a fair chance of being elected, Those who have a strong personal 
preference for a candidate falling into either of these two categories may send 
their check directly to the · candidate, 

While the Council is not in a position to transmit such checks, contributions made 
directly to such candidates will count towards the fulfillment of pledges for cam­
paig~ contributio~s in support of the movement. The Council would appreciate being 
advised of contributions sent to such congressional candidates. 

For the convenience of those who might be interested, information on candidates 
for the House of Representatives is listed on the reverse of this page, 



MEMORANDUM B: Information on Candidates for the House of Representatives, 

As the Council announced in its June mailing, it does not intend in 1962 ' to make 

recommendations concerning candidates for the House of Representatives, However, 

because there are a number of excellent candidates for the House this year, some 

running for reelection, some for the first time, the Council is listing those 

who have been brought to its attention, 

The incumbents in List A below are running for reelection; they have all expressed 

their concern about problems of the arms race and disarmament in many ways and on 

different occasions. 

The candidates who are running for the first time are in List B. In their cam­

paigns they have demonstrated that they are outspoken and courageous with respect 

to the arms race and attendant questions. 

List A - Incumbents: 

Rep, Robert W, Kastenmeier, 
Rep. William- Fitts Ryan, 
Rep, Fred Schwe.ngel, 
Rep, Stanley R, Tupper, 

List B - Candidates: 

*Elizabeth Boardman, R-3rd District, Mass., 

D-2nd District, Wise. 
D-20th District, N, Y, 
R-lst District, Iowa 
R-2nd District, Maine 

Main Street, Acton, 

George Brown, Jr., D-29th District, Calif., 224 South Garfield St., 
Monterey. 

John O'Connell, 

Caroline Ramsay, 

Edward Roybal, 

Blaine Whipple, 

Robert Wilson, 

D-6th District, Calif., 

R-7th District, Md,, 

D-30th District, Calif,, 

D-lst District, Oregon 

D-22nd District, Ill., 

870 Market Street, 
San Francisco. 
800 West Belvedere Avenue, 
Baltimore, 10, 
3422 W. Olympia Blvd,, 
Los Angeles, 
6616A Southwest Canyon Road, 
Portland, 25, 
c/o Prairie Post, 
Maroa, 

* Before sending checks to this candidate please ascertain as to whether or not 

the candidate received the nomination of the party in the September primaries, 

) 
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MEMORANDUM C: A Joint American-Russian Staff Study on Disarmament Sept. 17, 1962 

The text of Leo Szilard's speech, "Are We On The Road To War?", contains the 

following passage: 

"I believe that no substantial progress can be made toward disarmament until 

Americans and Ru-:;sians first reach a meeting of the minds on the issue of how 

the peace may be secured in a disarmed world." 

"American reluctance to contemplate general disarmament seriously is largely due 

to uncertainty about this point. If it became clear that a satisfactory solution 

of this issue were possible, many Americans might come to regard general disarma­

ment as a highly desirable goal." 

"On the issue of how to secure the peace in a disarmed world, progress could 

probably be made reasonably fast, through nongovernmental discussions among 

Americans and Russians. I believe that such discussions ought to be arranged 

through private initiative, but with the blessing of the Administration." 

If the movement is prepared to provide funds for this purpose, it would seem de­

sirable and urgent to set up a s tudy of the problem of how the peace may be se­

cured in a disarmed world. This study would extend over a period of three or 

four months; it would be conriuctPd on a full-time basis and the Russian and 

American participants would work J • l t ly, part of the time in Moscow and part 

of the time in Washington. The aiJh v -:' t h e study would be to produce a working 

paper that would list a nurrber of d1 1 . ..Lerent ways in which peace might be secured 

in a disarmed world and examine in each particular case under what circumstances 

that solution might be likely to fail. By proceeding in this manner, none of 

the solutions could be labeled an American or a Russian proposal and, being free 

from this stigma, the proposals would be more likely to receive sympathetic 

consideration on the part of the governments involved. 

On the Russian side the study might be sponsored by the Soviet Academy of 

Sciences; on the American side by a Sub-committee of the American Academy of 

Arts and Sciences, Boston, of which Dr. Szilard is the chairman. 



MEMORANDUM D: The Establishment Of The Council And The Lobby Sept. 17, 1962 

Two political committees,the Council for Abolishing War and the Lobby for Abolish­
ing War, were established on June 2 by seven scientists named below, who met in 
Washington and elected a Board of Directors for the Council and the Lobby. The 
same persons were chosen to serve on both Boards of Directors for an initial 
period of one year. 

The scientists who established the Council and the Lobby are all Fellows of the 
Scientists' Committee for a Livable World (see below), The responsibility for 
the policies of the Council and the Lobby rests solely with the Boards of Directors 
and the responsibility for the operations of the Council and the Lobby rests solely 
with the officers appointed by the Boards of Directors. The Board of Directors 
for the Council and the Lobby for an initial period of one year are: 

Ruth Adams, Managing Editor, The Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists, Chicago, Ill. 
William Doering, Professor of Chemistry, Yale University. 
Bernard T. Feld, Professor of Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 
Allan Forbes, Jr., Producer of documentary films, Boston, Mass. 
Maurice S. Fox, Associate Professor of ~iology, Massachusetts Institute of Technology. 
Margaret Brenman Gibson, The Austen Riggs Center, Stockbridge, Mass. 
Mor.ton Grodzins, Chairman of the Department of Political Science, The University 

of Chicago, 
James G. Patton, President of the National Farmers' Union, Denver, Colo. 
Arthur Penn, Director of theater and mo~ion pictures, New York, N. Y. 
Charles Pratt, Jr., Photographer, New York, N.Y. 
Daniel M. Singer, Attorney,General Counsel for the Federation of American Scientists, 

Washington, D.C. 
Franklin W, Stahl, Assistant Professor of Biology, University of Oregon, Eugene, Ore, 
Leo Szilard, Professor of Biophysics, The University of Chicago. 

The Board of Directors elected Professors William Doering and Leo Szilard to serve 
as Co-Chairmen of the Boards. 

The Board of Directors also elected the f ollowing officers: Bernard T. Feld, 
President; Allan Forbes, Jr., Vice-President; and Daniel M. Singer, Secretary and 
Treasurer. J 

The Scientists' Committee for a Livable World, which was formed prior to the es­
tablishment of the Council and the Lobby, is a group of scientists whose sole 
function is to consult with each other on the problems involved in achieving a 
livable world. The names of the scientists currently serving on this Committee 
are listed in Memorandum E. Fellows of this Committee -- those whose names are 
marked with asterisks on the attached list -- are individually, rather than collec­
tively, assuming the responsibility of establishing such operating organizations 
as are needed. 

The Scientists' Committee has recognized the need of establishing an operating 
organization in Washington, D. C., and Dr. Szilard invited all the Fellows of the 
Committee to come to Washington for the week-end of June 2, Those who were able 
to come, namely, Professors Charles Coryell, Massachusetts Institute of Techno­
logy; William Doering, Yale University; John Edsall, Harvard University; Bernard 
T. Feld, Massachusetts Ins titute of Technology; Maurice Fox, Massachusetts Insti­
tute of Technology; David Hogness, Stanford University; and Leo Szilard, The 
University of Chicago -- acting as individuals, rather than as representatives of 
the Scien~ists Committee -- formed the Council and the Lobby.' As members of the 
Council and the Lobby, they met on June 2d and elected the Boards of Directors, 
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The functions of the members of the Council and the Lobby are to adopt and amend 
the by-laws, to elect the Board of Directors, and to elect additional members. 
It is not the function of the members of the Council and the Lobby to determine 
the policy of the Council and the Lobby; this is the function of the Board of 
Directors which also appoims the officers who conduct the operations of the 
Council and the Lobby. The role of the members of the Council and the Lobby may 
be compared to the role of the shareholders of a corporation who elect the direc­
tors, but have otherwise no control over policies and operations of the corporation. 

) 

) 

) 
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MEMORANDUM E: The Scientists' Committee For A Livable World 

Paul Berg 
Professor of Biochemistry 
Stanford University 
Palo Alto, California 

* Geoffrey F. Chew 
Professor of Physics 
University of California 
Berkeley 4, California 

* Charles Coryell 
Professor of Chemistry 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology 
Cambridge 38, Massachusetts 

* William Doering 
Professor of Chemistry 
Yale University 
New Haven, Connecticut 

* John T. Edsall 
Professor of Biological Chemistry 
Harvard University 
Cambridge 38, Massachusetts 

* Bernard T. Feld 
Professor of Physics 
Laboratory for Nuclear Science 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology 
Cambridge 38, Massachusetts 

Robert Finn 
Professor of Mathematics 
Stanford University 
Stanford, California 

* Maurice S, Fox 
Associate Professor of Biology 
The Rockefeller Institute 
New York 21, N. Y. 

