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Television Script of U.S, Senator Hiram Fong (R-Hawaii) 
On Failure of New Frontier Foreign Policy

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am your United States Senator Hiram Fong, In the next 

few minutes, I would like to discuss with you foreign policy under 

the New Frontier.

Everyone — regardless of Party affiliation -- wants our 

foreign policy to succeed. For our very survival as a Nation de­

pends in large measure on the success of our foreign relations.

Under our Constitution, the responsibility for day-to-day 

conduct of foreign relations falls on the President through the State 

Department.

Traditionally on foreign policy, the American people rally 

around their President -* whether Republican or Democrat -- in 

demonstration to the world of our national unity.

As a U. S. Senator, there are many occasions when I am 

called upon to support the President’s foreign policies. Where he 

was right, I have wholeheartedly supported him and in many in­

stances I voted to strengthen his hand. Where I thought he was 

wrong, I have not hesitated to differ with or to vote against him. 

This is the duty of all Members of Congress. For, though we 

strive for unity, here in America the people reserve the right to 

make their independent judgments, to criticize Administration
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policies when they believe they are wrong, and to offer alterna­

tives. One of the strengths of our American system is that the 

people are not rubber stamps and neither is the Congress.

It certainly would be a sad day for America if the Con­

gress merely rubber-stamped foreign policies.

As the late Senator Arthur Vandenberg, Republican ar­

chitect of bipartisanship in foreign policy said: ’’Frank coopera­

tion and free debate are indispensable to ultimate unity.... Every 

foreign policy must be totally debated... and the ‘loyal opposition1 

is under special obligation to see that this occurs. ”

With Members of the President’s own Party inclined to go 

down the line for his policies, there is an ever-present need for a 

strong, responsible Minority in the Congress which is free to ana­

lyze objectively and discuss publicly these crucial matters so that 

the American people may fully understand their import and insist 

upon changes if necessary.

For the past 18 months, there have been only 36 Repub­

licans out of 100 Senate seats and only 174 out of 437 House seats. 

So vastly outnumbered, the Republican Minority was unable, except 

in a few instances, to prevent the series of grave mistakes made by 

the New Frontier which have brought our Nation to its present peril­

ous state.
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The disastrous results of the New Frontier’s timid foreign 

policies were summed up a few weeks ago by the President’s own * 

Secretary of Defense, Robert McNamara, in testimony before the 

House ArmedServices Committee. This is what Secretary McNamara 

said: ”1 would say that the crisis today in terms of military require­

ments and potential military operations is more severe than at any 

time since the actual Korean War. ”

This is indeed a shocking disclosure, I was flabbergasted. 

It shows that New Frontier foreign policies have failed miserably. 

What Secretary McNamara was saying in plain, simple words is: 

We really have our hands full now.

What actually caused Secretary McNamara to say we are 

in a worse crisis today than at any time since the Korean War?

The answer is that during the past 18 months, under the 

New Frontier, America has drifted from one stalemate to another 

-- in Berlin -- Laos -- Vietnam -- Cuba, In some areas, such as 

Vietnam, we are barely holding our own, and along many diplomatic 

front lines, such as Berlin, the New Frontier is actually retreating.

More and more objective observers are calling New Frontier 

policies weak -- vacillating — lacking initiative -- too conciliatory to 

Communists.

In Europe, no progress has been made in removing the hated 

Communist wall that divides Berlin and that denies allied forces nearly
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all points of access guaranteed by World War II treaties. When the 

Communists erected the wall in August 1961, it took us three days even 

to file a protest -- a protest which Senator Thomas Dodd, Democrat of 

Connecticut, and a Member of the Foreign Relations Committee called 

"so weak, so toothless, so completely incommensurate with the crime 

that had been committed that it was nothing short of dangerous. H

Our military commanders in Berlin had asked Washington for 

instructions as soon as they saw the wall going up, but the orders to 

tear it down never came. The might of the allied forces was never used 

to enforce allied rights in Berlin. And inch by inch the Communists are 

squeezing the Allies right out of Berlin.

Veteran Congressman Michael Feighan, Democrat of Ohio, said 

this: "Is it not passing strange that one man can drive a truck through 

that Berlin wall and knock so many of these bricks down, and all the 

great powers of the world have not been able to remove or to tear down 

one brick in that wall? ”

On the contrary, the New Frontier’s weak diplomacy has re­

sulted in worsening the Berlin situation, which is now the most explo­

sive issue in Europe.

Recently, Mayor Willy Brandt of Berlin put his finger on the 

trouble when he said, "The West does nothing but wait for Khrushchev’s 

moves. "
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Even the President’s call-up of Reservists during the Berlin 

crisis was later termed a mistake by top Defense Department officials.

