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| background briefing in Austin, Texas; reporters were led to believe ¥on:

|levery day."

future than his rudeness and lack of consideration towards journalists,his
hypersensitivity or his passion for secrecy."” o

The first crack in what was to develop into the Credibility Gap came
less than a month after Johnson assumed office. Asked about the budget he
would soon be sending to Congress.b Johnson noted that John F; Kennedy!s
last budget came t0$98.8 billion, and that he would have to allow for $3.5

billion to cover "built.in" governmental increases. A few days later, at a

the highest authority* that the President wovld be unable to submit a budgg

under $100 billion; they wrote their stories accordingly. When the first
Johnson budget was finally revealed in January, ~1964, it totaled $97.7
billion-~a startling $3 billion lessthan what the Presidént and his aides
had advertised as the irreducible minimm, Richard Rovere describes LBJ

as a man who 'likes tov say that the brook is far too broad for leaping and
then leaps it." If a man can "define the miraculous:as something he knows
to be within pis capabilities;" Rovere points out, 'he can perform miracles

\36

Johnson simply could not tolerate speculation or premature disclosure.
"To the PreSident," observed Charles Robertsv,A gpeculation is a dirty word.
Apparently he thinks that the press should print the news in tape recorder
fashion just as he dictates."” The President wanted his news;Roberts said..
"without any unaui'.f?i;zed explanation, interpretation, background or specu-
lation.“‘ If Johnson's wish were ever fulfilled,Roberts noted," there would
be no need for the Washington correspondent-~the Federal Registar will do. "
Richard Rovere called Johnson the "Alfred Hitchcock of politics==a
master of suspense (which) is an essential element of the Johnson si'.yil.e."I
Johnson feared that if details of his program leaked out, "suspense would
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be lost,"” and there would be little interest in his Inaugural Address,

behind a curtain which he will pull opdn next year, revealing splendid
vistas...in their gorgeous entirety." |

The *rewards of this foxiness" Rovere opined, "are few.' A President who
is as secretive as this one over matters of public policy,'" Rovere said,
"denles himself and his programs the advantages of widespread public dise
cussion, examination and criticism,”

¥The lid is on':" wrote Rovere in December 1964, "It will be raised from
tine to time by the President himself,..but rarely, if every byany lesser
personage;“ To ensure secrecy, White House staffers "have been given to
understand that the penaliies will be swift and sever if they share any
part of their knowledge."

Looking at the situation froim the opposite political spectrum, Arthur
Krock found matters equally discouraging. Four times in as many months in
Lwh 1965 he condemmed Johnson for having "Iip Control as a Major Policy. ™

Johnson!s"annoyance at news disclosures is of historical proportions,"

ock wrote shortly after the Inauguration; 'his resentment (has resulted

) long postponements of action on decisions he has already taken, and
ven reversal.s of some decisions .v“ This "high degree of ammoyance over pub-
lished forecasts of his acts before he can amnounce them has compounded” a
normal problem of the mress. Johnson was repgeted to have cancelled at
least one appointment defer“%wo oﬂiers.an:i\r terVone major course of pohc&
because of premature "speculation.” To prevent reoccurrences,Johnson

‘caulked his ship of state with unequalled tightness againstlnews leaks,

14

large or small,harmless or troublesome,His assistants," Krock said, "will |

State of the Union Address Message, and budget., "The idea is to keep it all

!
POt venture to disclose the merest information without his explicit authority
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if the information could"possibly be traced to them." }
Xrock returned to his theme in March, "Nowhbare,' he wrote, "s the LBJ
brand on all Government acts and policies more plaintly to be seen," than