M.G.F, Fuortes 
Section Chief 
Neurophysiology-Opthamology 
National Institutes of Health 
Bethesda 14, Maryland 

September 17, 1962 

Donald Glaser (Nobel Prize 1960) 
Professor of Physics 
University of California 
Berkeley, California 

Temporary address: 
Department of Biology 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 

Marvin L. Goldberger 
Eugene Higgins Professor of 

Theoretical Physics 
Princeton University 
Princeton, New Jersey 

Robert Gomer 
Professor of Chemistry 
Institute for the Study of Metals 
The University of Chicago 
Chicago 37, Illinois 

Hudson Hoagland 
Executive Director 
The Worcester Foundation for 

Experimental Biology 
Shrewsbury, Massachusetts 

* David S. Hogness 
Associate Professor of Biochemistry 
Stanford University 
Palo Alto, California 

Halstead R. Holman, M.D. 
Professor of Medicine 
Stanford University 
Palo Alto, California 

Dale Kaiser 
Associate Professor of Biochemistry 
Stanford University 
Stanford, California 



Arthur Kornberg (Nobel Prize 1959) 
Professor of Biochemistry 
Stanford University 
Palo Alto, California 

Norman Kretchmer 
Professor of Pediatrics 
Stanford University 
Palo Alto, California 

Robert B. Livingston, M.D. 
Chief, Laboratory of Neurobiology 
National Institutes of Health 
Bethesda 14, Maryland 

* Matthew Meselson 
Associate Professor of 

Molecular Biology 
Harvard University 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 

Herman J. Muller (Nobel Prize 1946) 
Professor of Genetics 
Indiana University 
Bloomington, Jndiana 

Aaron Novick 
Professor of Molecular Biology 
Institute of Molecular Biology 
University of Oregon 
Eugene, Oregon 

Arthur B. Rosenfeld 
Associate Professor of Physics 
University of California 
Berkeley 4 , California 

- 2 -
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Leonard I. Schiff 
Professor of Physics 
Stanford University 
Stanford, California 

William Shurcliff 
Research Fellow, Physics 
Cambridge Electron Accelerator 
Harvard University 
Cambridge, Massachusetts 

* Franklin W. Stahl 
Associate Professor of Molecular Biology 
Institute of Molecular Biology 
University of Oregon 
Eugene, Oregon 

* Leo Szilard 
Professor of Biophysics 
The Research Institutes 
The University of Chicago 
Chicago 37, Illinois 

Temporary address: 
Hotel DuPont Plaza 
Washington 6, D. C. 

George Streisinger 
Associate Professor of Molecular Biology 
Institute of Molecular Biology 
University of Oregon 
Eugene, Oregon 

Those marked with an asterisk serve as Fellows of the Committee for 1962. 

Meselson and Szilard serve as secretaries of the'Fellows in 1962 . 
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MEM:>RANDUM F: The Council and the Lobby September 12, 1962 

With President Keruwdy a number of able men moved into the Administration. 
The views they hold cover a wide spectrum; many of them are deeply concerned about 
our drifting into an all-out arms race and war, but so far they have not been able 
to reach a consensus on the policies which need to be pursued if these dangers are 
to be averted·. In order to help them to clarify their minds and to arrive at the 
right conclusions on the relevant issues, the Council will bring- to Washington 
from time to time individual scientists, scholars and other public-spirited citi­
zens who are knowledgeable as well as articulate and who will discuss with them 
these issues. 

These individuals will also discuss the same issues with members of the 
·Congress. There are a number of men in Congress, particularly the Senate, who are 
also deeply concerned about our drifting into war and vJ1o are capable of gaining 
insight into what needs to be done. 

The Lobby will help such members of Congress to have the courage of their 
convictions by providing them with substantial campaign funds. It is one of the 
:first concerns of the Lobby that these men be re-elected and that they shall not 
laclt adequate campaign funds. 

This, however, is not enough, and the Lobby will have to do what it can 
to increase the number of those in Congress, and particularly in the Senate, who 
can be counted upon not only to support a constructive foreign policy but also 
to press for the adoption of such a policy. To this end the Lobby will have to 
find, at the grass-roots level, men who have insight into the relevant issues 
and who, if they were to receive the nomination of their party, would have a fair 
chance of being elected. It is the task of the Lobby to persuade such men to seek 
the nomination of their party and to help them to get it, largely by assuring 
them in advance of substantial financial backing. 

Guided by the reconnnendations of the Lobby, members of the movement who 
make a campaign contribution, would make out their checks directly to the candi­
date of their choice, but send them to the Lobby for tabulation and transmittal 
to the candidate. This procedure will enable the Lobby to keep tab on the flow 
of campaign contributions and guide the Lobby in making, from time to time, 
further recommendations on contributions. 

In order to be rrble to nuke adequate campaign contributions, the move­
ment must grow rapidly until it has 20,000 members , at which point its campaign 
contributions might amount to four million dollars per year. The average cam­
paign expenses of a candidate running for tho Senate are estimated at about 
$250,000 Jor the larger states, and about $100,000 for the smaller states. A 
contest for the House, in the Sl~<ller districts, requires $10,000 to $20,000. 

* * * In 1962 the Lobby will not support so-called "peace candidates" who can­
not get the nomination of their party, becaus--e the Lobby, in order to be poli­
tically effective, must establish a record of fair success in political action . 
From the point of view of public education, so-called peace candidates could, 
however, fulfill a very important function. A candidate who runs for election 
and wants to get elected may not be able to wage an effective educational cam­
paign. But a candidate who is reconciled to the fact that he is not going to 
be elected, has a unique opportunity to educate the public, because he need 
not pull his punches; if there is a fight going on people will sit up and lis­
ten. Therefore, :i.f in 1964 the funds at the disposal of the movement are ade­
quate, the Lobby also may support candidates whose main aim is political edu­
cation of the public, rather than the winning of an election. 

* * * 
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The Council will encourage the formation of local groups in the major 

centers which may designate themselves as the "Friends of the Council for 

Abolishing War" and the members of the movement who live in such a center would 

be invited to join such a local group if they wish to do so. The Council will 

make it its business to set up such a local group in each major center, but 

t hereafter the local groups will be on their own and may decide for themselves 

with what other organizations in their community they wish to cooperate. As 

time goes on, such local groups might play an increasingly important political 

role. In cooperation with other local organizations they may give effective 

support to desirable Congressional candidates and they may help to clarify the 

relevant issues by discussing them with the editors and columnists of their 

local newspaper~ and other opinion-makers in their community. 
The issues with which the Council is mainly concerned present themselves 

only rarely in the form of bills before Congress and by the time they do, it is 

frequently too late to influence the course of events. Of greater concern to the 

Council than the passage of bills is the general attitude of Congress on major 

issues of foreign and defense policy. Occasionally, however, as in the case of 

the United Nations bonds, there may be a bill before Congress which is of direct 

concern to the movement. On such occasions the Lobby would communicate with the 

members of the movement directly and also through the "Friends of the Council" 

in the various communities and suggest that they write to or otherwise contact 

their members of Congress. 
The Council will assist "Friends of the Council'' groups, which arc lo­

cated in the major centers, to set up seminars for those members of tho move­

ment who wish to clarify in their own minds the relevant issues in order to be 

able to present their views more effectively in Washington. Such knowledgeable 

and articulate members of the movement can take turns, each one staying one or 

two weeks in Washington, and when the Council is fully operating, there might 

be as many as five to ten such members available in Washington at any one time. 

* * * 
For the guidance of those who may speak in the name of the Council, the 

Council is drafting an Action Program or platform which will indicate the ob­

jectives which the Council believes to be currently attainable. 
Those who speak in the name of the Council need not necessarily be in 

favor of or argue for all of its objectives; it is sufficient that they be 

wholeheartedly for some of these objectives and capable of putting forward con­

vincing arguments in their favor. When speaking in the name of the Council, 

members of the movement would be restricted by the Council's action program to 

currently attainable objectives. 
This would leave the members of the movement free, however, to press as 

individuals, or through other organizations to which they may belong, for objec­

tives which are not currently attainable but which may be desirable, and in time 

might become attainable. 
The action program of the Council will be revised from time to time. 

When the platform is to be revised, the Council will hold hearings in Washington, 

D. c., and members of the movement will be invited to express their views on 

what the desirable or attainable objectives may be that should be included. 

* * * 

) 
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APPENDIX 1 
I 

The post war events and the Russian disarmament proposals of 1960. 

A vivid account of the post war events is contained in Szilard 0 s diary" which has 

been recently reprinted by Simon & Schuster. This diary 9 published posthumously in 196Jio 

under the title "This Version of the Facts" . breaks off abruptly in 1960; it covers the 

fifteen years following the defeat of Germany in 1945. 

