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TAKING STOCK OF 1960 

The Temple 
January 1, 1961 

Rabbi Daniel Jeremy Silver 

During 1960 the post-war era of careless confidence came to an end. 

There had, of course, in the past been international crises aplenty. By and 

large, American life remained abundant, the spirit of America euphoric. 

During the last t~elve months cruel reality finally forced .America wide 

awake. Anxiety usually beg e pock _
0 
____ ,-;:--------,- is was true of America in 

' I 

196o. It had no name, rtain ' t _s present. There was a 

down turn throughout 1960 of. the -economic indices and the economic .cycles. The 

second major post-war recession was upon us. There were no breadlines in 196o. 

The stcc~ market did not panic. But by the end of the year unemployment had 

risen to a level of six percent of the total laboring force, fill'{ the year's 

steel production had not reached fifty percent of capacity, and each· passing 

week new communities were added to the rolls of the distressed area Federal 

list. Most sobering of all, the outflow of our gold reserves. Beginning as a 

tr~ckle early in the year and growing to a flood of many millions of dollars 

each week, here was silent but irrefutable evidence that the financial centers 

of the world no longer looked to the American economy as a symbol of soundness, 

no longer regarded our currency as the acme of stability. When Secretary 

Anderson, hat in hand, in November made a tour of IATO capitols seeking to get 

these governments to take on added financial responsibility- for the cost of 
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aituation to a eenaible conoluaim. America had, in the put several years, 

been ~.,1ng its domestic pr.ab~- under the rug. Out ot sight was out ot 

' • Id.ad. , And tlroughout the year there vu evidence that we would have to confront 

~' theae dOll8■tio · probleu realiat,o&1l7 and take sometimes dranatic action to 

' . 
oarreat tha. There vu the ecandal ot the migrant r arm worker. Low . wages, bad 

houaing, a1nimal ·education, given protection under the lav. There was the crisis 
I 

of our public school BJ'S'tem. The public school systems ti • ,;,nobly and valiantly 

ftliiiPt to build, to aaccaaodate the population boom. There was increalling 
·• 

. ., 
ffidenoe that with the inor•-d coat ot personnel they woulci ,ao longer be able 

,#1' 
, 

~ to. keep pace with the population explosion and with the increasingl,7 expensive 

daanda ot ■are . developed training necessary in the psychological age unless 

large aoale Pederal aid was made available to them. Medical science was 

increuing].y maJdng it a statietical probabilit7 that many of our people would 

reach ald age, but as yet there vu no broad progr• tor medical and geriatric 

care tar th••• people, •8D7 of whom ware l iving on radicall.7 reduced retirement 

i~a111{ Delinquency was on the r1•. , Alcoholi&11 was on the rise.. Addiction 
' 

vu· on the riN. Crime vu cm the rise. There were less social agencies and 

■ooial wo~kera to care tor the populatim per capita in 1960 than in 19SO. All 

~- ·: these problelU wre vell Jm01111, . _but except in certain dramatic local instances 

there wu no broad overall plan .ao denlop the preventatip and the therapeutic 
I • 

and the oare am the correctional. inatitutions and measures required to keep the 

• ·Auriaan people as a people healtbJ', strong, and sound. 

Both parties, in June ot tld• year, recognized the importance and the 

• • neoe••1tJ' ot new social welfare legislation. Both parties vrote into their 

plank ~t social welfare plattoru. But in Jul.7 and August ot this year, 

,!'.. 1a tlMlt ta.tiq and perhapa umd.N coDYened session of Congress, each 
~ l . • , . • ~. i ,• ' . • 

•1 • •••• bea•e in it _a political football, and nothing was 
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accompli■hed. In NoV911lber of this year the American people voted for such 

program•, but by the end ot the year it was increasingly clear that the 

traditional enemies ot such legislation were massing their counterattack, that 

the bu•taey and fiscal problems and the domestic and military needs of the 

country would take priority 1n the nn session of Congress, and unless there 

was strong executive leadership each ot these issues would agiin be swept out 

ot sight and out ot mind, without thought to the human agony, the human 

equation involved. 

But surely, it Robert Kennedy during the height of the campaign could go 

to Atlanta to secure the release or Martin 4ither King, as surely John Kennedy, 

as President of the United States., could compel/ in his way dllrect]y or 

indirectly, the otticials of the state of Louisiana to release the necessary 

school monies. And surely, if John Kennedy the campaigner could enthusiaati­

cal]1' endorse his plank ot social welfare, John Kennedy the President has a 

moral obligation to himaelt, to his words, and to his people to secure the 

enactment ot these prop-ams into law. 

During 1960 domestic indecision, tisoal suspicion and danger and wealmess 

combined with a grim and menacing international situation. Who of us will 

torget the Tokyo photograph of Preas Secretary Haggerty being lifted up botlily 

through the root of his car by a helicopter, much as we might lift a sardine 

tram a can with a fork, to save ·h1m from a "Yankee, go home" chanting mob of 

Japanese demonstrators. From Seoul to Tokyo, fr Cairo to Leopoldsville, and 

tram Baftna to Caraoaa demonstrating mobs, wild mobs, violent mobs cried out 

hatred ot America. "Yankee no.• If America did not deserve this opprobrium, 

and certainly we did not in most cases, surely it was evident that we had 

sucOHded in the last decade in projecting abroad a caricature, a vicious, 

untortunate caricature ot oureelt, and equally certain that we would need to 
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rectify that picture in the eyes of the world. The trip of President Eisen­

hower to the Far East was indicative of the sinking state of our national 

prestige. Conceived as a good will tour, it became a personal ordeal carried 

out only to save the country's honor. 

But if' Americans could dismiss these semi-literate and highly volatile 

Asian and African mobs as hard~ cause tor concern, they could not dismiss the 

sobering tact that in 1960 for the first time the Cold War washed up against 

our own shore. In 1960 Panama, Guatemala., Venezuela., Ecuador and Cuba became 

cockpits ot the F.aet-West controversy as surely aa Berlin., Egypt, Indo-China. 