They told Congress that Reserves would not again be mobilized 

for a cold-war crisis. Yet, just a few weeks after the last Berlin Re­

serves returned home, the President asked for new authority to call up 

Reserves again. Such stop-and-go policies regarding our Reserve for­

ces, especially when our standing military forces are so large, show 

the failure of New Frontier policy.

Looking at the Far East, Laos can be written off, despite 

many brave and noble New Frontier promises to save that mountain 

kingdom. The New Frontier fell into an old bear trap when it agreed 

to a coalition government including Communists.

One high-ranking Member of the House Foreign Affairs Com­

mittee, Congressman Wayne Hays, Democrat of Ohio, denounced this 

in no uncertain terms, saying, ”1 am not going to defend any policy 

which insists on putting Communists in a government, because it has 

never worked and it will never work. n

America is already withdrawing our military advisers from 

Laos. But there is no evidence the Communists are doing the same.

The coalition government has now recognized Red China, Com­

munist Outer Mongolia, Communist Czechoslovakia, Communist Bulgaria, 

Communist Hungary, Communist Poland, and Communist North Vietnam.
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For 8 years, America successfully maintained Laos as an 

independent nation with a pro-Western government. Under the New 

Frontier, however, we withheld for months our indispensable finan­

cial aid, insisting that Laos accept Communists in a coalition govern­

ment. The pro-Western government of Laos protested and bravely 

tried to withstand this tremendous economic pressure but their vali­

ant effort to stay alive without outside aid was doomed. Within a few 

months after the New Frontier forced the pro-We stern government of 

Laos to accept Communists, Laos began to move closer and closer to 

the Communist world and is now, for all practical purposes, lost to 

the We stern world.

In next-door Vietnam, the United States has taken a stand 

to roll back the Red tide. But our military position in Vietnam is 

worsened by the Laos coalition. The supply routes which have been 

made available through Laos by the coalition government put the Com­

munists in a far better position to sustain their troops in Vietnam against 

us. We have just begun to suffer the consequences of the sell-out of the 

brave, pro-Western government of Laos.

Here is what President Diosdado Macapagal of the Philippines 

said: nI believe that it is plain from the extension of Communist influ­

ence in Laos, in Viet Nam, that the Communists are winning in South­

east Asia. ii
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Again in Southeast Asia, the New Frontier sold out another 

friend -- the Dutch -- by helping to deliver West New Guinea into the 

hands of Communist-leaning Indonesia, The New Frontier betrayed 

a centuries-old ally, Holland, The New Frontier sold the native 

Papuans into colonial bondage without giving them any right of self­

determination as to their own destiny.

Here is what the Foreign Minister of Holland said to his 

Parliament: “The late John Foster Dulles, while Secretary of State, 

pledged United States support to the Netherlands in the event of armed 

aggression by Indonesia. The Kennedy Administration said the United 

States had not changed its support. 11 But, he added, ”it gradually be­

came clear that the Dutch Government could no longer count on United 

States support.... America's attitude endangered the authority of the 

West as well as the principle of non-aggression, and the consequen­

ces of this might make themselves felt in the next few years. ”

By this betrayal of Holland and the sell-out of the Papuans, 

the New Frontier has allowed our defense line in Southeast Asia, which 

we won at such great loss of lives in World War II, to be pierced by 

the Communist-leaning Indonesian Government, which is building up 

its military machine with Soviet aid. And now Indonesia is looking

toward further conquest, casting covetous eyes at Portuguese Timor.
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When Indonesia pressures Portuguese Timor, will the New 

Frontier sell the people of Portuguese Timor into colonial bondage 

as it did the Papuans of West New Guinea? Or will the New Frontier 

sit idly by and let Indonesia grab Portuguese Timor just as the New 

Frontier allowed India to grab Goa, which for 400 years was Portu­

guese.

In a further blow at our long-time dependable ally Portugal, 

the New Frontier twice voted against her in the United Nations and 

sided with the Soviet Union on the resolution affecting Portuguese 

Angola in Africa. Is it any wonder the Portuguese people are angry 

with us and may refuse to let us use the Azores as a military base.

This is what the official Lisbon Radio said about recent U.S. 

actions:

’’United States policy has ceased to be frank and clear. It 

has become the art of juggling. It has lost all coherence. No one 

knows what its diplomatic objectives are. The United States is our 

ally within NATO. It counts on us to assume its control of the 

Atlantic in the event of a conflict with Russia. Yet the United States 

is allied with Russia in the Afro-Asian world. ”

In Africa, the Congo situation remains highly confused. One

fact, however, emerges very clearly. The New Frontier continues to 

support armed force against the pro-We stern province of Katanga and,
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as in Laos, insists upon a coalition government, which will inevitably 

deliver the Congo into Communist hands.

