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Oral History Interview
With
ANTHONY B. AKERS

July 17, 1971
Newport, R.I.

By William W. Moss

For the John. F. Kennedy Library

MOSS: On the tentative outline that | gave you, Mmbassador, | have an indication
of pre-1960 associations with John Kennedy [JohKdnnedy]. You were
telling me a little earlier, before lunch, thatuyand your wife both knew Mr.

and Mrs. Kennedy [Jacqueline B. Kennedy] befordb&eame president, here in Newport,

and, particularly, that you had given a cocktaiitpdor them here at your home on the
occasion of their wedding or during that week. Wdl talk about this just a little bit?

AKERS: Yes. | knew president Kennedy, separatedynfimy wife. My wife knew John
Kennedy from various times on his visits to Newpehen he was a younger
man. She knew Jacqueline Bouvier quite well--fdewnf the family for many,

many years. Each summer my wife came here to Nawgtr her family and so did

Jacqueline Bouvier with the Auchinclosses, so tkiegw each other quite well.

So when | came first to know John Kennedy, he wanotor torpedo boats--
there's a little backdrop to that that may clarifg little bit. | was in the first squadron of
motor torpedo boats that was in action out in theiftc. | was in the Philippines with
Squadron 3 when war started and we stayed thereGorregidor was about to fall, at
which time we took General MacArthur [Douglas MattAir] out on his way to
Australia. And then two of us, Bulkeley [John D.IBeiey] and | went back and got
President Quezon [Manuel Luis Quezon] and broughtdut.
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Then, after that, we were flown directly back te thnited States and General
MacArthur and the Navy Department decided that thagited four or five hundred motor
torpedo boats in the Pacific area. And we were baok to Melville, Rhode Island, to set
up, establish and create a training squadron awth@ol, a training school for motor
torpedo boat personnel. So all personnel who fyretided up in motor torpedo boats went
through Melville, Rhode Island, and that is whefedt met John Kennedy, when | was
executive officer of the training squadron aftéad already been in the Philippines and
back. I didn't know him well in the school; he wastudent in the school at the time. He
was--I noted at the time--very good at organiziogch football games after the day's work
was over.

Then the Navy Department sent me off to Metro-@gtd-Mayer [Corporation] in
Hollywood for three months duty as a technical adwion a motion picture called “They
Were Expendable” which is a story of our squadrop@ration in the Philippines. And
while | was out there, | was assigned a new squma® squadron commander of a new
squadron of motor torpedo boats which was then-esofithem still being built and fitted
out. They were headquartered in Jacksonville, &&ori

When | left Melville, Rhode Island, and went to MGt this assignment, John
Kennedy was ordered to my squadron in JacksonW¥ltajda. In my absence, he arrived
there and reported for duty. But he found out dftegot there that it was going to take
about four or five or maybe six months to get lad boats underway and fitted out, down
through the Caribbean, over into the Pacific, lahde freighters, and then out into the
Pacific where the fighting was going on. He hadi@nd who was in the Bureau of [Naval]
Personnel, | was told later, and he called himdbgpthone and got orders to go directly to
the South Pacific--1 think Guadalcanal and twoloeée other spots. I've forgotten exactly
the location of the PT base he reported to.

But the point of the story is that here was a yooram eager to see action and he
could have spent four or five, six months fittingt ®doats, having a fairly orderly and very
pleasant routine it was, down in Florida and thiotlge Caribbean and so on. But he
tempted fate and went that much time ahead intdigh¢ing in the Pacific, and that's
where he was assigned PT 109, the story which éas told many different ways.

Incidentally, the squadron commander, John D. 8l who was one of the first
Congressional Medal of Honor winners in World Wlaarid was my squadron commander
in the Philippines, went on a recruiting tour rigifter we got back from the Philippines,
around different ROTC [Reserve Officers Training’ @) units
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and other Navy oriented frameworks around the coyrand John Kennedy waken

in one of those--I've forgotten which one, in aretBtate--and Bulkeley influenced
him to volunteer for motor torpedo boats and theme on to Melville, Rhode Island.
And that's where | first knew him.

MOSS: What sort of a person was he at that timeyaorecall? Was he....



AKERS: Well, as | say, | didn't know him well. Hea® one among many, many
students--student officers. | was five years opkier than John Kennedy
and | might say that one of the real shocks ofliigywas when | suddenly

realized in 1960 that for the first time in my lifiee president was older than | was.