The book derives its title from the preface written by the late Professor Hans 

Bathe of Cornell University. In his preface 9 Bethe relates a conversation that he had with 

Szilard when he visited him in 1943, after the chain reaction had been demonstrated at 

Stagg Field on the campus of the University of Chicago. Bethe 0s account of this 

conversation is as follows : 

Bethe asked Szilard how things were going in the Uranium Project at Chicago and 

Szilard said that decisions were reached in the most peculiar manner and , accordingly , the 

decisions reached were most peculiar. "Do you think that the project is making the wrong 

decisions?" Bathe asked. "Some of the decisions are wrong and some of them are right" 

said Szilard "but they all have one thing in common , they are all based on false premises." 

"What is going on is so peculiar" Szilard went on 0 "that I have just about decided 

to keep a diary. I don 1 t intend to publish it , I am merely going to record the facts for 

the information of God." 11 Don °t you think that God knows the facts?" Bethe asked. 

11 Yes," said Szilard "He knows the facts , but He does not know this version of the facts." 

The f~rst entry in Szilard 1 s diary which concerns us here relates to the drafting of 

the United Nations Charter which was in progress at that time in San Francisco. Szilard 

noted that the Charter was being drafted by men who were not aware of the fact that atomic 

bombs would be around and therefore did not realize that the Charter would be out of date 

* before the ink was dry. 

f:~ u~ t::ootnoye: At the insistence of the atomic scientists of the Urani~ Project at Chicago , 

Stettinius, the Secretary of State o had been i~~ that America\~~ atomic 

bomb before the War was over,~ but there is reason to doubt that Sbeltf:e- · ~(a~lJ inkling 
k 

~-...c J.1 liblsail implication:J 
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Szilard thought that the projected use of the atomic bomb against Japan would 

start an atomic arms race and he asked what America would do if Russia were to build air 

bases,say in Haiti ~ capable of accommodating Russian bombers which 9 in case of war , might 

drop atomic bombs on the cities of the United States. There was nothing in the Charter 

to keep Russia from building such air bases in Haiti and America would not have been able 

militarily to intervene in such a contingency without violating the Charter. Similarlyo 

Szilard asked what America would do if ten years hence a formation of Russian bombers were 
Y? to hold manoeuvres and fly up and down the east coast of the United States - keeping 

outside of the territorial limits of the United States. Clearly America could not then 

shoot down these planes without violating the United Nations Charter. Manifestly , 