Senator Strom Thurmond, Democrat of South Carolina and a 

Member of the Armed Services Committee, called New Frontier policy 

on the Congo "one of the biggest all-time blunders in foreign policy. "

In Latin America, it is all too clear the three-billion-dollar 

Alliance for Progress, the heart of New Frontier policy there, has 

made no headway. Swiss bankers tell us Alliance for Progress grants 

merely touch base in Latin America en route to home base in Swiss 

banks. Meantime, Latin America seethes with social and political 

unrest. The Organization of American States is sharply divided. 

Bolivia has just announced it would no longer participate.

In nuclear test ban talks and in disarmament conferences, 

New Frontier policy has been one of more and more concessions -­

while the Soviets never budge from their insistence on treaties with 

no safeguards for us.

In the United Nations, America’s influence is at its lowest 

ebb. The balance of power rests with the Asian-African bloc whose 

numbers have increased each year and each of whom has an equal 

vote with America. There is also one more sure vote for the Com­

munist bloc in the UN, now that Outer Mongolia has been admitted

with New Frontier assistance.
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Yet America still pays the lion’s share of the UN’s bills. 

When the UN ran into financial trouble because some members re­

fused to pay their share of Congo and Gaza peace forces, the New 

Frontier rushed in to say America would pick up 50 per cent of the 

deficit. Congress, however, enacted legislation under which the 

United States will match the United Nations bonds bought by other 

nations — and no more.

Coming closer to home, we are today reaping the harvest 

of White House mistakes which doomed the invasion of Cuba to fail­

ure more than a year ago.

This is the sequence of White House decisions which re­

sulted in the Cuban invasion fiasco.

On April 15, a surprise attack by B-26 bombers belonging 

to the invaders destroyed all but a handful of Castro’s Air Force.

On April 16, President Kennedy gave final approval to an 

invasion of Cuba by an armed force of Cuban refugees. Airplane 

support was part of this plan. But, while the Cuban invaders were 

secretly sailing toward Cuba, President Kennedy changed his mind 

and refused to allow the B-26 bombers to take off from the Latin 

American country where they were located.

On April 17, early in the morning, the invading force

landed on the beaches at the Bay of Pigs, in the expectation their
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B-26’s would soon be bombing Castro’s troops and tanks. But the 

promised B-26’s never came because President Kennedy had changed 

his mind.

It soon became very clear the invasion was jeopardized by 

lack of air support. Both nonmilitary U. S. officials who were run­

ning the invasion and military U. S. officials urged President Ken­

nedy to allow our Navy planes from a U. S. aircraft carrier to fly 

air support for the invaders.

Again, President Kennedy said "no, ”

Without air support, the invasion soon began to flounder.

At noon that same day, President Kennedy reversed himself and 

gave the signal for the Cuban fliers to get into action. This time 

bad weather stopped them.

By the next day, April 18, a crisis was at hand. Again, 

President Kennedy was asked for air support by U. S. planes. 

President Kennedy consented to using our carrier’s planes for just 

one hour on April 19. President Kennedy forbade U. S. planes to 

attack land targets.

But the plan fell apart. Due to communications mixups, 

the U. S. planes never got into action. After waiting for the weather 

to clear, the Cuban fliers timed their strike wrong. And by this time

it was too late.
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By sundown Wednesday, the invasion was a failure.

This sequence of events was revealed by the magazine U. S. 

News & World Report on September 17, 1962. As far as I know, these 

facts have not been disputed by the Administration.

On April 20, the day after the invasion failed, President Ken­

nedy, referring to Iron Curtain tanks and planes in Cuba, stated: ”We 

cannot postpone any longer the real issue of the survival of freedom in 

this Hemisphere. " He said: ’’The evidence is clear and the hour is 

late. ”

But in the 16 long months since then, apart from a ban on im­

ports from Cuba, the New Frontier adopted a do-nothing policy.

Today the President is minimizing the gravity of Cuba.

On September 13, this year, the very day Defense Secretary 

McNamara was telling Congress that the world crisis is more severe 

than at any time since the Korean War -- the President told the Amer­

ican people: ’’Soviet arms in Cuba are no serious threat. ” The Presi­

dent told us it is Castro who is in trouble -- as if to say America is not 

in trouble. Asked about the Monroe Doctrine, he gave no direct reply, 

when in truth we all know the Monroe Doctrine has been breached by 

Soviet penetration.

For 140 years, the Monroe Doctrine has protected the West­

ern Hemisphere from penetration by any non-American country. It
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was not designed merely to guard against aggression after a foreign 

country had gained control of a Western Hemisphere nation.

Yet this is exactly what the Presidents policy now is. For 

he told us he would not intervene unless there was aggression by Cuba.

