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... he was earthy, human, witty, quick, grace-
bright, sometimes vulgar,

funny, irreverent — light years removed from
some king at a Round Table”

By Hahamaaama C. Bradlee

Bradlee, executive editor of The .E&aaﬁoa Post, was o friend and
neighbor of Johw Kennedy and author of “That Specinl Grace,” a v i

cence about Kennedy.

W.—H.:m LEGENDS of Camelot and King Ar-
thur were largely laid upon the land in
the 12th Century by one Geoffrey of Mon-
moith, described in my Encyclopaedia Brittan-
nica as a “reckless forger.”

The legends of Camelot and John Fitzger-
ald Kennedy were largely laid upon the land
in the 20th Century by his widow Jacqueline
in an interview with the skilled, sensitive—
and in this particular case, reluctant—jour-
nalist, Teddy White, in Life magazine Sn
week after JFE was E:Hna_.mn

To reread the Arthurian legends 826
than 900 years after they were written, as a
reporter in the Washington of Richard
Nixon, is to boggle the mind. Especially that
knightly fellowship of the Round Table—
Haldeman, Ehrlichman, Mitchell, Colson,
Dean, Magruder, Ziegler, Stans?

But my mind is also stretched more than

somewhat by rereading “For One Brief Shin-

ing Moment . . . Camelot” in the Deec. 5, 1983,
issue of Life,

“At night before we'd go to sleep, Jack
liked to play some records, and the song he
loved most came at the very end of this

‘record,”” White quoted Mrs, Kennedy., “The

lines he loved to hear were: ‘Don't let it be
forgot that onee there was a spot, for one
brief shining moment that was ﬁmoib as
om:._m_an. )

... and it will never be that way again.”

Perhaps it is unfair to hold a woman,
fiercely bereaved, to the judgments reached
in a moment of awful pain. Certainly, it is
unfair to guestion her commitment made in
the same interview: “I'm never going to live
in Europe. I'm not going to ‘travel exten-
gively abroad.” That's a desecration. I'm go-
ing to live in the places I lived with Jack.”

Haunted by Legend

p UT MY POINT js simply that John F.
Kennedy was no _ﬂz._m Arthur, and if the

That may well be history’s ultimate judg-
ment of the man and his accomplishments,
though surely the durability of that sense of
promise, as strong today as it was 10 years
ago, will make the next generation of histo-
rians careful, %

But the point is that's no way to look at
Jack Kennedy . . . through Camelot lenses.
King Arthur comes through 900 years of his-
tory as some kind of faintly noble, humor-
less sap, uninvolved in the minutiae of liv-
ing, free from such vital human frailties as -
anger, fault-finding, sarcasm.

Not to put too fine a point on it, this was
not John F. Kennedy as I remember him.
What follows are anecdotes culled from con-
versations I had with Kennedy while he was
President. These conversations were tran-
seribed generally within 24 hours, always
within one week. They prove, I suppose,
whatever anyone wants them to prove. To -
me they prove that he was earthy, human,
witty, auick, graceful, sometimes petty,
bright, sometimes vulgar, funny, irreverent

. light years removed from some Middle
.ﬁma king at a Round Table.
3 oD 5

Ifeb. 14, 1962; At @ White House dance some
days before, the President had told me o
few minutes after midnight that the swap
of Soviet spy Col. Abel for the American U-2
pilot Gary Powers hed just been completed.
I had told Phil Grahem, publisher of The
Washington Post, who in turn had told his
neght editor. The Post had a twe-howr world-
wide beat, and the rest of the press was
furious.

E PRESIDENT said he was about to

order an investigation info the Powers
leak, but thought it over for 24 hours and
came to the conclusion that w_m didn’t have
to. .
“Plucky ( Pierre war:mmﬁ maﬁm mza. a Enr
out of tracing those leaks backto me,” JFK
said. “I have to be more careful.” He said he
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funny, irreverent — light years removed from
some king at a Round Table.”

- o
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By Benjamin C. Bradlee
Bradlee, executive mmnoq of The Washingion Post, was a friend and
ighbor of Johw K y and author of “That Special Grace,” a reminis.
cence about Kennedy.
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in a moment of awful pain. Certainly, it is wide beat, and the rest of the press was
unfair to question her commitment made in furious.
the same interview: “I'm never going to live HE PRESIDENT said he was about to

in Europe. I'm not going to ‘travel exten- o
sively abroad.” That's a desecration. I'm go-
ing to live in the places I lived with Jack.”

order an investigation into the Powers
leak, but thought it over for 24 hours and
came to the nouanmsn that he didn’'t have
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pOT MY am.o.rz_e I _m:_:g_% 5.& u%__ﬁ £ out of tracing those leaks back to me,” JFK
Kennedy was no King Arthur, and if the said, “I have to be more careful” He said he

Ryl Mo noenan, Sutesus Asem, fiore had blown his stack about the leak on the
noble or knightly than most of their succes- Cuban embargo and ordered Salinger to

sors, the Kennedy White House was no Cam- § 7

i pare no effort in finding out who leaked
elat. The legend EWM:E Wag nm__n it %Em%aﬂ that one. Salinger worked like hell for two
come back to haunt them ... . in the rash o days, finally reported back to the President

“Plucky (Pierre mw.cnwoi gets m:....r a kiek

critical re-examinations that began with the he had found the culprit
firstrate “The Best and the Brightest” and . ' jois et Wh ey
has continued in most of the 10th anniver- Salinger” (gleefully)—You, *
. ; . - : T sary reprises of those thousand days, which 5 »
e i g S L ( have labeled John F. Kennedy as long on - @0 (crestfallen)—What do you mean?
; : Hyannisport, Aug. 31, 1963—John P. Kennedy Librars photo promise and short on performance. See LEGEND, Page C5
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 Or Shadow?

By Haynes Johnson

Toh ,&: an assist anaging editor of The Washing.
ton Post, is the author of “The uaw.. of Pigs” and other
books nbnﬁ the 1960z,

GEMHE uog_. is that of a muscular, well-developed and
well-nourished adult Caucasian male measuring
72% inches and weighing approximately 170 pounds.
. The hair is reddish _z.osﬁ and abundant, the eyes

mu.m blue, ,..” 5

Even that grim -autopsy :Eonn with its elinieal
descriptions of massive wounds and incisions and
condition of lungs, heart, abdominal cavity and skeletal
system, contained strangely uzmg& language that
madé us feel, again, a terrible sense of sudden loss.
From then to now, John F, Kennedy has had more of
a hold over us in death than he ever had in life.

A decade has passed, Once again the newsstands and
bookstores are filled with an outpouring of Kennedy
reminiscences. Jack and Jackie, Caroline and John-
John; grace and beauty, charm and Camelot, Remem-
ber? ‘Aside from this artificial anniversary date, what
difference does it really make? Ten years after Dallas
we still cannot resolve whether the Kennedy Iegacy
was owo of substance or u:unoi

”—_H_. MAY WELL BE that Em mast ironic legacy Ken.
‘nedy left us is his death. The Kennedy assassination
brought home the shattering fact of the mortality of our
highest leaders. Until that first bullet was fired from
the Texas School Book Depository building at the
motoreade below in Dealey Plaza, our Presidents were
becoming as exalted as emperors of old. They were
not méré mortals; they were Presidents, half enshrined
in _3_9 and accorded public awe and reverence from
“the moment they were inaugurated. Their times in
office were not just elected terms; they presided over
“eras.” John Kennedy's murder taught us how fleeting
those eras can be, and was. fallible the men who per-
sonify them are.
Fate and events have anou unkind to our Presidents
since that day in Dallas. Lyndon Johnson was driven

trom oftice by the people who overwhelmingly m_aa.mn ,

him,
See DECADE, Page C2
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Two Reassessments

By Michael Harrington

Hatringlon, e leading American Socialist,
iz the outhor of “The Other America,” which
helped launch the War on Poverty.

OHN F, KENNEDY grew in office. That
is the key to his .z.wm_nm:ﬁ brief presi-
dency.

I did not vote for Kennedy in 1860, 1
stupidly repeated an old leftist cliche, that
Demoerats and Republicans are peas in a
pod, Tweedledum and Tweedledee, and re-
fused to vote for either major candidate.

I recall that blunder for a reason: to em-
phasize that I do not look back on the Ken-
nedy years as a nostalgic exile from Came-
lot. Even though I understood early on in
his administration that I should have voted
for Kennedy, I attacked him for his escala-
tions in Vietnam, his hesitations in eivil

rights and on many other issues. On Nov. 22, -

1963, when I heard the unbelievable news
in Milan, I was nearing the end of a year in
Europe, anxious to come home and make
amends for 1960 by campaigning for him in
1964. T write, then, as a man of the left who

was forced against his own prejudices to.

recognize John Kennedy's contribution.
See LEFT, Page Ci

By Richard J. Whalen

Whalen, a former aide to Richard Nizon,
is the author of “The Founding Father a
Eaa;i&. of Joseph P. Kennedy. .

EN YEARS after his assassination, John

F. Kennedy has entered history and the
common American tradition. Enshrined in
granite, postage stamps, and schoolroom
porfraits, the martyred President “who died
too young” is part of the past that belongs
to every citizen.

Less certain, however, is the status—in-
deed, the definition—of the Kennedy politi-
cal legacy. It is not even clear to whom it
will belong in the future.

The presumptive beneficiaries, of course,
are Sen Edward M. Kennedy and the Demo-
cratic Party. But their claim, on inspection,
proves surprisingly disputable, If the Ken-
nedy legacy is little more than a memory
of a distinctive personal manner and “style,”
Teddy is the heir and can prove it by merely
opening his mouth, But if the legacy is more
substantial, consisting of positions upheld,
policy themes stated, values exemplified and
virtues celebrated, there ought to be a fair-
ly clear resemblance between what Kennedy
stood for and what the present-day Demo-
cratie Party stands for.

See RIGHT, Page C4

“1'he Crumbling
Ot Sand Castles’

By Tim O’Brien

O’'Brien 45 a national reporter for The Washinglon Post.
His book about his Army service in Vietnam, “If I Die
in a Combat Zone,” was published this year,

EFORE JANUARY, 1960, I was aware that a man

named Eisenhower was President. But John F. Ken-
nedy was the first President I truly knew—whose move-
ments were familiar, whose voice and manner and
physical presence were real, whose private life had
been made public to me.

I was 14 when he was elected. I was 17 when he died,

I was young.
, His death did not trawmatize me, but it did introduce
me to grief. His was my first funeral, and though I
mourned before a television set and not before a wooden
coffin, it was a funeral and nothing else. T was a bit
wide-eyed, self-conscious, even before the TV. I tried
to maintain a certain dignity, and at times I succeeded
and other times I did not, I was new to grief, but I
understood how it must be handled. It is a confronta-
tion between pure sadness and the emotions of help-
lessness and anger that come with the crumbling of
sand castles. In grief, there is terrible sadness, but
there is also terrible disillusionment. Disillusionment
in the strict sense—the shedding of mistaken ideas,
the explosion of fictions such as permanence and B.EE
idealism and Eunmn.»w::,.@

ULNERABLE. When ngmn% was killed, T felt

vulnerable through and through. My own tissue

was youthful looking, but it was finally vulnerable, Tt

was then that I understood that the fine and beautiful

fictions I lived by had little power against the stark
facts of reality and biology.

The reality was my teacher on that Friday afternoon.
“Sic_semper tyrannis,” he said, always loving to punc-
ture emotion. “Sic semper tyronnis, Thus always to
tyrants.”

- Even then it had started, Iconolatry and ivonoclasm.

“You have to stand back from all this,” he said. “It’s
terrible, I know, But yow'll have to view it as history,
because that’s what it is now—history. O_Sw Who said
Fic semper lyrannis?”

See YOUTH, gﬂ C5
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| Revisionism and Reality

By Richard Harwood
Harwood, assistant. managing editor
. charge of national news for The
Washington Post, "is co-author of
“Lyndon.”

HEN JOHN KENNEDY died, a
maudlin Irishman is alleged to

. have said, “Ah, they cried the rain

down that night.” i

The columnist, Mary McGrory, told
her friend, Daniel P, Moynihan, “We'll
mever laugh again.” To which Moyni-
han replied, “Heavens, Mary. We'll
laugh again. It's just that we'll never
be young again.” .

Those were symptoms of a grief
that became one of the great emotional
phenomena in all human history. It
affected tens of millions of people on
every continent. It found expression
in poetry and song and prayer and
monuments and legends and in memo-
ries that today, 10 years after the event,
are painful to hold.

““Why,” Harold Macmillan would ask,

: “was this feeling—this sorrow—at once

.

so universal and so individual? Was it

_not because he seemed, in his own per-

son, to embody all the hopes and aspi-
rations of this new world that is strug-
gling to emerge—to rise, Phoenix-like,
from the ashes of the old?”

It would have seemed so then and it
would seem so today in those endless
clusters of visitors climbing the hill to
the grave in Arlington Cemetery, in

* those numberiess shacks and tenements

and splitlevels where the Kennedy
picture hangs on the wall, where the
Kennedy mementos are pressed away
in albums and cedar chests.

It no longer seems so, however, in
the new literature that is arising in the
great universities and publishing facto-
ries of America. In those quarters, his-
tory is being revised, Kennedy legends
are being dissected, a harsh new wis-
dom about the man is struggling to be
born. .

A Central Theme
HE ESSAYIST Ronald Steel, writ-
ing in the New York Review of

- Books in 1970, struck a central theme
-for the Kennedy debunkers:

“As the brief reign of John F. Ken-
nedy recedes into the historical past,

- leaving the Vietnam war as its perma-
' nent monument, and as Robert Kenne-
- dy's unending succession of agonizing

reappraisals now seems little more than
a footnote to the tribulations of Lyn-

" don Johnson, it is sometimes hard to

remember what the Kennedy legend is
all about. . . . It got tarnished some-

crmeren S Hln Thers Al Taetn awmd

* rotie origing,

Her personal judgment on Kennedy
is unexceptional as an example of New
Left revisionism: “I stand with those
liberals and liberal-radicals who criti-
cize the Kennedys not for the human-
istic promises -they so articulately
made, but for the preponderant lack
of fulfillment of such promises and
for the self-centered arrogance that

50 often underlay the assumption,

spoken or not, that only the Kennedys
could lead the nation toward the
‘American Dream’.”

Where she advances the critigue is
in her use of the psycho-history tech-
nigue to argue that Kennedy was guilty
of policy deficiencies because he was
the wvietim of psychological deficien-
cies.

Thus: “A major part of my theme is
that the Kennedy demand for power
grew out of neurotic competition far
more than from genuine competence;
that an obsessive-compulsive need for
power and social recognition basically
motivated the Kennedy triumphs; that
this need arose from a profound sense
of powerlessness and rejection in indi-
vidual Kennedys and in the family as a
whole, and that, therefore, the glorious
promises, because of their largely neu-
remained largely unful-
filled and unfulfillable.”

Specifically,
nedy was a man obsessed who took the
nation into tragic adventures — the
Bay of Pigs, the Cuban missile crisis,
Vietnam — out of a neurotic need to
prove his manhood.

Today’s “counterculture,” as Bruce
Mazlish remarks in a foreword to the
Clinch book, “is a revulsion against
this ‘neurosis’ The counterculture
seeks to change the values the Kenne-
dys represented. Manliness in an atom-
ic age is seen as a form of madness;
and boys wear long hair like girls fo
symbolize the acceptance of
‘womanliness’ and its fusion with

‘manliness.’ Competition gives way to’

community, Winning the world ia seen
as losing one's soul. The constant ef-
fort to seem ‘strong’ is perceived as
the outer disguise of an inner fear of
‘weakness.’ *

Two Different Worlds

N THE FACE of it, it is difficult to

reconcile these retrospective judg-
ments of Kennedy with the worldwide
sense of loss and love his death ocea-
sioned. It is especially difficult today,
in a time of approximate detente, in a
time when nuclear war seems so un-
likely and absurd. Today's children see
an American President laughing and

she argues that Ken--

winning the world propaganda battle
and were hostile and warlike in their

- atlitudes toward the Unmited States.