[Laughter]

MOSS: You mean the other way around?

AKERS: The other way around. | mean | was oldemntttze president. I'm sorry. The
other way around.

MOSS: Did you have any contacts with John Kenneelyvieen that time and the
1950s--and 1952 when he became a senator?

AKERS: Yes, | did see him occasionally. | saw hiotasionally at social events in

Washington. During the Korean War, | was deputdemsecretary of Air

Force and | was over in the Pentagon. It was & besy time. | saw him
occasionally when we were out at social things iasWngton. And of course we saw
then Jacqueline Bouvier who was our neighbor. WeswWwing in McLean, Virginia,
at that time while | was in the Pentagon. Of couedéeer he had won against Lodge
[Henry Cabot Lodge] in Massachusetts, the next yebhelieve it was in 1953, the
marriage took place here in Newport, Rhode Islaamd] we had a cocktail reception
for both sides of the families here in the room veheve're sitting in this home here
which is my wife and wife's mother's home here emiort, Rhode Island, and has
been for years. Then since my wife had known Jalkg@déouvier for a long, long
time, it was natural that wgive a dinner for the bride the night before theddiag.
The dinner for the groom was given at the Clamb@keb, but the dinner for the bride
was given here in this house.

MOSS: Any particular incidents or anecdotes, vigagtut of that experience that
stick with you and that you think are illustratieéthe people or the time?

AKERS: No. | don't recall any particular vignetiedo have the memory of this room
filled with the Kennedys, and when a room is fill&ith Kennedys it's an
interesting experience. They're very attractivegle in a large group, and,

of course, when they assemble together as a faiimédy are a quite large group of

people.
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MOSS: What about the 1956 Democratic [National]wvation and his try for the vice
presidency. Do you have any connection with thatlan any way?

AKERS : Well, | was running for office myself in 5@ and '56 for Congress in the™.7
congressional district in New York which is popiyaknown as the “silk



stocking” district.
MOSS: This is John Lindsay's old district.
AKERS: The district that John Lindsay later had.
MOSS: Gore Vidal tried that, too, in '60....

AKERS: Well, no. He was in there and | think lookatdt, but when he ran, he ran in a
district up the Hudson River.

MOSS: Ah, that's right. | remember now.
AKERS: | think Poughkeepsie's in the area he was in
MOSS: Yes. Yes.

AKERS: But | was not at the convention in Chicagavaich John Kennedy was almost
nominated for vice president as you know well1854, in 1956 that is, he
was in New York. He campaigned for me twice in Néark and Bobby

Kennedy [Robert F. Kennedy] came and campaignetithe last time, the third time |

ran. But, he came into New York in 1956, after @d@cago convention, campaigning for

me.

And the constituency in the TZongressional district is sort of a mixed bag.
There is a fairly large Irish Catholic constituennythat district and, of course, there was
some emotional attachment to John Kennedy who es the most pre-eminent Irish
Catholic. We were still talking in terms of Irisha@olic politicians and thank God all of
that has since disappeared over the horizon. Biltaattime, this had relative importance.
He was the greatest leader in that particular kihdommunity since Alfred E. Smith,
and, naturally, people in New York had a great eomal attachment to him also in many
ways, and he was very helpful to me in that wa, Bwore than that, John Kennedy, as
all of us know and the results finally proved, femdreat universal appeal, a kind of
charisma, glamour that appealed to the silk starkilement in the district as well as all
the other groups in the constituency.

He was very generous in his campaigning for mec&tae in and spent a day that
was a very valuable day to him. We had a press
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conference in the morning and then a meeting aiditar Tree's house in the afternoon,
which was a combination of a fundraising exerciBesf@a larger sector that were doing
various kinds of jobs in the campaign. And | redhHt in our conversations, talking
about what we should say about each other, thaisked me to mention the Chicago
convention and the results and so on, in an offedngay, but | was left with the
impression of the 1956 convention, out of my cosa#ions with him, that this had



given him a tremendous sort of political boost ankind of political reinvigoration.
He'd proved his mettle in defeating Lodge in Mass&setts in 1952 in the face of this
huge Eisenhower [Dwight D. Eisenhower] landslide &ime fact of course we all know
that Lodge was very closely attached to Eisenhawéine campaign and otherwise. So
these two points, | think, were high points.