This means that every nation south of our borders could, like 

Cuba, be infiltrated by Communists and turned into Soviet colonies -­

and the United States will not interfere, so long as the Communist mili­

tary forces are not used against another country of this Hemisphere. 

This certainly would compound the danger already facing America in 

Soviet Cuba.

Cuba in Communist hands threatens our lifelines in the Carib­

bean for she sits astride all the main shipping lanes from our East Coast 

to our Gulf Coast and to the Panama Canal.

From Cuba, the Soviets will be able to spy on our space efforts 

at Cape Canaveral and even to interfere with space flights.

On Cuba can be located bases for missiles aimed at our cities 

and defense installations.

Cuba stands as a symbol to all of Latin America of a Russian 

victory over the United States, It is a beacon light to Latin American 

Communists.

By any reasonable standard, the record of 18 months of New

Frontier policy is one of retreat after retreat. While the Soviets
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everywhere have seized the initiative, the New Frontier merely waits 

and reacts to the Kremlin’s moves. The Communists are on the offen­

sive. The New Frontier is on the defensive.

The wide gap between the brave words and the timid deeds of 

the New Frontier is increasing the risk of war through miscalculation. 

It becomes more and more difficult to stop the Communists with stern 

warnings and shows of strength when they see that the deeds of New 

Frontiersmen consistently fail to jibe with their words — in other 

words, plenty talk, little action.

One of America’s notable Presidents, Theodore Roosevelt, 

whose foreign policy was successful, advised ’’Walk softly, but carry 

a big stick. ”

The New Frontier seems to say: Talk boldly but carry a twig.

Thus the Khrushchevs, the Castros, the Mao Tse Tungs be­

come bolder and bolder and now have penetrated our own Hemisphere 

to set up a Communist military base right next door to America.

An objective analysis of our international position today 

clearly shows increasing Communist contempt for us and dwindling 

respect for us among the nations of the Free World as well.

In spite of the billions of dollars we have spent in foreign 

aid, we have failed to win friendship and respect among many of

these nations. They insult us, take over the property of American
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citizens without paying them, and desert us when the chips are down 

in the United Nations and the Organization of American States.

Our international prestige certainly has sunk to a new low 

when even those we help see fit to do these things to us. This is the 

depth to which New Frontier foreign policies have taken us,

The time has come when we must change these policies. We 

cannot elect a new President at this time but we can elect a new Con­

gress, one that will strengthen American foreign policy.

If you elect rubber-stamp New Frontier Congressmen, you 

may rest assured you will have more of the same disastrous New Fron­

tier foreign policies.

What is needed are many more Republican Members of Con­

gress who then can wield far greater influence toward strong and ef­

fective foreign policies.

Republicans spearheaded the move to prevent New Frontier 

recognition of Red China and admission of Red China to the United Na­

tions.

Against strong New Frontier opposition, Republicans wrote 

into the foreign aid law a provision suspending U. S. aid to countries 

that expropriate property of American citizens without paying them.

Republicans tried to stop New Frontier foreign aid to Com­

munist Yugoslavia and Communist Poland, but Republicans were out­

numbered.
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Republicans tried to tighten up New Frontier foreign aid pro­

grams which have wasted millions foolishly, but New Frontier Demo­

crats were too many.

Republicans tried to get the New Frontier to take a tougher 

fiscal policy in the United Nations, but New Frontier Democrats 

watered down our proposal.

Republicans repeatedly warned the New Frontier against the 

Laos coalition, but our too few voices were not heeded by the New 

Frentier.

Republicans protested the New Frontier’s failure to act when 

India grabbed Portuguese Goa.

Republicans deplored the New Frontier’s votes against Portu­

gal in the United Nations.

Republicans protested the New Frontier’s part in Indonesia’s 

grab of West New Guinea.

All to no avail.

Republicans urged the New Frontier not to yield an inch in 

Berlin, but we were only momentarily heeded by the New Frontier.

Republicans long have urged the Administration to stop 

watching Cuba and do something about Cuba, But the New Frontier, 

with its huge Democratic majorities in the Senate and the House, feels 

it can ignore the handful of Republicans.



Television Script of U.S. Senator Hiram Fong (R-Hawaii) 
On Failure of New Frontier Foreign Policy

Ladies and Gentlemen:

I am your United States Senator Hiram Fong, In the next 

few minutes, I would like to discuss with you foreign policy under 

the New Frontier,

Everyone -• regardless of Party affiliation — wants our 

foreign policy to succeed. For our very survival as a Nation de­

pends in large measure on the success of our foreign relations.

Under our Constitution, the responsibility for day-to-day 

conduct of foreign relations falls on the President through the State 

Department.