There was popular suspicion of propos-
als to halt nuclear testing and there
was an overwhelming willingness — 71
per cent of the people — to go to war
with the Soviet Union rather than per-
mit a blockade in Berlin.

Those were the existential facts of
1960. Armageddon, it seemed then, was
man's fate. It may be argued today, as
the revisionists argue, that this Cold
War mentality was imposed on the
world by fgnorant men serving the in-
terests of an imperial capitalism — the
Trumsns and Churchills and de
Gaulles. But it was real and it was this
real world, not a world that might
have been or should have been or
could have been, that had to be dealt
with by politicians. The task fell to a
generation of young men who had
themselves been scarred and tested in
a great war. What they collectively,
and Kennedy in particular, brought to
that task was a sense of leadership, a

.sense of rationality, a sense thaf some-

how the tightrope could be walked and
that the world would survive, :

The Profits of Hope
EADERSHIP is a quality not sub-
ject to verbal definition; it is exis-
tential and Kennedy possessed it. He
embodied, as Macmillan said, “the
hopes and aspirations” of mankind. He
did not solve the problems of war and
peace. But he created the conviction
that they could be solved. He did not
end the problems of racial discrimina-
tion, the problems of poverty in the
world, the problems of governance.
But he inspired the hope that they

~could be solved.

That is what is missing from the cal-
culus of the revisionists. They applied
to his life and his presidency an ideal-
Istic cost accounting procedure that
measures achievement by what was

. done and what was left undone. It is a

form of cost aceounting that leaves out
the psychiec and emotional profits of
hope. It is the kind of accotinting that
would find Franklin Roosevelt a fail-
ure because he left undone the pérfec-
tion of man and society. Tk
Ronald Steel, in his revisionist arti-
cle, “The Kennedy Fantasy,” was con-
fronted with this existential dilemma:
“The question remains why the mur-
der of the two Kennedys hrought forth
such an extraordinary outpouring of
public grief. Why did so many. who did
not particularly admire them in life
feel an irreparable sense of logs at

A tes Aaadten TITL 353 o el

White House, April 1963—John F. Kennedy Library hhate

Substance or Shadow?

DECADE, From Page C1

Richard Nixon, after a similarly
great victory, ‘stands in danger of his-
toric disgrace. The thought of his im-
peachment is no longer unthinkable.
And the ecountry itself has endured a
series of seemingly unending shocks
over this past decade,

The Kennedy assassination was the
first of those blows. Since then, noth-
ing has seemed secure or certain. As-
sassinations of public men that fol-
lowed his own—another Kennedy,
King, Maleolm X, the nearly-fatal as-
sault on Wallace—have brought home
the realization that no man, no matter
how high-or well-protected, is safe. Ri-

nte hawa vaivad  mactiane mab anle

Those years were not, of course, be-
nign. The Cold War was still with us.
Racial tensions were on the rise. In-
ereasingly bitter ideological arguments
divided us: The John Birch Society
found Kennedy too liberal, too soft;
the liberals thought him too hesitant,
too political (less profile, more cour-
age, some of them were saying). But
through it all Kennedy moved surely
and confidently. :

His popularity was astonishing. Af-
ter the Bay of Pigs invasion, 83 per
cent of all Americans approved the
way he was acting. For virtually his

entire time in office, the Gallup Poll -

showed that nearly 3 out of 4 citizens
backed him. ! :
! - G

American power and will were megat-

- ed. One price of Camelot was: Viet-

nam. No young Arthur emerged tb ex-
tricate us from disaster abroad and na-
tional disunity at home. Surely - that
legacy has diminished Kennedy’s place
in our affections. Romance and myth-
making, we now see, do not wear ‘well
in this constantly changing society. I
doubt if anyone today really believes
that Jack Kennedy was a young prinee
of the realm ruling over a court of
knights and their ladies fair, =
Many scholars are offering other
eritici K dy’s excessive prom-
ises, they say, raised popular expecta.
tions that led eventually to general
frustration when they were unfulfilled.
Richard Nixon chose opposite themes




have said, “Ah, they cried the rain
down that night.”
The columnist, Mary Eam-,owm. told

_her friend, Daniel P. Moynihan, “We'll

never laugh again.” To which Moyni-
han replied, “Heavens, Mary. We'll

laugh again. It's just that we'll never

be young again.”

Those were symptoms of a grief
that became one of the great emotional
phenomena in all human history. It
aftected tens of millions of people on
every continent, It found expression
in poetry and song and prayer and
- monuments and legends and in memo-
ries that today, 10 years after the event,
are painful to hold.

““Why,” Harold Macmillan would ask,
: “was this feeling—this sorrow—at once
g0 universal and so individwal? Was it

" not because he seemed, in his own per-

son, to embody all the hopes and aspi-
rations of this new world that is strug-
gling to emerge—to rise, Phoenix-like,
from the ashes of the old?”

It would have seemed so then and it
would seem so today in those endless
elusters of visitors climbing the hill to
the grave in Arlington Cemetery, in

" those numberless shacks and tenements

and splitlevels where the Kennedy
picture hangs on the wall, where the
Kennedy mementos are pressed away
in albums and cedar chests.

1t no longer seems so, however, in
the new literature that is arising in the
great universities and publishing facto-
ries of America. In those quarters, his-
tory is being reyised, Kennedy legends
are being dissected, a harsh new wis-
dom about the man is struggling to be
born.,

A Central Theme
HE ESSAYIST Ronald Steel, writ-
ing in the New York Review of
- Books in 1970, struck a central theme
‘for the Kennedy debunkers:

“As the brief reign of John F. Ken-
nedy recedes into the historieal past,
leaving the Vietnam war as its perma-
nent monument, and as Robert Kenne-
dy’s unending succession of agonizing
reappraisals now seems little more than
a footnote to the tribulations of Lyn-

" don Johnson, it is sometimes hard to

remember what the Kennedy legend is
all about. . . . It got tarnished some-
where around the Bay of Pigs and
never recaptured its former glow. That
fiaseo was followed by the failure of
summit diplomaey at Vienna, the ma-
nipulation of public anxiety over Ber-
lin, a dramatic jump in the arms race,
the unnecessary trip to the brink dus-
ing the Cuban missile crisis, timidity
on civil rights, legislative stalemate in
_Congress, and the decision to send the
'first American troops to Vietnam.
Somehow everything went wrong, and
inereasingly the crusading knight gave
way to the conventional politician who

" had no answers for us. John F. Kenne-

'dy’s assassination came almost as a
reprieve, forever enshrining him in
history as the glamorous heroic leader
he wanted to be, rather than as the

' politician buffeted by events he could

i

not control,

lor e sSel-UeNlerea arrogance nat
s0 often underlay the assumption,
sppken_or not, that only the Kennedys
could lead the nation toward the
‘American Dream’”

Where she advances the critique is
in her use of the psycho-history tech-
nique to argue that Kennedy was guilty
of policy deficiencies because he was
the victim of psychological deficien-
cies.

Thus! “A major part of my theme is
that the Kennedy demand for power
grew out of neurotic competition far
more than from genuine competence;
that an obsessive-compulsive need for
power and social recognition basically
motivated the Kennedy triumphs; that
this need arose from a profound sense
of powerlessness and rejection in indi-
vidual Kennedys and in the family as a
whole, and that, therefore, the glorious
promises, because of their largely neu-

* rotie origins, remained largely unful-

filled and unfulfillable.”

Specifically, she argues that Ken--
nedy was a man obsessed who took the
nation into tragic adventures — the
Bay of Pigs, the Cuban missile crisis,
Vietnam — out of a neurotic need to
prove his manhood.

Today's “counterculture,” as Bruece
Mazlish remarks in a foreword to the
Clinch book, “is a revulsion against
this ‘neurosis’ The counterculture
seeks to change the values the Kenne-
dys represented. Manliness in an atom-
ic age is seen as a form of madness;
and boys wear long hair like girls to
symbolize the acceptance of
‘womanliness’ and its fusion with

‘manliness.’ Competition gives way to

community. Winning the world is seen
as losing one's soul, The constant ef-
fort to seem ‘strong’ is perceived as
the outer disguise of an inner fear of
‘weakness. "

Two Different Worlds
N THE FACE of it, it is difficult to

.

reconcile these retrospective judg-

ments of Kennedy with the worldwide
sense of loss and love his death occa-
sioned. It is especially difficult today,
in a time of approximate detente, ina
time when nuclear war seems So un-’
likely and absurd. Today's children see
an American President laughing and
drinking with the Chinese. American
eapitalists spend their weekends play-
ing tennis with Soviet trade ministers.
Tourists flock to Moscow and Peking,
It is all convivial, relaxed, hopeful.
How stupid, how “neurotie” the old ha-

. /treds and suspicions now seemi.

“Could it be that the revisionists are
right? Could t
Juded and misled us and that.all the -
love and sorrow were won by fraud? It
could be. But only if history and Ken-
nedy’s existential qualities are erased
from the collective memories’of man-
kind,

The world he inherited as he came
into the presidency and into our con-
sclousness was a far different world
than we live in today. The children of
1060 learned about homb shelters and
practiced air raid drills. There was a

it be that Kennedy de- -
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Those were the existential facts of
1960. Armageddon, it seemed then, was
man's fate. It may be argued today, as
the revisionists argue, that this Cold
War mentality was imposed on the
world by ignorant men serving the in-
terests of an imperial capitalism — the
Trumans and Churchills and de
Gaulles, But it was real and it was this
real world, not a world that might
have been or should have been or
could have been, that had to be dealt
with by politicians. The task fell to a
generation of young men who had
themselves been scarred and tested in
a great war. What they collectively,
and Kennedy in particular, brought to
that task was a sense of leadership, a

.sense of rationality, a sense thaf some-

how the tightrope could be walked and
that the world would survive,

The Profits of Hope
EADERSHIP is a quality not sub-
ject to verbal definition; it is mEm.
tential and Kennedy possessed it, He
embodied, as Macmillan said, “the
hopes and aspirations” of mankind. He
did not solve the problems of war and
peace. But he created the convietion
that they could be solved, He did not
end the problems of racial discrimina-
tion, the problems of poverty in the
world, the problems of governance.
But he inspired the hope that they

. could be solved.

That is what is missing n_.oE Ea cal-
culus of the revisionists, They: wuw:mn_
to his life and his presidency an ideal-
istic cost accounting E,aommﬁ.m that
measures achievement by what was
done and what was left undone. It is a
form of cost accounting that leaves out
the psychic and emotional profits of
hope. It is the kind of accotinting that
would find Franklin Roosevelt a  fail-

" ure because he left undone _.:m  Pérfec-

tion of man and society, i
Honald Steel, in his revisionist arti-
cle, “The Kennedy Fantasy,” was'con-
fronted with this existential dilemma:
“The question remains why the mur-
der of the two Kennedys brought forth
such an extraordinary outpouring of
public grief. Why did so many who did
not particularly admire them in life

.feel an irreparable sense of logs at

their death? . ., Why did a revolution-
ary like Tom Hayden come to St. Pat-
riek’s.Cathedral to mourn over the cas-
ket .of Robert Kennedy? Why in the
homes and shop fronts of every black
ghetto do you see photos of Martin

Luther King. flanked by the- Kefinedy

brothers as a Holy _H.B_.::m o& Pl

tyred saints?”

Steel's thin answer, in the case of
John Kennedy, was that he posgessed
“a true sense of style” But it was
more than “style” that wumvﬁmn lines
like Robert Hazel's:

“President I love as my grandfather
loved Lincoln, in the silence after
the bugle, lie down.

Lie in your forest of stone.

Lie close to Lincoln.

On the dork hill a flower ow gﬁ ﬁ
blooming clear as your eyes were.”

Substance or Shadow?

DECADE, From Page C1

Richard Nixon, after a similarly
great vietory, 'stands in danger of his-
toric disgrace. The thought of his im-
peachment is no longer unthinkable.
And the country itself has endured a
series of seemingly unending shocks
over this past decade,

The Kennedy assassination was the
first of those blows. Since then, noth-
ing has seemed secure or certain. As-
sassinations of public men that fol-
lowed his own—another Kennedy,
King, Malcolm X, the nearly-fatal as-
sault on. Wallace—have brought home
the realization that no man, no matter
how high or well-protected, is safe. Ri-
ots have raised questions mot only
about the survival of our cities, but
our system. Power blackouts, fuel
shortages and pollution alerts have
created an awareness of how depend-
ent society has become on elements be-

ond the control of most citizens—or

eyond the control'of anyape. Corrup--

tion and subversion extending to the
Oval Office of the White House itself
have made us despair 23..:. national
honor and integrity.

With good reason we have learned
not to trust so blindly nor to believe
80 implicitly in our leaders. If we are
not yet a cynical society, we are in

" danger of becoming one. We are find-

ing it easier to believe in a multitude
of conspiracy theories, An at |

5 White House, April 1963—John F. Kennedy Library bhoto

Those years were not, of course, be-
nign. The Cold War was still with us.
Racial tensions were on the rise. In-
creasingly bitter ideological arguments
divided us: The John' Birch Society
found Kennedy too liberal, too soft;
the liberals ?o:mi him too hesitant,
too political (less profile, more cour-
age, some of them were saying). But
through it all Kennedy moved surely
and confidently.

His popularity was ES:EE:M Af-
ter the Bay of Pigs invasion, 83 per
cent of all Americans approved the
way he was acting. For virtually his
entire time in office, the Gallup Pull
showed that nearly 3 o_.# of 4 citizens
Fwn_nmm him.

]

.MZ .M.Em PRESENT period of national

suspicion and distrust, it's difficult
to understand why Kennedy seemed
special. Certainly not all Americans

- loved him. Indeed, many hated and
_feared him. But no one was immune to

him. From the moment‘he announced
his candidacy in the marbled splendor
of the old Senate Caucus Room on Jan.
2, 1960, until the end in Dallas, he com-
manded America’s attention as no one
since. He seemed so perfect a break
with the past. He had everything
Americans always admired: youth, en-
ergy, power, wit, wealth, charm, good
looks, a record as a true war hero, a
glamorous wife, lovely children. He
pre d exciting times, and carefully

of doubt and suspicion still mE..onE_m
both Kennedy and King assassinations.

cultivated the impression of action. He
accepted nomination on the West

American power and will were "negat-

- ed. One price of Camelot was: Viet-

nam. No young Arthur emerged t8 ex-
tricate us from disaster abroad and: na-
tional disunity at home. Surely “that
legacy has diminished Kennedy’s place
in our affections. Romance and iiryth-
Hmwh:m‘ we now see, do not wear ‘well
in this constantly changing society. I
doubt if anyone today really ‘helieves
that Jack Kennedy was a young vﬁuam
of the realm ruling over a- nuﬁ.w of
knights and their ladies fair.

Many scholars are offering ~other
criticisms. Kennedy's excessive prom-
ises, they say, raised popular expeécta-
tions that led eventually to general
frustration when they were unfulfilled.
Richard Nixon chose opposite themes
in his presidential campaign of mumw
We should avoid grand pro:
lower our voices and work at qumEa
our society together. Nixon's "themes
were correct and the people apprbverd
—and then his promises, too, ssam un-
fulfilled.

There is something else. A nmq:aw.
ing tone runs through many of the
Kennedy reminiscences now héing
published. But the Kennedy legacy
will not be determined only by the
myth-makers—or breakers. We im_uw
for Kennedy 10 years ago for niore
fundamental reasons than his specific
successes or failures. We sorrowed be-
cause, at his best, he made it seemphs-
sible to believe we' could be bettety be-
cause he inspired a sense of confi-
dence, trust and purpose; because to
million® he represented the pursuit of



‘'dy's assassination came almost as a

reprieve, forever enshrining him in
history as the glamorous heroic leader
he wanted to be, rather than as the
politiclan buffeted by events he could

: not control.”