Szilard wrote, the United States is about to subscribe to a Charter and accept the solemn 

~~~ ~ commitment to l and yet it ~lready clear that in certain1not unlikely1 

contingencies she would be virtually compelled to violate the Charter. 

When the War ended Szilard was preoccupied , as were most of his colleagues , with 

the problem of ridding the world of the bomb. He records a number of the private 
~ IQIIS";:4,~~19¥'~ 

discussio~at preceedecrdt; start of the negotiations/iii 19'¢61 on international control 

of atomic energy1 in the United Nations. None of those who participated in these 

discussions thought of the possibility that atomic bombs might be used as a tactical 

weapon against troops in combat 0 nor did it occur to anyone that atomic bombs might be used 

to demolish evacuated cities . What was responsible for these ~blind spots is not 

clear. -'fhat "LeyP~~I'steQ. iii ~ fact , however , and i• • jpmmetanou !:IF is wulonb 1:1 ie 
CC>"'-C ~'-"'-c)e d 

~ those who participated in these early discussions r~acboQ. a co~c&n~e to tbo effeet 

that atomic bombs would be an asset to America only as long as America had the monopoly of 

the bomb aDd would be in a position to threaten to drop bombs on Russian cities in case 

Russia w~re to intervene militarily in Europe. When Russia would have the bomb also , 

such threats would become ineffective. On the basis of such considerations D it was 

recommended that U.. America# ~ij~s~esMR-.s~ii~L should be willing to give up the bomb at about the 

time when Russia would have the bomb also , but should try to hold on to the bomb until then. 
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Szilard recorded that in 1945 and 1946 the atomic scientists who developed the 

bomb went to great trouble to convince the American Government that Russia would take no 

longer than five years to get the bomb. This view was opposed D however 0 by the "brass 

hats" who had administered the development of the bomb. In his book "Speaking Frankly" 

James Byrnes relates that when he became Secretary of State and the international 

negotiations centering on the Baruch Plan began p ~e went to considerable trouble to find out 

how lon~t would take before Russia would have the bomb. From the best advice he could get 

he concluded that this would take between seven and fifteen years . He added that his 

estimate had been based on the assumption of fairly rapid reconstruction after the War1and 

that because reconstruction was in fact slower than anticipated 1his estimate ought to be 

revised upward rather than downward . 

The first Russian bomb was in fact detonated four years after Hiroshima . Szilard 

says in his diary that . had the Government accepted the estimate aM ji; g s of the 

atomic scientists , it might have proposed to Russia( some method( for the control of atomic 

bombs) that would have been more acceptable to Russia than the Baruch Plan . 

From the very beginning there were two schools of thought in America with regard 

to the Baruch Plan . One of these held that the world ought to rid itself of the bomb as 

soon as possible,while the other held that America should lean on the bomb , as long as 

possible , in order to protect Western Europe against a possible Russian military 

intervention . Szilard noted that 9 at the outset of the negotiations 0 the first group had 

the upper hand and had Russia quickly accepted the Baruch Plan o at least in principl e , 

this group might have prevailed . But as the negotiations dragged on the American 

Government tended more and more to regard the bomb as indispensable to America 0s commitment 

to "defend" Europe.* From the end of 1946 on 0 the negotiations on the Baruch Plan were no 
-----------------------------------------=-----..b-e.~~~=---=~-=---=----=-----=-----~-~·=· 
*Footnoteg Winston Churchil1 uas tse=f±rs~bliely La pieelaim the belief that D were it 

not for the possession of the bomb by America 9 freedom in Western Europe and perhaps in the 

what would have happened to Europe in the post war years if the bomb had not existe~and 

the belief proclaimed by Churchill will thus forever remain a ten~t of faith,or of the lack 
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of it. 

Many people i n America shared Churchill 0 s belief and Ameri ca adopt ed the policy 

of protecting Europe by t he threat of "massive retaliation" . A poli cy which calls for the 

dropping of atomic bombs on Russian cities and the killing of millions of Russians , men 

women and children 0 in retaliation for a Russian military intervention in Western Europe 
{.; ~ ~1Ae So.""' h""'e 

is of course difficult to j ustify from a moral point of view o particularly if )on~holds 
C£-tso 

that the Russian Government is not responsivP. to the wishes of the Russian people . 

At the time when America adopted the policy of massive retaliation 0 Szilard noted 

that apparently we mnst reconcile ourselves to the fact that the American Government is no 

different from the governments of the other Great Powers and is guided on vital issues by 

considerations of expediency rather than by moral considerations . Still o Szilard 
).(,_ 

apparently expected that i~llt • policy of massive retaliation would offend the 

sensibilities of many people and that there would be _expressions of dissent 9 perhaps even 

from within the Government . 
di S C.-LA- .SS ~ nct 

There was no such dissent and Sgilard aommented on tRi s 
) 

later on when he ql*Oted a passage from a speech of the President of the United States which 

repeatedly referred to the "Godless men in the Kremlin"r On that occa5ion Szilard wrote l"l 

"II;:; c\,o.v~, "My quarrel is not with those who believe that God does not exist, but with those who 

believe that God does not matter" . 

End of footnote 

~-e~-:~--------------------------------------------=---------------------------------=-==rr,= 

mope tRan an exercise in which America indulged for the sake of establi shing a record . RaQ 

~ Russi~ accepted tho Baruch Pla~at that timeJthe U.S . Senate would have refused to ratify 
(~o--d -

the agreement . 

At the end of the Second World War , Korea had been divided by the stroke of the pen 

into North 'Korea and South Korea. Neither of those two territori es accepted this 

division with good grace and both wanted to unify Korea , if necessary by force of arms . 

America furnished arms to South Korea and Russia furnished arms to North Korea . When Nort h 

Korean troops crossed the 38th Parallel and penetrated deep into South Korea , Szilard 

regarded this as prima facio evidence that it was North Korea who start ed tho war and he 

thought that there might be compelling reasons for America to send troops into Sout h Kor ea 
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However 9 when the United Nations voted to 

intervene in Korea , Szilard was puzzled because the United Nations Charter said in black 

and white that such action could be taken by the United Nations only with the concurring 

votes of the five permanent members of the Security Council. The seat of the Government 

of China was occupied by the Government of Formosa and its concurrence might have given 

the vote in the Council a semblance of legality, but Russia was absent from the Council 

table when the vote was taken and it was difficult to see how Russia 1 s absence could be 

interpreted as a concurring vote. Szilard asked a distinguished colleague* 9 an authority 

-----------~p;~:=~~~l~-J-----------~f-----------------------------------------------~----~ 
*Footnote: I Professor Hans Morgenthau, The University of Chicago 

on international relations . whether he would be able to argue that the intervention of the 

United Nations in the Korean War was in conformity with the United Nations Charter. Told 

by his colleage that he would be able to do so . Szilard then asked him whether he would also 

be able to argue that the intervention of the UN was in violation of the Charter. His 

colleague replied that that would be even easier. 

Szilard,who was no authority on international law. was more concerned about the 

political aspects than the legal aspects of the Korean War. Szilard was not certain 

whether or not Russi~itted a "crime" when sh~d to restrain North Korea . but he 

was certain that she had made a mistake. In retrospect . it is clear that the Korean 

'"if:?£! !~ftta' ~Q: w!:R!~~ h~~s:%l ~iu~~~~!"iia£~~~~~ec.l~ 
tefft~· 

I 

(.t.p011 
Szilard looked~ the United Nations as an instrument created for the purpose 

of maintaining peace in the world 1as long as the Great Powers acted in concert with each 

other to this end. He looked upon the veto provided for by the Charter as a means to 

protect the United Nations from embarking on a war against one of the Great Powers which 

the United Nations could not win. 

He had misgivings about the stretching of the United Nations Charter for the 

purpose of evading the veto ~ in the ~hort term Americap political goals ~ 
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He ~t efforts to use the United Nations for purposes other than those for which it 

it was intended would weaken this organization to the point where it might become 

incapable of fulfillin g even the limited function for which it had been devised . 

Most Americans thought that Russia incessantly violated the spirit , if not the 

letter, of the Charter and showed a callous disregard for international law. Szilard 

apparently did not share this view. He wrote that , in(the post war years D} Russia had 

persistently been a stickler for legality ,~hat she kept insisting on observing the letter 

of the law , frequently in disregard of compelling political considerations arising from 

the actua~existing power balance. Noting that Russia had been careful to avoid any 

flagrant violations of her international obligations , during the post war period , Szilard 

wondered whether she had done so because during this period she had been rather weak. 

The law protects the weak and Russia may have been intent on upholding the law for this 

reason , so Szilard thought. ~~e wondered whether Russia would continue to be so law 

abiding beyond the l960 8 s when she was expected to become strong . 

fighting 

o- I'\'\ "\ \--.=..cl b =-""' When the North Korean i~valii8r~ HQrQ pushed 
ho-<>1) 

under the United Nations flagrreached the 

the )8th Parallel would bring China into the war. 

out of South Korea and American troops 

)8th Parallel . Nehru warned that crossing 

This warning was ridiculed by the then 

Secretary of State , Dean Acheson . Senator Robert Taft 9 on the other hand 9 did question 

the wisdom of risking a war with China by sending American troops into North Korea . 