Traditionally on foreign policy, the American people rally 

around their President -- whether Republican or Democrat --in 

demonstration to the world of our national unity.

As a U. S. Senator, there are many occasions when I am 

called upon to support the President’s foreign policies. Where he 

was right, I have wholeheartedly supported him and in many in­

stances I voted to strengthen his hand. Where I thought he was 

wrong, I have not hesitated to differ with or to vote against him. 

This is the duty of all Members of Congress. For, though we 

strive for unity, here in America the people reserve the right to 

make their independent judgments, to criticize Administration



policies when they believe they are wrong, and to offer alterna­

tives. One of the strengths of our American system is that the 

people are not rubber stamps and neither is the Congress.

It certainly would be a sad day for America if the Con­

gress merely rubber-stamped foreign policies.

As the late Senator Arthur Vandenberg, Republican ar­

chitect of bipartisanship in foreign policy said: ’’Frank coopera­

tion and free debate are indispensable to ultimate unity.... Every 

foreign policy must be totally debated... and the ’loyal opposition* 

is under special obligation to see that this occurs. ”

With Members of the President’s own Party inclined to go 

down the line for his policies, there is an ever-present need for a 

strong, responsible Minority in the Congress which is free to ana - 

lyze objectively and discuss publicly these crucial matters so that 

the American people may fully understand their import and insist 

upon changes if necessary.

For the past 18 months, there have been only 36 Repub­

licans out of 100 Senate seats and only 174 out of 437 House seats. 

So vastly outnumbered, the Republican Minority was unable, except 

in a few instances, to prevent the series of grave mistakes made by 

the New Frontier which have brought our Nation to its present peril­

ous state.
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The disastrous results of the New Frontier’s timid foreign 

policies were summed up a few weeks ago by the President’s own 

Secretary of Defense, Robert McNamara, in testimony before the 

House Armed Services Committee. This is what Secretary McNamara 

said: ”1 would say that the crisis today in terms of military require­

ments and potential military operations is more severe than at any 

time since the actual Korean War. ”

This is indeed a shocking disclosure. I was flabbergasted. 

It shows that New Frontier foreign policies have failed miserably. 

What Secretary McNamara was saying in plain, simple words is: 

We really have our hands full now.

What actually caused Secretary McNamara to say we are 

in a worse crisis today than at any time since the Korean War?

The answer is that during the past 18 months, under the 

New Frontier, America has drifted from one stalemate to another 

-- in Berlin — Laos — Vietnam — Cuba. In some areas, such as 

Vietnam, we are barely holding our ov/n, and along many diplomatic 

front lines, such as Berlin, the New Frontier is actually retreating.

More and more objective observers are calling New Frontier 

policies weak -- vacillating -- lacking initiative — too conciliatory to 

Communists.

In Europe, no progress has been made in removing the hated 

Communist wall that divides Berlin and that denies allied forces nearly
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all points of access guaranteed by World War II treaties. When the 

Communists erected the wall in August 1961, it took us three days even 

to file a protest — a protest which Senator Thomas Dodd, Democrat of 

Connecticut, and a Member of the Foreign Relations Committee called 

”so weak, so toothless, so completely incommensurate with the crime 

that had been committed that it was nothing short of dangerous. ”

Our military commanders in Berlin had asked Washington for 

instructions as soon as they saw the wall going up, but the orders to 

tear it down never came. The might of the allied forces was never used 

to enforce allied rights in Berlin. And inch by inch the Communists are 

squeezing the Allies right out of Berlin.

Veteran Congressman Michael Feighan, Democrat of Ohio, said 

this: ”Is it not passing strange that one man can drive a truck through 

that Berlin wall and knock so many of these bricks down, and all the 

great powers of the world have not been able to remove or to tear down 

one brick in that wall? ”

On the contrary, the New Frontier’s weak diplomacy has re­

sulted in worsening the Berlin situation, which is now the most explo­

sive issue in Europe.

Recently, Mayor Willy Brandt of Berlin put his finger on the 

trouble when he said, ’’The West does nothing but wait for Khrushchev’s 

moves*11
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Even the Presidents call-up of Reservists during the Berlin , 

crisis was later termed a mistake by top Defense Department officials. 

They told Congress that Reserves would not again be mobilized 

for a cold-war crisis. Yet, just a few weeks after the last Berlin Re­

serves returned home, the President asked for new authority to call up 

Reserves again. Such stop-and-go policies regarding our Reserve for­

ces, especially when our standing military forces are so large, show 

the failure of New Frontier policy.

Looking at the Far East, Laos can be written off, despite 

many brave and noble New Frontier promises to save that mountain 

kingdom. The New Frontier fell into an old bear trap when it agreed 

to a coalition government including Communists.