A half-century of American incompetence and economic selfishness, two and a 

half years or American indignation, Cuban irresponsibility, and Russian 

meddling had raised the Castro revolution into something tar more menacing 

than the overthrow or a local dictator. Castro has come to play in the 

Caribbean the same revolution-peddling role that lasser plays throughout the 

Near East _, in Africa. The wine that he seeks to pour for the underprivileged, 

undernourished and semi-literate peoples 0£ tht s area is a heady wine indeed; 

bottled in Cuba, made of a wti.ch•a brew or public education, land reform, 

trade unionism, equal ln, Etocial democracy. And it America had reason to 

tear the Castro brand of revolution ~s radical, neutralist, as endangering 

perhaps the security of the western hemisphere, as led by volatile men wb:>se 

ambition sometimes .took precedence over their principles, America could not 

escape this salient tact, that these revolutions were the c-..rts in tut,ire 

south ot our border. And it we were not to find ourselves isolated in our 

own back yard, then sure:cy we would have to find a way to seek again, through 

the revolutioniste, to make them understand that we empathize with their 

grievances, that we urxleratand their ambitions, and that we are one with them 

in their ultimate aims. America must learn to export enthusiasm tor its 



Constitution as eagerly as we have exported entlmsiasm for the fiscal profits 

ot our giant corporation. 

The Cold War which washed up during 1960 against the North American 

shores was an embittered war, a war of new asoerbity and violence. And this 

was in many ways surprising., because 1960 began in high hope and expectancy. 

The spirit or Camp David was in the air, Mr. Eisenhower and Mr. Khrushev had 

spoken long and had reached apparent understanding in September of 1959 during 

Mr. Khrusbhev's visit to the United States, and the world looked forward to 

the warming sun of a Parisian May, to write ,chapter and verse of new inter­

national understanding. But on May 1st, fifteen days before the opening of 

that conferenee, when Francis Powers ir. a U-2 pl'1.m¥.ted 011t of a Russian sky, 

all hope for any arrangement in Paris went up in a puff of smoke. Mr. Khrus­

chev, who had staked his political future on the necessity of co-existence 

with the West, who had at ideological conferences with the Communist nations 

fought Chu and liie to a theoretical standstill on the necessity of reinter­

preting Marxian doctrine, this same Mr. Khrusehev reacted with all the anger 

and all the truculence of a wounded Russian bear. The old-line Marxists and 

Staliniats in the Kremlin mu.st have rubbed salt into his woW1ds. He came to 

Paris in a bitter mood, and he showed in Parie all the peasant cruelty and 

boorishness of which he was capable. In Paris Khruschev, by his anger and 

his angry,· unforgivable wards, trampled into the dust any hope of international 

arrangement. But Mr. Khruschev•s personal actions, however reprehensible they 

were, do not utterly excuse American policy. A serious question must be 

raised as to the legitimacy of ordering this U-2 flight at such a tragile 

moment in international relationships. And Mr. Eisenhower's apparent ignorance 

or this fiight raised a serious question as to the unanimity of agreement 

within our own government as to the advisability of high level understanding. 

O\lr original denial of the U-2 incident was tactless and was thoughtless. Our 



subsequent about face was done in bad grace. Our subsequent attempt to justify 

the mission was needl ·➔ ssly provocativ. And finally, our attempt to impugn the 

loyalty and the honor and the courage of Powers wa.s utterly contemptible . Our 

hands are not clean of blame for the debacle of Paris. 

Far more than any j_ncident of the past decade, the failure of the Paris 

conference plunged the world into a more. menacing international situation than 

it had known since the close of the Second World War. And after Paris, Laos, 

Algeria, The Congo, threats to the United Nations were almost inevitc'.lble. 

'!'here would be no communication between WasW~ngton and Moscow. There was to be 

only angry words, backing nngry, often ill conceived deeds. It was inevitable, 

after Paris, that the East-West would arrive at no agreement to isolate the 

newly lib_erated nations of Central Africa from the Cold War. There had been 

hope, to this point, that Russia and the United States might agree to an arms 

embargo in this area, to give this area time to develop, to grow, to ;educate 

its people, to come alive to the eighteenth century even• much less to the 

twent.ieth.. TheCongo crisis began not in Leopoldsville but in Paris. • Mobutu 

and 'Kasavubu and Lumumba would have remained unlmown, unheard-of, squabbling 

t ·, Congolese officials if after Paris it had not been necessary for the two great 

powers to find pawns for their ulterior purposes. Paris made it certain that 

the nineteen new nations of Central Africa would tind themselves brought to the 
J' • ,, 

forefront of the Cold War. The prizes were worth the ,gamble. Here was a 

. • mineral-rich, population-poor; fertile area. Here was a vacuum area open to 

exploitation from East and from West • 

. It was only after Paris also that the Russians and the Chinese began to 

inteTfere actively in the Algerian problem, to support by arms the F. L. M. 

• insurgence, to make it impossible for Mr. DeGaulle to win independence for 

Algeria consonant with honor and with economic stability for France .• • Before 
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Paris the United Nations had looked hopefully towards establishing a United 

lationa order in Central Africa. They had hoped that all econanic aid would 

be channeled through some central pool. 
t 

Dag Hrumnerskpld was prepared to send 

United:· Bationa officials at all levels of government, engineers and teachers 

and public officials, into these areas until the p~ople were sufficiently 

educated to govern themselves. There were high hope and great plans. The 

failure of the Paris conference destroyed all of these. 

The Congo was inevitable. And The Congo is only one of a thousand tinder 

boxes in Central Africa, each of which has enough inflammable material in it 

to plunge the world into holocaust. Paris made it inevitable that the ~hole 
• - I .. ..I 

~.· structure of the United Nations would come up for attack. Mr. Hammers~pld had 

made · it--cl,ar that the United Nations was to be the central power ir{.this new 
, 

u:,r1·can situation, that throug~_ -~·he .United Nations stability and order could 
' ., 
'·J, 1 .. ' 

be/ brought to this area. He had .so .conceived his administration as to have 
, ' • • k'/lk,,i)t;,f/~tf6 t1 

~.- '. ~Ye.loped programs and officials consonent with the need. - And Mr • .,a- sehev, 
. ' 

: ange_re~ ~ embittered, came to New York in November of this year, and nt the 

~· Oenei-al :Assembly meeting, in ~. fist-pounding declaration of impudence. and 
. ·. I • ·~ •. ~ ', 

t. ·arrogan.ca, personally attacke~ -Mr·. Bammerskold in a way which is utterly 
t.< ~ ' 
.. ! . . 

indehnsible, proposed the disa.olution ot the ottice of the Secretary; General, 

t.o, strtp· ,the United Hations of all powrs to develop and initiate programs of 
. ~.,, .• ., "' .. { . 