The '56 convention, | had the impression in tagkio him that he had his eye on
a higher office and (he never said this to me in @&ay, but this is the impression |
gathered) that he was thinking in terms of.... H&adlabout some of the problems of
campaigns and so on with me and out of this | gatthéhat he felt that he and his team,
which was a very well-organized team in many wayshey proved out in
Massachusetts, could do a job of organizing andbdishing frameworks and so on that
would have something different than the usual kiofigraditional frameworks in
politics. And | had a feeling that he thought therght be an opportunity to
extrapolate from Massachusetts the experiencesarmoh and build a kind of national
organization that would be much more efficient tlndmat he had seen at Chicago and
what he had seen in the presidential campaignsStaeenson [Adlai E. Stevenson]
campaign and others.

MOSS: This is your interpretation of....

AKERS: This is my impression. This is not what laédsto me, but he said things that
left me with these impressions.

MOSS: Yes. Was he disdainful at all of the Chicago...

AKERS: No. No.

MOSS: Was it this kind of thing, or what?

AKERS: No. He wasn't disdainful of it. But, as kedl, he did feel and we all know,
all of us that have been in politics, that the Denatic party, especially, is
oftentimes a highly disorganized party. As Willg&rs once aptly said, “I'm

not a member of any organized political party, | a®emocrat.” This is the

experience. | heard him make comments about thi@icrencies that existed in the
national presidential elections and so on.

MOSS: What sort of speaker was he? People havetisaiche
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really didn’t come into his own as a public spealketil somewhat later.
Now you saw him in that kind of a role in 1956. ®do you recall of that?

AKERS: Well, he wasn't as, let us say he was néb@eful a speaker as | saw in the
presidential candidate in 196Ghink first of all he received tremendous



psychological boosts and otherwise in the prinsané/Nisconsin and all the way
through West Virginia and so on. And | think thelfred a great deal. But he was a very
good speaker at any time that | ever heard himkspgad furthermore he was a very clever
speaker, not in the usual sense of clevernessidowbuld sense what an audience was, how
they were responding to him and so on and wasfeeile with a quip here and there, or
whatever, that would bridge over a situation. Hs wery good at that, and he was
marvelous, he was absolutely great at street camipg. Mind you, this is 1954nd ‘56,
and we would go down Third Avenue or one of theeds in New York and shake hands
with people; we'd ring doorbells; we'd stand atreet corner for a while and things like that.
And of course, the fact that John Kennedy would eamo New York and campaign for me
was quite helpful to me always in getting some headf some sort that, “Kennedy comes
in to help his PT boat pal,” or something like {ltaat some story, personal interest story or
something would go with it, get you a little morg@ncy in a city where news is hard to
come by, in a great city like New York, and gave yolittle better horizon. But he was
marvelous at shaking hands with people and he wgiukelthe impression to the individual
that he'd spent a lot of time with him but he neakd not. Then he'd go to another person.
But it was never shaking hands with one personentl was looking at somebody else. He
did it in a marvelous way that was a great thingréach.

MOSS: Did you get an impression of how he wouldnee advice from other people,
how he would absorb information, whether or notdek people literally or had
some kind of critical base to compare things withvhat?

AKERS: Well, first of all, he was one of the mokiovoyant people I've ever seen operate
in politics. He could spot those with the wrongtiwes at a far distance, and he
was very adept at seeing through an individuatl Ae was also very adept at

concealing this.

MOSS: Yes, this is one thing. | didn't want to lgad into it too much, but | have
discovered one thing, and that is that there aeynpeople who have the feeling
that they had gone in and presented him with &icetype of advice and that he

had bought this advice completely, that he hadatiginly agreed with them and that they,

therefore, understood the president's mind on argngolicy. It's my impression that he did

this with many people,
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sometimes on advice that was entirely opposite,krmw, and that he would entertain
many kinds of things and not really let people knelaere he himself stood. Did you get
any feeling of this at all?

AKERS: Well | didn't get so much of that becausedlly wasn't in a position in which
he would have been listening to seven or eiglieihnt interpretations of
something, except in the political frame of refere...



MOSS: Yes.