in those "lower-level executive quarters where the press has been accustomsd

to learn or moves before they are made, or the actual bases for decisions
after theey have been announced." This "policy of lip control is the most
difficult of enforcement...but Mr. Johnson has succeeded to a larger degres
than any predecessor who has sought to impose so rigid a restraint.”
There is a backlash,however, "The zeal that the President is using to
that purpose,." Krock warned, "is prone to the excesses that are too often
the by-products of zeal.Excessive governmental control of access to and
presentation of the facts"~=facts by which the publican is able to differ-
entiate between the partisan political interest and the national intereste
"has been obscured in the public consciousness." Such ﬁ'onfusion is most
definitely not in the national interest at a time when the "fiercely agg=
ressive Govermment of Commnist Chineyis moving toward the awesome point"
of building nuclear weapons, and the "critical situations'in Southeast
Asla and the Middle East grow more burdensome.‘qr
As Krock noted in 1965, the Presidnet hated to be anticipated. Tragic-
ally, sacrecy was carried to such an extent that it Ysometimes interfer(ed)
with the orderly process of government.' To Gharles Roberts, President
Johnson was not an Alfred Hitchcock;rather, he "seemed to have an Alice in
Wonderland concept of news." Like the Queen of Hearts, "nothing -is so
until he says it is so._ And if anyone in gvernment says something is. s0 bed
fore Mr. Johnson says it, he risks the fate of the Queen's courtiers."
Of all the possible leaks, 'nothing angers him more than to have the

name of a prospective Presidential appointment appear in the press before
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he makes the appointment.™ High-level appointees were "warned by the White
| ' House not to permit prematur:q ;l—isclosure before the President decided to
announce their appointment."” There were two outstanding examples of this
“Government by Indirection,” both:concerning Ambassadorial appointments.
Johnson named Angier Biddle Duke, the Shate Department's Chlef of
Protocol, .as Ambassador to Spain, and Duke's family so informed the
Philade v a Bulletin .' When a soty appeared in early Janusry, 1964, LBJ
ordered Secretary of State Dean Ruck to withdraw Duke's name, Rusk protested
that the Spanish government had already agreed to Duke;cancellation would
be diplomatically improper. '"Never mind the Spanish govermment," Johnson
replied;he simply was not going to tolerate these premature announcemsnts,
At great length, Rusk finally persuaded the President not to withdraw Duke'rs
name, but "Johnson warned that he would not be so amenahle if it ever
C happened again." L3 |
He certainly kept his word on that. When a complicated three way high-
lovel shift, involving the Unlited Nations and Cormerce Department, leaked
to the press,m Johnson reacted swiftly, "Convinced withouﬁ a shadow of proof
that (the intended Under Secretary of Commerce) had dropped the word, John.

son cancelled the entier personnel shift," ‘Y¥

Johnson mellowed only slightly by the following March. At that time the
Washington Post reported that U. Alexis Johneon was the President!s choice i
for Ambassador to Japan. Upon reading the report Johnson(the President)
interrupted a news conference being conducted by Agriculture Secretary
Freeman to denounce it as "some kid's statement over at the State Departe
ment"(The sanitized transcript released by the White House quoted the
President as referring to"somegne's statement"[italics added]) Ambassador

Johnsont!s future remained much indoubt for several months, until the Pres-
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ident was sufficiently calmed to officially appoint him.i;"’.” o
Eventually the White House aides"adopted a policy of refusing to even
discuss what kind of man the President might seek" for any government Jjob,
It became clear that publication of the name of a probably candidate would
fscuttle for all time thit man's chances of getting the job." ‘

This policy was soon codified and procalimed as "The Oshkosh Rule."
Lecturing newsmen on the evils of specula;tion, Johnson said inthe fall of
1966 |

When you see on the ticker that Oshkosh says that Bob Pierpoint(of CES)
my be named Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff,you don't necessaril]

. glve mich credence to it, because the very fact that it is on there
is the best indication that it is not likely to happen.idée

g

Occasionally, this policy forced the President to commit outright lies,
He flatly told reporters in November,‘1964 that published ®ports that
fMarvin Watson, 'fexas Democratic State Chairman would jJoin the White House
had "misled” weaders. Two months later, Watson was named White House App-
ointments Secretary.w? . |
About the same time he was denying the reports about Watson, he accused
the Wasgng' ton Post of falsely stating that he would propose a $4billion
cut in excise taxes. "The President," one background story said, "is des-
cribed as feeling that the $4billion figure couldn!t be further wrong."
Press Secretary Gebrge Reedy sald:"That figure bears no relationship to any
Hecision that has been made." Johnson eventually proposed a cut in excise
taxes of $3.96l+.‘q‘( |

Arthur Krock presented the problem facing newsmen in light of Johnson's
ﬁnania for secrecy. "If prior publication will deprive Government of the sers
Vice of the person determined to be the best-qualified, or cause the defer-

nt of policy," he asked, '"is publication a disservice to the national

;




































































































the next two years,- The lord sparing me, I am going to fight this as hard

Y
as I know how."‘t

God moves in mysterious ways,however,sometime_s frustrating even his
good crusaders . A most motely collection of His agents--the White House
press-=often kept the General from speaking his mind on another issue closp
to his heart,

To paraphrase Churchill,Eisenhower was "passive in frustration."