"Apparently" wrote Szilard "God endows Americans with wisdom only as long as they do not 

hold office. 11 

When American troops fighting under the flag of the United Nations reached the Yalu 
_I 

River , China intervened , and there ensued a war between China and the United Nations which 

the United Nations was not able to win. Szilard thought that this contingency would 
beo--kd not have ~risen had the Chinese Government been aliimitt81ii to h8r seat in the Security 

Council as soon 1as it had achieved full control over the mainland
1 for D in that case . China 

would have vetoed the intervention of the United Nations in Korea . Szilard did ~ot tbink 

~ quch a veto would have prevented the landing of American troops in South Korea
1
but 

American troops fighting under the American flag could not have cr6ssed the )8th Parallel 
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531\0-Jro\ ) 
without flagrantly violating the United Nations Charter and ~ thought that this would 

have restrained America. 

When American troops fighting under the flag of the United Nations reached the 
!'¥106 \-Yalu River and China intervened , Szilard remarked that o ln genoPal . people find it 

difficult to forgive those to whom they have done wrong and he wondered how long it would 

take the Americans to forgive the Chinese. 

After the Russians came into possession of the bomb , for a while they kept on 
!h.~ 

By this they meant that the ~were in proposing that the bomb be outlawed. 

possession of the bomb should each unilaterally pledge not to use the bomb against another 

nation unless that nation used bombs against them. This Russian proposal was opposed by 

America on the grounds that foregoing the use of the bomb might - in certain 

circumstances - put America to military disadvantage . 
c c.?"'- i.-e}'.. r 

vec0-l\ ed I\'\ \-h'1s 
Szilard ·' s diary racorded this--.. 

1930 1 s there had been a proposal before the disarmament conference of the League of Nations 
lk\~ \.<.)\~ to outlaw bombing from the air . ~ was rejected by Britain, Anthony Eden . a civil 

0. c h V\. Cj o..s "E:'~~ servant at that time , ••as ~PltaiA 1 s spokesman at that conference. ~declared that His 

Majesty 1 s Government could not be a party to an agreement making it illegal to drop bombs 

from the air because the only practical ·way of deterring the unruly tribes on the northern 

frontier of India from making forays into Indian terri tory was to destroy , if need be . 

their mud huts through bombing from the air. 

In 1960 , Russia proposed general and complete disarmament. She proposed that such 

disarmament be put into effect within a few years and that as a first step all rockets and 

all other means suitable for the delivery of bombs be eliminated. Szilard did not think 

that the Congress and the people were willing to accept general and complete disarmament. 

In proof of this . he quoted Walter Lippmann who wrote in his column on June 30 . 1960 g 

" ••• there is good reason to think that ••• the Soviet aim of total disarmament is almost 

certainly impossible and also undesirable • • • There is nothing we can do about the Soviet aim 

except to say that if total disarmament could be achieved the disorders in the world would 

probably be very great . " I 

Despairing of the possibility of disarmament , Lippmann 

I 
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suggested that the Americans say to the Russians: "On the critical issue of the big 

lethal weapons let us both base our security on developing invulnerable deterrents. Let 

this understanding that we will do this be our agreement. Then let us negotiate about 

saving money by reducing other components of military power." 

Szilard noted that many Americans thought that disarmament would not be feasible 
~ 

because they could not see any way of making sure that Russia would not secretly ~ 
large number of bombs and rockets. In this1he thought

1
they were in error. He thought 

that the people failed to understand the true nature of this problem and that they did not 

see any way of solving the problem1because they looked to pedestrian methods for the 

solution of an unprecedented problem. 

Szilard tried to visualize what kind of a world a totally disarmed world would be. 

He concluded that if all bombs . rockets. navies . air forces and all heavy mobile equipment . 

such as heavy tanks and guns " were eliminated and armies were disbanded ~ there would still 

remain machine guns and that improvised armies equipped with machine guns could spring up 

so to speak over night. He thought that America and Russia would both be secure in such 

a disarmed world1for neither of these two countries could have been conquered by an 

improvised army equipped with machine guns. He also thought that ln such a disarmed world ~ 

America and Russia would remain strong enoujlh to exercise a considerable measure of control 
he 1\0 1-c.- (I \-l"\CLI ) 

over their neighbours. But ( in such a disarmed world America could not have lived up to her 

commitments to defend such geographically remote areas as South Korea , South Viet~Nam 

and Formosa. \ n s~-vl- t..!f"-e_ 

o\o <.A-b l"'- cJ 
Szilard did not t:Riak- that in a totally disarmed 

have any importance to America from a strategic point of 

view that by protecting such areas America was defending 

world such remote areas would 
he ~QC v1A-S bn h_o...u",_ J 

view0 and( rejected the 1current C 1""\-\eV\ ov 
freedom ana democracy. He 

recognized, however , that , rightly or wrongly, America had engaged her prestige and that 
!lO !e>~ d 01 the desire to gain and to maintain prestige was aR important motivating force for Amerlca 

Ct-t. C(¥ \-he o th ev 
a:s \Wll a&--.t.bo rest of-the Great Powers. He concluded that o as matters stood , any military 
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disengagement in the contested areas of the Far East would have to be preceeded by~engagement 
of prestige. He noted that disengagement of prestige would require a political settlement ~ 

~ and that neither China nor America were ready for such a settlement. 

In 1960, Russia declared that if America were to intervene militarily in Cuba , Russia 

would retaliate against America by means of long-range rockets.* Since America had no intention 

of militarily intervening in Cuba , Russia did not take a real risk by making such a threat. 

Nevertheless, Szilard regarded the Russian delcaration as a milestone in the atomic age,because 
COv>AV'V'-'\tt IV~'\ hevSA-\~ 1-o c{ \ev-.c{'\VIq it indicated that Russia might succumb to the temptation of eutQr~iQto commitmg~ta for tae 

clQfQ~~Q of nations, geographically remote from her territory, and general and complete disarma-. 
IS 

ment,which Russia had proposed,~ not be compatible with such commitments ~ if the commitments 
()l'{e 
~made in earnest. 

Early in 1960, Szilard thought that there might be two conflicting views within the 

Russian Government, the views of those who hold that the world ought to rid itself of the bomb , 

as soon as possible, and the views of those who wanted Russia to extend protection to 

geographically remote areas. Early in 1960 Szilard thought that those who wanted to rid the 

world of the bomb might prevail in Russia , provide~ America promptly accepted the Russian pro~ 
S,l-Lil)$0<-1_ u_.c_ •• ,J-~) 

posals for general and complete disarmament - in principle - and (entered into negotiations in 

order to determine whether Russia would accept the necessary safeguards. Szilard thought that ~ in 

the absence of prompt American acceptance , the prestige which Russia might gain from extending 

protection to geographically remote area would represent a temptation which Russia might not be 

able to resist. Once Russia succumbl~such a temptation , thereafter her proposals for dis-

armament would represent no more than an exercise in which she might indulge for the sake of 

establishing a "record". 

THE END 

*Footnote: Szilard recalled at this point earlier Russian proposals to outlaw the bomb. He did 

not think that if America had accepted those proposals this would necessarily have prevented the 

use of the bomb, in case of war , but he did think that outlawing the bomb would have precluded 

the possibility of exerting pressure in peacetime , by threatening th~ use of the bomb. 
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APPENDIX J. 

The Operat~ons of the American Research Foundation 

Apart from "staffing" the Gener:Jl Advisory Board, probably the most l.Dlpor ant 

operation of the Foundation was the mtroduction of a novel method for supporting bas~c 

research in science hrough the gran ing of highly endowed l~fe-term fellowships. 

The Foundation asked the Na ional Academy of Sc~ences to select - as early in life as 

possib e - young men who were genuinely in erested in science and possessed both the 

originality and critical abil~ties which creative work in science demands. Those 

selected 1 rece~ved from he Founda ion a salary of $40,000 a year - for life. If 

they spent any part of their salary, up to half, on their own research work, the 

Foundation would match their contribution ~to one. Thus. if ·a young man 

decided to live on $20,000 and invest yearly $20,000 in his own research he had a 

research budget of $120.000 available for his work. If three such young men 

teamed up, they had at their disposal a research budget of $360,000 - as long as each 

of them was willing to l~ve on his rem8ining salary of $20 ,000 per year. 

Any of these Fellows1 or any group of them1were free to select any Un~versity 

as a place for heir work and ~f they were acc~ptabl.e o that University hen he 
~~f· 

Foundation would build ..,. laboratories for}~. In an a tempt to a · trac Fellows of 

the Foundation. Universities tried very hard to create conditions wh~ch would be congenial 

to them. In this endeavor, some Universities were more successful than others1 and abou 

half of the Fellows congregated at seven Universities. Most of the Fellows se .tled in the 

Boston area,or on the West Coast. , 
~ 

When the creat~on of these fellowships was first announced, here were~~ctions 

that few of the Fellows would be likely to part w~th a substantial frac ion of their 

salary for the sake of spending it on their research work, and that most of them would 

instead elect to lead an idle life of luxury. In part, hese predictio~~e~~ 

correct. In the first years of the operation of the fellowships only ioout one third) 

spent part of their salary on their research and claimed a matching contribu ion from the 
~ Foundation1~irds of the Fellows lived in idleness. ~The Founda ion d~d not seem 