One high-ranking Member of the House Foreign Affairs Com­

mittee, Congressman Wayne Hays, Democrat of Ohio, denounced this 

in no uncertain terms, saying, "I am not going to defend any policy 

which insists on putting Communists in a government, because it has 

never worked and it will never work. n

America is already withdrawing our military advisers from 

Laos. But there is no evidence the Communists are doing the same.

The coalition government has now recognized Red China, Com­

munist Outer Mongolia, Communist Czechoslovakia, Communist Bulgaria, 

Communist Hungary, Communist Poland, and Communist North Vietnam.
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For 8 years, America successfully maintained Laos as an 

independent nation with a pro-Western government. Under the New 

Frontier, however, we withheld for months our indispensable finan­

cial aid, insisting that Laos accept Communists in a coalition govern­

ment. rhe pro-Western government of Laos protested and bravely 

tried to withstand this tremendous economic pressure but their vali­

ant effort to stay alive without outside aid was doomed. Within a few 

months after the New Frontier forced the pro-Western government of 

Laos to accept Communists, Laos began to move closer and closer to 

the Communist world and is now, for all practical purposes, lost to 

the We stern world.

In next-door Vietnam, the United States has taken a stand 

to roll back the Red tide. But our military position in Vietnam is 

worsened by the Laos coalition. The supply routes which have been 

made available through Laos by the coalition government put the Com­

munists in a far better position to sustain their troops in Vietnam against 

us. We have just begun to suffer the consequences of the sell-out of the 

brave, pro-Western government of Laos.

Here is what President Diosdado Macapagal of the Philippines 

said: ”1 believe that it is plain from the extension of Communist influ­

ence in Laos, in Viet Nam, that the Communists are winning in South­

east Asia. n
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Again in Southeast Asia, the New Frontier sold out another 

friend • - the Dutch --by helping to deliver West New Guinea into the 

hands of Communist-leaning Indonesia, The New Frontier betrayed 

a centuries-old ally, Holland, The New Frontier sold the native 

Papuans into colonial bondage without giving them any right of self­

determination as to their own destiny.

Here is what the Foreign Minister of Holland said to his 

Parliament: “The late John Foster Dulles, while Secretary of State, 

pledged United States support to the Netherlands in the event of armed 

aggression by Indonesia. The Kennedy Administration said the United 

States had not changed its support. “ But, he added, “it gradually be­

came clear that the Dutch Government could no longer count on United 

States support.... America’s attitude endangered the authority of the 

West as well as the principle of non-aggression, and the consequen­

ces of this might make themselves felt in the next few years. “

By this betrayal of Holland and the sell-out of the Papuans, 

the New Frontier has allowed our defense line in Southeast Asia, which 

we won at such great loss of lives in World War II, to be pierced by 

the Communist-leaning Indonesian Government, which is building up 

its military machine with Soviet aid. And now Indonesia is looking

toward further conquest, casting covetous eyes at Portuguese Timor.
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When Indonesia pressures Portuguese Timor, will the New 

Frontier sell the people of Portuguese Timor into colonial bondage 

as it did the Papuans of West New Guinea? Or will the New Frontier 

sit idly by and let Indonesia grab Portuguese Timor just as the New 

Frontier allowed India to grab Goa, which for 400 years was Portu­

guese.

In a further blow at our long-time dependable ally Portugal, 

the New Frontier twice voted against her in the United Nations and 

sided with the Soviet Union on the resolution affecting Portuguese 

Angola in Africa. Is it any wonder the Portuguese people are angry 

with us and may refuse to let us use the Azores as a military base.

This is what the official Lisbon Radio said about recent U.S. 

actions:

’’United States policy has ceased to be frank and clear. It 

has become the art of juggling. It has lost all coherence. No one 

knows what its diplomatic objectives are. The United States is our 

ally within NATO. It counts on us to assume its control of the 

Atlantic in the event of a conflict with Russia. Yet the United States 

is allied with Russia in the Afro-Asian world. ”

In Africa, the Congo situation remains highly confused. One 

fact, however, emerges very clearly. The New Frontier continues to 

support armed force against the pro-We stern province of Katanga and.
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as in Laos, insists upon a coalition government, which will inevitably 

deliver the Congo into Communist hands.

Senator Strom Thurmond, Democrat of South Carolina and a 

Member of the Armed Services Committee, called New Frontier policy 

on the Congo "one of the biggest all-time blunders in foreign policy. ”

In Latin America, it is all too clear the three-billion-dollar 

Alliance for Progress, the heart of New Frontier policy there, has 

made no headway. Swiss bankers tell us Alliance for Progress grants 

merely touch base in Latin America en route to home base in Swiss 

banks. Meantime, Latin America seethes with social and political 

unrest. The Organization of American States is sharply divided. 