AKERS: ... before he was president. He did this-d skee this: He was not a person who
dissembled at all. He was a wholly natural pensotonversations and
discussions and so on and he was not a time wiasagryway. He was

interested in getting things accomplished and gaimgad and getting it over with. If he

had four or five different interpretations aboutreopolitical thing, he would either make a

decision if he could on the information that he laadnce or he'd delegate somebody to

find out what it was and get it done.

MOSS: Yes. All right. Here is this man who has adtioeen vice president or at least
the vice presidential nominee and he is reeleictddassachusetts again in 1958
rather handsomely and is very definite politicadiier, presidential timber. And

I've listed three or four issues here that wereaBeissues, and | was wondering if you

recalled the New York Democratic, the Liberal padgction to him as a senator in the

period between 1955 to 1960--Civil Rights, the edion, the aid to parochial schools
issues, the labor rackets question and the medibarg. These were the chief things that
occurred.

AKERS: Well, as | said before, | was running foficd myself in ‘54, ‘56, and ‘58, and
some of these things blur together in your memBty, | would say that the
New York civil rights groups and supporters areofirse among the strongest
civil rights elements in the United States. | ththlat Kennedy had to prove himself in civil
rights, shall we say, with the New York group, dnldink he did this fairly well through
those years in his reactions to the various thihgsarose one way or another. Also, let's
see....

MOSS: Do you want me to cut this for a moment?
AKERS: Cut it for a moment. [Interruption]

MOSS:  All right. We’ll come to civil rights then vem we talk about the 1960
campaign, and I'll ask you to comment on the etloicassue, particularly
the aid to parochial schools which Senator Kenraedty, then later as president,
Mr. Kennedy opposed.
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AKERS: Well, I've already said and we all know theecause he was the
pre-eminent Irish Catholic politician in the Unit&tates at the time,
this had great meaning before 1960. John Kenneay probably

suspect with reference to whatever he would do widnochial schools. He was in

a very difficult position. If he said anything imy¥or of such aid, he would be

accused of being a religionist and whatever hettda other way, then he was



probably trying to do that in order to avoid beiageligionist and so on. He was
in a difficult position. But | think his position as right and he followed it all the
way down the line; there was never any questionualito His positions on aid to
education were carefully reasoned and carefullyliggeout. If you recall, Mrs.
Roosevelt [Eleanor R. Roosevelt] and Cardinal Spah [Francis J. Spellman]
had been through a vehement contretemps on thissante other related subjects
in New York. And John Kennedy was not about to coshoevn on this
conservative side with reference to all of thisddrthink his position was quite
clear and in the end was very helpful to him in N¥ark.

MOSS: Yes. Right. And on the labor rackets questioth Robert Kennedy as
counsel in the hearings and so on and the Team$&teing such a
powerful union in New York--how did this go?

AKERS: Well, as you are aware, New York's alwayemea strong labor state
and Teamsters is a very strong union there. Thmatse on the
subcommittee and his brother as counsel to thesmiittee, these

proved a mixed bag for labor in New York as welllas sure in some other

areas. This exposing of widespread rackets in det ranks could have hurt

Kennedy's chances for any national office in a camtvon that would have had

some labor-oriented delegates and things like tHat.sure that John Kennedy

and his brother Robert dismissed all of this aslevant at the time and went
right ahead with the job that was before them tpase whatever evil practices
they could find in labor ranks. In the end, as yaww, labor vigorously
supported him. The people like Walter Reuther atfteos not only supported
much of the work that was being done by the Sesatecommittee but then of
course later supported John Kennedy for president.

MOSS: Later, after Robert Kennedy became attorgenyeral--of course, this
would have been after you had gone to New Zealdnd I'm sure that
there were repercussions afterwards that you d&mlow of, in New

York perhaps--Robert Kennedy has been accusedeasidming the “get Jimmy

Hoffa” thing. There's supposedly a “get Hoffa Sduadhe Justice Department

during his term as attorney general. What view do yrave on that?

AKERS: Well, of course, as you've indicated | waseseas while much of this
was going on, so | was not privy to the administa of the Justice
Department. But the impression | have--and |
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knew some of the people in the Justice Departniemtat that time, Byron White [Byron R.
White], and Nick Katzenbach [Nicholas deB. Katzesitjaand Robert Kennedy--they went
right down the line and did what was to be donethatiwas all there was to it. | don't think



there was any vendetta against anybody. They vargieg out the legal processes of the
United States in a difficult case and a difficuttiation.

