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Which had upon it the New Deal stamp of the Roosevelt period and the Fair Deal
stemp of the Truman can probably be regerded as the counterpart of the Liberal
Party in England. In other words, it goes a little further in that direction

than the Republican Party. The Republican Perty, in my judgement, since the

deys of Abrahem Lincoln has been conservative. When I say conservative I mean a
party that is dedicated to conserving cultural end spiritual and economic
resources of the country under a free system where tha major economic judgements
are made in the free market, We do not believe in control. We believe in
regulation but no more than is absolutely necessary to keep the system functioning,
and I thank thet makks a distinction between the two parties.

Is the third party movement likely or necessary in the United States?

First, I doubt very much whether a third party is necessary; and secondly it

is doubtful whether it will ever be very likely unless you can get a real major
split. We have had third parties over the years, and sometime ago it was wmy
pleasure when I hed a bit of leisure time to run down the general history of
third parties and also to what extent they commanded support from the Americen
people. When you meesure it in the light, it was quite small, as a matter ofl
fact. So it might be said, Judging from the histoxry, that third parties do not
have greet appeal for the people; and this other fact eBould be added - when you
set up a third party of course you are dealing with the creation of additioreal
party machinery in localities, in countles, in states, and that is no easy
undertaking for anybody to get started in the field

Senator, the system of eellecting candidstes for national offfice by convention
the most desireable wayf '

Well, if it isn't the most desireable way, I doubt whether there are any better
or mwore practical methods which have been suggested thus far. A number of bills
have been introduced in the Senate and House over a period of years for the
purpose of selecting presidential candidates in a national primary. To undertake
a nationel primary, the filing of petitions or whatever method will be devised
in order to get e name on the ballot, to deal with a large nulber of people who
would submit themselves for the presidential office in a primsry contest in the
various states would offer real difficulty, in my judgement; and 1 am frankly
at a loss to see how 1t would work within the time factor and within the frame
of the practical difficulties which you usually encounter in the selection of a
presidential and vice-presidential nowminee,

What inﬂpénces does the legendary smoke-filled room have in the natiocpal con-
vention?

I have no idea who ever created the term, &smoke~filled room;" and it is entirely
possible that back in early days probakly when I was born in 1896 when there was
far less communicatlon of thought over the country by means of newspapers,
megazines, radio, IV, and all the other devices for disseminating information

that you coilld have such a ‘hing, such a phenomencn as a smoke-£illed room where



party leaders woudd get together, take the cards out of their packets, determine
who had how much strength, and then begin to swap and deal in order to pick some
particular candidate. I presume thet'is the time when they originaiag the phrase
also, " the hand-picked candidate,” but today there can be no such thing as a
smoke=filled room. In the first place, people know pretiy well what goes on.

The average American voter is well-informed. The average delegate to a political
convention is not only well-fnformed but he is & man of substance, character, and
responsibility in his own community, and he is independent in his thinking so that
he knows whete he wants to go and what he wants to do. So in the context of the
information that is aveilable the people everywhere today, the smoke-filled room,
if if ever had any reel place in American Politics is a thing of the past. Now
I think there is one additional comment. It is not quite fair ever to think of,
let us say, the delegate from a state getting together. Caucasing in a hotel
foom that is large enoughto hold them, considering all the possibilitjes before
them. Now you might conceivably put a tag on them and say, "Well, look, there
are the elected delegates from that state meeting in a room, reporters and the
public generally are barred while they carry on the discussions, sc they are
doing some dealing in this smoke=filled room. They're not doing enything of the
kind. They're just beating out their viewpoints on the anvil of disdussion, and
when it's all over, they come to a conchitsion in the matter; and that is quite

a different thing because that heppens everydasy, not only in social 1ffe, in
church life, in lodge life, in business life but in nearly every segment of
American activity; and so applying it to the political field makes it at once

an entirely proper undertaking and a proper approach.

Senator, how much play does the individual voter have in the running of his
party or in the decisions of his government?