- Full Flowering

LABORATIONS on this theme

have appeared in uncounted essays
and polemical volumes, They are de-
bated and embellished in the higher
learning circles and came to full
flower this year in Naney Gager
Clineh's hook, “The Kennedy Neuro-

sis.”

.H_wo ﬁoﬂn he inherited as he came
into the presidency and into our con-
sciousness was a far different world
than we live in today. The children of
1960 learned about bomb shelters and
practiced air raid drills. There was. a
sense among men of a terrible peril
from nuclear war. In the United States
the Gallup polls reflected a popu-
lar obsession with survival. Half the
people believed there was an imminent
danger of a new world war; 80 per
cent preferred a nuclear war to life
under Communist rule. There were
widespread fears that the Russians
were winning the missile race, were

CATESUERL 1 eUveE 03 My grancfatner
loved Lincoln, in the silence ajter
the bugle, lie down.

Lie in your forest of stone.

Lie close to Lincoln, B

On the dark hll a flower of light is
blooming clear as your eyes were.”

The chemistry in human perceptions
is often a mystery. John Kennedy's
hold on the hearts and emotions of
people all over the world is a mystery
only to the revisionists. That he touch-
ed them is a historical fact transcend-
ing 4ll the verbal “facts” compiled by
the new historians, proving again that
words are not men.

By Eve Auchincloss

The writer is essociate edifor of
The Post’s Book World.

HE CARD CATALOGUE of the

New York Public Library lists
53 books purporting to be by John
F. Kennedy and 210 titles about him
in a variety of languages. These in-
clude 12 hooks of poetry and such
special items as “Go Caroline!” by
George Plimpton, of which only
eight copies were printed.

A few of these books have achi-
eved large -and lasting sales. Ken-
nedy's own “Profiles in Courage,”
first published in 1956, has sold well
over @ milion copies in:hardeover

. alone, His “Why Ergland Slept,” an
undergraduate thesis brashly pub-
lished as a book, sold 81,000 copies
between 1962 and 1968. 1

Theodore H, White’s “The Making
of the President 1960, published in
1861, sold close to a million hard-
bound copies and is still selling
slowly today. In paperback it has
sold nearly 400,000 copies.

In 1965 the great adulatory post-

mortems began to roll. Arthur M.
Schlesinger Jr's “The Thousand
Days"” has probably sold about half
a million hardeover, incuding Book--
of-theMonth Club sales, and is still
selling about 1,000 a year. Paper-
back sales are around 600,000, Theo-
dore Sorensen’s “Kennedy,” pub-
lished the same year, has sold about
135,000 copies and is still going at
about 500 a year. It has gone throgh
seven printings in paperback.

John K. Jessup's “JFK As We
Remember Him,” Paul Fay's “The
Pleasure of His Company” and
Pierre Salinger’'s “With Kennedy” -
are all still selling. Kenny O'Don-
nell and Dave Powers' “Johnny We
Hardly Knew Ye" published last
year, lias sold at Jeast 120,000 copies
in hardeover. In paperback this fall,
it has already sold 1.3 million.

The first successful anti-Kennedy
book, Victor Lasky's “JFK: The Man
and the Myth," came out in 1966 and
sold 125,000 copies.

Assassination books include sev-
eral big sellers. Bantam Books'
paperback of the Warren Commis-
sion report, published in 1964, un_n
1.6 million copies; “The Wit A

excerpted from commission testi-
mony, sold 400000, Edward Jay
Epstein’s “Inquest,” in 1966, sold
400,000 paperbacks.

In 1967 came William Manches-
ter's “Death of a President,” which
sold over 650,000 copies in hardcover
and is still selling 1,000 a year. Prob-
ably over a million paperbacks have
been sold. Jim Bishop's “The Day
Kennedy Was Shot in 1068, an-
other hig best-seller, has gone
through five paperback printings.

Revisionist history has not achi-
eved such commercial success, al-
though David Halberstam’s Z0ssip-
packed “The Best and the Bright-
est” has sold 175,000 copies and is
still going strong,

The modest Jackie Iliterature,
eight titles, includes one best-seller:
Mary Gallagher’s “My Life With
Jacqueline Kennedy,” published in
1969, which sold 100,000 hardeover
copies but is no longer moving,

The latest valentine, just out, is
Cecil Stoughton and Chester Clif-
ton's “The Memories—JFEK, 1861-
1863." And Rose Kennedy's autohbio-
graphy, due next spring, is certain
to be a best-seller.

S e TR e ST e e WL e
not yet a cynical society, we are in
danger of becoming onhe. We are find-
ing it easier to believe in a multitude
of conspiracy theories. An atmosphere
of doubt and suspicion still surrounds
both Kennedy and King assassinations.
Proof of governmental deception’ has
come to light over Vietnam and the
Pentagon Papers, Mylai and the
American atrocities, Watergate and
its cover-up.

That is not to suggest the Kennedy
legacy has been all negative and disil-
lusioning. The brief Kennedy years
(only two years, 10 months, and two
days) were the last times when Amer-
ica experienced a collective sense of
well-being. ' Now, those years seem in-
credibly innocent. At the time,! the
country appeared calm and hasically
content.

There was no great dissent. There °

were 10 riots, no assassinations. It was
possible to believe—and many Ameri-
cans did—that there were no real prob-
lems, certainly none our leaders

couldn’t solve, including the old buga-

boo threat of eommunism. We were
just entering, it seemed, our most pOw-
erful period, a time when America
could do anything it wished at home or
abroad, when we were unchallenged ei-
ther militarily or economically, when
we could fight wars overseas against
our ideological enemies and wars at
home against poverty—and win them
all. Whether we were arrogant or
naive, confidence prevailed. Kennedy
perfectly suited the national mood. As
Sen. Fulbright said, “He made me
proud of my country.” :

In the Kennedy years we thought
our days were filled with crisis and ac-
tion and “progress”—Birmingham and
Oxford, Miss.,, and the Negroes (no
blacks among us then); Alan Shepard,

John Glenn, Cape Canaveral and the

space age; Fidel Castro, the Berlin
Wall and standing up to Khrushchey
in the missile erisis; 50-mile hikes and
James Bond, Vaughn Meader and the
Beatles; New Frontiersmen and the
Peace Corps.

allo alwdys dullliiCd. yOoulll, cli-
ergy, power, wit, wealth, charm, good
looks, a record as a true war hero, a
glamorous wife, lovely children. He
promised exciting times, and carefully
cultivated the impression of action. He
accepted nomination on the West
Coagt and pointedly said he was facing
west toward a “new frontier.,” On his
inauguration day, a day so crisp, cold
and clear that it immediately became
part of the myth, he stood bareheaded,
without a coat, as he called out a sum-
mons in brisk tones:

“Let the word go forth, from this
time and place, to friend and foe alike,
that the torch has been passed to a
new generation of Americans . .. now
the trumpet summons us again—not as
a call to arms, though arms we need—
not as a call to battle, though embat-
tled we are—but a call to bear the bur-
dens of a long twilight struggle .". .

-Read these words today and some-
thing else comes through. He was mar-
tial, belligerent, strident. It was Ken-
nedy who cast such phrases as advis-
ing our enemies that “those who fool-
ishly sought power by riding the back
of the tiger ended up inside”; Kennedy
who spoke of an “hour of national
peril” in his first address to Congress;
Kennedy who reminded the nation

' that the American eagle holds both the

olive branch and a bundle of ‘arrows in
its talons; Kennedy who devoted so
much energy—and national treasure—
to strengthening America's military
arsenal; Kennedy who launched the
Bay of Pigs and the Green Berets;
Kennedy who accelerated the space
budget and said if we could get to the
tnoon before the Russians we should;
Kennedy who spoke relatively little
about domestic needs or a questioning
of national priorities.

And it was Kennedy who set us

firmly on the long tortuous road to Vi-

etnam. All these, too, were Wm::aawm
legacies.

The new historical revisionists are
reminding us that Kennedy's exhoria-
tions, his rhetorie and fighting stance,
entrapped us in situations where

fundamental reasons than his specific
successes or failures, We sorrowed be-
cause, at his best, he made it seem pos-
sible to believe we could be better; be-
cause he inspired a semse of” confi-
dence, trust and purpose:; because to
milliont he represented the uEﬁ:F of
excellence in national life, - :
D

LL RIGHT. The artificial milestone
is here, the preliminary assessments
are being rendered. There is ne con-
- —census on Kennedy at the moment. It
is too soon for any final verdict. But
somefhing curious has happened’. to
those of us who were affected by the
Kennedy years. Some liberals and con-
servatives who began by opposing Ren-
nedy, such men as Michael Harripgton
and Richard J. Whalen, now see him in
a far more favorable perspective.
Some of us in the center, we who felt
bereft at the news 10 years agp, today
either are ambivalent or n__m:.._nm~a=mn
—or simply don’t care. And some, pos-
sibly a majority, still cling to a belief
that Kennedy represented a spec 1, in-
definable quality that has been Bmmm.
ing frem national life since Dallas. .
None of us saw him ﬂ_.mﬁ_«.rﬂ:umw
then or now.

It was one of the ironies of his' life
that John Kennedy, a practical, tough,
essentially “conservative Irish Politi-
cian, seemed too liberal for the “times.
Yet he was riding the ‘crest of higper-
sonal popularity when he quoted a
poem, “Westward, look, the “land: is
bright,” and set out for Dallas on-that
November day in 1963, leaving behind
a tantalizing sense of what-might-hdve-

- been and a void no one else has been
able to fill. T

Bul the decade since Dallas has
taught us not to rely on any:oné man.
Despite all the difficult problems of
these years, despite the erosionsof con-
fidence and loss of faith, the American
people have shown a remarkable resil-
iency in times of crisis. They responded
with patience, fortitude and determina-
tion when Kennedy was killed. They
have continued to respond that way in
all the times of trouble since.




By Sidney Hertzberg

Immediately after the assassination of
President Kennedy, Hertzberg, as editor
#f Current magazine, published the reac-
tions of o group of intellectuals, mainly
historians. He asked these and other in-
tellectuals for their evaluations of Ken-
nedji 10 years later.

_RESPONSE to the assassina-
s tion: of President Kennedy ‘10
Mnmﬁ ago dramatized a momentous

-and -hepeful fact of modern political

life: that a leader whose hallmark was
an intelligent interest in ideas could
yet move great masses of people

throughout the world.
Men. of the mind claimed this fact as
a pr legacy what they

-thought of the policies and actions his

intelligence nurtured. Revisited 10
years later, intellectuals still eling to
thikZlegacy. But, being intellectuals,
they agree on little else. -
_ The contrast between the spirit
(more than style) and the measurable
subgtincé of the Kennedy administra-
noﬁrwxﬁmmgm many of the conflicting
interpretations of it.

" On the whole, Kennedy's defenders
do not insist that the record he left is
impressive for its achieved tangibles.
They -argue that he “set the stage”—
the most. frequently used phrase—for
good things to come in his second term
when he presumably would have en-
joyed a more compliant Congress. And
théy.set great store in his role as the
symbol +of America's best hope and
instinets.. :

But' his detractors are impatient
with symbolism, imponderables and
good intentions. They tend to coneen-
trate on bills enacted, executive orders
issued, specific diplomatic moves un-
dertaken. And they feel the drama to
be enacted on his stage setting was
long overdue.

[y 250
OR HISTORIANS, 10 years is no
time at all. But Prof. William E,
Leuchtenburg of Columbia University,
whose special field is recent American
history, finds recognizable trends in
Kennedy historiography.

“For two or three years after his
death,” says Leuchtenburg, “the main
criticism of his administration was
that it was inconsequential. Was he in-
adequate or was he in office for too
brief a time—two years and 10 months
—+tq. have made a significant mark?
How does one evaluate substance as
against style? There has been more at-
tention to the style of Kennedy's presi-
denecy than of any other presidency.

“Thése guestions remain with us,
but there has been a sharp change.
Now the crities are saying it was an
important administration but it was
malevolent.

“A gond deal of the revisionist eriti-

Kennedy and the

more doubtful they become, the more
shocking some of them, especially in
foreign policy, seem.”
oD
UT THE REVISIONIST impulse i¢
not all negative. Irving Howe, ed-
itor of Di and a spok tor
the older left, has shifted the basis
of his judgment:
“People like myself who have come
out of the traditional American left

have always underestimated the impor- '

tance of character in the selection of a
President.

“Ten years ago, I pointed out what I
think was absolutely true, that Ken-
nedy did not have much of a Iiberal rec-
ovd, that he hadn't made any claims
to being a great liberal.

“I sald that in order to counteract
some of the excessive encomiums for
him, but I think now it wasyreally be-
side the point. What mattered in terms
of public response was not a particular
piece of legislation or even the fact
that he signed the atom test ban
treaty. What mattered was people’s
sense that there was a man in the pres-
idency who represented something
fresh, an effort to get away from the
dismalness of Republican administra-
tions and in a way I think now that
this popular response had more legiti-
macy and perception than my sort of
formalistic eriticism, accurate though
it was at that time.”

& D

OOKING BACK, Lewis S. Feuer,

professor of sociology at the Uni-
versity of Toronto, finds a similar
lesson.

ues in Vietnam," he noted in a list of
problems the country faced.

Yet Vietnam became the foeus of the
sharpest controversy over Kennedy's
intentions and the basis of the strong-
est denunciations of him.

Hans J. Morgenthau, an elder of
American foreign policy studies, now
distinguished professor at the City Col-
lege of the City University of New
York, is categorieal: ;

“Kennedy increased the number of
our ‘advisers’ from 600 to 14,000. Under
his administration we would have got-
ten as deeply into Vietnam as we did
under Johnson’s. Kennedy might have
gotten out earlier because he didn’t
have the psychological hangups that
Johnson had. But the essentials of the
policy were mnot decisively influenced
by the assassination. The difference
lies in the different personalities.”

[

OHEMNW THINK the personality
differences might have had a
stronger effect.

John P. Lewis, dean of the Woodrow
Wilson School of Public Affairs dt
Princeton, puts it this way:

“The difference between some sort
of sense of proportion in Kennedy and
the excessive exuberance with which
Johnson approached things would have
made a perceptible difference in de-
gree which might have been quite im-
portant in Vietnam. Kennedy' might
have been more restrained and, as it
turned out, this might have had impor-
tant consequences.”

Fritz Stern, professor of history at

ent for the New Yorker, wrote a lauda-
tory obituary of Kennedy for which
he has no apologies except in the mat-
ter of Vietnam:

“I think I went wrong, or largely
wrong, in two places. I mentioned the
Bay of Pigs and concluded that he had-
learned enough from that experience
never to have a similar one. But then
he escalated the war in Vietnam and
unguestionably bore some responsibil-
ity for what .uawsman and Nixon later
did.

“T sometimes think that affair would
have gone along about ag it did even if
he had lived and sérved a second term;
al ofher times, I think that at some
point he would have seen the horror of
it and found—I can hardly speculate
on the means—a way of ending it while
he was still President. But I was plainly
in error in saying that his education in
such matters ended with the Bay of Pigs
and in making no mention of Vietnam.”

ok

THER SPECIFIC aspects of Ken-
nedy’s foreign policy arouse less con-
troversy.

The Bay of Pigs blunder is E:ﬁw_.ma_m
condemned. His handling of the Cuban
missile crisis- has been applauded as a
{riumph but the revisionist suspicion
that he over-reacted is gaining ground.
“He did not exhaust the resources of
diplomacy before bringing the country
to the brink of war,” Arthur H.Ew con-
tends.

Almost nobody has a kind word for
the Alliance for Progress. Hans Mor-

_ genthau's comment is harsh but not

untypical: “The idea that you can re-
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Intellectuals

Communist seizures of power in E.mmﬂ.
ern Europe,

“What happened is that containment
had become an almost habitual re-
sponse in the State Department to-
ward all countries. But what had
worked in Europe where you have ad-
vanced economies, powerful trade un-
ions, socialist movements and a demo-
eratic tradition, clearly was not going
to work in the so-called underdevel-
oped countries. The Cuban invasion
represented in some sense an aufo-
matic and mindless continuation of the
containment policy. And of course it
failed.