MOSS:

AKERS:

MOSS:

AKERS:

MOSS:

Right. And anything more on the labor racketarings?

No. | believe that's....

All right. And how about medicare?

Well, New York State's always been aheanhaiy of other states in this field
and its predisposition toward medicare and hifnndoennedy's position along
the way on medicare were quite helpful to himhi@ €nd in New York.

Okay. Now when did you first become awar¢ ltieawas seriously going after the

presidency? You mentioned some of it in '56 whnerevas talking about
organization and you thought he was thinking inamal terms. When did you get

the feel that he was really going for it. Was iCéaiborne Pell's [Claiborne deBorda Pell], at
the 1960 meeting you had? | have New York City dtwere. | believe it was in Washington.

AKERS:

MOSS:

AKERS:

That's Washington, Washington, D.C.
Yes. Washington.
Well, I had the impression that he was gdorghe presidential nomination

before that. And | cannot recall--I've thought abihis--the exact time that | was
absolutely certain that he was going for the plesty. But my impressions had

been such--dating all the way back to '56--thadtldimost certain in my own mind for some
time before he ever announced or ever began touiutis own feelers that he was going to
try for the nomination, always with the reservatiofelt, that he would have a reasonable
chance in the primaries. Because | felt from sdamregs that he'd said that it was going to be,
whatever he did was going to be difficult.

MOSS:

AKERS:

MOSS:

AKERS:

MOSS:

Yes.
| got that impression in 1956. You know,dién't waste words about things. If he
said something was going to be difficult, you netat was being talked about in
the context.
Do you recall that meeting at Claiborne g2IlI'
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Oh yes, | recall the meeting very well.

What sort of discussion was it; what sorthofigs did you talk about?



AKERS: Well, he told me that, of course, he wadipgttogether his organization and
that he wanted me to help him in New York. Espiécias | had run there--as |
have already said, he'd been in there campaigoinge when I'd run for

office--and told him right off that | would do ewghing that | could in the best way that |

could for him because | really believed in him arlieved that he had great potential. |
was in an embarrassing position in New York froma standpoint of my own private,
personal life because | had just assumed senidngrahip in a newly reorganized law
firm. It was quite difficult for me to just pick uand leave the law firm and he understood
that and knew that and knew some of my partnerssanmh. But | told him that | would

do whatever | could in New York but | wouldn't biel@to go out of New York very

much in the interim but that | would help him inWé& ork in any kind or sort of

trouble-shooting within the Democratic frameworkNew York. New York was in

difficulties at that time. Of course, it's then &@ndegenerated into practically utter chaos.

MOSS: Yes. Where did you see the difficulties? Hogre people lining up for
candidates at this point?

AKERS: Well, it might be well to just look at sast the background of what New York
was coming into at that point.

MOSS:  All right.

AKERS: As you know, in 1954 Averell Harriman [W. Akell Harriman] was elected

governor of New York and the leader of the Demtcrparty in New York

was Carmine DeSapio [Carmine G. DeSapio] and kiaérman of the state
committee was Prendergast [Michael H. PrendergHstitiman made DeSapio secretary
of the state of New York. He was a Democratic jpeditleader in New York then who
was listened to nationally and he was on the co¥@il ME magazine and other things.
He had a kind of a national image at that point Diemocratic party had picked itself up
in New York and elected a governor and so onalgainst this that we ought to sort of
look at the 1960 presidential nomination maneuvgend the election itself in New
York. And, of course, in 1958 Harriman had thenrbdefeated by Nelson Rockefeller
[Nelson A. Rockefeller] for governor and with thatich of the luster had departed from
DeSapio as a political leader.

So you come then to New York State in 1960, hawrsg much of his political
power in the '58 defeat of Harriman, DeSapio at gwant needed badly to have a big
winner in order to stay alive politically. It is mgnpression from my recall in talking
with various political
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figures around New York at the time, including Dpi®athat DeSapio did not feel at that

time that Kennedy could win the nomination andphesidency, that the religion factor
would be against him and this would be a probleron# kind or another. And he was



lukewarm all the way through. Also, DeSapio repnése the first sort of major American
breakthrough in the Italian community in that kimfdeadership, so that he was sort of, had
been sort of a national political image of now &eotminority group coming along, another
kind of framework.