'- acti<>Jl, .sought to replace this. b1'.' a. three-man Prisidium in which the ·Bussiam 

v9ul.d have the power ot veto, .retused to pay the Russian share of the expedi-

, • ~;~ farce, plunging the United Nations into a serious financial -~isis, and 
. ' 

all in· ·a11 posed a threat to the 'md:stence of the· United Rations, to -:its 

ett~ctivenesa, which remains with us at this hour, and a threat which, it 

,unanswered, will destroy the one government in the world which has as its sole 

purpose the establishment of world order and the easing ot international 
• vJJ~l)6f)tf/PV -

tenaioo. In Nev York Mr. ll{ial•..,., overstepped the bounds of propriety. He 
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:: • angered many nations. He was unsuccessful in passing a single one of his pet 
-,i. . ,· 
·; . . . 
. 1 res.olutions. But as the year closest the threat remains. R.ussillll obstinacy and 

I ' intransigence have been embitt~red, Mr. Hamm~rs1j'ld is fighting for his very 

politf_cal life, and the United Na.tions is in dangEJr of being ~m'asoulated till it 
, 

becomes, like the old League, nothing more thvn an 1neftectual politicnl 

propaganda sounding b card. 

After the debacle of Paris it wns inevitable that trouble break out in 
, 

many parts of the world, and one of the most l _ikely nreas for such trouble is 

·i 

• the old unsettled area of Indo-China. Indo-China, bound by diffi cult cease-fire 

agreements in 19~4. Indo-China, wi th small, arbitrarily devised nations, none 
~- t A 4jL &° 

of ,w:hi_ch is large enough to be 'lio.l.~e, each of which represents an ideological 

. poi,n:t: of 'View at variance 
~ . : ••. • 

•. ~ . 

wi tl:( ,:,:;t::~ ... 1neighbors. Laos, too, like Th~ .. ,C~go!' ,be<'!arne 
i • l' ~ •. ·~ •. • I. ~f • j ' \ :: 

~' 'l ,, 

~ • a cri:sis in Paris in May. 
' .~ .. , .~ 

Th~/ ~aos ,crisis is much i n o~ minds· and -in our 
~ 

·, headlines at this hour. There is the position of our own government. There is 
... 

> d~ge:r· that the Laotian situation will become another Korea. The analogy here 

" ia not exact. In Korea there .VP:B a. . .direct invasion or a United. N.at.i-ons 
~ . •.;. ,: . . .... 
-t :1,·· ••• ;-.~ . . .• 
;. • ~- , • ,- ', I ±• 4 i' 

. .dernarpatiqn line by one goverrlrn~~~ -~nto the territory of anothe:r .• Laos is a 

c:ountt'Y• i -n which the power po~i~iical situation is not cle,~:.. It 'is a, country . 
' ..... 

• I ' > ~ I • \. 1' \ \• • )• 

of small ieudal princelings, fiacl\ ,or. which hns his own army,: each 'or' which army 
.... ... ., • ~ . 

'(_; ~} .· "\ ~ ' ' ~ " '~ 
. , _h~s never been demobilized, a~~ :e_ac~ army is cor t .inuously at b.~t:t,:te·: \~1e with 
t •• ;:-:\ ./.'!-·,!' \· . ) 

fl ., , . I· '.•· 

the · ne~. _Moreover, the moral( ''df 'the situation is not clear • . J'he r~ght wing 

governmer{t of Prince Boun Oum, '. ~horn we support, is not a popula;r,ly .el:eoted 
• I 

gov:e~leht. It came to power . by f"or.ce of arms, by revolution 'agains~ a 
j. '1 • 

,',, neutralist government, and it ,i~e,cided in September and October or thfs year 
. '· .. 
~ ~·~ ; 

to welc·ome aid from both East and West. Whether tacitly or overtly, ·our own 

government has interfered by its espousal of the .right wing group of Prince 

Boun Oum ~n the internal aftafrs at . Laos and was as guilty of such intervention 
r.-· .. 

as the Horth Vietnamese and the ,Red Chinese and the Russians whom they represent. 
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It is :?t t.his hour sti.11 unclear who is fighting whom. Thia much, however, is 

clear, that we have here a struggle between competing mercenary armies, one in 

the P'V of the West, one in the pay or the Communist bloc. And 1.t, is also 
' ' 

cle:ir thRt AMerica is :1.gnorant, of the internal poli.tical tensions of ·Laos, that 

it need not be a keyst r,ne or Western policy to mai.nt,a:tn Prince Boun Oum in 

power. He does not represent, as r ·ar as anyone knows, the elected will of the 

Laot:!an people. Certainly, as our Allies have been telling us, every attempt 

to set,tle and to accoriodate this issue within the United NRt:i.ons :if possible, 

w:tthout if necessa~y, should be attempted before large scale, helter skelter 

mtli tary c ommi tment,s are made by our natf on to the present government- of Laos, 

cmmitments which cr1n not only create another Korea but which c-an create the 

holocaust we all fear. 

What of the future? What of 1961? I have painted a picture which is one 

of concern, and I feel great concern. The lines of communication have almost 

all been ruptured between East and West. The thited States and the Soviet Union 

lack the most elementary trust. Each seems to be concerned with the number of 

; atomic submarines it can slip into the waters, the number of atomic missiles it 

.can raise on a pad. Certainly all of us lmow now that atomic missiles and 

atomic submarines do not make for peace. The voice on which 1960 closes is the 

voice _of Khruschev, an angry voice, speaking at the United Nations two months 

ago, 

"You want to compete with us in the arms race? We will beat 
you in that. Production of rockets is now a matter of mass 
delivery like sausages that come out or an automatic machine. or 
course, you are going to complain all over the place, Khruschev 
is threatening! Well, he is not threatening. He is really 
predicting the future ••• the arms race will go on, and this wµ.1 
bring about war, and that war you will lose, and many of those. 
sitting herE-today will not be found any longer ••• and not many 
but perhaps all. You are accustomed to woitds that lull you. But 
as for Khurschev, I do not with a pat on your head when the world 
is on the verge of catastrophe. You want to listen to pleasant 
words. Well, if these words .are unpleasant, that means I have 
achieved my purpose. That is exactly what I intended." 
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1960 was a year of unpleasant words and wipleasant actions. Will 1961 be 

