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'Arthur Schlesinger is e brillisnt, perceptive, eloquent and widely

and justly honored historien. Youthful snd vigorous, he became 8 Kbnnedy disciﬁle 7

ddring'the campeign, in which he was a major perticipent. Ks a supporter of Adlel

Stejenson, he had observed the younger Kennedy, his methods and politica} allies,
during thérunsuéééssful 1956 campaign, wheﬁ Kbﬁnsdy sought the vice-presidentiel
nomination. He wes & friend of the faﬁily and 1deélly sutxwi prepered for the
Boswellisn role in which he cast himself upon the desthnof the President, if not
esrlier. Schlesinger tells us he hsd agreed notito write the definitive history

of the Rennedy yesrs, leaving that to the president who wes himself en sccomplished

writer; but thét, with the debacle of the Bey of Pigs, the President released him

accounts

from this promiée - nay - ordered him to prepsre the true and officiel version, on =

the ground thet sll the other gréups énd forcés.iﬂiéiied fhnfhemdiségggf‘héd“

already begun the d;afting of their own s®zzm versions, none of which, at lesst

bby inference, would be fair honest, full or fair to the President. These other

histories, without doubt, were the spologie of those upon whose shoulders the
President and Schlesinger xmai believed the real fsult lay, despite the forth-

right anf honoféble'conduct of the President in assuming full and unshared

responsiblty. (Quote book)
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As 8 participant in the making of history, Schlesinger was in an
idesl position to record the meens by end msnner in which it was mede.-The
netionsl traumé of the sssassination had hardly begun to Wane béfwre’he was af
éork. His book, "A Thousend Dsys", has about-empage_;ef day. It is a messive,

. ’ ‘ and skilfully
monumentsl work in which the authors rere end unusuel gifts snd emply/employed.

His command of lengusge and his definess end lucidity in its employment, combined
with his own intimete snd often first-hsnd knowledge of the people end events,

rsanzpedzin produced dhd unususl snd exciting book whose readibility novelists
may well envy. It renks, without possibility of doubt, as one of the msjor

historical writings of all time.

This is not becsuse i; 1sveSSentially 8 work of history, for it is not.
I is a vpolemic, & work éf journelism, end this, perhsps, enhances 1@21mpp{?ance.
Schelesinger is s great journalist, a scintillating reconteur, an eminently
express;ve snd highly enterteining and persuassive epologist. And this is Whﬁt,hQ?w;vu
fagéinatingragd enormously velusble work is, an apoldéy for and explenation of the
Kennedy yesrs end s dedicated justification of the Kennedy scts. Nor is this in
1t;elf a failing or s feult, for Schlesinger was both ayﬁarticipant and 8 disciplé,

and there is no waxk wrong in a personal end personslized record, ss it is obvious
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there cen be and in fact is the grestest velue,

If Schlesinger end his book can be faulted, 1t is not becsuse of its
intimacy amd or even its pertisenship, 8 quality he disgﬁises with consummate

craft end megnificent langusge. Rather it is becduse of a quite humsn end

excuseble lsck of complete historical integrity. His purpose is to relse the
stature of his hero from six to ten feet and from humenity to qj?ty. Contempnranéously

he has succeeded; historically he has failed.

Rerely does Schlesinger lence the phelanx of thensdversaries of his
) his '
Goad, prefering instead to smith ke sccount into spesrs upon which they will

 impeil themselves. His verpél forge tempered fine steel uﬁon each and sll of

ot gradien

his the op-onents of his god, whether of minor or mejor steture, wrm is pierced.

Whether‘or-not fair to his sdversaries, this’rasults in a distorte# picture of the

President snd en account of some espects of his Presidency thst, upon analysis

by historians of Aetachment and of the future, wi}l cest him in a Sstanic shad@w.
Kbnnedy, Schlesingervwould_haveAus‘belieye, wgs almost without feﬁlt

of error, and even those errors Kennedy acknowledged as his own, such as the

final decision to proceed with the evil, illegel snd entifély miskegotten

Bey of Pig effalr, were not, in fesct, his own misfékes. Like God, Kennedy made

no mistekes, Porhaps it would be more apt to say that, like Jesus, Kennedy erred
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in trusting Judes, and slmost enyone else was Judas.

This is not to say fhat so many of Kennedy's advisors did not Bé£;§§ "
him, for they did, from ignorance, misunderstanding or total and unrelieved
dedicstion to the cold war. But it is %o Say thet; when careful and competent
historians of the future snslyze this bosk, es in the heat and politiqal”gore of

the dey it hes not been enalyzed, they will find the dilénestion of a cold snd

crafty politicsl pro, nbt 8 godly or even seintly men, as Schlesinger intended.
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It méy well be that es s record for history, the cerefully edited

accounts of the magor events of the Kennedy years can serve the opposite end.

It is'easy to find shockingly detsiled documentation of Kennedy's dedication to.
self rather than country, such as in the preludes to the Presidents 1961 eppearsnce
.8t the United Nations on ‘page 483, Here Kennedy is deseribed as haying told o
UN Ambesssador Adlsi Stevenson, ™ You have the hardest thing in the world to sell.