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to mind this. Those who lived in idleness did not cost the Foundation very much. they did 

not clutter up any laboratories with the~r equipment and their papers did not clutter up the 

scientific periodicals. The Foundat~on took the position that the work of those Fellows who 

chose to live in idleness would at best have been mediocre ~ had they been kept at work 

through "external11 incentives. Thus. he loss to science was small. Science benefited 

greatly from the work of the other Fellows ~ for these were free to tackle problems which 

held no promise o.f immediate resu ts 9 but offered a chance - though not necessarily a high 

one - o.f leading to fundamental insights. 

In the course of a generation 0 the number o.f Fellows who failed to spend part of 

their salary on their research work dropped from two-th~rds to about one~third. This 

shift came about as the result of the specific mode of selection of the Fellows./f;or a 

young man to receive a fellowship from the Foundat~on he had to receive the vote of three 

members of the National Academy f Sciences. Each member of the Academy had a limited 

number of votes which he could "spend" in any given year o and when a member spent the votes 

allotted to him 9 then in that year he had no influence on the selection of additional 

Fellows. 

AI:; i;eis ~sil'l:*' :i:t iii Ri! ee:~nMi y !so 1 el'lrimi tiM nl!ielOl bhat frior to their selecting 

the Fellows for the Foundation . members of the National Academy had no other funct~on but 

to elect additional members. Since membership of the Academy lent respectability to a 

scientist such membership was sough after mainly by those who aspired to be respectable. 

Thus. the one characteristic th&t all members of the National Academy had in common was 

respectability. Fortunately , respectability and scientific creativity are not mutually 

exclusive and therefore the membership of the National Academy included quite a number of 

creative scientists. Generally speaking. these were inclined to keep in fairly close touch 

with each other . and they were largely responsible for the selection of those 

Fellows who subsequently made good. These were the Fellows . who subsequently 

became members of the National Academy1because the other Fellows. who 

chose to live a life of idleness ~ did not bother to write any papers and 
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the respectability of a scientist was adjudged more on the basis of the number of papers 

he published than anything else. Accordingly, within a generation ~ the proportion of 

creative scientists among the members of the Academy increased quite considerably and thisp 

in turn 9 reflected itself in a greatly improved selection of the Fellowse 

The research budget placed at the disposal of a Fellow by the Foundation did not 

exceed $120.000 and even if several of such Fellows teamed up ~nt budget fell,on 

occasion1 short of the budget which was necessary for the project which they wanted to 

tackle. In cases of this sort, the Fellows could apply for a special grant to the 
tm. trustees of the Foundation. The Foundation had twenty trustees and allocated grants ~ 

the amount of $200 million a year for such ~·~a.t projects. Any three trustees who 

approved of certain projects were free to allocate to those projects their~hich 
amounted to $30 million. If a given project demanded a larger sum 1then more than three 

of the trustees had to team up. Once a trustee allocated his share 1in any given year1 

then he had in that year no further voice in the allocation of grants. In retrospect, 

it is possible to say that about one-third of the trustees were imaginative men and the 

remaining two-thirds were not. and accordingly about two-thirds of the grants were wasted~ 

Still. compared to other Foundations, this may well be considered as a highly satisfactory 

result. 

The main reason why Europe was so much more successful in basic science1 in the first 

half of this century 1than America was the different attitude towards leisure. The 

establishment of a system of life fellowships by the American Research Foundation came 

very close to the creation of a leisured class and the attitude of these Fellows towards 

leisure came very close to the traditional attitude of European scientists towards leisure. 

Those of the Fellows who were successful in science usually worked very hard for periods 

of time1 but occasionally they took a year off from their work and took interest in some fiel 

of science1other than their own, or even in politics. On the average. the Fellows who 

were successful in their own work took off from their work about one year in fivee~t came 

as a surprise to many people, though there is reason to believe, that it had been foreseen 

by the dolphins, that a substantial fraction of the Fellows who were successful in their 
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work. also took an active interest in politics. 

Under the te~ms of their appointment they could 9 if they wished, spend up to half 

~ 
of their salary J · I • sg political contributionso Their <MM political contributions 

counted just as much1as their contribution to their own t~ork 1inasmuch as~ ~(ched 
five to one by the Foundat~on - except of course tl!at the contribution of the Foundation 

could be used only for the expenses of t heir scientific work. This then meant that a 

Fellow1
whose yearly political contributions amounted to $20.000 1still had $100,000 -the 

matching contribution of the Foundation·~ available for his scientific work. Even though, 

as far as political contributions go, the amounts which the Fellows could spend were not 

It would large, the political influence of the Fellows became1 in time1quite substantial. 

appear that these Fellows supported certain key members of the Senate and the House 

persistently over tho pe!i&8: of a number of years,which led to the establishment of lasting 

friendships. Because such legislation as these Fellows proposed
1
was emminently reasonable, 

tlf Congressmen and Senators who regarded them as ~ friends, were willing to listen to 

them. In genera~Congressmen and Senators gained credit, when they introduced bills 

suggested to them by Fellows of the Foundation. 
~~r . 

Many of the Fellows were aCHOOIIii!M 1h1 t the low quality of the high schools in the 

United States. Attempts to improve the high schools piecemeal had been to no avail and 

some of the Fellows began to urge the setting up of a federal system of high schools, in 

competition with the schools maintained by the States. the counties, the cities and the 

churches. They held that only creating a highly paid and highly respected civil service 

for teachers and putting teachers on a par with officers of the Army. Navy and Air Force 

could high school education in the United States be salvaged. They were told that 

because the Constitution reserved education to the States the creation of a federal system 
I 

Because the 

amendment could not possibly pass. They reasoned, wholly without justification. that if 

it had been possible to amend the Constitution in order to keep people from drinking 

alcoholic beverages1 and to amend it again in order to make it possible for people to drink 
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d~J' 
alcoholic beverages, then it ought to be possible to amend the Constitution~der to 

provide the young people of America with the education that they needed. The Twenty-Fourth 

Amendment1 enabling the Federal Government to set up .-.g.-.... a~l high schools was adopted 

in 1986. 
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COUNCIL ACTIVITIES ON CAPITOL HILL 

The principal consideration to b kept in mind w.t.th reap t 

to th Council' a Hill operations is that foreign policy is •de 

by the A&Diniatr tion and ~ by th Conqraaa. Concp:eaa.t.onal 

influenc ia therefore necessarily tanqenti l only, and .t.t ia 

only rarely that Senators in sympathy with the COUncil'• 

objectives might acbiev major legislation .t.n thia ar a. On 

the other hand, it should b remembered that the Arms control 

Agency and the Peace Corps were first proposed in the Congress, 

and that the Congr sa is on occasion the source of proposals 

which ultimately ~n ~niatr tion approval. 

A second significant underlying re lity to be ~ept in mind 

is that in dealing with aymp thetic Senators the Council will 

have contact with two aomewbat differing groupas fiOI'D8 (e.g. 

Humphrey, Man field, ullbright, etc.) Who hold significant 

power becaua of their For ign elations Committee membership 

and their rel tiona in the Administration, and others ( .g. 

Clark, Hart, Mccarthy, Coop r, etc.) whose individual congres­

sional power is l~ted but wboae level of interest in and 

support of the Council' a objectives may be quite high. 

Keeping in mind the foregoing considerations, how may the 

Council beat promote ita objectives on the Bill? The subject 

may best be viewed from the vantage point of three sources of 



cong'X'esaional power a legi.alation, 

tion influence. 

1. Legislation. Th congressional l8fiialative function 

presents th moat traditional area of Bill activity for the 

Council. w th res ect to legislation which the Council may 

ORR2I'• the occ&sion for thia aria fl.'OID tilla to time but 

it will be not of tho Council' a ng, but cr a ted by those 

generally hoat1le to the Council's objectives. Here the 

COuncil may aerv •• ~ alerting and 11 taon gency a.ong ita 

fr1en4a and supporter 1n o;ppoa.t. tlon to prov1a1ona in pending 

legislation Which y otherwi achieve enactment for lack of 

any organized oppoaition. 

lt>re iJRportant .t.e the Council• a ro~e aa the proponent. of 

legislation or •t£engthen1ng 111n4mtntt ~ peQ4&ng lti&alat1og. 

In th caa of propoa 1 gialation (such aa on the aubject of 

the "ec:onom1ca of disarmament") , the Council can und rtake the 

•jor role 1n aubatantive drafting, intX'Q4uct1on, and the 

effort to enact. In the case of strengthening Ulendlaenta, th 

Council' a role would be 1110re in th nature of a cataly8t and 

lWaon agency. In th absence of cona1atent Council attention, 

group of natora which might be r 4y to make fight for a 
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part~cular objective -.y never get organized -- here tbe 

Council' a p.reeence could be c:riUcal. An ar of lttCJialation 

wher the balanc:e been cloae which might have lent 

ita lf to ra support, baa en that of the Diaarmament 

Agency. In the 4efJ.niUon of ita aoope :.Ln the appropriations 

for it and .t.n ita creation, ra congr aa~nal inter at aalght 

well bave induced ~ ... nta over the prov.t.lliona ultimately 

a pt • 

wbj ta of potential lec:Jialative action of the 1c.lnd 