“In the country at large the polifical
and intellectual consequences of that
failure were mnot seriously thought
through, The presumption is that if
Kennedy had remained in office, with
his generally moderate liberal slant,
he would have been capable of enough
flexibility and intelligence to invoke a
major reconsideration of this auto-
matic transposition of the containment
policy from a context where it worked
to a context where it did not.™

[ax]

NOTHER SCHOOL of thought is
in no doubt about Kennedy's de-
termination to move toward detente. It
includes Louis J. Halle, professor at
the Graduate Institute’of International
Studies in Geneva, and Zbigniew
Brzezinski, now on leave as divector of
the Research Institute on Communist
Affairs at Columbia University. What
concerns these men is the manner in
which detente is now being pursued.
Ten years ago, Halle’s favorable
judgment of the Kennedy administra-

T

tente policy is pursued. Under Ken-
nedy, an East-West detente meant also
an increasing sense of shared ideals,
with many in the Communist countries
looking toward us for inspiration. De-
tente today, instead, is a conservative
balance of power arrangement, devoid
of any mgral content. As a consé-
quence, some portions of the American
public are outraged and many of those
living in the Communist countries are
disillusioned. One can only wonder
whether a detente which operates in a
spiritual void can be truly enduring.”
oD

HE EFFECT of the Kennedy ad

ministration on the country’s do-
mestic problems is also a matter of
controversy. On civil rights, for exam-
ple, what some see as unnecessary tim-
idity others insist was essential con-
sensus-building. A view that will ‘be

- generally accepted as authoritative is

expressed by John Hope Franklin, pro-
fessor of history at the .c:.emnﬂG of
Chicago:

“The historical kind of activist
‘would think of Kennedy almost as an
obstructionist; whatever he did would
be regarded as so minimal as to be un-
important. But one cannot apply the
standards of 1973 to 1963. Of course he
compromised. And, his  tangible
achievements were not numerous. But
his statements and his general stance
toward Negroes were all positive, Style
is very important here because it can
create an atmosphere in which things
happen.

“There are only three Presidents
since the Civil War who have been im-
portant in the area of civil rights—
Truman, Kennedy and Johnson. Tru-
man broke through the thick crust of
indifference. Kennedy set the stage for

-action. Johnson supplied the action. If

I had to rank them in importance,
EKennedy would be third.”
; o8

N COMMENTING on the assassina-

tion 10 years ago, Carl N. Degler,
professor of history at Stanford, sug-
gested that Americans expected “such
monstrous acts elsewhere, but not in
America, where goodness reigng as' the
essential ingredient in their demoec-
racy. Even now, in the last half of the
20th Century, American Innocence has
not yet come to an end.” Today he
finds a different meaning in the events
of Nov. 22, 1963,

“The actual events that make up the
past do not, of course, change, What
took place in the past happened,

‘whether historians report it or not.

But the meaning of the past does
change; in faet, it is always changing
for us who have lived beyond it, just
as our meaning will no longer be ade-
quate for those who come after us.
There is, in short, no final meaning to
history; there are only meanings.

fMhain tha wannineg af Tamon dode oo
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iifes that a leader whose hallmark was
#n intelligent interest in ideas could
.yet move great masses of people
throughout the world.
Men. of the mind claimed this fact as
a ‘precious legacy whatever they
_thought of the policies and actions his
intelligence nurtured. Revisited 10
sears later, intellectuals still cling to
this legacy. But, being intellectuals,
they agree on little else. %
" The contrast between the spirit
(mora than style) and the measurable
subgtance of the Kennedy administra-
noﬂ..wﬁummgm many of the conflieting
interpretations of it.
" Ofi ‘the whole, Kennedy's defenders
do mot insist that the record he leit is
impressive for its achieved tangibles.
They ‘argue that he “set the stage"—
the most frequently used phrase—for
good things to come in his sec ond term
when he presumably would have en-
joyed a more compliant Congress. And
they,sel great store in his role as the
symbpl ‘of America’s best hope and

But his defractors are impatient
with symbolism, imponderables and
good intentions. They tend to concen-
trate on bills enacted, executive orders
issued, specific diplomatic moves un-
dertaken. And they feel the drama to
be enacted on his stage setting was
long overdue.

oo
OR HISTORIANS, 10 years is no
time at all. But Prof. William E.
Leuchtenburg of Columbia University,
whose special field is recent American
history, finds recognizable trends in
Kennedy historiography.

«For two or three years after his
death,” says Leuchtenburg, “the main
criticism of his administration was
that it was inconsequential. Was he in-
adequate or was he in office for too
brief a time—two years and 10 months
—tg have made a significant mark?
How does one evaluate substance as
against style? There has been more at-
tention to the style of Kennedy's presi-
dency than of any other presidency.

“Phése questions remain with us,
but . there has been a sharp change.
Now the critics are saying it was an
jmportant administration but it was
malevolent.

“A good deal of the revisionist eriti-
que of Kennedy rests on a Tevisionist
approach to the Eisenhower adminis-
{ration. Most historians thought of the
Risenhower period asa time of torpor
when critical questions were not at-
tended to. But much of the recent writ-
ing sees EKisenhower as a man of peace
who kept us out of Vietnam and had a
modest view of the presidency and the
national state, With the former assess-
ment of, Eisenhower as a yardstick, the
Kennedy administration looks good.
But using the latter assessment, Ken-
nedy can be’ made to look evil.” s

. L o
EN YEARS AGO, so chutious and
1._4 respected an historian as Arthur
S. Link, professor of history at Prince-
o “University, recipient of the Ban-

11 e ak

of his judgment:
“Pepple like myself who have come

out of the traditional American left

have always underestimated the impor-
tance of character in the selection of a
President.

“Ten years ago, I pointed out what I
think was absolutely true, that Ken-
nedy did not have much of a liberal rec-
ord, that he hadn't made any claims
to being a great liberal.

“T said that in order to counteract
some of the excessive encomiums for
him, but I think now it wasyreally be-
side the point. What mattered in terms
of public response was not a particular
piece of legislation or even the fact
that he signed the atom test ban
treaty. What mattered was people’s
sense that there was a man in the pres-
idency who represented something
fresh, an effort to get away from the
dismalness of Republican administra-
tions and in a way I think now that
this popular response had more legiti-
maey and perception than my sort of
formalistic criticism, accurate though
it was at that time.”

: ]

OOKING BACEK, Lewis 5. Feuer,

professor of sociology at the Uni-
versity of Toronto, finds a similar
lesson.

»america’s loss of self-confidence be-

it Thennfdased W ndunie Aaath 1

distinguished professor at the City Col-
lege of the City University of New
York, is categorical: :

“Kennedy increased the number of
our ‘advisers’ from 600 to 14,000. Under
his administration we would have got-
ten as deeply into Vietnam as we did

‘under Johngpn's. Kennedy might have

gotten out earlier because he didnt
have the psychological hangups that
Johnson had. But the essentials of the
policy were not decisively influenced
by the assassination. The difference
lies in the different personalities.”
= L]

THERS THINK the personality

differences might have had a
stronger effect.

John P. Lewis, dean of the Woodrow
Wilson School of Public Affairs 4t
Prineceton, puts it this way:

“The difference between some sort
of sense of proportion in Kennedy and
the excessive exuberance with which
Johnson approached things would have
made a perceptible difference in de-
gree which might have been quite im-
portant in Vietnam. Kennedy'might
have been more restrained and, as it
turned out, this might have had impor-

- tant consequences.”

Fritz Stern, professor of history at

Columbia University, expresses it an-
ather wav:

MEeVET W [ldve @ buouial
he egealated the war in Vietnam and
unguestionably bore some responsibil-
ity for what Johnson and Nixon later
did. 5

o] sometimes think that affair would
have gone along about as it did even if
he had lived and sérved a second term;
al other times, I think that at some
point he would have seen the horror of
it and found—I can hardly speculate
on the means—a way of ending it while
he was still President. But I was plainly
in error in saying that his education in
such matters ended with the Bay of Pigs
and in making no mention of Vietnam.”

[

THER SPECIFIC aspects of Ken-
o nedy’s foreign policy arouse less con-
troversy. :

The Bay of Pigs blunder is universally
condemned. His handling of the Cuban
missile crisis- has been applanded as a
sriumph but the revisionist suspicion
that he over-reacted is gaining ground.
“He did not exhaust the resources of
diplomaey before bringing the country
to the brink of war,” Arthur Link con-
tends. .

Almost nobody has a kind word for
the Alliance for Progress. Hans Mor-

Wl ase wassas

~ genthaw's comment is harsh but not

untypical: “The idea that you can re-

form backward deonomies through the
instrumentality of governments that have

White House, Oct. 1, 1963—Natlanal Archives photo

cratie tradition, clearly was not going
to work in the so-called underdevel-
oped countries. The Cuban invasion
represented in some sense an auto-
matic and mindless continuation of the
containment policy. And of course it
failed.

“In the country at large the political
and intellectual consequences of that
failure were not seriously thought
through. The presumption is that if
Kennedy Yad remained in office, with
his generally moderate liberal slant,
he would have been capable of enough
flexibility and intelligence to invoke a
major reconsideration of this auto-
matic transposition of the containment
poliey from a context where it worked
to a context where it did not.””

(2

NOTHER SCHOOL of thought is
Y in no doubt about Kennedy’s de-
termination to move toward detente. It
includes Louis J. Halle, professor at
the Graduate Institute/of International
Studies in Genevd, and Zbigniew
Brrzezinski, now on leave as director of
the Research Institute on Communist
Affairs at Columbia University. What
concerns these men is the manner in
which detente is now being pursued.
Ten years ago, Halle’s favorable
judgment of the Kennedy administra-

tion was based, to a large degree, on its
development of relations with the So-

HE BEFFEGL 0L tNe selieay au

ministration on the country’s do-
mestic problems is also a matter of
controversy. On eivil rights, for exam-
ple, what some see as unnecessary tim-
idity others insist was essential con-
sensus-building. A view that will be

. generally accepted as authoritative is

expressed by John Hope Franklin, pro-
fessor of history at the University of
Chicago: |

“The historical kind of activist
would think of Kennedy almost as an
obstructionist; whatever he did would
be regarded as so minimal as to be un-
important. But one cannot apply the
standards of 1973 to 1963, Of course he
compromised. And, his tangible
achievements were not numerous. But
his statements and his general stance
toward Negroes were all positive, Style
ig very important here because it can
create an atmosphere in which things
happen.

“There are only three Presidents
since the Civil War who have been im-
portant in the area of civil rights—
Truman, Kennedy and Johnson. Tru-
man broke through the thick crust of
indifference. Kennedy set the stage for

-action, Johnson supplied the action. If

T had to rank them in importance,
Kennedy would be third.”
i oho

N COMMENTING on the assassina-

tion 10 years ago, Carl N. Degler,
professor of . history at Stanford, sug-
gested that Americans expected “such
monstrous acts elsewhere, but not in
America, where goodness reigns as the

“essential ingredient in their demoe-

racy. Even now, in the last half of the
20th Century, American innocence has
not yet come to an end” ‘Today he
finds a different meaning in the events
of Nov. 22, 1963.

“The actual events that make up the
past do not, of course, change. What
took place in the past happened,
whether historians report it or notf.
But the meaning of the past does
change; in fact, it is always changing
for us who have lived beyond it, just
as our meaning will no longer be ade-
quate for those who come after us.
There is, in short, no final meaning to
history; there are only meanings. )

“Thus the meaning of Kennedy's as-
sassination that one perceived in 1963
is true enough in 1973, but today it
also has another meaning, one shaped
and informed by - subsequent events.
For if, in 1963, in the light of previous
assassinations of Presidents, the kill-
ing of John Fitzgerald Kennedy
seemed a new sign of Americans' deep
belief in their innocence, today, after
two more assassinations, the Vietnam
war, the withdrawal of Johnson and
the emasculation of Nixon, there is an-
other meaning that attaches to the
events of Nov. 22, 1963. That date now
marks the beginning of America’s
Time of Troubles — a period not un-
common in the history of other peo-
ples, but without analogy in the now
almaost 200-year history of Americans.

“All of the events that make these
last 10 vears troublous are not as
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EN YEARS AGO, so cautious and

respected an historian as Arthur
8. Link, professor of history at Prince-
ton University, recipient of the Ban-
croftprize for biography, editor of the
Woodrow Wilson papers and the coun-
try's leading Wilson scholar, compared
Kennedy with Wilson as well as with
the two Roosevelts.

“It is too early to try to fix his place
among the Presidents, but,” Link ven-
tured, “I am inclined to believe that
historians will rank him as a great
President.” . .

Ten years later, very few historians,
not even.Link, are ready to put him in
this rank. Link expresses candidly a
change that some others feel:

“My reactions to what I wrote 10-

vears ago are divided and ambiguous. T
wrote under the trauma of the assassi-
nation and under the spell of Kenne-
dy's great personal charm and magnet-
ism, and both these facts had their ef-
feet at the time. I did not overrate him
on these qualities, but T should say I
somewhat overrated his vision and his
abilities. As we look back on 1961-63,
what seemed like great events and for-
ward movement don’t seem so great
and so forwand now.”

G+
ND ANOTHER Bancroft prize win-
ner, C. Vann Woodward, professor
of history at Yale, would like to wait
100 years for a proper evaluation of
Kennedy, but in the meantime he is
also assailed by doubts:

“The more I think of the record he
left, the cooler I become toward the
enthusiasm and approval that existed
at the time of his administration.

“Much of the reputation he earned
was based on the promises he made,
‘the expectations he aroused and the
sense of tragedy that he didn't live to
fulfill them. But his stature was based
‘not on what he did but on what was
anticipated of him. These expectations
were not realized. Of the things he did
‘do, the further we get from them the

“America's loss of self-confidence be-
gan with President Kennedy's death,”
says Feuer. “He emphasized civil
duties as well as civil rights. The trou-
bles on the campuses would have been
limited if he had lived; he would not
have allowed the universities to be-
n.n.Ea areas of unbridled generational
revolt. The Democratic Party would
not have become the instrumentality
of a corps of ‘alienated intellectuals.’

“With the loss of the concept of civil
duties since his death, the country has
veered to demagogy. From left to
right, from Weathermen to Watergate-
men, the notion has spread that the
end justifies any means.”

And Charles Frankel, professor of
vhilosophy and public affairs at Co-
lumbia University:

“The randomness of the assassina-
tion disoriented our whole culture.
Young people, in particular, want and
need system in their lives. Kennedy
succeeded to a degree in supplying it
by evoking the ‘civic sense’ of the an-
cient Greeks. That sense became di-
luted with his death.”

L

ANNAH ARENDT also sees the

M decade since the assassination as
downhill, a process of “subterranean
demoralization.” But she is convinced
that the act was not random, that it
has yet to be fully explained, and that
failure to do so is a contributing factor
in our present condition.

The issue of Current magazine
which I edited immediately after the
assassination contained comments on
Kennedy and his presidency from 46
intellectuals. Only one contributor, the
voungest, Sanford A. Lakoff, then as-
sistant professor of government at
Harvard, mentioned Vietnam. And it
was a mere mention. “The war contin-

“the ‘domino’ theory in its

Columbia University, expresses it an-
other way:

“Kennedy would not have pursued a
war that would deeply divide the na-
tion and the nation from its allies, He
had a deeper sense of history than his
suceessors and at a certain point he
would have weighed the factors and
decided that the loss of unity was a
more serious matter than an unsatis-
factory solution in Vietnam.”

[ )

}Z PZ.>_._4m~m with
tones of Kennedy's Vietnam palicy
comes from Barton J. Bernstein, asso-

‘ciate professor of history at Stanford

and one of the younger revisionists:

“There is no- direct evidence that
Kennedy would not have continued
escalating in Vietnam. He had really
initiated American armed involvement,
for Eisenhower's token force were re-
ally advisers, and Kennedy was not
prepared to back out or to watch
South Vietnam go Communist.