Well, the individual can have as much to say as he likes and as deep as his
interest might lie. And when I say that, he has a vote as to who will be

the precinct committeemen in the precinct where he lives; he has a vote

if be is interested, he can go to the county convention, when the precinct
commmitteemen pick a county chairman; in a primary state, such as the state

of Illinois, he has a vote on who shall be the candidate of local office,

for state office, and if there is a presidential primary, for the presidential
office as well. So you see it is the vote which is the bit weapon of the voter
and as Lincoln once said, "The political power of the state resides not in the
voter but in the voter who votes.” You see that is an entirely different thing.
You have a state where maybe thirty-five % percent of the electorate will vote
in a primary and perhaps pick a candidate for nomination for office who is not
the most desireable person in the world. Well, it is just a question of how
many voters will get out and indicate their choice of who shall be the party
nominee and to what extent he wants to interest himself in public activities.
That is the important thing, and that is where it begins -- with the individual
voter because he is the man that in every case a candidate has got to sedl.

Would you say there has been a change in the type of man who enters politics
today from the politiciad of fifty or a hundred years ago?

Yes, I think so. I have to be a little guarded on this point, but Jjust look
at the thinking back in my mind, I think the average pereon who submits himself
for public service particularly at the national level is by averages at least



somewhat younger than they were in other days. They not only are younger, but
I think they look younger. I can remember in twebhty-five years of Congressional
service, serting with only one Congresaman and no Senators who everx wore a
beard, end that was Congressman George Pinkham of Massachusetts. It gave him

a rather dignified look, as you can well imagine, but he was the only one. Now
a5 I look at the pictures of the old-timers, let us say, all aleng the walls and
corridors here in the Senate and in the House, they look infinitely more dignifed
than we do today. Perhaps it is the fact that there is somuch to be done and
you have to hurry about it, and you do it wilh all zeal and determination, and
that gives it an animation that seems a little different. Now they weren't
quite as overwhelmed with the details of work in those earlier days, for look
how the country has grown i In the last forty years, in the last twenty years,
the country has prown by forty-eight million people. In the last ten years, it
has grown by over twenty-eight million people. You see there wasn't quite so
much business. First, the population wasn't there. Secondly, look at all

the activities that have been placed upon tne statute books. Here you add I
use radio today as a medium of communication. There was no radic in those
early days, and actually there was no Federal Commumications Commission until
I came to Congress in 1933 and had a chance to vote on the bill for the first
time, s0 in every field our conntry has grown, and younger people now have
submitted themselfes; and then if the time permits let me make this one other
observation. We have had in this generation two major world ward. You see

I was in one of them. I was on the Western Front in 1918. Just think of
sending millions of youngsters abroad somehow to expand their backgrounds,

give them & better grasp of the world, then when they comeback and finish
their college training if they hmve an opportunity, it is only a Jjiffy until
they start thinking in terms of the public service and public office; it is
only a little while now as I envision it that you are going to have a great
meny younger people who believe that there is & place for them in public
service, and they are going to be candidates for public office at all levels
whether it is local state, or national.

Are the voters of todey more inclined to vote their individual preference
than to follow the choices of party organizationsf

I think there is a very substantial independent vote in the country, and if
one had to documemt it, I presuyme he could go back to Ehe Primegs vy George
Gallup in the opinion survey polls he maekes from time to time. One would
gather from thet that there is a very substantizl segment of voters in the
entire electorste that are not too closely wedded either to one party or the
other or bo one precise ¥iewpoint or another or to one party platform or
another. 8o they wait for the candidates, and they wait for an explanation
of the platform and the views and the things the candidate hopes to achieve
if he is elected to office and make that the basis for their determination
when they go into the voting booth.

How importmnt are the geographic, the ethnic, the religious characteristicsf

To a considerable extent and depending on the area I think they have a very
considerable being, a very considerable impact. I would guess that in certain



rural states, let's take for instance sparsely populated states like Nevada or
Montana or South Dakota or North Dakota, you probably wouldn't get too much of
an impact. But where you get a very large segment of people who heve a common
ancestralbacgground end who have, let us say, common views on certain matters,
there, of course you will find that that will have a very considerable influence
on the candidate and alsc on the election outcome. That is a very natural thing.
Consider for a moment, the Folish people. Look how deeply they are wedded to
the hope that freedom can be comsumated for their ancestral homeland, Poland.
They want to do everything they can in that direction, and one can well
understand it when that instinet is so deep and is based upon affection

and tredition add all the things that they took in with mother'is milk long
ago. Consequently where you hwve a lerge group of Polish people in Chicago,
in Bufalo, in New York, or elsewhere, it has a very definite impact on the
canpaign; and then if you have a Polish candidate for office, obviously they
would look with fevor upon his ambitions and aspirations; and in that respect
it would make a difference. Now you could say as much, I think, for other
groups. You could say that for a Scandinavian group; you could say it for

a German group. And then of course you get some other groups in some areas.
You get a high concentration of the Negro vote. So you see that in itself
will make & difference; so you don't limit it Jjust to sectional, cultural,

or ethnic groups. You heve to include racial groups as well, and that isl

the reason the nationel committees of both parties do set up a division

in that committee and campaign time which is dhe division that deals with

the ethnic groups, and they make that their special forte. So you see

even the national committees do recognize that fact.