more of the same? There is re·ason to believe that 1961 need not be. As the 

year closed there was some evidenoa that Mr. Khruschev recognized that he had 

pushed the West a little bit too far, that he had not made headway with the 

neutralist nations in his attack on the United Nations, and that his personal 
,, 

attack on Mr. Hammerskold had redounded and given new status and new dignity to 

this brilliant hero of the last year. You will recall that in November, at the 

Communist Ideological Conference, he hewed to his old line, the necessity of 

co-existence. There was no longer to be an innitable war between capitalism 

and communism, now only inevitable econanic competition between these two 

competing systems. And he not only stalemated, but defeated the Red Chinese 

and Chu and Lie on this issue. And as the year closed there was evidence he 

was seeking a way out, a way of re-establishing canmunication between Washington 

and Moscow, tor he had his minions, in Washington and others, 

speak out in this vein, that he would not hold the new administration guilty of 

the tailings of the last, that. the Soviet Union looked forward hopefully to the 

Kennedy administration, hopeful t.hat. arrangements could be made with it for 

international peace. And on oµr side there was evidence that Mr. Kennedy, like 

all the-Presidents before him was willing to meet with the Soviets wh_atever the 
); . 

aggravation, if there was any serious hope of establishing programs of arms 

·control, of disarmament, or any political arrangement which would relieve 

international tension. Mr. Kennedy has spoken more than most men before him 

of the necessity of such arrangements. It is to be hoped that when he comes 

before Congress and the people in January of this year he will spa~ not only 

of the military budget but of programs and plans for peace. 

But there is a new urgency to our search for peace, an urgency which is 

apparent to the East as to the West. Every political problem which we face in 
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our world will never be free of political tension and is immediately raised to 

an atomic multiplyer, to an atomic level. Every political tension involves 

Armageddon, the Apocalypse, and the final end. And within the next decade it 

is ·certci in that the now exclusive atomic club will be an open-ended social 

organization, political organization if you will. Imagine a world in which not 

only Mr. Khruschev, the United States, Great Britain and France control atomic 

weapons, but when they are in the hands of Chu and Lie, Nasser, Lumumba, Castro. 

War itself is defeat. ..The spread of atomic weapons into hands other than 

those that now possess it makes it infinitely more difficult to arrive at any 

arrangement to limit these arms and control them, to keep them in responsible 

hands. Sir Charles P. Snow, speaking this past week at the Nev York )lleeting of 

the Society for the Advancement of Science, said the simple truth which we have 

, • all been trying to escape, that vi thin ten years, unless there are definite 

arrangements for peace and disarmament, through malice or madness or. folly or 

mistake, the banb will fall. ·And with it our civilization will fall.-
. . 

Mr. ·lQmuschev apparently ia beginning to recognize this, as are thinking 

men in our awn country. There _is hope -- some hope -- that there will be in 
... 

1961 at least one, hopeful.l7not~ the ~ast, opportunity for high level arra,ngement 
. . 

ot arms control, disarmament, to reduce international tension. I have spoken 

• in the past weeks of l!\Y own teelings in this matter. I would wish that the 

Unite~ States might take the lead. Oh, we have gone to disarmament tables 

readily enough in the past five years, over and over again at Geneva ,and Nev 
' , 

• I 

·:. York and elsewhere, but largely we have brought to these tables a portfolio ot 

propaganda and a mission of mistrust. We have insisted on foolproof inspection 

systems, when our scientists tell us there are no such systems, and when those 

who propound it know that such insistence is only a dilatory tactic designed to 

prevent any arrangement. I have called and I call now for a reversal of this 

poll~. Germany is increasingly the dominant force in NATO. To equip Germany 
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with atomic weapons is to plunge all of Central Europe into turmoil, to assure 

. that the whole Iron Curtain line will bristle with incidents and weapons, and 

s·urely, as certainly as we are here, that war 'Will come out of this witch's 

brew. 

I have called for a continuation of our present moratorium on atomic 

weapons testing. We were backed into this moratorium by the unilateral 

discussed decision of the Russians, but it is the only, single arrangement far 

peace that the great powers of the world have been able to effect, and to 

destroy this one arrangement is to take a giant step baclo:=u-d toward the danger 

that we tear. I know that there are e~erts -- military experts --. within the 

Atomic Energy Commission, and the Pentagon will tell us that we need to test 

our new weapons. I say that ve do not. I say that it is far more important to 

keep our air clean, keep our hands clean, and keep our policies clean in the 

e~s of the world than i .t is to develop what is euphemistically called a clean 

bomb. 

Finally, I called for a dramatic action on the part of our government, an 

action which would vouchsafe our sincerity, an action which would say to the 

world, America is a nation dedicated to peace, determined for peace. The 
' . 

• ·caricature of Uncle Sam bestride an atomic cannon -- a caricature which has 

become more and more prevalent throughout the world - is false. Uncle Sam is 

what he has always proclaimed himself to be -- a nation of free men, . of peace 

loving men. I called for a moratorium on the construction of all atomic 

weapons,. unilateral, to last as long as the Russians sit down with us face to 

face, in serious and substantial and achieving conversation. 

I read recently, as I am sure that you did, that we now have a stockpile 

ot thirty thousand atomic weapons. The Russian stockpile is equal to ours. 

l'nowing the potential of each or these weapons, remembering that the two 

primitive bombs that we dropped on Japan destroyed a hundred and twenty-five 

thousand people, well, multiply our new elficiency by thirty thousand banllsand 
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you can destroy the world's p'oj>µlation many times over. 

Why do we need a greater arsenal of weapons? Why not seize this 

opportunity to tell the world that we earnestly and with urgency desire peace, 

feel it imperative, and are willing to risk for peace. For only it the great 

powers of the world are willing to risk for peace will there be peac·e. 

In 1960, Americans went to the polls in a great national election. The 

closeness of that election, some hwidred and twelve thousand vote majority out 

of almost seventy million cast, makes it difficult to assess the mandate which 

President-elect Kennedy has received. This much is certain, that Americans of 

both political parties, of all shades of political views, were determined and 

are determined that the executive branch of the government reflect the will of 

the people, their will that sleeves be rolled up and that the American people, 

united, get dow to work to solve the many real, vital, urgent, pressing 

problems which confront us. We can no longer golf our way into the future. 