“It was not simply that he had some
fears of a domestic backlash but pri-
marily that he regarded South Viet-

nam as important or essential o the

international capitalist system. -

“Like others then, he did believe in
various
forms: one fallen state might, through
taint, proximity, encouragement of
subversion or revolution, or by its re-
moval from the larger capitalist sys-
tem, lead to revolutions and over-
throws elsewhere and the further
weakening of the system. By this anal-
ysis, communism had to be stopped,
the status quo maintained, and wars of
national liberation thwarted or de-
feated. Vietnam was a test case.”

. o+

AGQ, Richard H,
Washington correspond-

EN YEARS
Rovere,

Marxist over-

fnrm backward feonomies through the
instrumentality of governments that have
a vital interest in the status guo is of
course infantile.”

J [

HE BAN ON nuclear testing in the

atmosphere was and continues to
be perhaps the most widely hailed sin-
gle achievement of the Kennedy admin-
istration. But there are also reserva-
tions. David Riesman, professor in the
department of social relations at Har-
vard, thinks that the ban is responsible
for wiping out people’s concern about
nuclear arms buildups. The proliferation
of nuelear weapons 'is still the gravest
danger facing the human race, he be-
lieves, but there is now very little public
pressure to stop it. And I. ', Stone points
outl that the limited ban was 'followed
by intensified underground testing and
acceleration of the nuclear arms race.

e
MONG INTELLECTUALS, almost
without exception, detente with the

Communist world is regarded as highly
desirable. Many credit Kennedy with a

arowing interest in defente and find -

evidence for this in his American Uni-
versity speech on June 11, 1963, which
was generally interpreted as the begin-
ning of a cautious reappraisal of Soviet-
U.5. relations.

Irving Howe, for one, thinks Ken-
nedy would not have perpetuated the
Cold War:

“Because Kennedy was open to ideas,
1 think it is reasonable to speculate that
he would have learned from the Bay of
Pigs experience, He would have seen
something like this—that containment,
the essential American foreign policy
affer the second World War, was by and
large necessary and by and large had
served ils purpose, which was to prevent

White House, Ocl. 1, 1963—National Archives photo
i

tion was based, to a large degree, on its
development of relations with the So-
viet Union in the context of the Cold
War.

“Pen years later” he writes, “one
may note the parallel between Kenne-
dy’s achievement in establishing an un-
derstanding with Russia and Fresident

Nixon's in opening the way to an un- '

derstanding with China. Having noted
it, however, all that remains is con-
trast.

“The symbolic function of the presi-
dential office is not less important, in
the Jpng run, than its executive func-
tion. The public figure who fills it is
required to represent our American so-
ciety in the dignity of its historic tradi-
tion and the nobility of its aspiration.
When this function of leadership is ful-
filled, the society, feeling itself to be
what its leader represents, tends to
rise to that level.

“Under President Kennedy it still
felt its own stature. But President
Nixon has, from the beginning, shown
himself blind to the dignity of his of-
fice, and in his symbolic capacity he
has come, at last, to represent some-
thing like the Fall of Man. It is as if he
had robbed our society of the wvirtue
Kennedy symbolized, thereby depriving
it .of moral authority, not only in the
eyes of the world but, what is more im-
portant, in its own eyes. Today one
looks back with nostalgia to a Presi-
dent who, despite his early blunder at
the Bay of Pigs, did not fail to uphold
our honorable character as a nation.”

And Brzezinski:

“I said 10 years ago that Kennedy's
death is a great loss to the United
States from an international point of
view because Kennedy was a true
global leader, who in many ways per-
sonalized the hopes and the aspirations
of the younger generation. )

“His absence is well demonstrated
by the way in which the present de-

marks the beginning of America’s
Time of Troubles — a period not un-
common in the history of other peo-
ples, but without analogy in'the now
almost 200-year history of Americans.
“All of the events that make these
last 10 years troublous ‘are not as
neatly ted as the el ts in
the story of the House that Jack Built,
but the analogy is still apt. When John
F. Kennedy died in Dallas the begin-
nings of the Vietnam war had already
been laid: United States troops were
there and the principle of holding the
line in Asia had been enunciated. That
beginning was carried to its logical, if
not its intended, coneclusion by Lyndon
Johnson, whose withdrawal from pub-
lic life was his personal cost; the end
of his domestic vision and program
was the nation's.
“It was the war, too, that brought
Richard Nixon his most vehement op-
position as he sought to end the war
without seeming to lose it. Further, it
was out of Nixon's need for vindication
of his course in regard to the war that
came the massive effort at re-election,
of which Watergate and its ‘horrors’
was the cost to him and to the nation.”
e !

HE ACHIEVEMENT of a consensus

on Kennedy's place in history
seens remote, i

To Henry F.-Graff, professor of his-
tory at Columbia, Kennedy's impact —
not as a President, but as the ideal
American — will be strong. “His is a
major transitional figure” says Graff.
“Washington was our first ideal Ameri-
can. Not until Lincoln was the demo-
cratie image updated. Now Kennedy
emerges as the new ideal American.
America likes his style. He has legiti-
matized many hitherto unseen aspects
of our society. We will see this legacy
more clearly in another generation.” -

1. F. Stone remains unimpressed.

“Ten years ago I correctly character-
ized Kennedy as a conservative in the
good sense who moved ever so slightly
in the right direction. But by now he is
simply an optical illusion.”
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The claim I make for his historie
significance is both restrained and
major. Within the limits of the possible,
as defined by his own pragmatic liberal-
Jdsm and the reactionary congressional
power arrayed against it, he developed
{0 a surprising degree. How far he would

liave gone, we will never know. (Robert.

Kennedy, who survived his brother by a
little less than five years, spent them in
making the most extraordinary pilgrim-
age a practicing politician has ever frav-
eled. What if John Kennedy had had
those years too?)

Joln F, Kennedy, in short, must

be judged not as a shining knight nor
as a failed hero but as a man of his
time and place, He did nof, by my
‘standards, move nearly far enough in
confronting the problems of this
society; but he did go so much farther
than ong could have expected,
" He was not, of course, a radical
and it is silly to accuse him, as some
of his disillusioned followers have, of
not having carried out basic trans-
formations of the system, That was
fiever his jntention and had it been
the people would not have elected him
"President.

Began With a —u_mwm_a_.
ND YET, within the context of
his political and personal limita-
.,._oam John F. Kennedy grew enor-
mously. He arrived at the White House
a young, and not terribly distinguished,
senator from the Eisemhower years
with a tiny margin of victory and a
Dixiecrat-Republican majority against

him in the Congress.

The America which inaugurated him
in. January, 1961, still believed in the
veritieg of the Cold War (as did Keh-
:mmv_ in his speech of that day), in the
mswn_mq of the balanced budget, and
fthad not begun to come to terms
-Ew that great mass movement led by
Martin Luther King Jr. The America

which mourned John F. Kennedy in .

November, 1963, was different. It was_
not transformed — but it was better.
THat was Kennedy’s modest Eﬁ mag-
Ebﬁ@ﬁ achievement.

In foreign policy, he _...wmm: with a
disaster: the Bay of Pigs. It is true
»wmr new and untried, he endorsed a

vl inanmnatant fand immaralt nlan

There were moments during that
week in 1962 when the President of
the United States left it up to the
leader of the Soviet Union and his as-
sociates as to whether a good part of
the world would be blown to bits. It
might be plausibly argued that, given
the prior history of the Cold War, that

eyeball-to-eyeball confrontation was

unavoidable. But then one must add -

that the. prior history had an insane
logie.

T wonder if the real denouement
of the Cuban missile crisis was not
Kennedy's  American University
speech in June, 1963. It was, I think,
the most revealing illustration of
his capacity for growth. In it he
abandoned the Cold War pieties
upon which he had campaigned in
1960 and acted in 1961 and 1962.

Nine years before Nixon's voy-
ages to Peking and Moscow,
Kennedy proposed that there be an

end to the nuclear polarization which.

threatened the future of the globe.
The concrete result of that move
was, of course, the Moscow test ban
treaty. Like so. much else in the
Kennedy years, we know that event
as a promise, an anticipation, not
a fulfiliment. But it represented an
extraordinary, and weleomed, break
in American policy, as well as an
example of how a President can
change.

-

Impertant Departure

HERE IS- ONE other Kennedy

foreign policy initiative which
is relevant ' to this analysis: the
Alliance for Progress. It was, 1
thought at the time and think now,
basically flawed in its strategy. It
assumed that there could be a lib-
eral capitalist revolution carried

--put non-violently in Latin America

by a united front of oligarchs,
workers and peasants encouraged
by finaneial aid from the United
States.

That seriously overestimated the
reform potential of the Latin upper
classes as well as their com-
mitment to democracy and social
change. But if the actual strategy
was condemned to failure, the vision
which animated it was an important
new departure "in American policy.

On two counts, then, Kennedy's

Virginia épuntry home,

realized how critical they were of liis,
and his brother's, actions. Moreover—
and this is quite important—the mood
which Kennedy created was one in
which the civil rights movement could
thrive.

First to Talk Sense ,
N ECONOMIC management, John
Kennedy. was the first President'to
talk a modicum of sense to the Ameri-
ean people, It is hard to remember,

now that President Nixon is a Key-
mantan falhait n chamafanad and there.

. Nov. 10, 1963—John F. Kennedy Library photo

nent of the presid of John
F. Kennedy as if it were a matter of
balancing accomplishments and fail-
ures in a kind of political cost ac-
counting, For the reason those years
are remembered with nostalgia by the
American people transcend the details
of what went on during them. It has
more to do with a spirit, \

The nation was happier then, It had,

God knows, problems, but they d
solvable. And then, after John Ken-
nedy E»w S:wnmﬂmna the war in Viet-

S, Y
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Alas, there is not. And when the late
President’s younger brother pro-
nounces on public policy, the family
tie is apparent but their political kin-
ship is not. The Kennedy legacy, it
seems to me, must go to probate.

The left-liberal Democrats, Edward
Kennedy prominently included, have
disowned their party's recent past, as
personified by President Johnson. But
the insurgency against. the Vietnam
war and the Johnson presidency went
much further and cut much deeper
than the Kennedy loyalists anticipated.
It cut all the way to the root-truth of
the matter: Johnson's great “crime”
was tc adopt Kennedy’s worldview, re-
tain Kennedy's advisers, pursue Ken-
nedy's policies, and honor Kennedy’s
commitments to the bitter end.

And-so, when the insurgency finally
triumphed with the 1972 nomination of
Sen. George McGovern, the moral con-
demnation of the McGovernites fell on
LBJ and JFK alike. Significantly, as
the Democratic Party turned itself into
a movement dedicated to purging its
past, only one candidate, Sen. Henry
M. Jackson, dared propbse continuity
of U.S. policy, and he was cast into
darkness as an unrepentant Cold War-
rior and superhawk.

Legacies Disowned
d@ﬂﬁ.mmz THE LITERARY ,m_i in-
tellectual realm, where Kenne-
dy’s adroit flattery once prevailed, an
anti-Kennedy revisionist campaign is
far advanced toward the objective, of
leveling Camelot. A typical judgment
is Richard J. Walton's (“Cold War and
Counter-Revolution: The Foreign Pol-
icy of John F. Kennedy”): “As con-
gressman and senator, Kennedy was
never a liberal, and as President he

prosecuted the Cold War more vigor-

ously, and - thus more dangerously,

than did Eisenhower and Dulles.”
Thus, on both the political and the

intellectual front, the left has not only

- de-mythologized Kennedy (which is a

healthy enough ambition) but has also
declared war on his view of the world
and the assumptions and policies he
acted on to secure America’s place in
it. This, it seems to me, is an unheal-

" thy enterprise which must be resisted.

Thaw slen manils

t whinh W 1

those right-wingers who have forgotten
little and forgiven nothing about the
New Frontier, moderate conservatives
too are still put off by the memory of
Kennedy's splendid fakery, the arro-
gance of his courtiers, and the trans-
parent improvisation of bold initiatives
that were swiftly forgotten. But we
have endured much wbrse in the
White House during the past five
years. “Style” doesn't matter. What
matters crucially is the core of the
Kennedy legacy.

That core is patriotism. From the
first to the last of his thousand days in
the presidency, Kennedy told his fel-
low citizens that America was a good
country which eould become better. He
expressed the faith they felt in.them-
selves, their values and their ideals.
He called for individual and national
sacrifice on behalf of those ideals, and
this struck a deep chord among young
people. They were also drawn by his
urging that the sociely pursue m..i
honor excellence.

In the early 1960s, we remained in-
nocent of the supposed evils of
“elitism.” Ordinary citizens ‘were unof-
fended by the idea that they might
omn.ﬂ. better and abler men to govern
them. The reign of mediocrity in
Washington since 1969 has done much
to restore the vitality of the idea that
some men are better equipped to gov-
ern than others. There is nothing
wrong with government by “the best
and the brightest"—provided their
qualities include character.

John Kennedy had chafacter. Though
as qguick to exploit an opportunity or
hedge a promise as the next professional
politician, he showed in many ways that

he understood where polities ended and .

principled commitment began. The skep-
ticism that intellectuals found so attrac-
tive in him was accomplished by an an-
chored faith in lasting things—family,
chureh, friendship, duty, loyalty and
courage—which ordinary men and wom-
en recognized and approved. When he
assumed responsibility for a blunder—
{he Bay of Pigs is the classic instance—
he did so unequivocally, because he
knew it was right and necessary.
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major. Within the limits of the possible,
as defined by his own pragmatic liberal-
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dsm and the reactionary congressional

power arrayed against if, he developed
10 a surprising degree. How far he would
Jave gone, we will never know. (Robert
Kennedy, who survived his brother by a
little Jess than five years, spent them in
‘making the most extraordinary pilgrim-
age a practicing politician has ever trav-
eled. What if John Kennedy had had
those years too?)

John F. Kennedy, in short, must

be judged not as a shining knight nor
as a failed hero but as a man of his
time and place. He did not, by my
‘standards, move nearly far enough in
confronting the problems of this
society; but he did go so much farther
“than ong could have expected.
' He was mnot, of course, a radical
and it is silly to accuse him, as some
of his disillusioned followers have,.of
not having carried out hasic trans
formations of the system. That was
fiever his jintention and had it been
the people would not have elected him
“President. :

Began With a Disaster
‘A ND YET, within the context of
. his political and personal limita-
tions, John F. Kennedy grew enor-
mously. He arrived at the White House
a young, and not terribly distinguished,
senator from the Eisenhower years
with a tiny margin of vietory and a
Dixiecrat-Republican majority against
him in the Congress.
The America which inaugurated him

in. January, 1961, still believed in the_

verities of the Cold War (as did Ken-
nefdy in his speech of that day), in the
sahetity of the balanced budget, and
it:had not begun to come to terms
with that great mass movement led by
Martin Luther King Jr. The America

which mourned John F. Kennedy in

20»...@3&2., 1963, was different. Tt was
not transformed — but it was better.
THat was Kennedy's modest and mag-
:ﬂ..u.a.nﬁ achievement. =

In foreign policy, he began with a
digaster: the Bay of Pigs. It iz true
that, new and untried, he endorsed a
truly incompetent (and immoral) plan
on the grounds that it had been ap-
proved Dby every one of his military
experts, That mitigates his responsibil-
ity  but it certainly does not absolve
him of it. However, he himself insisted
ot his own fault in the matter. He did
nok do so in the style of Richard Nixon,
asgefting that he is to blame for Water-
gafe and then filling the record with

statements making it perfectly clear
that he does not believe that for a

moment, Kennedy accepted his failure
straightforwardly.

That fact affects how I look upon
Kennedy's most portentous and de-
structive error, the escalation of the
American presence in Indochina. That
was done in consonance with the
standard liberal position on the Cold
War (which, because it was liberal,

leader of the Soviet Union and his as-
sociates as to whether a good part of
the world would be blown to bits, It
might be plausibly argued that, given
the prior history of the Cold War, that
eyeball-to-eyeball confrontation was

unavoidable. But then one must add -

that the. prior history had an insane
logie.