Dospite his intense interest in the‘ Defense Department reorganization billie

which was at that moment thev subject of Capitol Hill debate-~he allowed the
forum of & news conference to pass ungraced by a‘Presidential statement.
When once confei‘ence-held during the week of Hungarian executions,White
Hbuse scandals,and Lebanese crises--ended, Bisenhower was recorded by the
stenographer as complaining,'nobody gives me a chance to talk about de-
fense " | _ _

When the matter did arise,though, Eisenhower made the most of the
opportunity. When his conference of April 2,1958 began with a question
about the defense bill, he drew an appreciative laugh by prefacing his
answer:"How long am I allowed for this talk?ﬁn;{e then alloted himself time
enough to fill two full pages in the official transeript.

President Kennedy was also occasionally frustrated by questions that
were conspicuous by their absence ." When the People's Republic of China was
still Red China,A he wanted to use the conference to reaffirm his opposition|
to their application for United Nations membership. The question was never
asked, and the "'answer Yhad to be "issued rather lamely as a White House
statement the next day. “q}

President Gerald Ford recently underwent = s:.milar experience, Appea..rir
at‘ the Sigma Delta Chi convention last December, he sought to announce his




intention to seek election at a gala press conference, Neither the st:udenfT
nor the professionals asked him about his 1976 plans,however, and the
announcement was made the next day in a muted White House press release .7
To tailor his acts to fit the pi'ess corps's whims was definitely not,
“however, the way of Richard Nixon, He wéuld not, and did not, pass up the
opportunity for a large audience his rare news :conferences afforded him,
Although Nixon shunned the opening statement,if there was some’thing he
wanted to sa.y,w he would say ite--whether the question was posed, or not.
Because Nixon was so certain that he was at his best in the give-and=
take of what he called the "Qeand-A," the New York Times reported, he was
against any alteration of that format. This rigidity sometimes "forces
him to volunteer information he is eager to get on the record,” sometimes

in response to a question "on another matter altogether.” In the early

to a question about North vKorea. As the Times reporter noted,* he could,

kia, but he decided against it." 4

Nixon's actions in 1969 were contrived;by 1973, they had bacome
pathetic. Nixon brought Operation Candor to the fantasy land of Disney
World, but he found it wouldn't play to ory over spoiled milkmoney.

1973 was not a very good year in the life of Richard Milhous Nixon, -
It was not a very good year in the life of the Republic, A

Nixon's winter wasn't rmuch worse than his spring and summer--and they
were terrible.He was orderked to turn over to Judge John J, Sirica twenty-
three subpoenaed tape recordings;he refused. His chief domestic adviser
‘was indicted, with three other top aides, for conspiracy to violate some-

one's -civil rights. He was ordered a second time to surrender f.he tapes,

days of his administration, he discussed Czechoslovalkian turmoil in response

"just as easily lwe opened the conference with a statement on Czechoslovae,
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| Special Prosecutor in the "Saturday Night Massacre,™ losing two of the

vealed), the outstanding example of deception under fire wame at his

His Vice President confessed to a felony,and resigned. He purged the

few respected and respectable ‘people .in his Cabinet in the wake, His im=
peachment was demanded by thousands of citizens. His order to drop the ITT
anti-trust case was disclosed.. His possible impeachment was being studied
by the Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives, His
lawyers revealed that two of the tapes(which he had since decided to re-
linquish) did not exist.