Bolivia has just announced it would no longer participate.

In nuclear test ban talks and in disarmament conferences, 

New Frontier policy has been one of more and more concessions -­

while the Soviets never budge from their insistence on treaties with 

no safeguards for us.

In the United Nations, America’s influence is at its lowest 

ebb. The balance of power rests with the Asian-African bloc whose 

numbers have increased each year and each of whom has an equal 

vote with America. There is also one more sure vote for the Com­

munist bloc in the UN, now that Outer Mongolia has been admitted

with New Frontier assistance.
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Yet America still pays the lion’s share of the UN’s bills.

When the UN ran into financial trouble because some members re­

fused to pay their share of Congo and Gaza peace forces, the New 

Frontier rushed in to say America would pick up 50 per cent of the 

deficit, Congress, however, enacted legislation under which the 

United States will match the United Nations bonds bought by other 

nations -- and no more.

Coming closer to home, we are today reaping the harvest 

of White House mistakes which doomed the invasion of Cuba to fail­

ure more than a year ago.

This is the sequence of White House decisions which re­

sulted in the Cuban invasion fiasco.

On April 15, a surprise attack by B-26 bombers belonging 

to the invaders destroyed all but a handful of Castro’s Air Force.

On April 16, President Kennedy gave final approval to an 

invasion of Cuba by an armed force of Cuban refugees. Airplane 

support was part of this plan. But, while the Cuban invaders were 

secretly sailing toward Cuba, President Kennedy changed his mind 

and refused to allow the B-26 bombers to take off from the Latin 

American country where they were located.

On April 17, early in the morning, the invading force

landed on the beaches at the Bay of Pigs, in the expectation their
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B*26’s would soon be bombing Castro’s troops and tanks. But the 

promised B-26’s never came because President Kennedy had changed 

his mind.

It soon became very clear the invasion was jeopardized by 

lack of air support. Both nonmilitary U. S. officials who were run­

ning the invasion and military U. S. officials urged President Ken­

nedy to allow our Navy planes from a U. S. aircraft carrier to fly 

air support for the invaders.

Again, President Kennedy said "no. ”

Without air support, the invasion soon began to flounder. 

At noon that same day, President Kennedy reversed himself and 

gave the signal for the Cuban fliers to get into action. This time 

bad weather stopped them.

By the next day, April 18, a crisis was at hand. Again, 

President Kennedy was asked for air support by U. S. planes. 

President Kennedy consented to using our carrier’s planes for just 

one hour on April 19. President Kennedy forbade U. S. planes to 

attack land targets.

But the plan fell apart. Due to communications mixups, 

the U. S. planes never got into action. After waiting for the weather 

to clear, the Cuban fliers timed their strike wrong. And by this time

it was too late.
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By sundown Wednesday, the invasion was a failure.

This sequence of events was revealed by the magazine U. S. 

News & World Report on September 17, 1962. As far as I know, these 

facts have not been disputed by the Administration.

On April 20, the day after the invasion failed, President Ken­

nedy, referring to Iron Curtain tanks and planes in Cuba, stated: "We 

cannot postpone any longer the real issue of the survival of freedom in 

this Hemisphere. ” He said: "The evidence is clear and the hour is 

late. ”

But in the 16 long months since then, apart from a ban on im­

ports from Cuba, the New Frontier adopted a do-nothing policy.

Today the President is minimizing the gravity of Cuba.

On September 13, this year, the very day Defense Secretary 

McNamara was telling Congress that the world crisis is more severe 

than at any time since the Korean War -- the President told the Amer­

ican people: ’’Soviet arms in Cuba are no serious threat. ” The Presi­

dent told us it is Castro who is in trouble -- as if to say America is not 

in trouble. Asked about the Monroe Doctrine, he gave no direct reply, 

when in truth we all know the Monroe Doctrine has been breached by 

Soviet penetration.

For 140 years, the Monroe Doctrine has protected the West­

ern Hemisphere from penetration by any non-American country. It
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was not designed merely to guard against aggression after a foreign 

country had gained control of a Western Hemisphere nation.

Yet this is exactly what the President’s policy now is. For 

he told us he would not intervene unless there was aggression by Cuba.

This means that every nation south of our borders could, like 

Cuba, be infiltrated by Communists and turned into Soviet colonies -­

and the United States will not interfere, so long as the Communist mili­

tary forces are not used against another country of this Hemisphere. 

This certainly would compound the danger already facing America in 

Soviet Cuba.

Cuba in Communist hands threatens our lifelines in the Carib­

bean for she sits astride all the main shipping lanes from our East Coast 

to our Gulf Coast and to the Panama Canal.