We can no longer expect that by the purity of our words peace is assured, 

principle is assured, power is assured. The challenges facing America in 1961 

are serious, but there is a new mood of anxious concern, a new willingness to 

sacrifice apparent throughout the length and breadth of our nation, and the 

new executive branch of our government reflects that mood. Hopefully, with 

skill, with understanding, and with leadership, it will guide ua through the 

dangerous days that confront us and g1 to us that economy of abundance, that 

society of wellbeing, and that world of peace for which we all pray. 



You want to compete with us in the arms r ece? We will beat you in that. 

Production of rockets is now a matter of mass delivery like sausages that come 

our of an automatic machine. Of course, you are going to complain all over the 

place, Kruschev is threateningt ,~Jell, he is not threatening. He is really 

predicting the future ... the arms race will go on, and this will bring about war, 

and that war you will lose, and many of those sitting here today will not be 

found any longer ... and not many, but perhaps all. You are accustomed to 

J:i~ ten i,,o words that lull you. But as for Kruschev, I do not with a pat on 

your head when the world is nn the verge of catastrophe. You want to listen to 

pleas ant words. Well if these words are unpleasant, that means I have achieved 

my purpose. That is exactly what I intended. 
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were no dissenting votes as there had been to the earlier but agrarious Russian 

resolution calling an end to all colonialism control;but for reasons known only to 

our State Department, the United States abatained -- an abstention which our own 

Cleveland delegate, Zelma George, found reason to JdD oppose, an abstention which 

sa11sai,am cost us prestige among many nations. Jin 196 the need for vigorous .. , ,,,~~ r 
leadership k ev dent. It is difficult to sum the very close national election just 

held but if it has any meaning, it is this: The American people are tired of policies 

arrived at by hind-sight, words which are not backed by deeds. They want to feel the 

firm hand at the helm, that vigorous thinking, sensible peopl• ••eat war in Washington. 

1961 begins in tension. The French are sure soon to loose Algeria and with it to be 

plunged into domestic crises. Belgian is in the throes of a civil war. In Laos 

there is a confused situation between American mercenaries and Russian mercenaries. 

which t~reaten another Korea. The world itself has not solved t~e basic problems of 

... ,..,~ 
the populql, and of turning an under-developed world into the industrial age 

of the twentieth century. The Hnited Nations is threatened from within and without. 

No agreement has been reached on disarmament and there are many forces at work eager 

A:"-~ to cancel the one single accomplishment in thtsw DeeT-- the present ban on nuclear 

we~pons testing. The future is not a bright one - none of these problems permit 

easy solvement but there is this chance -- the new administration is un-encUfllbered 
~ ~ •voc6e,~. ~ ~ _... ~.J.,,.,I) • 12:, ~~•~ ""2'J ; :ea,611.P-f 

-. with the past. Mr. Gromyko said just last week the Soviet Government hasJi>llnned 
,-\ 

cer~in hopes on Mr. Kennedy's taking office, hopes of the relations between 

the United States and the USSR. Mr. Kennedy has pledged an open mind, an w111tngne99 

to '411eet the Russ l ans half away , honesty of pu1pose ard good intention•• The 

world can only pray that both sides will give support to their pieties. 

• 



fflmtt ea -~~ 
..,,·. B~e· ttta( tM>_cfutd live ai en,_~ • u .;he.: • ''.l, . , , .; . 

tour of the ~ Jfow w.ith benu1~n .. are . t1- . . rJi!ii ·ot,, ., , 
churches Of mohffis ot readjustip, iw.o aelf1sh1y tnde~;: . n .wf,en tta ,1). . . ·. . • trijpact . : M 

. The four are: spirits to a new conce_pt of recognition tor the. of. a thwt,~,..P frofn ,a dou . M , ... ~ti ~t , • b, z , 
•otestant Epls- inallenable rights of an ~~ate, and of accep. t- • of lMng 'a'.U ~er . ~t. be ~~ t1Je ~ again. ·!!:a. :'tlt ' 
.?sbyterian and ing a corporate responsiblllty for a new .~d . No t~~. h~ 'quite. t~ -~ ,· ~e, no • oocj.; .i-; 

, Christ. , prosaic establishment as ~ replacement for airy asplrations{i the same,~~rtance, ~ ambition ~-.:;a.~ ~1 ·,,., . 
•ere formed by castles lfullt o~ moonlit ,waters made the~~ the same , ®Jrlpu1sion.· -~"-~cqu.les¥.ce -~ an • ~~j,, ; • 
,t years. The encbantlng ~Y, th_e so.ft .bea~ of the pavilion "bveFWhelrphJt.decisfon, ~u~~ .fof.isfied ~d 1i!J:~1~ · 
>f Christ was . orchestra. • _ arrog~ wu dest~ 1be ~~ went on, , , I ·· "· 

by the union The years hsve ra'cea by but never .to . be with the .deatln.tions ~ioni'e\Vhlt • hanged , lli1d on his · r ., f 
'.ouncil of the forgo~n is the~sh6<:k that ' accompanies the .the atmosphere radically .altered. f' -· • 1, I J ~ilx(;t· ~; 
ri a 1 Christian' gaining of custody of a first-born child. The The Chpstmas Day '1i$g 1'()0m scene .Is a 8 g , 4 ~'<' ' 
e Evangelical normal existence of a man and a woman is custom-bui1t backdrop for the silver wedding t~r . , 
.1rch. transformed into a totally different st~war,dship anniversary. _The surprises have been 'exhausted, ·pletelt ,. i.· ~ 1'. • 
nited Presby- the moment 'that first cry of life is heard in a most of the gifts have been tnjoyed, the ex- ~ ~ . • ,. ' ' 1

• • 

he U.S.A. was delivery room. 'A brand ' new being that is citement of acquisition has tapered off. -Amid ~ 
. of tlie Pres- physically, morally and mentally helpless is • the litter are some fragments of remorse, some b:;' ~ · , 
in the U.S.A. committed to their care -to be molded into bits of shattered dreams, the tom wrappings t e , 
Presbyterian wholesome and effective citizenship by two of honest intentions, maybe a disappointment or tratn 
America. overseers completely inexperienced for the as- two; perhl!JIS even a proud garment that had ~;,, • 

.jch failed was signment thrust upon them. And the demand proved too large for the stature of the receiver, ~~ i •• \ 