To counter this somewhat disturbing trend, Nixon launched "Operation
Candor ,.," a desparate attempt at :ebuilding popular support, This consisted
of a whi?*lwhind of activity in Washington (meetings on the economy and
energy,‘ a televised press conference, et cetera) and a tour through the
generally friednly South, with stops at the Associate Press Managing
Editor's convention, a regional Governorfs meeting, and the nintieth
birthday celebration of retired Congressman Carl Vincon., But there was
sbmething disturbing abou"h all of thisjas Frank Makiewicz notes, what
kind of presidency did we have "if a time of candor had to be part of an
foperation?! "4

Although he told lies to almost every group he met ( he assured the
Governors :that there would be "no more Watergate bombshells";two days
later the infamous eighteen minute gap on a key White House tape was re=

appearance on November 17 before the APME. Fittingly, it was stage at
Disney World, the 1egac3;éi}£ man who understood fantasy. Manklewicz was
masterfully catalogued and analyz_ed Nixonv's e:gtensive deception at that
conference;my focus is on but one small aspect of it.

Even before he began taking questions, it was clear that Nixon had
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so at an unspecified time." Deputy Press Secretary Gerald Warren accounted

stacked the cards in his favor. The White House press corps, tradtionally
generalists who by this time had become experts in the minutiae of Waterw
gate ,’ were excluded from the activities. With the questioning being conducd

ted by the AP managing editor$e~ a competant but less than aggressive
group, still reverential towards the preéidency-it clearly 'would not be
a no=holds-bared grilling.ﬂ" Furthermore, despite claims of total openness,
Nixon's aides 'made it clear that he still did not feel he could speak
with total cendor,"” although they "continued to promise that he would do

for this lack of candor in the operation by a variety of means, including
unidentified court orders from Judge Sirica, a desire to protect individual
reputations, and *national security.” te

Accor&ing to some appraisals, Nixon "won points for the vigor of his
defense and his willingness to address the issues." That willingness was
certainly evident;as the account from Newsweek continued,"he almost begged
for questions on points that hadn't been ra,ised.“qzlearly, one point was
the allegation that he raised the 1971 mil-suppc;rt level "in return for
a $200,000 campaign donation from the American Milk Producers,Incorporated.
*T was hoping you'd ask me about the milk," the President told one editor
towards the end of the hour-long session.'Would you mind asking me about
the milk?" Greeted with a nod of assention, Nixon responded,'You will?Fine;
I'11 answer this (a question about what he would do when he left thé White
House, Answer : "It depends on when I leave.") and then I'll go to-the milk
in the back." " |

But Nixon's answer rambled so long, that by the time he said, '"Now :

we'!ll go to the milk case," the convention's chairman was forced to inter-

cede,

9
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Mr, President;APME would like to ask you about the milk case, he
said, "But out sixty-minute commitment of time has run out. APME appreciates
your appearance before us this evening, and we thank you." He was in for
a surpriseﬂ,- and was given a crash course in Presidential Television.

#I111 tell you the time," Nixon barked. Waving imperiously at the
cameras: he said: "Television; keep me on just a minute yet." Gracelessly
biting the» network ha.nd that was feeding him with free coverage, Nixon
assured the television audience that "it!s a lousy movie ‘bonight.a.nyway.u"

He then launched into an unconvincing argument about 102 Representa-
tives and 20 Senators 'holding a gun to our head" in the form of 'a petitio#:
demanding a ninety per-cent parity rate. Thosse numbers are nowhere .ne‘ar
nigh enough to pass legislation, much less override a Presidential veto.

Nevertheless; Nixon contended that only by granting an eighty~five per-cent

<

parity rate could he shou his concern “for what the people pay for milk,..\
Thatt!s why it was done. And that's the truth."

Having run over two minutes into the next television hour, Nixon
shrugged and said,"I guess that's the end."q"

The brilliant maneuver of asking yourself questions you want to answe}
is a standard forensic practiceA,‘ which champion debater Dick Nixon mastered
in his youth, His first use of the trick in a rfional forum was his 1952 |
address in defense of his slush fund, the so=called "Checker&-: Speech."
Nixon's big mistaker,ﬂthough, was in waiting so long to pose the question.*
For, as the St.louis Post-Dispatch editorialized, his comand that the
cameras keop rolling "demonstrates the absurdity of the claim theat Mr,
Nixon is a helpless victin éf the hetworks.q" This was a telling point,
WMonic that in both the 1952 and 1974 appearances,Nixon ran out of!