T wonder if the real denoucment
of the Cuban missile erisis was not
Kennedy's American University
speech in June, 1963. It was, T think,
the most revealing illustration of
his capacity for growth. In it he
abandoned the Cold War pieties
upon which he had campaigned in
1980 and acted in 1961 and 1862.

Nine years before Nixon's voy-
ages to Peking and Moscow,
Kennedy proposed that there he an

end to the nuclear polarization which.

threatened the future of the globe.
The concrete result of that move
was, of course, the Moscow test ban
treaty. Like so. much else in the
Kennedy years, we know that event
as a promise, an anticipation, not
a fulfillment. But it represented an
extraordinary, and welcomed, break
in American policy, as well as an
example of how a President can
change.

3

HE?_H..E: Departare

HERE IS  ONE other Kennedy

foreign policy initiative which
is relevant to this analysis: the
Alliance for Progress. It was, I
thought at the time and think 7
basically flawed in its strategy, It
assumed that there could be a lib-
eral capitalist revolution carried
out non-violently in Latin . America
by a united front of oligarchs,
workers and peasants _ encouraged
by {financial aid from the United
States.

That " seriously overestimated the
reform potential of the Latin upper
classes as well as their com-
mitment to democracy and soefal
change. But if the actual strategy
was condemned to failure, the vision
which animated it was an important
new departure ‘in American policy.

On two counts, then, Kennedy's
foreign policy initiated basic new de-
partures: in proposing an end to
the Cold War and negotiating the
Moscow  treaty; in arguing for
American support for a democratic
revolution in the Third World, In
the first = ecase, - Kennedy laid the
basis for a detente . which was not
realized until Nixon; in the second,
he articulated a vision which has
yet to be acted upon. In both in-
stances, he demonstrated a remark-
able capacity for change and growth,
for the Alliance was a response to
the Bay of Pigs and the Moscow
treaty an answer to the Cuban mis.
sile crisis, The President learned.

‘Cautious Moves

N DOMESTIC issues, the crucial
guestion during the Kennedy
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now,

realized how critical they were of lils,
and his brother's, actions. Moreover—
and this is quite important—the mood
which Kennedy created was one in
which the civil rights movement could
thrive.

First to Talk Sense :
N ECONOMIC management, John
Kennedy. was the first President'to
talk a modicum of sense to the Ameri-
can people, It is hard to remember,
now that President Nixon is a Key-
nesian (albeit a shamefaced and there-
monm bumbling Keynesian), that in, the
‘early '60s most citizens had a pre-mod-
ern view of the economy. Co
. ‘In a famous speech at Yale, and in
his pushing for a tax cut, Kennedy
began to explain that the United States

“of ‘America is not a household’to 'be

rin ‘on a balanced budget, but a com-
plex society in which a tax cut could,
by setting off economic growth, actu-
ally result in larger tax revenues.

To be sure, Kennedy did not live
to see the fulfillment of his interim
goal of reducing unemployment to 4
per cent, but he cléarly was the man
who began the economic education of
the American people and who laid the
foundation for Lyndon Johnson’s full
employment policy.
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Virginla dountry home, Nov. 10, 1963—John P. Kennedy Library photo

assessment of the presidency of John
F. Kennedy as if it were a matter of
balancing plishments and fail-
ures in a kind of political cost ac-
counting. For the reason those years
are remembered with nostalgia by the
American people transcend, the details
of what went on during them. It has
more to do with a spirit, \

The nation was happier then, It had,
God knows, problems, but they seemed
solvable. And then, after John Ken-
nedy was murdered: the war in Viet-
nam took charge of the nation’s des-
tiny and dragged down Lyndon John-
son’s administration. And now there is
an unpopular President presiding over
the most shocking corruption the na-
tion has ever known.

- Atmosphere Changed

WAS WRONG in not voting for

Kennedy in 1960 for many, many
reasons, but perhaps the most impor-
tant of them bears on what I now take
1o be the basic accomplishment of his
tragically short incumbency.

Since there was a President who
could grow in office, who could learn
{rom the Bay of Pigs and the missile
crisis, who could come to understand
that we had to move decisively as a

nation in response to the just demands
0f hlack Amaninn tha mons ibo — ot

President’s younger brother pro-
nounces on public poliey, the family
tie is apparent but their politieat kin-
ship is not. The Kennedy legacy, it
seems to me, must go to probate.

The left-liberal Democrats, Edward
Kennedy prominently ineluded, have
disowned their party's recent past, as
personified by President Johnson. But
the insurgency against. the Vietnam
war and the Johnson presidency went
much further and cut much deeper
than the Kennedy loyalists anticipated.
It cut all the way to the root-truth of
the matter: Johnson's great “crime”
was tc adopt Kennedy’s wdrldview, re-
tain Kennedy's advisers, pursue Ken-
nedy’s policies, and honor Kennedy's
commitments to the bitter end.

And-so, when the insurgency finally
triumphed with the 1972 nomination of
Sen. George McGovern, the moral con-
demnation of the McGovernites fell on
LBJ and JFK alike, Significantly, as
the Democratic Party turned itself into
a movement dedicated to purging its
past, only one candidate, Sen. Henry
M. Jackson, dared propose continuity
of U.S. policy, and he was cast into
darkness as an unrepentant Cold War-
rior and superhawk.

Legacies Disowned
gﬂﬂﬂﬁz THE LITERARY .a:n in-
tellectual realm, where Kenne-
dy's adroit flattery once prevailed, an
anti-Kennedy revisionist campaign is
far advanced toward the objective. of
leveling Camelot. A typical judgment
is Richard J. Walton’s (“Cold War and
Counter-Revolution: The- Foreign Pol-
iy of John F. Kennedy”): “As con-
gressman and senator, Kennedy was
never a liberal, and as President he
prosecuted the Cold War more vigor-
ously, and thus more dangerously,
than did Eisenhower and Dulles,”

Thus, on both the political and the
intellectual front, the left has not only
de-mythologized Kennedy (which is a
healthy enough ambition) but has also
declared war on his view of the 'world
and the assumptions and policies he
acted on to secure America’s place in
it. This, it seems to me, is an unheal-
thy enterprise which must be resisted.
For the perils against which Kennedy
rallied the American people have since
multiplied to an alarming degree.

Can Sen. Jackson and like-minded
moderates pull the Democratic Party
back toward the center and reconcile
it with both the Kennedy legacy and
the realities of a dangerous world? I
doubt it. Experience teaches that
when a party transforms itself into an

. idealogical vehicle, and true believers

take the wheel, even an election deba-
cle produces only a limited corrective
reaction. In the atmosphere created by
the Watergate affair and the collapse
of the Nixon presidency, the McGov-
ernites are apt to he more selfright
eous and intransigent than ever. And

more determined to regard JFK as

at least half a villain,
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tno are still put off by the memory of
Kennedy's splendid fakery, the arro-
gance of his courtiers, and the trans-
parent improvisation of bold initiatives
that were swiftly ﬁon_w\a:.w? But we
have endured much worse in the
White House during the past five
years. “Style” doesn't matter. What
matters crucially is the core of the
Kennedy legacy.

That core is pairiotism. From the
first to the last of his thousand days in
the presidency, Kennedy told his fel-
low citizens that America was a good
country which could become better. He
expressed the faith they felt in.them-
selves, their values and their ideals.
He called for individual and natipnal
sacrifice on behalf of those ideals, and
this struck a deep chord among young
people. They were also drawn by his
urging that the society pursue and

e iy

honor excellence.

In the early 1960s, we remained in-
nocent of the supposed evils of
“elitism."” Ordinary citizens ‘were unof-
fended by the idea that they might
elect better and abler men to govern
them. The reign of mediocrity in
Washington since 1969 has done much
to restore the vitality of the idea that
some men are better equipped to gov-
ern than others. There is nothing
wrong with government by “the best
and the brightest"—provided their
qualities include character. s

John Kennedy had chafacter. Though
as quick to exploit an opportunity or
hedge a promise as the next professional
politician, he showed in many ways that
he understood where politics ended and -
principled commitment wom».:x.;o skep-
ticism that intellectuals found so attrae-
tive in him was accomplished by an an-
chored faith in lasting things—family,
church, friendship, duty, loyalty and
courage—which ordinary men and wom-
en recognized and approved. When he
assumed responsibility for a blund
the Bay of Pigs is the classic instance—
he did se unequivocally, because he
knew it was right and necessary.

An Inner Strength

ONTRARY TO his revisionist crit-

ics, Kennedy did not heat up the
Cold War to prove his virility. He ac-
cepted the realily of great-power con-
flict, sure to continue far beyond his
term, and he therefore accepted the
challenges, especially in Central Eu-
rope and in this hemisphere, that were
his responsibility. Although liberal ad-
mirers have made much of Kennedy's
speech at American University in
June, 1963, in which he called on the
Soviet Union to sign the limited test-
ban treaty ard help “make_the world
safe for diversity,” he did not foresee
an early or dramatic “end” to the Cold
War, but rather a protracted test of
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structive error, the escalation of the
American presence in Indochina. That
was done in consonance with the
standard liberal position on the Cold
War (which, because it was liberal,
often had to represent itself as even
tougher and more realistic than con-
servative anti-communism).
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However, there were those within -

his administration—the then ambassa-
dor to India, John K. Galbraith, among
them—who warned the young Presi-
dent of the mortal danger in commit-
ting American power to a reactionary
dictatorship in Saigon. Here, too, Ken-
nedy listened to his military advisers
who had begun their annual sighting
of light at the end of the Vietnamese
tunnel. He was wrong to do so and
his mistake cost this country and the
Vietnamese and the world quite dear.

Flawed Foreign Policy
ET I BELIEVE that Kennedy, had
he lived, 'would have veversed
his course. I have no historical evi-
dence on this count. Rather, I base
myself on his reaction to the Bay of
Pigs. John F. Kennedy was a man who
could learn from his disasters (unlike
both Nixon and Lyndon Johnson who

compound them by pretending they do-

not exist).

It is on the basis of this aspect of
his personality that I am convinced
that he would not have . indefinitely
gone on escalating the war in Viet-
nam. Kennedy changed in office—a
quality singularly lacking in both his
BUCCESSOTS,

If I am thus at least understanding
with regard to his two most dramatic
failures, I do not share the conven-
tional judgment that the Cuban mis-
sile crisis was his finest hour. That
this terrifying episode was handled
with skill and great coolness is ob-
vious, But that it took place at all is
proof of how flawed our foreign policy
—Kennedy's and Eisenhower’s and
Truman’s—was.
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sile crisis, The President learned.

‘Cautions Moves

N DOMESTIC issues, the crucial
question during the Kennedy
yeals was civil rights. In 1960, there
had been the sitins; in 1961, the
Freedom Rides. During the 1960
primary eampaign, Kennedy had been
the first (and only) Democratic hope-
ful to make personal contact with
Martin Luther King Jr., and during
the general election he had made his
famous intervention to help get King
out of jail.

But between 1860 and the March on
Washington dof 1963, he moved most
cautiously in this area. There were the
confrontations in the schoolhouse door
and support from the Justice Depart-
ment, under Robert Kennedy, for the
Freedom Riders. But there was not
that “stroke of the pen” which Ken-
nedy had said would -allow the Presi-
dent to put all the power of the federal
government behind the drive for ra-
cial equality.

Kennedy’s argument in defense of
his moderation was that his hands
were tied by the Dixiecrats and their
Republican congressional allies. That,
I am sure, was an element in his con-
duct, yet it does not alter the fact
that he responded much too slowly in
1961 and 1962 to the most decisive
moral and political issue of the dec-
ade, E

In 1863, however, the President be-
gan to move. In response to King's
struggle in Birmingham, the White
House beeame much more positive

and in August, 1963, when the delega- -

tion from the March on Washington
came to Kennedy, he was prepared to
move on a fair employment practices
provision in the upcoming Civil Rights
Act.

In all of this there was, I think, a
considerable amount of learning golng
on. Robert Kennedy had been truly
shocked when he met with a group of
black activists and intellectuals and

per cent, but he cleéarly was the man
who began the economic education of
the American people and who laid the
foundation for Lyndon Johnson's full
employment policy.

5till, even that accomplishment had
its limitations, almost all of them im-
posed by political constraints. Ken-
nedy had opted to slimulate the econ-
omy through a tax cut rather than
through social spending, even though
George Meany, Walter Reuther and
other trade unionists wanted him to
take the latter course. 1

As a result, the tax cuts which he
initiated, and President Johnson car-
ried out, ‘disproportionately favored
the rich and the corporations. Ken-
nedy, Arthur Schlesinger has written,
intended to lake the social spending
route in his second term when he
thought he would be much stronger
politically, The assassin put an end to
that hope.

In another area, putting a man on
the moon, almost all liberals and left-
ists would criticize, if not condemn,
Kennedy. I do not.

First of all, it is glibly assumed that
the monies spent on space technology
could easily be transferred to, say, the
struggle against poverty and urban
decay. In fact, that is not the case.

Secondly, I believe there is an im-
perative for mankind to live up to its
fullest potential, to move forward, to
penetrate the unknown. One may
argue on the details of how that is
going to be done, for instance making

/Em case for unmanned rather than
manned exploration. But since we
have the resources both to go to the
moon and to cope with the earth, I
am glad that John Kennedy posed his
somewhat romantie, bul yet funda-
mental, challenge to space. Sometimes
in the not too distant future I suspect
we will learn that it was a necessary
gamble, one that will benefit genera-
tions yet to come.

But finally, I cannot conclude my

could grow in office, who could lear
from the Bay of Pigs and the missile
erisis, who could come to understand
that we had to move decisively as a
nation in response to the just demands
of black America, the mood, the polit-
ical atmosphere of these United States
changed in January, 1961, It was that
intangible which was perhaps most
important. d

Had Kennedy lived, there would
have been much more that was spe-
cific and conerete in terms of legisla.
tion enacted. And perhaps what makes
one so sad on the 10th anniversary of
Dallas is the sense of the promise that
was not permitted to fulfil] itself.

The rich young senator from Harvard
went to West Virginia in the 1960
primary and saw the poor there as he
had never seen them before. He be:
came President, but he did not forget.

Then, in 1963, he realized that he
had not yet acted on the convietions
which grew out of that West Virginia
experience. And so he set people to
work in his administration to prepare
an assault on poverty. They had not
finished their preliminary report by
Nov. 22, 1983. Like so much else, that

-was something he was only allowed

to begin.

I do not want to sentimentalize the
memory of John F. Kennedy. That
might make it burn brighter for a
moment or two, but it would not pro-
tect. it from the merciless serutiny of
history. I only want to make my mod-
est, major claim on behalf of his presi-
dency. He did not {ransform America;
he left most of its problems unsolved;
he committed some egregious errors.

But he learned, he changed, he grew.
His legacy is nof so mugh a program
or a legislative shopping list. It is that,
hampered by severe political con-
straints, he did get the nation moving
again. Not far enough, but moving. The
country was better when he was

cruelly assassinated than on the day

he took the oath of office.

K
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of the Nixon presidency, the MeGov-
ernites are apt to be more self-right-
eous and intransigent than ever. And
more determined to regard JFK as
at least half a villain,

The relevant experience with ideo-
logical binges, of course, is Republican,
vintage 1964. In spite of their champ-

" ion’s crushing defeat, Sen., Barry M.

Goldwater's followers, true believers
and therefore returning delegates, held
the deeisive power at the 1968 Republi-
can convention. On orders from Gold-
water, Strom Thurmond and other con-

Soviet Union to sign the limited test-
ban treaty ard help “make the world
safe for diversity,” he did not foresee
an early or dramatic “end” to the Cold
War, but rather a protracted test of
wills which might gradually yield to
accommodation. Just 16 days after his
disarmament speech, Kennedy stood at
the Wall in Berlin and proclaimed his
solidarity with the Berliners and his
dedication to “the advance of freedom
everywhere.”