aboYe aentioned, may be tbe pr aent pilaaport reatriotiona, the 

character D4 ac:o of at.-Weat excbangea 1 and a1at.lar que 

tion• lacking 1n JIOnwaental 1n41 vi u 1 iaportance but of 

considerable ssmu!I$1Y! a1gni iaance. 

2. JiiS\l!CISi2D• The 1 geat ch llenge on the Hill to the 

Council•• gination and ct1v1 ia in the area of educat1on-

education .2.( s natora and ucat.ion l?t, tb• (of c:h other 1 

the public, an4 th Adlltn1atration). number of aY nu a are 

hexe open to the Council a 

a. Copgrtl!ioHl hM£Lnql. Hear1nqa on .ubjecta 

of the Counc 1' a intereata may well be within reach. 'l'here e 

present pro pecte or auch hearings on th .. onomica of cU.a-

ari&Ul nt• be1ore a S\lbr:!oaaitte ch ir by nator Cl rk. 



Scheduled h aringa in ot:.he~ Committ es within the area of 

defense and foreign policy, may provide a forwa for aoae 

further education if th Council can provide articulat wit­

nesses to appear and testify. 

b. Written Mter1tl• This 1• an essential ingr.CU.­

ent of Senatorial education. Some good •terial which is now 

being published is not being properly circul ted ng Senators 

an4 thei~ staffer the Council can certainly increaH the 

circulation and from time to time obtain Congt:esaional Recore! 

inaertion. More importantly, the Council could and ahould 

produce written studies of ita own on areas of inter at -

particularly those which may eecape regular public attention 

ven 1n the more infoZ1118C! channels. 'l'h Council* • effectiveness 

here will depend upon its ability to produce instructive cU.­

cusa1ona on tb qurrent questions of inter at within the 

Wn1strat1on and th Congress, be!g~e they are inevocably 

reeolve4. At the present time, fo~ instance, the Council 

should certainly produce a topnotch uticle or exchan<Je of 

views on tbe question of tett inapection and coppl&anc•• 

c. epttgr partic:ipatS.On. Still .,re important is 

the job of educating and activatinCI enators intert•••· Every 

two years in the last decade has produced a new aho~t-livec.\ 
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.t.nt £911 orqanization effort at ducation among concerned an4 

liberal Congr a en and Senatore. This experience clearly 

incU.cat the re-condJ.t1ona of mor p nent aucceaa in such 

lf- ucation an organi tion. It ae clear that the 

conditione for succe a r ir ( ) that the Senators who attend 

b carefully choa fo~ each session, (b) at th ¥ have oppor-

tunity for a friendly an4 meaningful discussion with a top-1 vel 

think. r ( ither fro within the Adld.n1atr tion or fr w1 out) 

and (c) on a probl of real not ly h rectia 1 concern. 

Preferably, tb aubjea should be on which baa 1:' ch a agree 

of tting S tore to 4ec1 a u n a tangible 

course of action to chi ve a tangibl obj tiv , wh thu it be 

leqialat1on or within th r alm of influencing policy. 

are n o~ aff irs who like to 1nvolv tb elv a in real ev nts 

rath r than to diaou s political issue which can l to no 

d1soernibl nat rial ctivity. 

d. erh s rtant aa 

due tJ.on ng enator ia liaison among th ir asaiatanta. 

rry JlaPhuaon with Sen. ltanafi 1 , B n n. c rk, 

Bill Welllh with 8 n. Hart and so others, have recently 

participat in roun t l diacu 81ons in ar s of the Council' a 

inter at, but this out for Lack of an adequ t 

routin • If n a set day of the w in a ••t place th asaiatan~ 
, 

to the group o enators baring the Council' a objectives coulcS be 
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invited on a regular baaia to me t for lunch and an informal 

diacuaaion, the proapecta are good for regular ttendace. 'l'hua, 

i~ on a w ly basis h lf of the 1 asiatants were to ao .. 

togeth r with or thre outsiders tor infor.al discussion 

on currently relevant robl a, a working group could be 

c:reat.e4 'Which do a not :now operate :1n tbe 4ef ns and oreign 

r lations ar • outaicle the fo 

3. Influence within th :¥g!1ftit1a;E10n. Ito at iDiportant 

119 the i:hr e ar as of Senatorial ~luence is the influence 

of Senators within the Adm1niatration. re the Council' a 

job is the moat dif£1cult, aince the ffective uae of aucb 

congresa.ional pr aaure dep nda on gyrrent .t.ntormation concerning 

act1v1t1ea with1n the Administration. If the Council 4eairea 

to make an imp ct on a range of isau s within th Administration, 

it must have eurr nt information a to th .t..r internal status. 

or 1nstanc , th appo nt.mant of p rsons to key poSitions (e.g. 

Geneva neqotJ.ator), ght be of interest: to the Council, an4 the 

Council ¥ from time to t abl to gather friends and 

support r• in the Senate to urge th selection or nona lec:t1on 

of certain potential appointees. 

S~larly, subatantiv policies y lend th~selvea to 

this form of incU.:rect S natortal lobbying. hottld a queation 
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in the azoea of i8U'U.blent negotiations be on of intunal 

debate (within say the Diauaament Agency) , then the interest 

and influence of just f• enators gbt be .cisive with 

respect to the 4eteS"'IIination to be 4e. And on occasion, 

enators may b abl not aerely to make individual repreaenta-

tiona to high Administration officials, but to provide a ool~ 

lectJ. ve assurance to the Admin1atrat1on that if a certain 

AdJd.niatration po itJ.on is taken, it will be 9iven vocal aDd 

dedicated supP9rt by a group of senatora. One again, the 

current test-ban di.scuaaions are illuatrat1 ve - to the extent 

that domestic political considerations may inhibit the 

Admtniatration•a present bargaining position, more could be 

dona both publicly ~privately by the S nate aupport ra of 

a teat-ban agreement. 

* * * * • 

It ia impoaaible fully to define the proc w:e for 

lobbying without knowinq th objective of a particular lobbying 

effort. 'l'he d.t.ecuaaion above 1a neceaauily only se•nl1Y 
I 

valid. The iaauaa and the times haw way o defin1nq their 

own procedure. Accordinqly, ! t ia a aafe guess that once the 

Council's lobbying aaUvities co nee new a.pproacbee" will be 
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found an4 4iff ring approaches will be used for the achiev .... 

ment of Cliff ring obj ctives. 

Nevertheless, the circumatance Which givea aaaurance of 

suco as ia that there ia ,e oth5 oriJ&D:LzaUon in Waahin9ton 

dedicat to a full•time congr aa~nal effort in theae reaa 

and ready to supply full-tt.e congreaa1onal aupport to th• 

promotion of obj ec i vea which co...mt th approval of a1gn1fi• 

cant group of senators and COngressmen. Because there is a void 

and th Council is ready to fill it, the prospects ar• 9004 and 

the activity should comm nee without delay. 



A Look At The Shocking Record of 

• 
CHAIRMAN OF THE SENATE FOREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE 

RED CHINA 
"China is not judged to be aggressive be­

cause of her actions, she is presumed to be 
aggressive because she is Communist." (From 
Fulbright's book, The Arrogance of Power, 
P. 152) Fulbright has stated" ... there's noth­
ing really substantial to show that Red China 
has any great urge to conquer the world . . " 
(Arkansas Gazette, March 10, 1967) 

COMMUNISM 
In a speech before a church group, Fulbright 

declared, "Communism . . . is a doctrine of 
social justice. It is messianic in this stage of its 
revolution." Fulbright went on to classify Rus­
sia as a conservati\·e country. "Communism 
has 'redeeming te nets" and its dangers are not 
doctrinal, but fanaticism," Fulbright added. 
(Article by news reporter Bill Kennedy in the 
Southwest American in April, 1967) 

BERLIN WALL 
Appearing on the "Issues and Answers" T\" 

news program in 1961, Senator Fulbright 
stated, "I don't understand why the East Ger­
mans don't close the border, because I think 
they have a right to close it." (Congressional 
Record, August 1, 1961) Exactly 12 days later. 
the East German Communists went ahead and 
built the Berlin Wall. 

PRESIDENTIAL POWER 
"The President is hobbled m his task of 

leacling the American people to consensus and 
concerted action by the restrictions of power 
imposed on him by a constitutional system de­
signed for an 18th Century agrarian society far 
removed from the centers of world power." 
(Fulbright made this statement in a filmed mes­
sage to the Cubberly Conference on Education, 
Stanford University, July 28, 1961) 

UNITED NATIONS 
"In a real sense this so-called sovereignty, 

the power to determine our (America's) des­
tiny, is imperfect and defective. It is essential 
that we consider the delegation of power to 
some other and higher organization which is 
reasonably des igned to perform the fun ction 
which this government cannot perform. The 
United Nations Organizat ion is the logical in­
strumentality to which such power should be 
given .... " (Congressional Record , January 
25, 1946, Page A-253) 

COLD WAR 
"Fundamentally, it is believed that the Amer­

ican people have little, if any, need to be alerted 
to the menace of the cold war. ... " (Congres­

·sional ReGOrd August 2, 1961 , Page 13437) 

CUBA 
" ... The Castro Regime, is a thorn in 

fle sh; but it is not a dagger in the heart .. ' .. T 
real question concerning the future of ~ 

Castro Regime and its effect on the U.S. 
whether Castro can in fact succeed in provid . 
a better life for the Cuban people; in makl 
Cuba a little paradise, a real Pearl of t 
Antilles; and whether he can do a better jl 
than the U.S. and its friends can do elsewhe . 
in Latin America." (Congressional Recor 
May9,1961) 

AMERICAN NATIONAL 
GOVERNMENT 

"It is imperative that we break out of t 
intellectual confines of cherished and tradition 
beliefs and open our minds to the possibili 
that bas ic changes in our system may be esse. 
tial to meet the requirements of the 20th Ce 
tury . ... " (Cubberly Conference, Stanfo 
University, July 28, 1961) 

LATIN AMERICA 
"In other Latin American countries, 

power of ruling oligarchies is so solidly est :.! 
lished and th eir ignorance is so great that th ... 
seems little prospec t of accomplishing econon . 
growth or social reform by means short of th 
forcible overthrow of established authorities.· 
(Congrc sional Reeord, March 25, 1964) 

VOTE WITH YOUR DOLLARS, TODAY, TO HELP DEFEAT SENATO R FULBRIGHT! PLEASE RUSH YOUR MAXIMUM CON­
TRIBUTION TO: BERNARD FOR SENATE CO MMITTEE • 808 DONAGHEY BUILDING • UTILE ROCK, ARKANSAS 72201 
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'LIB~RAl' Cs Sit BI1Ci~S 

FULBRU.~~IT A!JD FOUR 
JTHER SENATORS 

By DAN THO:\lASSO~ 
Scripps-Howard Staff Writer 

\\'ASHINGTON.- A well-heeled private polit­
cal organization already is pouring tens of thou­
ands of dollars into the 1968 re-election campaigns 
,f fhe libera l senators- four of them doves on 
'ietnam. 

The funds a re being directed through private 