his alloted time.The other notable similarity is that on both occasions he|
lied to the American people. Of course, this was nothing new for Mr, Ni.xon“T
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Nixon is a helpless victim of the networks." This wa.s».a telling point,
coming only three weeks after Nixon's tirade against televisiorfs‘ "outrageops,
hysterical, vicious,.. .distorﬁed,frantic reporting.” 09 |
In defense of the former President, it should be noted that he was
not the first Chief Executive to ques’cién himself, Back in the days of
written questions, Calvin Coolidge received twelve index cards, all bearirig
the same question:Would he be a candidate in 19287 He silently examined
cards one through eleven,and put them aside without comment. He glanced
at the twelfth card and said,"I have here a question on the condition of
the children in Poland.The condition of the children in Poland is as
follows...." After speaking for severai minutes on that pressing matter,
he said,'that's all the questions." (ol .
Nor was Nixon the first President to tinker with the means of ending [

a press conference,

Merriman Smith, senior White House correspondent for Uﬁi‘bed Press,
had been dean of the press corps for a nufber of years."Crusty,sarcastic,
devious,intelhgen‘b,honest,fair-m:i.nded,l’? the man called "Smitty" was a
fixture on the Presidential landscape for thirty years--and an unofficial
indicator that Presidential happenings» are afott, Spotting him at Hyannis
Port the morning after his narrow victory in 1960 ,$John F. Kennedy remarked,
"Well, Smitty,if youlre here I guess I really won::' Later he introduced him
to Jagueline, telling her:"This is Merriman Smith.He comes with the White
Housé. ot®

Smith was not only respected by all; he had served on the White House
beat longer than anyone else. Thus, he was accorded the dual rights of

asking the first question at a press conference and also of signalling the
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dayt!s most importanzgquestion, and in the concise style for which the wire
[}

There is good sense in opening the press conference with the wires,
Because their clientele is world-wide, they can be relied upon to pose the

services are noted. The problems of provincialism (a reporter asld.ng about:
an obscure Corps of Engineers dam, or a Federal judgeship in the hinter-
lands) or loquasiousness are not presented by th_ese reporters,

The rationale for their right to end the conference appears to be
grounded more in custom than logic., Clearly, someone has to call the
affair to a halt;apparently, that function had fallen to the senior wire
service reporter among those gathered around FDR, He and Truman both
assiduously honored the custom._ By 1953, the phrase "Thank You, Mr Presie-
dent" was recognized everywhere as the signal that another Presidential
press conference had been concluded. Everywhere, that is , but in the
Qval Office. o6

President Eisenhower (who always called Smith,"Miriman") had mentioned
in the course of his opening statement at his first press conference that
he would have to leave after thirty minutes for another appointment.[‘l‘he
Washington Post's Eddie Folliard later reported that Ike's "important
engagemer;@r" was with the Inaugu.;cal Committes,from whom he was to receive
a medal.‘] Precisely thirty-three nﬁ.nutés after Ike began his twenty minute
talk, he'took care of Dean Msrrima;xYSnﬂ.th's duties by simply saying a
friendly good-bye and walking out‘.v“ Whether unwittingly or note-and it was
most likely the former-- Ike had abrogated a cherished pz_-erogative by
ending the conference before the traditional call of "Thank You,Mr, Prese
ident! " from Smith, To some, this "symbolized...infringements of rights

109
to which they felt entitled."

ddly, Arthur Krock; a man locked into traditional ways, found that

... %dly, Arthur Krock; a man locked § S
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Roosevelt and Truman. During a lull in Bisenhower!s next conference, he

| chambers of the State Department auditorium,

the "only possible casualty of the self-terminating agreement will be
wounded vanity.":bThis depracatory reference to Smith is doubly strange,
for Krock once termed his rigl;t to end the press conference,"inviolable."
One colunmist," John 0'"Donnell of the New York _1:1_e__w_§_, ﬁent so far as to
praise Eisenhower for opening and ending the conference on time.’”