Such rhetoric carried weight in that
era b e we possessed the strength

servative leaders, these delepates
trgoped unenthusiastically to the ban-
ner of Richard M. Nixon, whom many
of them had never trusted. Now, too
latey senior Republican conservatives
have acknowledged the Nixon betrayal
and are moving toward a confrontation
with the President, before he carries
the Republican Party over the brink to
ruin.

The Vital Core
Q\m.ﬂ. THE - Nixon administration
has done, among many other
things, is to destroy the new Republi-
can “past” even before it could be re-
corded in the history books. Future
GOP orators will not point with pride
to these years. Where their immediate
political heritage should be, Republi-
cans will face a void.

To be thus deprived is intolerable to
conservatives, whose natural home is
yesterday. But where can they -turn?
Certainly not all the way back to Ei-
senhower, for that was long ago and,
besides, Ike had a running-mate.
Where then? Republicans are rather
shameless borrowers of Democratic
ideas and programs after they
aged. Why not co-opt a President seem-
ingly unwelcome in his own party? It
is enlively conceivable to me that Re-
publicans in the future will avail them-
selves of what now seems a free-float-
ing resource—the Kenney legacy.

Not all of it, to be sure, and not un-
der the old labels. Quite apart from

have

to match our obligations. Kennedy in-
herited unquestioned military superi-
ority—the “missile gap” he had cam-
paigned against closed almost as soon
as he entered the White House. He
heeded the advice of Walter Heller
and adopted tax and fiscal policies
that stimulated the sluggish economy.
Most of all, our society felt an inner
strength and confidence.

In remarks prepared for delivery in
Dallas on Nov. 22, 1963, Kennedy was
in a position to say: ** .. . America to-
day is stronger than ever before. Our
adversaries have not abandoned their
ambitions, our dangers have not dimin-
ished, our vigilance cannot be relaxed.
But now we have the military, the sei-
entific and the economie strength to
do whatever must be done for the pres-

- ervation and promotion of freedom.”

This is no longer true, Indeed, Amer-
ica today is weaker and more vulnera-
ble than ever before. Our political sys-
tem has been subverted, not by foreign
enemies, but by weak, corrupt men
who came to power barren of unselfish
purpose. Idealism has vanished from
public life, and the people regard all
politicians with distrust. .

Theré is no “conservative” or
“liberal” remedy for this sickness of
the national spirit The cure will come
from honest, truthful leadership that
summons the best in us—as we remem-
ber John Kennedy once did. His legacy
awaits the leader who can claim it.




By William Greider

Gretder s e national reporier for The
Washington Post:

HE SURVIVORS are scattered now,

yvet mysteriously the bond among
them lives -on, like an unseen imprint
of tribal loyalty, a chemical seal that
marks to many as Kennedy men.

Whatever it was, whatever held peo-
ple =0 close to Kennedy, to the Ken-
nedy brothers and to his family, to the
idea of another Kennedy ecampaign,
whatever it was, it is still alive.

“T think it hangs on,” said John Sieg-
enthaler, one of those men who was
close, who, like the rest of them, has
trouble defining it. “Maybe if they
hadn't died the way they died, maybe
we wouldn't feel the way we do. Maybe
that made us realize our loss. But I
don't think so. I think it was real and I
think it's still there.”

Fred Dutton, who served under John
. Kennedy but was closer to Robert,
is more analytical: “There’s a chemis-
try, a little bit of mystery, an awful lot
of animalism.”

It has to do, he thinks, with the tim-
bre of their voices, the gait and man-
ner, the emotional wvibrations, more
than the issues and ideas.

‘Lawrence F. O'Brien, former post-
master general, former Democratic na-
tional chairman, still best known as
JFK’s congressional lobbyist, searches
for an anecdote to explain.-

“The informality of it, my God,”
O'Brien said, thinking back to the Ken-
nedy White House, mindful of the
present one. “We sort of all went to the
starting line together. I remember the
first day we went into the White
House, we didn't have any office as-
-signments or anything like that. We
sort of went around and where you put
vour papers down, that was your of-
fice. That was the presidenecy. But, my
God, it looks pretly good now.”

“The Crumbling of Sand Castles’

YOUTH, From Page C1

There was no anger in the classroom.

Blank stares, bewilderment.

was just too old, he had seen too much. And

we were too young.
“Don’t you know he was ruthless?”
I don't care.

“Don't you know his principles were un-

certain, masked by clever wit?”
1 don't gare.

“Don’t you know he was a politician?

Now all the Kennedy anecdotes are
jumbled together, personal experiences
which imperfectly express the essence
of two brothers dead, qualities which
people see echoed in'the third hrother,
the last Kennedy.

There was the openness of the Oval
Office when JFK was President or the
shirt-sleeves arguments at the Justice
Department thrashing out crisis strat-
egy for Bob Kennedy or the droll, self-
deprecating humor of all three, with
a bit of an Irish curl aimed at the
listener. g

“There never was any formal talk or
stage talk or BS," said John Nolan, a
lawyer who served as RFK's adminis-
trative assistant at Justice.

“T think,” said Siegenthaler, now
publisher of the Nashville Tennessean,
“that they had a sense of security, a
self-confidence that made it possible
for them never to he threatened by
any -point of view or dissenting
opinion.”

In any case, the Kennedy sentiment
has survived the years, all of the trag-
edies from Dallas to Chappaquiddick. It
exists today as a political given, a res-
ervoir of talent, ideas and goodwill
available to Edward M. Kennedy, a
commddity beyond measurement.

If the banner were raised again,
most of those men would be marching,
They await that possibility with the
mixed feelings of dread and nostalgia,

‘the same fatalism which is part of that

family’s mystique.

New and Old Faces

HAT 18 IT worth? Well, plainly,
t will be an impediment to the
ambitions of Demoeratic rivals, a feel-
ing that Kennedy men would prefer to

We sat by campfires and sang about justice,
and that was our great sand castle.

[ ]

The teacher Ha IS IMPORTANT to understand that thy

generation—those of us whose first life-
and-blood President was John Kennedy—
was the same generation that spilled the
most blood in Vietnam and that simultane-
ously called most vocally for an end to that

war.

Irony? Schizophrehia? We hated the war,
many of us; we fought the war, many of us.
In some cases. mv own included. those who

wait, that commitments are impossible
until one knows whether there will be

- angther Kennedy campaign.

Or are they passe? Are they merely
looking backward toward a lost bril-
liance when the future belongs to
younger people? The old hands ask
that question themselves.

Part of the answer is that, yes, there
would be new faces in front, energetic
young activists and idea men who are
not well known now. But if Ted Ken-
nedy is like his brothers—and he is—
he would also draw from the eircles of
friendship and capabilities which first
were formed aroynd his two brothers.

When you talk about Kennedy men
{and there were no women in the inner
circle except, of course, for the sisters
and wives), there were really three
generations over the last 15 years—
those from the White House and Jus-
tice and other key posts of the Ken-
nedy administration, a second wave of
younger men who were drawn to Sen.
Robert F. Kennedy’s staff and his fatal

presidential campaign of 1968, a third:
nucleus of talent grouped around Sen.

Edward M. Kennedy.

Teddy Kennedy inherits all three.
Richard Goodwin, who wrote President
Kennedy's “Alliance for Progress”
speech, who wrote the first campaizgn
rhetoric for Bobby in 1968, was in har-
ness again for Teddy this summer,
drafting the carefully balanced prose
for Kennedy's Alabama appearance
with George Wallace,

Burke Marshall, now a dean of Yale
Law School, once the chief civil rights
lawyer for the Kennedy administra-
tion, is a close friend and counselor to
Teddy. Ted Sorensen, the~ corporate
lawyer who used to provide cadence

cesses to complement a leadership style so
few men have. And though I found other
than gut defenses for Kennedy, I find in my
thinking now that I search for those de-
fenses rather than approach the evidence
neutrally and let it take me where it may.

I invoke the name Kennedy as others who
search for heroes invoke the names of Sgt.
York, T. E. Lawrence, Pericles, Audie Mur-
phy, Ulysses, Jason. There are no halfway
heroes. Flaws of character must be chalked
off as obstacles puf there by fate. They

must be seen as elements of tension in an

for JFK speeches, is frequently con-
sulted. So are Siegenthaler and John
Douglas,
lawyer who headed the civil divisio
at Justice. < E

Ideas and Experience

EYOND THEM, the circle widens

to more casual ties, Fred Dutton,
who played strategist and alter ego for
RFK in '68; Frank Mankiewicz, who
was Bobby’s press secretary; Pierre
Salinger, who was President Kennedy's
press secretary—the senator sees them
now and then. Adam Walinsky, who
wrote speeches for RFK, rings in with
an idea every so often; so does Peler
Ldelman, Bobby's administrative as-
sistant, now dean of students at the
University of Massachusetts.

These few names only suggest the
much larger pool of counsel which is
avatlable or would be if there were a
Kennedy campaign. Some are strictly
idea men, some have the kind of gritty
experience which only comes from
winning a primary.

But the tribal chemistry extends far
beyond the close circle. In Washington,
dozens of guys walk around wearing
the Kennedy crest—the PT-109 tieclasp
—who never met either of the dead
Kennedys, except perhaps in reception
line or a trowded staff meeting, They
are, noretheless, touched by the same
sense of loyalty, perhaps more fiercely
because it is slightly fake,

A Southern Convert
»quu u.m“doz_.c them, there are men
and women all over the country
who worked in one of those campaigns,
who also think of themselves as Ken-
nedy people.
“I used to travel a lot with Bob Ken-
]

a Covington & Burling .

THE WASHINGTON POST maan.&,z__.._‘_.a.za

Iribal Loyally Is Alive and Waiting

nedy and we would meet them every-
where,” John - Nolan’® rememhered:
“They would have a tiepin or their
mother would have President Ken-
nedy’s picture on the wall. After the as-
sassination, they would always tell you
where they were when it happened.
You would meet these people and, it's
true, they were as much Kennedy peo-
ple as you were in terms of feelings.”

John Siegenthaler, who traveled the
South when the Kennedy name meant
social upheaval and conflict, remem-
bers another convert: .

“There was a U.S. marshal in Geor-
gia, Might have been Alabama. No, it
was Georgia. We were trying to get all
the U.S. marshals to take on black
guys and I used to go around telling
them, boys, you got to do it. This fel-
low:I really struggled with. Finally we
got him to take somebody. When Bob
got killed, this fellow called on the tel-
eplione. I think if Ethel had run the
next morning, this fellow would have
been in there slugging for her.”

For Ted Kennedy, the Emﬁﬁ in-
volves another asset—access to‘ideas.
Liberal academics, even if their faces
were not familiar in the old circles,
still v "that a K iy can
bring unique stature to a new idea and
that this Kennedy, like his brothers,
will at least listen.

“There is an inecredible intellectual
flow,” said Dutton. “Some of it is
mushy, some of it is good, but it's a
benefit that these other guys don't
get"

“Most people appreciate a chance to
explain their views,” said John Nolan.
“Recognition of that simple principle
is no small part of the Kennedys' suc-
Cess, .

G5

Larry O'Brien remembered another
quality in the late President, political
courage. O'Brien called it guts — the
time JFK faced down the Baptist mins
isters in Houston, the West Virginia
primary where he talked straightout
about his Catholicism without apologies.

“I'm Catholic,” said O’Brien, “and it
represented something to me I never
had the capacity to come up to. I think
I accepted the mores of the society,
the established ways, the way things
are. He was a little better, able to face
the things of life better than the rest
of ua.” d

Uncertain Prospects .
HEN ONE INQUIRES about thos
days, they respond with a flood

of memories. They are grateful for the

chance to recall them, Yet the keeépers
of this flame are not at all sure that it
could ever be rekindled for them,

More important, they wonder aloud if

they would want that. Their muted .

feelings about the future reflect fears

of another Kennedy target, the ache of
lost kinship from old campaigns. Nor-
mal ambitions notwithstanding, nearly
all of them are successful now in their

own terms, their own men. L

“There’s nothing older than the guy
who came out wf the last campaign,™
said Nolan. . :

“The truth of it is,” said Siegentha-
ler, “none of us wants to encourage
him to do it. Not for us, it’s just unfair
to him.”

And yet it's there. Most of them rec-
ognize that. If the bugle sounded, they
would report to colors, ready to serve
in whatever way they seemed to be
needed. .

“I don't think any of us really feels
he ought to run,” said Siegenthaler.
“But if he called up and needed help
on anything, T think everybody would
feel the need to help,” ¥

Siegenthaler laughed at himself. “I
still have the brand on my ass” he .
confessed. .



whatever it was, it is still alive.

“] think it hangs on,” said John Sieg-
enthaler, one of those men who was
close, who, like the rest of them, has
trouble defining it. “Maybe if they
hadn'l died the way they died, maybe
we wouldn't feel the way we do. Mayhe
that made us realize our loss. But I
don't think so. I think it was real and I
think it's still there.”

Fred Dutton, who served under John
F. Kennedy but was closer to Robert,
is more analytical: “There’s a chemis-
try, a little bit of mystery, an awful lot
of animalism.”

It has to do, he thinks, with the tim-
bre of their voices, the gait and man-
ner, the emotional vibrations, more
than the issues and ideas.

‘Lawrence F. (FBrien, former post-
master general, former Democratic na-
tional chairman, still best known as
JFK's congressional lobbyist, searches
for an anecdote to explain. -

“The informality of it, my God”
O’Brien said, thinking back to the Ken-
nedy White House, mindful of the
present one. “We sort of all went to the
starting line together. I remember the
first day we went into the White
House, we didn’t have any office as-
-signments or anything like that. We
sort of went around and where you put
your papers down, that was your of
fice. That was the presidency. But, my
God, ii looks pretty good now.™

shirt-sleeves arguments at the Justice
Department thrashing out crisis strat-
egy for Bob Kennedy or the droll, self-
deprecating humor of all three, with
a bit of an Irish curl aimed at the
listener. ;

“There never was any formal talk or
stage talk or BS,"” said John Nolan, a
lawyer who served as RIFFK’s adminis-
trative assistant at Justice.

“T think,” said Siegenthaler, now
publisher of the Washville Tennessean,
“that they had a sense of security, a
self-confidence that made it possible
for them never to be threatened by
any -point of view or dissenting
opinion.”

In any case, the-Kennedy sentiment
has survived the years, all of the trag-

PArL O TNe answer 1s tnat, yes, there
would. be new faces in front, energetic
young activists and idea men who are
not well known now. But if Ted Ken-
nedy is like his brothers—and he is—
he would also draw from the cireles of
friendship and capabilities which first
were formed around his two brothers,

When you talk about Kennedy men
(and there were no women in the inner
circle except, of course, for the sisters
and wives), there were really three
generations over the last 15 years—
those from the White House and Jus.
tice and other key posts of the Ken-
nedy administration, a second wave of
younger men who were drawn to Sen,
Robert F. Kennedy's staff and his fatal
presidential campaign of 1968, a third

1 of talent grouped around Sen.

edies from Dallas to Chappaquiddick. It
exists today as a political given, a res-
ervoir of talent, ideas and goodwill
available to Edward M. Kennedy, a
commddity beyond measurement.

If the banner were raised again,
most of those men would be marching,
They await that possibility with the
mixed feelings of dread and nostalgia,
the same fatalism which is part of that
family's mystique.

New and 0ld Faces
HAT IS IT worth? Well, plainly,
it will be an impediment to the
ambitions of Democratic rivals, a feel-
ing that Kennedy men would prefer to

Edward M. Kennedy.

Teddy Kennedy inherits all three.
Richard Goodwin, who wrote President
Kennedy's “Alliance for Progress"”
speech, who wrote the first campaign
rhetoric for Bobby in 1968, was in har-
ness again for Teddy this summer,
drafting the carefully balanced prose
for Kennedy's Alabama appearance
with George Wallace.