From Cuba, the Soviets will be able to spy on our space efforts 

at Cape Canaveral and even to interfere with space flights.

On Cuba can be located bases for missiles aimed at our cities 

and defense installations.

Cuba stands as a symbol to all of Latin America of a Russian 

victory over the United States. It is a beacon light to Latin American 

Communists.

By any reasonable standard, the record of 18 months of New

Frontier policy is one of retreat after retreat. While the Soviets
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everywhere have seized the initiative, the New Frontier merely waits 

and reacts to the Kremlin’s moves. The Communists are on the offen­

sive. The New Frontier is on the defensive.

The wide gap between the brave words and the timid deeds of 

the New Frontier is increasing the risk of war through miscalculation. 

It becomes more and more difficult to stop the Communists with stern 

warnings and shows of strength when they see that the deeds of New 

Frontiersmen consistently fail to jibe with their words -- in other 

words, plenty talk, little action.

One of America’s notable Presidents, Theodore Roosevelt, 

whose foreign policy was successful, advised "Walk softly, but carry 

a big stick. ”

The New Frontier seems to say: Talk boldly but carry a twig.

Thus the Khrushchevs, the Castros, the Mao Tse Tungs be­

come bolder and bolder and now have penetrated our own Hemisphere 

to set up a Communist military base right next door to America.

An objective analysis of our international position today 

clearly shows increasing Communist contempt for us and dwindling 

respect for us among the nations of the Free World as well.

In spite of the billions of dollars we have spent in foreign 

aid, we have failed to win friendship and respect among many of

these nations. They insult us, take over the property of American
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citizens without paying them, and desert us when the chips are down 

in the United Nations and the Organization of American States.

Our international prestige certainly has sunk to a new low 

when even those we help see fit to do these things to us. This is the 

depth to which New Frontier foreign policies have taken us.

The time has come when we must change these policies. We 

cannot elect a new President at this time but we can elect a new Con­

gress, one that will strengthen American foreign policy.

If you elect rubber-stamp New Frontier Congressmen, you 

may rest assured you will have more of the same disastrous New Fron­

tier foreign policies.

What is needed are many more Republican Members of Con­

gress who then can wield far greater influence toward strong and ef­

fective foreign policies.

Republicans spearheaded the move to prevent New Frontier 

recognition of Red China and admission of Red China to the United Na­

tions.

Against strong New Frontier opposition, Republicans wrote 

into the foreign aid law a provision suspending U. S. aid to countries 

that expropriate property of American citizens without paying them.

Republicans tried to stop New Frontier foreign aid to Com­

munist Yugoslavia and Communist Poland, but Republicans were out­

numbered.
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Republicans tried to tighten up New Frontier foreign aid pro­

grams which have wasted millions foolishly, but New Frontier Demo­

crats were too many,

Republicans tried to get the New Frontier to take a tougher 

fiscal policy in the United Nations, but New Frontier Democrats 

watered down our proposal.

Republicans repeatedly warned the New Frontier against the 

Laos coalition, but our too few voices were not heeded by the New 

Frontier.

Republicans protested the New Frontier’s failure to act when 

India grabbed Portuguese Goa.

Republicans deplored the New Frontier’s votes against Portu­

gal in the United Nations.

Republicans protested the New Frontier’s part in Indonesia’s 

grab of West New Guinea.

All to no avail.

Republicans urged the New Frontier not to yield an inch in 

Berlin, but we were only momentarily heeded by the New Frontier.

Republicans long have urged the Administration to stop 

watching Cuba and do something about Cuba, But the New Frontier, 

with its huge Democratic majorities in the Senate and the House, feels 

it can ignore the handful of Republicans.
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And so the New Frontier continues its disastrous course in 

international affairs.

If ever New Frontier policy is to change direction, there 

must be many more Republicans in Congress -- and far fewer New 

Frontier Democrats.

If you want to keep our long-time allies like Holland, France, 

and Portugal, this November elect Republicans to Congress.

If you want to stop the waste of America’s foreign aid, this 

November elect Republicans to Congress.

If you want an end to appeasement in American foreign policy, 

this November elect Republicans to Congress.

If you want America to stop retreating all over the globe, this 

November elect Republicans to Congress.

If you believe in the principles of the Monroe Doctrine, this 

November elect Republicans to Congress.

If you want strong, firm, and successful foreign policies, this 

November elect Republicans to Congress,

If you want America’s prestige to rise throughout the world, 

this November elect Republicans to Congress.

If you want America to win on international issues, this No­

vember elect Republicans to Congress.

Elect Republicans Ben Dillingham, AlEvensen, and Richard 

Ike Sutton.

May I also ask you to vote for all the Republican nominees 

for State and County offices.

Thank you for listening, friends.