Smith was determined to capture his pritilege, honored by both

suddenly called out the familiar line, sending the reporters dashing for
the phones .' As they ran, the good-natured Ike's eyabrovlas "momentarily shot
up in surprise and he threw back his head and laughed.'"z'Smith was happy,
Ike was happy, and all was well with the world.
‘ John F. Kennedy was once Merriman Smi._th's colleagu:;ie certainly
was well aware of the veteran newsmants attachment to his privilege. He
was also aware that Smith had exercised his prerogative--and annoyed his
colleagues==by ending “a meeting in the early spring of 1962 after only |
twenty-five minutes. Thus, when "Smitty' arose exactly thirty minutes |
into the press conference of June 7,1962, shouted his thanks and bolted |
for the door(The AP's Whitney Shoemaker hot on his heels), Kennedy exere | :
cised his Presidential authority. His finger levelied at another reporter,
JFK cooly informed Srmith, "I have one more ."' Applause and laughter rand
out as Smith and Shoemaker sheepishly returneci to their seats--applause
which quickly shifted focus. Asked a thorny question about a "serious
disagreement" in New York City politics,Kennedy laughed and rmefully re-

marked,'Mr. Smith was right,as usvall" Again, laughter echoed from the

Kennedy took no further chances. After answering the question, he
‘ ' 4
ended the conference himself by "walking swiftly froam the podium.”

4]




-ference of May 26,1975, she barely stirred in her chair--and watched as

N

Gerald Ford and the AP!'s Fran lewine Yecently demonstrated the
modern version of the‘ Kenmmedy=-Smith fango;it was more refined,but every
bit as humorous .~ The wire service reporters noilonger need dash madly to
file their bulletins;the AP's Frank Cormier told me that live television
enables the bureays to transmit directly and almost instantaneously from

1
the main office. Thus, when lLewine sang out her thanks at the press con-

the President recognized another reporter. Again, she called oute=but the
reborter had a follow-up question(on the President's policy towards
Federal Housing‘ Authority loa.ns); Laughter,thit had greeted her two
failed attempts, inténsii'ied as she proved that there!s charm in triads,
"Thank you very,very much" she said, rising gratefully from her front
row seat,

"To add to the dignity of the conference," ﬁhe New York Times declaret
in 1961,’ "its closing should be entiix(;e]y undgr the President’s control = .
not that of anyone in the audience.l" That might be a worthy idea~~if the
President were pledged to remain for at least thirty minutes. Otherwise,
it is an open invitation for extremely abbreviated sessions, as the Pres-
ident proves the power of running away from problems. Anyway, itts more -
fun the way it is.

!
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|[thoughts led him; on occasion, to put his foot in his mouth,..(with)

T

Ey his nature and conduct President Harry S Truman delayed the
technological growth of the pmess conference. Truman's frankness, 31nceritJ
and possibly even his Army training "induced him to answer all questions
very rapidxy:" Rather than pause even momentarily,Truman replied instantane
eously;this quickness sometimes led hiﬁ into trouble. As Professor A.L.

Lorenz notes: Yhis quickness and his seeming inaﬁility to articulate his

Saver repercussions;" Truman was assailed frequently for "speaking too 1?%?
pulsively,without sufficient reflection on the consequence of his wurds'"
His reputation for rapidfire replies buttressed the arguments of thosg
who warned against live broadcasts of Presidential press conferences. The
strongest ofthose arguments was that the slip of a Presidentts tongue
could easily cause serious international reverberations. Truran often
proved the ﬁalidity ofbthat claim by making serious blunders;opponents of
live electronic media coverage contend that the harm from his bungles
would have been magnified a hundredfold had they been beamed into the
world!s living roums:

The most serious crisis ever engendered by a Presidential press cone
foerence was Truman's assertion that use of the atomic bomb in Korea was
"always under consideration.” Yet a careful analysis of the process by
phich the hair-raising headlines were produced indicates that the uproar
would have been lessened,not intensified,by electronic media coverage. That
news conference minutely detailed by John Hersey, has often been cited as
the prime example of why live television coverage is a risky affair.As I
will explain later, I bslieve that judgment to be inaccurate.

4 4

Two days before President Truman!s meeting with the press.on November . .. ..




The National Security Council and Cabinet were both convened; a decision
mas made that the best way to address the situation was for the Presideh‘b
to issue an opening statement at his Thursday news conference., It was
drafted by Ambassador at large Fhillip Cv. Jessup, inconsultation with
mpembers of Truman's staff. At no time in the discussion or writing of the
statement was usé of the atomic bomb mentioned. or considered. ¥

As read by the President, the statement pledged "econcentrated action

Jbo halt this aggression" in Korea, as the United States and the United

Mations "intensif(ied) (their_ efforts to help other free nations....(and

o) increase our own strength." It was a restrained statement, lacking the
hetorical flourishes of a Churchill or Roosevelt call to battle;it also

cked mich newsworthiness.