~ Presbyt~rian for accountability is peremptory. . or a pedestal that was just a mite too ·high for ' ; • 
J.S.A. and the Ended then was the carefree ' cycle of e,:c- • the image it was intended to }iold. And with it an,j, ~ 
1 in the 1940s. uberant youth and gone was the live-for-today . all, that silver bead reminding the beholders of ev.!JJ 
e proposes to philosophy because now the important tomorrow the distance they had traveled and of the mixed elec, • 
'.le barriers of of a third •party had entered the picture, and panorama of joy an~ sorrow they had witnessed bf , 

of history to planning for its future· had begun to dominate on the way. • 1-ruj • 

• the "catholic" • 1 

1d "reformed" 

on Page 11-A Quotable Qu·otes • 
mnon outlined MRS .• ROBERT w. GUNN of ~Tranquil Christmas 

the theological Bedford Village, N.Y., when she MEDICAL PRESS of Lon-
,ould be neces- heard that her mother, Mrs. don, asserting that Christmas 

. Elizaheth Rudel Smith, had been is "the finest tranquilizer on 
1t that this, In appointed by President-elect the market": "Common expe­
l done by the John F. Kennedy as Treasurer rience teaches us that the 
·hes in India. of the United States: "Why, health of the community 
re were forced mother, you could never keep a _takes a remarkable turn for 

From the l-?1 

W kl N .011 
• ee s ews ed 

natives to War": "It has been : 
estimated that a nuclear war 
would claim 800 million casual­
ties. Sane men cannot admit thel'94 
inevitability of such a war by'd 
failing to exert every possibl~ 1 

effort to stop it." . /
17
l7 . .. . 

UNNAMED EX-CONVICT,' 
J e cause the checkbook straight." the better • shortly before 

I t e 11 in g arresting officers at 
great Y out- • • ,,. • Christmas and, however flip-

·an forces . KOMSOMOLSKAYA PRAV- pantly we may record the Dallas, after he had been cap-
r ch es of the DA. Soviet youth newspaper, fact, it is not without impor- tured at the Sears, Roebuck & 
threatened by complaining that Moscow, with tance. How can we explain Co. store and chargea with a 
sm. In a sense a population of more than five the empty waiting rooms in felony - theft involving more 

·11· h d b 11 tt d I than $50-that inflation had ,Jse to being a m1 10n, a een a O e on Y the doctor's surgery as the 
160,000 holiday trees under a remaining sh O pp in g days made Texas law unfair: "With 

itry will have forestry conservation program: gradually lessen? We may inflation the way it is, they 
kouse for the "You can put Father Frost suggest with some measure of ought to change that law and 
nan Catholic (Santa Claus) and Snow Maiden .confidence ·that Christmas, in make the felony amount higher. 
•F. Kennedy's on the television set, and you adequate dosage, is more ef- It just isn'\ fa~." • 
1istration will can hang other decorations on fective, and with fewer side SEN. BARRY GOLDWATER, J 

k d th the lamp shade, but how can effects, than phenobarbitone 
t own e you celebrate New Year's with- as . a therapeutic regime." R-Ariz., criticizing this coun- ~ 
is that have out a tree?" ____________ try's vvell-intentioned l'l;fusal to b. 

1 Protestants • • • of capitaljsm, but not through r,Iay the role of a great po"".er: w, 
.ics. WALTER ULBRICHT, East war. For ' Q. war would put in In ~eme, th~st and. motive, ha 
developments ~~an .. Communist chi~f: criti- jeopli!dY the life of the W(?rk- . Amenca!l f~re1gn pohcy has.-µ 
~me may be cIZ1ng some co~ades \vho ing class and the farmers. We bee~ pn~~Y an , ~erclse. in dt 
s pro{>OS!'~· • ,gloss over the te:i;rib,~e ' r~sult. must do all ~e can . ~ - order self-!11gratI~tion. 'I_'h1s slug~~h :n-

•aul observed: of a nuclear war: '.It 1s a to save the majority of hwnan- sentimen!ality, this obsession ,h! · 
•rences of ad- wrong and harmful standpoint ity fr O m annihilation in an for pleasmg people, has become f{ 

the same to say one does not need to atomic war." , a matter of grand strategy ... fi' 
U'e diversities fear a world war becausi· ·._ • • • no less than a guiding principle 
it i~ the same will speed up the final do - .RABBI DANIEL , JEREMY ot American policy. It is lead- t ' 
:h all in all." fall of capital.ism .... Wit out SILVER, speaking at the ing us ... to national and in- r . 
5-6.) • doubt, we waht the dOWJ1fall Temple on ''War and the Alter- ternational disaster." 
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SENATOR KENNEDY UNDER PRESSURE TO AVOID GOAL OF TDrAL DISARMAMENT 

:tJe have learned that President-Elect Ken!1edy is under pressure from some of 1~ is 
close scientific advisers not to endorse the goal of total world disarmament. Those 
who are putting pressure on Senator Kennedy are supporters of a "stablized deterrent." 
This approach is based on the assumption that a retaliatory force can be developed 
i.-ihich cannot be knocked out in a surprise attack. This would require setting up a 
~et1.iork of hidden missile bases, Polaris submarines, and missile launchers mounted 
on moving railway flatcars. Since an enemy nation could not locate these retaliatory 
weapon~ -- bO the theory goes -- it would be deterred from striking. 

Some advocates of a "stablized deterrent" foresee a period stretching into the 
indefinite future during which a given number of these missi.les on both sides would be 
the final arbiter in international relations. Some would be willing to disarm other 
weapons systems while keeping the deterrent. others sae a "stablized deterrer:t 11 as a 
step on the way to total disarmament. 

SANE believes that total world disarmament under the rule of law is the road to a 
world without war. We believe a strengthened U.N", a World Court, a.nd sorne form of 
international security force must keep the peace and settle disputes in a disarmed 
·world. 

We believe that the "stablized deterrent" approach is faulty beca.use: 

1) It does not stop the arms race~ It would permit further research and development 
of missiles, anti-mis sile--mis siles, submarines, etc. A technological breakthrough in 
defensive weapons could make it useless. Thus, the system is really unstable. 