contriburors by the National Commitll:e for an 
EffectiYe Congress to Sens. J. William Fulbright 
(Ark.). Gai lor:-d Nelson tV•lis.) . George !\lcGovcrn 
\S.D.). :..nd Frank Church (ldnho). all Democra:s 
~ nd critics of U.S. Vietnam policy. The fifth bene­
ficiary of NCEC aid is Sen. Thomas Kuchel 
(Calif.). Republican \~hip and a supporter of Viet­
nam policy. 

Rus ell Hemenway. nat ional director of NCEC. 
>aid it is h is organization's policy to make only 
">izable" contributions to candidates "hose races 
&re t!?ht enough ·'for our help to make a differ­
ence. 

He sa id a "sizable'' contribution was nothing 
less than 545,000 or $50.000. -

The NCEC says it upplied about $7:!5.000 from 
its O\\n funds or through its supporters to liberal 
house and Senate candidates. most of them Demo­
crats. in the last two general elections. 

Hemenway said the NCEC hopes to be respon­
sible for S I million in contributions during the 
I 968 election. 

NCEC conducted a solicitation cocktail party in 
\\'a. hington last week for the five senators. At the 
party, v. here Sen. and Mrs. Eugene McCarthy , D­
~1 in n., acted as hosts, guests were invited to make 
substantial direct contributions. 

Hemenway denied the candidates' positions on 
Vietnam were responsi ble for NCECs support, but 
conceded their anti-war stands are a major reason 
they are expected to have close races for re­
election. 

"They're all senators we have supported in the 
past.'' he said. "We never take a formal position 
on anything. We support those we feel would be 
an asset to the senate and mostly they're liberals." 

He said the fi ve candidates already have received 
large contributions but refused to say how much. 

(Reprinted from Newsweek, August 12, 1968) 

FULBRIGHT: HARD FIGHT AHEAD 

AltllL\ugh Democr:Jtic Sen. J. William Fulbright 
of Arbnsas wo n a close primary election last 
week . he is ~till Lr from ou t of danger. E'I:-Gov. 
Sidney 1-.lc/l[ath. a Democra t an ti strong surporter 
oi LBJ's Vietnam policy. is expected to support 
Fulbright's Republic::tn opponen t. Charles Bernard. 
tre~surer of the state's Republican Part}'. Ful­
bright's primary battle \\ ith segregationist Jim 
Johnson was a rough one and the resulting ill 
feeling probably v. ill reduce the Democratic vote 
in November. 

OlE 
IN FULBRIGHT'S SH.ATE RACE 

From The Commercial Appeal l itlle Rock eureau 

August 2. 1968 

urn.E ROCK . /lug. I.-Senator J. William 
Fulbria.ht won renomination to a fif th six-\'~a r term 
Tuesday over three Democratic opponents, but his 
re-election is comidered far from sure. 

The dovish senator still must face Republican 
Charle Bernard of Earle in this fall' general 
election, and observers a re convinced it probably 
will be the toughest race Mr. Fulbright has faced 
since enter ing the Senate in I 944. 

Obse rvers in several sections of the state and 
other candidates running statewide campaigns had 
been reporting consistently that Senator F ulbright 
was in trou ble. That may have been confirmed by 
the primary election results . 

As one observer put it early Wednesday mornino 
whi!e watching the mounting returns clo el ', ''If h~ 
cant get any more th an 53 per cent of t:he vote 
again t three radicals , he is in trouble." 

Mr. Bernard. a 41 -year-old Delta planter and 
businessman. carefully has been rejecting extrem­
ists of any hue in building a non-radical image 
for his bout with the senator. 

Obse rvers are convinced that Senator Fulbright 
is in trouble primarily ''because he doesn't repre­
sen t Arkansas." as numerous voters have put it, 
rather than over his Vietnam War stance. 

Reprinted from 

liuman Events 
August 10, 1968 

FULBRIGHT VULNERABLE 
Sen . J. William Fulbright, the Senate's 

leading Viet Nam critic, squeaked through 
his Arkansas Democratic primary without a 

runoff, gaining 53 per cent ~ *'*' ~-, 
of the vote against three fkj'#< ,_... "• , 
opponents. Fulbright had IJj ~ J 
predicted he would get ~ 1 ~- i 

~ -~?..- - --=! 

65 per cent, and now f! , • .-- <;. 1 
must face what he calls r - •c-0. ~ 
his "toughest opposition" f -:;:; ; .. "'-~ 
in the November elec- ~ i Kl i 
tion against Republican l.-.. -~L-~J 
Charles Bernard. FULBRIGHT 

Fulbright. who campaigned on a platform 
opposed to right-to-work laws and the teach­
ing of evolution in Arkansas schools, won 
with a coalition of intellectuals, labor lead­
ers, hard-line liberals and Old Guard Demo­
crats. His closest competitor, state VVallace­
for-President leader and White Citizen's 
Counci l candidate Jim Johnson, received 
88,000 votes less than Fulbright. 

Bernard, Fulbright's November opponent, 
was unopposed in the primary and is gen­
erally regarded to be the strongest Sena!e 
candidate the Arkansas GOP has put up m 
this century. A businessman-farmer and 
treasurer of the state party, the 40-year-old 
Bernard will be a magnet for the substantial 
anti-Fulbright voter bloc in the state. Addi­
tionally, Bernard is more popular with the 
Negro voters than the incumbent liberal 
Democrat, who has alienated the black com­
munity with his repeated votes against civil 
rights bill s. 

" The man is definitely vulnerable," says 
Bernard of the chairman of the Senate For­
eign Relations Committee. "He's lost con­
tact with the people. He hasn't served the 
interests of the Arkansas people well." His 
interests are somewhere else. And a Ful­
bright aide adds that Arkansas voters who 
do not like his boss "are the majority." 

.. 
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State Finance 
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I<••H'.Jrcli /J/rcct0r 

ROGER GLOVER 
Sr)('ci,, l Cmup.~ 

Co0rdin111or 

JAMES TmRY 
Yo(lth Coordinator 

Fellow American: 

I'm writing this letter to you because your nrume has been brought to 
my ttttcntLon 1W Lt pt.:roun clel'ply concl'rneclubout America. 

J),q·l• h1 ArkmHin s , we nn• ln the flnnl w ll'kH of: ono of th • most crucilll 
Senate races in the Unltccl States. This race offers patriotic Americans a 
tremendous opportunity to def ea t Senator J. William Fulbright. 

I think you know who Senator Fulbright is. As Chnirmnn of the power­
ful Sennte Foreign R lations Connnittee, he has done mon to divide America on 
the ioouc of Conn.nunism than ony othwr man in thu country. HIS DEFENr HOULD 
STRIKE A RESOUNDING CHO RD FOR FREEDOM-LOVING PEOPLE THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 

As you can see from the enclosed folder, the race is now a toss-up. 
Charles Bernard, Fulbright's Republican opponent, stands an excellent chance 
of defeating him. But, ultimately, the winner will be decided by patriotic 
Americans like you and me. If we do our share, we' 11 be able to defeat 
Fulbright-- if not, he'll be elected for a term running until 1975. 

Think of that -- another six years of Senator Fulbright as Chairman of 
the powerful Senate Foreign Relations Connnittee with vast influence over Ameri­
can foreign policy. 

The enclosed folder also points out that out-of-state liberal organi­
zations are pouring thousands of dollars into the effort to save Fulbright. 
The liberal NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR AN EFFECTIVE CONGRESS alone has pledged 
over $50,000. Add to that all the other money coming from "far left" groups 
rn1d ollH'r ()tiL'S t JnnnbJ t' ~;nurc"n, m1d yo 1 cnn nppr •c r ;tte h \~ important it r B 

Lf11il. Wl' Lt1111 l <l jl i iLI ' fnL:fv /llllt'l f\ ~II II H Ill< ~:' ytlllll:t<; ll' l111 ' t:lll['l''\\' L, 

We~ must rnfsc :1t 1 'nAt $]00,000 ln thl' nl•xt 17 dnys, if Wl' tH' • Lo lwnt 
Lh<· Jo'uJIJrJ.p,hL p<·< p1< lu l'vllt'l·vln~:; Lhu "p~·l 111 u " l.'llJlu tmd l:<ll,,v.t.:~l.vn t.lm<-' ~mJ 
the billboards that we must have to win. I think you know that political ad­
vertising must be paid for in advance. 

If we raise this money-- we'll be able to commit ourselves to the 
necessary programs to win. If we don't, I think it is fair to say we ' ll lose, 
and Fulbright will be re-elected. No man in the United States needs to be 
defeated more than Senator J. William Fulbright. 

Do you recall the day the Berlin Wall went up in August 1961? Freedom­
loving people around the world were stunned by the Communists' cruelty. Yet 
it was Senator Fulbright who, as Chairman of the Senate Foreign Relations 
Committee, said exactly 12 days before the wall was built : 

"I don't understand why the East Germans don't close the 
border, because I think they have a ,right to close it." 

(over, please) 



Think of the encouragement this gave the Communists to build that wall. 

Imagine having the most powerful man on foreign policy in the U.S. Senate openly 

concede East Berlin to them. 

He has pleaded for recognition of Red China. He has worked for a "hands 

off" policy towards Castro and Communist. Cuba. He opposed U.S. intervention in 

the Dominican Republic -- this American intervention literally prevented a Com­

munist takeover. 

He was an outspoken supporter of the "Consular Treaty". He has been a 

loud and divisive voice opposing our efforts to stop Communism in Vietnam. Per­

haps the clearest testimony I can give you to show how dangerous a man J. William 

Fulbright is, is the statement of praise by the Communist Party organ, PRAVDA. 

It said of him: 

"He is the best expert in foreign politics within the U.S. 
Senate." (Reported in ARKANSAS GAZETTE, April 8, 1964). 

That is the same Communist paper that has vilified such great patriots as 

Barry Goldwater, Robert Taft and General MacArthur. 

So please -- help us defeat Senator Fulbright~ His opponent, Charles 

Bernard, is a strong and dedicated American, an effective conservative Republi­

can, an attractive and dynamic campaigner. He is a successful businessman. 

He has the overwhelming support of conservatives and Republicans across 

Arkansas. But this isn't enough. Because of the tremendous amount of liberal 

money pouring into the Fulbright campaign from across the country, we must ask 

your help. 

Charles Bernard is a man fully qualified to be the U.S. Senator from 

Arkansas. In a recent visit to Arkansas, Ronald Reagan said of him: 

"Charles Bernard is an outstanding American whose election 
to the U.S. Senate is a 'must' . 11 

I don't feel I'm overstating the case or being too dramatic by saying that 

if you ~et this opportunity pass -- our cause may be lost. I'm writing to you 

and a small group of other patriotic Americans whom I pray I can count on. We 

desperately need your support. 

Please send whatever you can, but please do it now 
$100 or $1,000. I'm enclosing an envelope for you to use 
wait to hear from yo~. 

With deep concern, 

l < ~tloq I \/t:ld1 

whether it be $10, 
and I'll anxiously 

SLt Lu flr tl cu Chnlnnun 
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