After some relatively unproductive inquiries(Truman voiced his support

oops might be allowed to bomb beyond the Manchurian border) and inconse-
ntial banter(at a lull in the questioning Truman asked the whole room,
Woll,whatts the matter with you?"), the President said that the government
would take whatever steps were necessary to meet the military situation.
New York Daily News reporter Jack Doherty inquired,"Will that include
the atomic bomb?" The President said it would include every weapon the

pu—y

Inited States had. He was then pressed for clarification;did he mean there

as “_active consideration' of the use of the atomic bomb? Ax often happens
n press conferences, Trmnan answered in the language of the questioner.
s,he said,there has always been active consideration. A moment later UP!s

rriman Smith asked if they could "retrace that reference to the atomic

bomb. ! Did reporters understand him clearly that its use was "under éctive

30,1950, Chinese intervention in the Korean War became an undeniable fact.

or General Douglas MacArthur, and gave no comment on whether United Nationg
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ater .A While Press Secretary Charles Ross was attempting to dissuade the

consideration?” This time the President did not repeat the phraseology,
but agsin used the crucial word of his previous answer--'always," |
New York Timesman Anthony Leverio asked the President if his answers
on this matter could be quoted directly;Truman unwisely said he didntt
believe that was necessary. After a few more minuﬂes of desultory quese
tioning, the conference ended. Reporters dashed to their phones to dictate
the stories that would alarm the world.
At 10:47a.m., just thirteen minutes after the start of the conference,
United Press sent the following bulletin:

wal0a Washington Nov. 30 (UP) -~ President Truman said today that
the United States has under consideration use of the atomic bomb
in comnection with the war in Xorea.

A minute later, this bulleting moved on the Assoclated Press wire:
al27ux Washington Nov.30 (AP)--President Truman said today active
consideration is being given to use of the atomic bomb against the
Chinese Commmunigts if that step is necessary,

The explanation that the President!s remarks were not included in his

opening statement was not given until five minutes and seventeen sentances

White House correspondents from implying that atomic warfare was considered
because of the Chinese intervention, an even more distressing message came
pver the AP ticker.v"Use of the atomic bomb in Korea has always been under
consideration," the AP reported. Truman as saying,and its use is ™up to
American military commanders in the field."

Afternoon newspapers emblazoned with scare headlines had begun to

ppear as Ross(who was to die at his desk of a coronary oclusion five days

tor) explained that the Atomic Energy Act of 1946 gave the President sole!
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fot any new consideration of such a directive, But the damage had been dons,

uthority to order use of atomic devices, Furthermore,there was most certain#.y
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and "every New York afternoon paper" carried "immense front page headlines
saying that Truman m:_i.ght use the A-Bombe-'as if it might happen at any
moment . "

News reached London about five ofclock that afternoon, while the House
of Commons was in the midst‘ of a two~hour debate on foreign policy. Whispeils
soon flew along the benches that "Truman had said MacArthur could use the
atomic bomb any time he wanted to .‘" A petition was quickly circulated,de-
claring that if Prime Minister Clement Atlee endorsed the President!s actign,

the signatories would be unable to support his government.More than a
hundred Members, including labor Party Chairman Alice Bacon,signed the
petition .~"Then I shall have to go to Washington to see the President,"
Atlee said, His travel plans were unanimously approved at an eight . ¢ . -:::
minute emergency méet:'mg a short while later. The amnouncement of his trip
was cheered by the Commons ._ As the Parisian paper Franc-Tireur editoriale-
ized the next day,"Thus, a bad,false story has produced the best of true
stories.—“ But, as Hersey .points out,"that was about all the good that
came of it,"

It was not notable at the time,but there was one other distinet boon
from this episode,which accrued to those oppénents of radio and television
coverage of Presidential press conferences. This,they claim, is the ultime
ate demonstration of why live electronic media coverage should never be
pe:irm:‘r!:’c,ecl.~ I find their case to‘deficient on two grounds.

The President's opening statement "contained nothing that a harde-
boiled city-desk man would consider news," noted professional. newsman
Hersey."'So when the President...told the reporters to ask questions,they
got ready to do some news manufacturing.'In live televised press conferences

almost anything the President says is news;had this conference been on