2) It does not meet the threat of the sprend of weapons to other countries 
(especially China) or accidental war, or the spread of a "limited war" into a 
e;eneral war, 

3) It ru.'1s counter to the U .N. 's unanimous vote, in November 19.59, in .favor of 
11 general and complete disarrr.ament • " 

SUGGESTED LCCAL ACTION 

The netv President will make his first major policy statement in his Inaugural Address 
on January 20. To date, no U. Ss President has clearly endorsed the goal of total 
world disarmament under the rule of law, although the U.N. resolution in 
November 1959, and some of our disarmament proposals have mentioned it. 

(Turn to Next Page) 
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The Moral Un- eutrality of Science 
Sir Charles P. ~now 

The discovery of atomic fission broke up the world of international physics. 

"This has killed a beautiful su~ je~t," said Mark Oliphant, the father-figure of 

Australian physics, in 1945, after the bombs had dropped. In intellectual terms, 

he has not turned out right. In spiritual and moral terms, I sometimes think 

he has. 

A good deal of the international community of science re ains in other 

fields -- in great areas of biology, for example. Many biologists are feeling 

the same liberation, the same joy at taking part in a magnanimous enterprise, as 

physicists felt in the Twenties. More than likely, the moral and intellectual 

leadership of science will pass to biologists, and it is among them we shall find 

the Rutherfords, Bohrs and Francks of the next generation. 

Physicists have had a bitterer task. With the discovery of fission, and 

with some technical breakthroughs in electronics, physicists became, almost 

overnight, the most important military resource a nation-state could call on. A 

large number of physicists became soldiers not in uniform. So they have remained, 

in the advanced societies, ever since. 

It is very difficult to see what else they could have done. All this began 

in the Hitler war. Most scientists thought then that nazism was as near absolute 

evil as a human society can manage. I myself thought so. I still think so, 

without qualification. That being so, nazism had to be fought, and since the 

Nazis might make fission bombs -- which we thought possible untj_l 1944, and which 

was a continual nightmare if one was remotely in the know -- well then, we had 

to make them too. Unless one was an unlimited pacifist, there was nothing else 

to do. Pnd unlimited pacifism is a position which most of us cannot sustain. 

Therefore I respect, and to a large extent share, the moral attitudes of 
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those scientists who devoted themselves to makin the bomb. But the trouble is, 

when you get on to any kind of moral escalator, to know whether you're ever 

going to be able to get off. When scientj_sts became soldiers they gave up 

something, so imperceptibly that they didn't realize it, of the full scientific 

life. Not intellectually. I see no evidence that scientific work on weapons 

of maximum destruction has been in any intellectual respect different from other 

scientific work. But there is a moral di.fference. 

It may be -- scientists who are better men than I am often t ake this 

attitude, and I have tried to represent it faithfully in one of my books -- that 

this is a moral price which, in certain circumstances, has to be paid. Neverthe­

less, it is no go'od pretending that there is not a moral price. Soldiers have 

to obey. That is the foundation of their morality. It is not the f oundation of 

the scientific morality. Scientists have to question and if necessar to rebel. 

I don •t want to be misunderstood. I am no anarchist. I am not sug gesting 

that loyalty is not a prime virtue. I am not s qying that ru. l rebellion is good. 

But I am saying that loyalty can easily turn into conformity, and that conformity 

can often be a cloak for the timid and self-seeking. So can obedience, carried 

to the limit. 

\rilhen you t hink of the long and gloomy history of man, you will find far 

more, a.nd far · more hideous crimes, have been corrmi tted in the name of obedience 

than have ever been committed in the name of rebellion. If you doubt that, read 

William Shirer' s "Rise and Fall of the Third Reich". The German officer corps 

were brought up j n the most rieorous code of obedience. To themselves, no more 

honorable and God-fearing body of men could conceivably exist. Yet in the name 

of obedience they were party to, and assisted in, the most wicked large-scale 

actions in the history of the world. 

Scientists must not ~o that way. Yet the duty to question is not much of 
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a support when you ar e living in the middl of nor anized society. I sp ak 

with feeling here. I was an official for twenty years. I went into official 

life at the beginning of the war, for the reas ons my scientific friends began 

to make weapons. I sta ed in that life until a year ago, for the same reason 

t at made my scientific friends turn into ci ~rilian soldiers. The official life 

in F.ngland is not quite so disciplined as a soldier's, but it is very nearly so. 

I think I know the virtues, which are ver. r great, of the men who live that 

disciplined life. I also know what for me was the moral trap. I, too, had got 

on to an escalator. I can put the result in a sentence: I was coming to hide 

behind the institution, I was losing the power to say "no". 

Only a very bold man, when he is a memb (jr of an organized society, can 

keep the power to say "no". I tell you that, not being a very bold man, or one 

who finds it congenial to stand alone, away from his colleagues. We can't expect 

~any scientists to do it. 

Is there any tougher ground for them to stand on? I suggest to you that 

there is. I believe that there is a spring of moral action in the scientific 

activity which is at least as strong as the search for truth. The name of this 

spring is knowledge. Scientists know certain things in a. fashion more immediate 

and more certain than those who don't comprehend what science is. Unless we are 

abnormally weak or abnormally wicked men, this knowledge is bound to shape our 

actions. Most of us are timid: but to an extent, lmowledge gives us guts. 

Perhaps it can give us guts strong enough for the jobs in hand. 

I had better take the most obvious example. All physical scientists know 

that it is relatively easy to make plutonium. We know this, not as a journalistic 

fact at sec0nd-hand, but as a fact in our own exoerience. We can work out the 

number of scientific and engineering personnel it needs for a nation-state to 

equip itself with fission and fusion bombs. We know that for a dozen or more 
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states, it will only take perhaps six years, >erhaps less. Even the best­

informed of us always exaggerates these periods. 

This we know, with the certainty of -- what shall I call it? -- engineeri ng 

truth. We also most of us are familiar with statistics and the nature of odds. 

We know, with the certainty of statistical truth, that if enough of these weapons 

are made -- by enough different states -- some of them are going to blow up. 

Through accident, or folly, or madness -- but the motives don't matter. vlhat 

does matter is the nature of the statistical fact. 

All this we know. We know it in a more direct sense than any politician 

because it comes from our direct experience. It is part of our minds . .Are we 

going to let it happen? 

All this we know. It throws upon scientists a direct and personal 

responsibility. It is not enough to say that scientists ha.ve a responsibility 

as citizens. They have a much greater one than that, and one different in kind. 

For scientists have a moral imperative to say what they know. It is going to 

make them unpopular in their own nation-states. It may do worse than make them 

unpopular. That doesn't matter. Or at least, it does matter to you and me, but 

it must not count in the face of the rj_s ks . 