, eny . ‘
It reslly doesn't meke/sense - the idea thet Taiwan represents “hins. But if we

lose this fight, if Red “hina comes into the UN during our first year in town,
your first year end mine, they'll run us both dut. eee delsy the edmission of
Red “hine until sfter the election. ... you must do everything you can... Whetever

is required is oksy by me. ... I am for sny stretegy that works..."”
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After B,
Upon his return to the United States from the Vienna conference with

Khruschev in early 1961, which followed conference en route with President Dr Gaulle-
of France snd Prime Minister MecMillen of Greet Britein, Rennedy mobilized the
Netionsl Gusrd. At the tine it Wes smejor event,~for. it interrupted the lives and

countless femilies end shocked the country into en understsnding that, at lesst

one
in the President's mind, & crisis-like condition existed, ami that might lead to

war
¥sr end one certainly requiring the lmnediate svailsbility of more already-trsined
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men in the smy. Schlesinger found this unworthy or note or even s the most

casusl, off-hend mention, although & mejor portion of the bockmiis devoted to
Vienns end developments end events flowing from it, He failed to mention it in

conext context or eanywhere else. He ignored it completely. Search of the index

o s . - LB

discloses no mention quwhere in the book of the Nationsl Gusrd, mohilizationm,

the reserves, smy or military.Nor is it listed under "Xennedy" or "Berlin", to

which it wes closely relsted.

Yot such s dremetic displgy,ﬁgspecial;y fpl}owing the tqugh exchenges
at Viema, could not but have hed the‘most serious sttention in Moscow end, inevitabhf:

wWAS a tremendubus effect on Russien policy.




So it is slso with those ma jor occurrences sny one of which might heve
incinerated the world or destroyed the United Nations. There is not a single'referénce'

to the phrase so descriptive of the thenfprevalent mythology upon which policy wes

built, "The Russiens only understsnd strength -vgéf-fough" in the sccounts of those

yeérs in wiich this fiction dominated both thinking snd policy. There is almost

no mention of the Congo, end in' the first helf of the book, only incidentel “Hi'

use of the word, such es in saying what De Gaulle thought of things. Where for

five of the eleven hundred peges the Congo becomes & subject, Schelsinger seeks
to show that Kennedy's Congo policy was merely thst of the UN, This may not be the
recollection of those who during the crisis went to bed at night wondering if they'd
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be burned iwm & nuclesr cetestpephe during their sleep, nor will it be the opinion

| | astert o/
of future, less journalitic historiens, Mshy “other things sre glossed to
A f

portray Kennedy in whet, in the current concpets, 1s the best possible light. But

the historicsl snd the current views may not at sll coincide.

¥het in the spirit of the cold war - and Schlessinger weges it sgainst
the Russisns, the Republicens end smny of the President's other advisors - may

seem a8 glorification of his man may in history demesn him.
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Historiens of the future can invoke this book to prove Kennedy was
realpolitik
) ] bu¥ﬁeen

. an intellectusl Hesushofer, dividing his/loyalties end dedication Iirst his

-

own politicsl amb;tiogs and, subordinste to thet, to & new imericen imperielism.

They can invoke it to vrove
end the Soviet Union, kept the world teetering thE on the inhereted Dulles brink
“of flery exterminstion. = :

Without analysis, the quintéssence-of the men snd his sdministrstion
‘are iégf in‘fﬂe férséify 6f boiificél paftiSAﬁShipiélééké&;aé”histofy. Aﬁalyéfé
in depth and deteil, must eway tﬁe unfolding ofnthe histories now being made snd
the interpretations future Plutarchs, not Schlesingers. By consulting sources in

addition to Schlessinger, xmsTexhEmanxKenredy they will find e more human

Kennedy who made his own mistekes, learned to not trust his edvisors, and had come

end their significence ned :
to sn understsnding of why he mede his mistakes/and set §ReW% himself to their

rectification, & task by which he might have rewritten the history just recorded

) . come to p8ss.
ond chenged the direction of world events thet hed not yetb sxanapkredz It is

this that his asssssinatlion made impossible.

Despite his biss end whet, beceuse he is such @ deservedly respected end

honéred historian, mey fairly be called lack of honesty, Schlesinger has done 8
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job the importsnce of which is not subject to exaggerstion. Assuming the truthful
recounting of thosevevents he recounts and the honest representation of the
conversations snd conferences - end thsreYis noj reason not to so sssume - and

sllowing for the elision ofmthose words end eévents not comforteble to him in his

T 3

phrpbées, he hes done more than equip historiesns of the future with the rew

meteriels for countless lifetimes of work end interpretations.
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The very mess of his materiel’ the incredible speed with which he

- agsembled end wrote it - in itself a displé& 6f»11£$rary precoéity almﬁé%ﬂ
unequalled,® end in itself = iin#nxsxthxtconsideration that denied both
more‘seriousAeditiing and meture reflection - zombimm,meXdrinse-fha-wieheat
are of transcendentally grester value thaﬁ their imporfance for.the futuré.
Thebr pre-eminent vsiue is current - for today - for the todays of tﬁe imzediate
future will determine whether there will be & future end whet kind of future
i1+ will be. From it todéy;é politicisns, assisted to the degree possible by
today's Wriferé end enelysts, mjst mine fﬁe kﬁo&ledge‘éf £hé>ef;ors, the flaws

consequent

of ressoning and the/defects of policy that led to the grossest misavphrhension of

the powers end forces we must live with in the nucleermworld., And from this can

come 8 better understending of these forces and powers, what impels and controls




N

them, what they went and seek, and how they function, without which thé_

preservation of the country if not the world itself may be impossible.
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