Senator, is petronage an important part of our political system?

Well, at one time patronage was the most important consideration. Where you
developed some real effort on the part of party workers would be the hope
that there would be a reward for his zeal, his devbtion in the form of a
Jjobe It might be a very humble job; it might be something infinitely
oetter; but in any event before the growth of the merit system, patronage
wasn an important consideration in the political sbheme. Then came these
various groups that began to insist upon action in the matter of the merit
and the civil service fields. Actually that began when President Garfield
was assassinated, I guess 1883, wasn*t it? oy a disappointed office seeker;
and that gave an urge to civil service reform that i had never gotten
tefore. The result was that over the years both at the national level and
at the state level more and more jobs, more and more people have been
covered in the merit system. And that means they become career people,l
and they can be seperated from service only for cause and have a right of
appesl. Well you have thereby diminished the number of availmble jobs,

and as & result patronage, as such is not nearly so important a factor as it
was in those earlier days.

Senator, one final gquestion here. What changes do you forsee in our
political system in the next Tifty yearsf

Oh, goodness, that's an all-embrading question over a long period of time; and
I think it would be a little Aiffiault on the spur of the moment to give you a



categorieal answer. You know one reason why I'm elweys aefraid of making &
prophecy is that it can fall so wide of the mark unless you bring e itremendous
imeginetion there. You lknow in 1900 they gathered a lot of interesting people
and also took forecasts and prophecles from people ebroad as to what the next
fifty years would bring. People like Sam Gowpers, the leader in the labor
field, Jey f@ould, the financier, Dean Ferrar, William Jennings Bryan, H. G.
Welds and others. I have often said that our whole group in the New York
Herald Tribune Symposium in 1900 only one was correct, oddly enough, and that
was Arthur Twining Hadley, the President of Yale. For it was Dr. Hadley who
said that he fpresew the day when pressure groups would yield such influence
in legislative halls thet it would menace our system of government and our
freedom. Now, rather than speculate so much on the chenge in the next Fifty
years 1'd rather speculate on the challenge that the fifty years will bring.
Bow there are certain things that are constant in life, but one great variable
alweys will be ~- whether or not we will keep our eye on freedom and what it
means economicelly, politicallly, and sociallyto the expansion and the growth
of the country, for if we preserve the free atmosphere in which the human
spirit and the ming ean unfold then, of course, there is no limit to our
economic destiny. Now that I regard as a necessity and here I can tell you
something that I foresee which 1 believe is dictefed by the arithmetic table.
In & little while our population will be two hundred million. It will go
beyond that I am sure as time goes on. There will be more youngsters who
stay in school longer as time goes on. Theretirement age of people will be
dropped. If it started at seventy, it drops to sixty-five, in some casesj
sixty-two. There are movements afoot now to drop it to sixty and to fifty-five.
dell, now look at thh equation. Two humdred million people, more youngsters
in school longer, more older people awsy from the workbench Urbla, the result
is thet the percentage of the whole population who whll have to 8o the
productive work of the country will percentage~wise be infinihely smaller.
That will be the hard core of producers. How 18 this smaller number going to
produce for a greater number of people, including our export business asbroad?
It is very simple. There have to be new devices, new processes, new machinery
new automation, new everything in themechanical field, beceuse it is answered
by one simple fact == you have to mulbtiply buman hands. Now then, how do you
do 1t? There have to be kncentives for it, incentives for people with imegination
and with rewards to come up with new processes and new devices where fewer
people can produce for & greater number and still expand the enjoyment of
liting and the standard of living of our country. So the whole hope then is
what? To preserve a free atmosphere in which mind and talent can unfold and
flower and make that possible; and if we hang on to that one thing, then

of course, 1 can prophesy just as surely as I sit here today that the America
of fifty years from now will be so different from the standpoint of delights,
gadgets, devices, leisure, all the rest that goes with it that if we were to
come back we would scarcely recognize it.

Senator, thank you very much.
t
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