For we genuinely know the risks. We are faced with an "either-or", and 

we haven't much time. Either we accept a restriction of nuclear armaments. This 

is going to begin, just as a token, with an agreement on the stopping of nuclear 

tests. The United States is not going to get the 99.9 per cent "security" that 

it has been asking for. It is unobtainable, though there are other bargains 

that the United States could probably secure. I am not going to conceal from 

you that this course involves certain risks. They are quite obvious, and no 

honest man is going to blink them. 

That is the "either". The "or" is not a risk but a certainty. It is this. 
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There is no agreement on tests. The nuclear arms race between the U.S.A. and 

the U.S.S.R. not only continues, but accelerates. Other countries join in. 

Within, at the most, six years, China and several other states have a stock of 

nuclear bombs. Within, at the most, ten years, some of these bombs are going off. 

I am saying this as responsibly as I can. That is the certainty. On the 

one side, therefore, we have a finite risk. On the other side we have a certainty 

of disaster. Between a risk and a certainty, a sane man does not hesitate. 

It is the plai n duty of scientists to explain this "either-or". It is a 

duty which seems to me to come from the moral nature of the scientific activity 

itself. 

The same duty, though in a much more pleasant form, arises about the 

benevolent powers of science. For scientists know, and again with the certainty 

of scientific knowledge, that we possess every scientific fact we need to 

transform the physical life of half the world. And transform it within the span 

of people now living. I mean, we have all the res ources to help half the world 

live as long as we do, and eat enough. All that is missing is the will. We know 

that. Just as we know that you in this country, and to a slightly less extent 

we in ours, have been almost unimaginably luck-y. We are sitting like people in 

a smart and cozy restaurant, and we are eating comfortably, looking out of the 

window into the streets. Down on the pavement are people who are looking up at 

us: people who by chance have different colored skins from ours, and are rather 

hungry. Do you wonder that they don't like us all that much? Do you wonder that 

we sometimes feel ashamed of ourselves, as we look out through that plateglass? 

Well, it is within our power to get started on that problem. Je are 

morally impelled to. We all know that, if the human species does solve that one, 

there will be consequences which are themselves problems. For instance, the 

population of the world will become embarrassingly large. But that is another 
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challenge. There are going to be challenges to our jntelligence and to our 

moral nature as long as man remains man. ~fter all, a challenge is not, as the 

word is coming to be used, an excuse for slinking off and doing nothing. A 

challenge is something to be picked up. 



First, it must be emphasized that nonviolent resistance is not a method far 

cowards; it does resist. If one uses this method because he is afraid or merely 

because he lacks the instruments of violence, he is not truly nonviolent. This 

is why Gandhi often said that if cowardice is the only alternative to violence, 

it is better to fight. He made this statement conscious of the fact that there 

is always another alternative: no individual or group need submit to any wrong, 

nor need they use violence to right the wrong; there is the way of nonviolence 

resistance. This is ultimately the way of the strong man. It is not a method of 

stagnant passivity. The phrase "passive resistance" often gives the false 

impression that this is a sort of "do-nothing method" in which the resister 

quietly and passively accepts evil. But nothing is further from the truth. For 

while the nonviolent resister is passive in the sense that he is not physically 

aggressive toward his opponent, his mind and emotions are always active, constantly 

seeking to persuade his opponent that he is wrong. The method is passive 

physically, but strongly active spiritually. It is not passive nonresistance to 

evil, it is active nonviolent resistance to evil. 

A second basic fact that characterizes nonviolence is that it does not seek 

to defeat or humiliate the opponent, but to win his friendship and \lllderstanding. 

The nonviolent resister must often express his protest through noncooperation or 

boycotts, but he realizes that these are not ends themselves; they are merely 

means to awaken a sense of moral ·shame in the opponent. The end is redemption 

and reconciliation. The aftermath of nonviolence is the creation of the beloved 

conmlll'lity, while the aftermath of violence is tragic bitterness. 

A third characteristic of this method is that the attack is directed against 

forces of evil rather than against persons who happen to be doing the evil. It 

is evil that the nonviolent resister seeks to defeat, not the persons victimized 

b7 evil. If he is opposing racial injustice, the nonviolent resister has the 

vision to see that the basic tension is not between races. As I like to say to 
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the people in Montgomery: "The tension in this city is not between white people 

and Negro people. The tension is, at bottom, between justice and injustice, 

between the forces of light and the forces of darkness. And if there is a victory, 

it will be a victory not merely for fifty thousand Negroes, but a victory for 

justice and the forces of light. We are out to defeat injustice and not white 

persons who may be unjust." 

A fourth point that characterizes nonviolent resistance is a willingness 

to accept suffering without retaliation, to accept blows from the opponent without 

striking back. "Rivers of blood may have to flow before we gain our freedom, but 

it must be our blood," Gandhi said to his countrymen • . The nonviolent resister 

is willing to accept violence if necessary, but never to inflict it. He does not 

seek to dodge jail. If going to jail is necessary, he enters it "as a bridegroom 

enters the bride's chamber." 

One may well ask: "What is the nonviolent resister's justification for 

this ordeal to which he invites. men, for this mass political application of the 

ancient doctrine of turning the other cheek?" -The answer is found in the reali­

zation that unearned .suffering is redemptive. Suffering, the nonviolent resister 

realizes, has tremendous educational and transforming possibilities. "Things of 

fundamental importance to people are not secured by reason alone, but have to be 

purchased with their suffering", said Gandhi • . He continues: "Suffering is 

-infinitely more powerful than the law of the jungle for converting the opponent 

and opening his ears which are otherwise shut to the voice of reason." 

A fifth point concerning nonviolent resistance is that it avoids not only 

external physical violence but also internal violence of spirit. The nonviolent 

resister not only refuses to shoot his opponent but he also refuses to hate him. 

At the center of nonviolence stands the principle of love. The nonviolent 

resister would contend that in the struggle for human dignity, the oppressed 
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people of the world must not succumb to the temptation of becoming bitter or 

indulging in hate campaigns. To retaliate in kind woulrl do nothing but intensify 

the existence of hate in the universe. Along the way of life, someone must have 

sense enough and morality enough to cut off the chain of hate. This can only be 

done by projecting the ethic of love to the center of our lives. 
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