Burke Marshall, now a dean of Yale
Law School, once the chief civil rights
lawyer for the Kennedy administra-
tion, is a close friend dnd counselor to
Teddy. Ted Sorensen, the- corporate
lawyer who used to provide cadence

A F 10 more casual ties, Fred Dutton,
who played strategist and alter ego for
RFK in '68; Frank Mankiewicz, who
was Bobby's press secretary; Pierre
Salinger, who was President Kennedy's
press secretary—the senator sees them
now and then. Adam émzdmwvc who
wrote speeches for RFK, rings in with
an idea every so often; so does Peter
Edelman, Bobby's administrative as-
sistant, now dean of students at the
University of Massachusetts.

These few names only suggest the
much larger pool of counsel which is
available or would be if there were a
Kennedy campaign. Some are strictly
idea men, some have the kind of gritty
experience which only comes from
winning a primary.

But the tribal chemistry extends far
beyond the close circle, In Washington,
dozens of guys walk around wearing
the Kennedy crest—the PT-109 tieclasp
—who never met either of the dead
Kennedys, exeept perhaps in reception
line ar a prowded staff meeting. They
are, nonetheless, touched by the same
sense of E...EE... perhaps more fiercely
because it is slightly fake,

A Southern Convert
Z.U BEYOND them, there are men
and women all over the couniry
who worked in one of those campaigns,
who also think of themselves as Ken-
nedy people.
“L used to travel a lot with Bob Ken-

rue, ey were as much Kenneay peo-
ple as you were in terms of feelings.”

John Siegenthaler, who traveled the
South when the Kennedy name meant
social upheaval and conflict, remem-
bers another convert: .

“There was a U.S. marshal in Geor-
gia. Might have been Alabama. No, it
was Georgia, We were trying to get all
the U.S. marshals to take on black
guys and I used to go avound telling
them, boys, you got to do it. This fel-
low:I really struggled with. Finally we
got him to take somebody. When Bob
got killed, this fellow called on the tel-
ephone. I think if Ethel had run the
next morning, this fellow would have
been in there slugging for her.”

For Ted Kennedy, the legacy in-
volves another asset—access to ‘ideas.
Liberal academics, even if their faces
were not familiar in the old circles,
still recognize that a Kennedy can
bring unique stature to a new idea and
that this Kennedy, like his brothers,
will at least listen.

“There is an ineredible intellectual
flow,” said Dutton. “Some of it is
mushy, some of it is good, but it's a
benefit that these other guys don't
get."-

“Most people appreciate a chance lo-

explain their views,” said John Nolan,
R ition of that simpl
is _E small part of zpmﬁhnum%m sue-
cess."

principle

of us.”
Uncertain Prospects

HEN ONE INQUIRES about those

days, they respond with a flood
of memories. They are grateful for the
chance to recall them. Yet the keépers
of this flame are not at all sure that it
could ever be rekindled for them.
More important, they wonder aloud if
they would want that. Their muted
feelings about the future reflect fears
of another Kennedy target, the ache of
lost kinship from old campaigns. Nor-
mal ambitions notwithstanding, nearly
all of them are successful now in ﬁ.mr.
own terms, their own men.

“There’s nothing older than the guy
who came out wof the last campaign,”
said Nolan.

“The truth of ﬁ is,” said Siegentha-
ler, “none of us wants to encourage
him to de it. Not for us, it's just unfair
to him."”

And yet it's there. Most of them rec-
ognize that. If fhe bugle sounded, they
would report to colors, ready to serve
in whatever way they seemed to be
needed.

“I don’t think any of us really feels
he ought to run,” said Siegenthaler,
“But if he called up and needed help
on anything, 1 think everybody éo&n
feel the need to help.”

Siegenthaler laughed at EE%:. T
still have the brand on my »uu.._ he
confessed,

“The Crumbling of Sand Castles’

YOUTH, From Page C1

There was no anger in the classroom,
Blank stares, bewilderment. The teacher
was just too old, he had seen too much. And
we were too young,

“Don’t you know he was ruthless?”

1 don’t care. .

“Don't you know his principles were un-
certain, masked by clever wit?”

1 don't rare.

“Dont vou know he was a politician?
Don't you know anything about politicians?"
No. And I don't care. It doesn't matter.

«"For Pete’s sake. e was only human.”

Not guite. Not exactly.

Angd biology. “Did you know that Abraham
Linepln was shot in the same place?” said a
iriend that day. “In the back of the skull,
just below the ear. My God, can you imagine
the sound it must make as you die, every-
thing blowing up and out, everything ex-
ploding, eardrums popping?

“Can you hear the wit exploding? Pow,
splash. It was all lying in the back seat
of that limousine, just splattered against
the upholstery.”

oD

URING KENNEDY'S presidency I was
unaware that high politics was ever
anything other than it was then, in the early

We sat by eampfires and sang about justice,”

and that was our great sand castle.
o

T IS IMPORTANT to understand that thy

generation—those of us whose first life-
and-blood President was John Kennedy—
was the same generation that spilled the
most blood in Vietnam and that simultane-
ously called most vocally for an end to that
War.

Irony? Schizophreénia? We hated the war,
many of us, we fought the war, many of us.
In some cases, my own included, those who
hated the war also fought it. Spme of us
went to Canada, but not many ol us; some
of us went to jail rather than m,_w_:.. but not
many of us.

Whether our behavior was Ecczﬁ or
stupid, the apparent schizophrenia may have
been more a symptom of our trust in poli-
ties. The trust ebbed and finally drained dry
near the turn of the decade, but no matter.
We trusted that justice would prevail and
that it could be sought and achieved through
American politics. It was a leftover from the
Kennedy ygars.

He set our sights terribly high. The fall
was no fun at all. It angered us, turned us
sour. Many of us felt we'd been fooled. But
the gyroscope had been inbred. The refer-
ence point for our anger and bitterness was
what had been implanted so early, and if it
were belted with a sledgehammer it would
not Ao awav Wa drannad ant comn af ue

cesses to complement a leadership style so
few men have. And though I found other
than gut defenses for Kennedy, I find in my
thinking now that I search for those de-
fenses rather than approach the evidence
neutrally and let it take me where it may.

I invoke the name Kennedy as others who
search for heroes invoke the names of Sgt.
York, T. E. Lawrence, Pericles, Audie Mur-
phy, Ulysses, Jason. There are no halfway
heroes. Flaws of character must be chalked
off as obstacles u..ﬁ: there by “fate. They
must be seen as elements of tension in an
epic struggle and the whole _.ummmaw must be
cleansed.

So for 10 years I have defended Ken-
nedy. Almost instinctively, With thoughtful
enough words but for no other reason than
to protect against the spojling of a great
tragedy. And, too,to defend myself, It is all
quite natural. He was President when I was
young. :

b

braith (then U.S. Ambassador to India) tokd
me that Jackie took all the bitterness out of
our relations with the Indians, If T had gone
there, we would have talked about Kashmir

By Ken Burgess—The SBEE.S.- Post

Conversations With Kennedy

LEGEND, From Page C1

Salinger—Didn't you tell (Sen. George)
Smathers? Well, George 35 some friend of

hican tha .ﬁ.«:}la [LACE LS

of what he called the Billie Sol Estes gallery

. . . the picture that showed the President
with his inaugural address. He pointed out

- aggressivelv that the Nemaeratic” Watinnal



the upholstery.”

[t

URING KENNEDY'S presidency ‘1 was

unaware that high politics was ever
anything other than it s_m.w then, in the early
'80s.

I was not an ::noEEozG stupid high
school student. Nor uncommonly naive. But,
other than what I had learned from Kep-
nedy, I knew nothing about the manner in
which Presidents comport themselves,

I found nothing unusual in his elegance.
Nothing unusual in his promises for social
justice or his patent commitment to making
it happen. It did not occur to me that I
would ever distrust a President, or feel be-
trayed by one or feel anything but keen ad-
miration. I appreciated his style and even
tried to copy it in sly ways, lengthening my
A's and tilting my head. But I believed I was
appreciating and copying presidential traits,
not traits peculiarly Kennedy's.

In the prairie country of southern Minne-
sota where I grew up—I12 miles from Iowa,

45 miles from South Dakota—Kennedy was
not particularly loved. There even ran a
deep vein of distaste for him, especially
among some of the people who lived on
farms, also among some of those who ran
the town’s small businesses. But I remember
no rabid hate. No talk of impeachment. No
cheering in Worthington Senior High when
the intercom announcement ESE._.GS&
Miss Wick’s English class.

I cannot say I felt any particular love for
Kennedy—no more than any other kid my
age. Nor is it true that Kennedy alone
molded my social perspective. Mine was the
generation more of Pete Seeger than John
Kennedy. During Kennedy's presidency we
drove to the shores of Lake Okabena and
engaged in a ritual that now would make
high school students snicker. Even to me it
now seems impossible. o

We sang folk songs: “Where have all the
{flowers gone, long time passing . . ." “What
have they done to the rain?” “How many
roads must a man walk down, before they

will call him a man?” “If T had a hammer,

I'd hammer out . . . freedom and justice all
over this land.” Our songs were not about
acid or moony-eyed love or hot rods or God.

-nedy's war.

e A A et il ALt dilatlitl Wo, Lullitd Us
sour. Many of us felt we'd been fooled. But
the gyroscope had been inbred. The refer-
ence point for our anger and bitterness was
what had been implanted so early, and if it
were belted with a sledgehammer it would
not go away. We dropped out, some of us.
We turned to fantasy, some of us. We fought
to the bitter end, some of us—through Me-
Carthy and Robert Kennedy and McGovern.

And through the decade wé were outraged
by things that did mot so easily outrage
others. We were outraged that the world
would not abide by the purity of the ideal-
ism we had learned from our first teacher.

’ 2]

IETNAM, May, 1969. “This is Kennedy's

war, you know,” a lieutenant said. “You .

can blame it on Johnson and Nixon, but it
won't take away from the fact that it’

There were no Pentagon Papers then, but
I doubt it would have mattered, for it does
not matter now.

“You're crazy,” I said. “You're crazy.

“Sir,” he said.

“You're crazy, sir.”

“That’s the ﬂn_aﬂ But you're me.Em
Kennedy's war.”

“He would have found another way.”

“There was no other way.”

“Then he would have manufactured a
way."”

“He was a politician. You're too young to
remember that. He was a politico. He
couldn’t let South Vietnam go down the
drain, he wouldn't have allowed it. He had
to balance all the bosses and generals and
weapons manufacturers. He was being at-
tacked for softness on the Commies, and
there wasn't a thing w.m was going to do to
stop this war.”

“Tt doesn’'t matter. He didn't live . . . he
didn’t have the chance . . . it doesn't mat-
ter. -

“Look, you have to accept the facts. Those
are the facts. I'm just telling you the facts.”
cho

HROUGH GRADUATE school at Har-
vard and my time in Washington I have

had similar conversations. Once a teacher
remarked that it was terribly sad that Ken-
nedy had not generated the legislative sue-

"

s Ken-

LEGEND, From Page C1

Salinger—Didn’t you tell (Sen. George)
Smathers? Well, George told some friend of
his on the H»:.Ew Tribune. .

o+
Feb. 14, 1962: On Vietnam,

[ HE TROUBLE is, we are violating the
Geneva agreement; not as much as the
North Vietnamese are, but still. Whatever
we do, we have to do in some kind of se-
crecy.” He foresees the situation as fraught
with political danger. “The Republicans
want it both ways in Vietnam,” he said.
“That’s the privilege of the party not in
power. It's just like Korea. We should have
taken the enemy across the Yalu, according
to the Republicans, but it was always a Dem-
ocratic war. Now the Republicans want us to
defeat communism in  Vietnam by any
means, but when we try to do it quietly,
they howl that they are not being kept in-
formed and that must meanwe are not do-
:._m enough, Diem is U-m:.._ ..and the best
we've mcn..
[ )

March 3, 1962: On Defense Secretary Robert

S. MeNamara,

(44 L'S ONE OF the few guys around who,
when you ask him if he has anything

. to say and he hasn't, says ‘No.! That's rare

these days.”

[~ ] .
March 29, 1962: On Newsweek’s coverage of
Jackie Kennedy's trip to India. I was chief of
the magazine’s Washington bureal.

GG HAT WASN'T ONE of your better ef-

forts, was it? She's really broken her
ass on this trip, and you can always find
some broken-down Englishman or some NBC
stringer to knock anything. I don’t get all
this crap about how she should have been
ribbing her nose in the grinding poverty of
India. When the French invite you to Paris,
they don't show you the sewers. They take
you to Versailles, When we have distin-
guished visitors, we take them to Mount
Vernon. We don't take them to some aban-
doned coal minein West Virginia. Ken Gal-

braith (then U.S. Ambassador to India) told
me that Jackie took all the bitterness out of
our relations with the Indians. If I had gone
there, we would have talked about Kashmir
and Goa, but Jackie did a helluva job.”
[l

March 31, 1862: On the news thal his
brother Teddy had been involved in ¢ cheat-
ing episode while ¢ student at Harvard.

LT WON'T GO OVER with you WASPs.
They take a very dim view of looking
over someone else's exam paper. They goin
more for mﬁmwcam from m.,.cn_nwo_nm_.m and
banks.”
[ ]

March 31, 1962y On the appointwient of By-
ron White ‘as justice of the Supreme Court.

(44 HIZZER WAS JUST thé kind of guy T
wanted on the Supreme Court. Freund
{Prof. Paul Freund of Harvard Law School)
was the other choice, but it came down to a
question of what the Court needed at this
time. I just felt it did not necessarily need
at this time in history a legal scholar, What
it needed was a man who understood the
country, what it was about and where it was
going. He has led a broad life; he has had
wide experience, and he is also an intellec-
tual. And his judgment is good.”
[
April 10, 1962: On o Newsweek story about
the liberals who were criticizing him. .. ..

E LIKED THE STORY, asked ‘who

wrote it, but was worried about how Ar-
thur Schlesinger would take the paragraph
which has the President saying “Boy, when
those liberals start mixing into poliey, it's
murder.” The President asked me .. . “with
vour well-kpown tact” . to let Arthur
know that it was somebody else who said it.
“Tell him it was Kenny (O'Donnell, JFK's
appointments secretary). What breaks their
(the liberals’) ass, is that 78 pef cent popu-
larity index.”

oD
May 15, 1962; On Billie Sal Estes.

H ENNEDY RESENTED Newsweek's re-
production of the Herald Tribune photo

i el e N W - !(S’\

of what he called the Billie Sol Estes gallery
- . . the picture that showed the President
with his inaugural address. He pointed gut

- aggressively that the Democratic” National

Committee had distributed 67,000 copies of
this photo, none of-them actually signed by
the President. As he was talking about this,
he told me that he would have a present for,
me later, and then in the middle of dinner,

- the present came. It was the same picture.

The President asked the butler for a pen,
and he signed it “To Billie Sol Bradlee,” and
gave it to me. He obviously thought better
of the idea, since as we were getting up
from dinner, he asked for it back, saying,
“"Betier not let that one out of here.”

oD

June 14, 1962: JFK toasting his brother,
the Attorney General.

66 WAS TALKING TO-(Thomas F.) Pat«
ton (president of Republic mga_u this
afternoon, and telling him what a sonofa-
bitch he was, and he was proving it, and Pat-
ton said to me, ‘Why is it that all the tele.
phone calls of all the steel executives are be-
ing tapped?” And T told him that I thought
he was being wholly unfair to the Attorney
General, and that I was sure that wasn't
true. He asked me why the income tax re-
turns of all the steel executives in all the
country were being perused. And I told him-
that, too, was wholly unfair, that the Atfor-
ney General wouldn't do such a thing, And
then I called the Attorney General and
asked him why he was tapping the tele-
phones of all the steel executives, and the
Attorney General told me that- was wholly
untrue. .. But of course, Paiton was right.”
Bobby Kennedy interrupted from the floor,
saying, “They were mean to my brother,
They can’t do that to my brother.”
: X
Dec. 17, 1962: On his television inferview
with ma&a_. Vanocur, i&.aa Lawretice .Em

~ George Herman,

hh—.me_H_j« GOOD, what? Well, I Eﬁ&ﬁ.
said when we don't have to go through
you bastards we can really get our story
over to the American people.”