The New York picture was complicated greatly by tact that the reform wing of the
Democratic party was still loyal to Adlai Stevensaord wanted him to be the candidate again
in 1960. The reformers, the liberal factions of Bemocratic party in New York, led by
former governor and Senator Herbert Lehman [Hetdetltehman] and Mrs. Eleanor
Roosevelt.... They were the political and honoraadbss of this group. Thomas Finletter
[Thomas K. Finletter], former Air Force secretangs one of the leaders. But they had
supported Stevenson in 1956 and they were stittypheérious over at least their
interpretation of the 1956 results in which thely fieat the old-line Democratic party bosses
and leaders and Democratic framework in New Y odllyadid not support Adlai Stevenson.
And | think much of that is true. There was ceiyamo enthusiastic campaign efforts for
Stevenson on the part of the traditional Democratimework of New York.

But up until the convention, the reform factionidéély was all the way for
Stevenson. They went to the convention for Steveasa you know the story of the
presentation of Stevenson at the convention. Tkegmvention maneuvering is a sort of
story in itself and we might postpone that untieathe convention.

MOSS:  All right.

AKERS: But before the convention, John and Robenrédy both handled the New York

situation with a great deal of skill. DeSapio &réndergast started boomlets for

Stuart Symington [W. Stuart Symington] and for dgn Johnson [Lyndon B.
Johnson]. They had them come into New York and wees by the leaders and so on.
Neither of them caught on in New York. Most of bhemocratic county chairmen across
New York State were Irish Catholic at the time &ad an emotional commitment to JFK as
the pre-eminent leader in that community nationalhd they wanted him for their
candidate.

MOSS: What do you know, if anything, of the roleJoke Kennedy, Sr. [Joseph P.
Kennedy] in lining up the county chairmen?

AKERS: I'm not too familiar with the role he playedit. | know that he did talk to as
many of the county leaders as he felt it was whishwhile to do. He did help
influence Charlie Buckley [Charles A. Buckley]
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and some others who supported Kennedy all the iwayigh. These leaders across the
state had not been enthusiastic for Adlai Steventbay were now enthusiastic for John
Kennedy and they wanted to go with this candid@ster Crotty [Peter J. Crotty] in
Buffalo--this is the upstate megalopolis in New KdErie County--was a JFK adherent all
the way down, and Charlie Buckley in the Bronx w#en a congressman and chairman of



the Public Works Committee in the House of Repregeses, an important figure in New
York politics. He lost his leadership role later, bt he was very helpful to Kennedy and
this sort of upstate-downstate group worked togedihe were making more and more
commitments all the time among the leaders to Kdpne

MOSS: Where was Wagner [Robert F. Wagner] in adizh

AKERS: Well, Wagner listened a great deal duridgathis, [Laughter] judiciously, |
think--of course he later came to support Kennaalyat a late time. But | think
his role was the political role of acting as thaywr of New York and he felt

that he couldn't commit himself at that particudlare. Ray Jones [J. Raymond Jones], a

Harlem leader, and Adam Clayton Powell were fordgm Johnson, you may recall.

Edward Weisl, Johnson's New York lawyer, helpedhdoim around New York. Of course,

even as late as the day before the convention, @e$®@d to change the convention's

direction by trying to get the convention to takédson as a candidate. This didn't get the

New York delegation; this didn't go down at all.

MOSS: This was in the caucus at Albany on Saturddy.?This was in Los Angeles.
AKERS: Well this was in Los Angeles. This is theydeefore the final voting.
MOSS: Right.

AKERS: He went all the way down the line. He wantedhave a candidate who was

more sympatico toward him than was John Kennealyn Kennedy felt that he,

Kennedy, had considerable strength in New Yorkwit DeSapio. And
Kennedy felt that DeSapio was going to have tolgag@with Kennedy in the end anyway.
It was not that he didn't want the support of la teaders in New York, but he didn't want
to have the New York delegation controlled by soneeto whom he would have
obligations later on. And he and Robert Kennedyseuiathis very well, so that in the end
New York of course went for Kennedy on the firslidtaand they did not have any great
obligation to any particular individual in the dg&ion. There were many individuals in
the delegation who were very helpful, but there wasingle leader such as DeSapio to
whom they felt any great obligation at all.
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There were roughly four groups in New York beftite convention: these led by
DeSapio and the state chairman Prendergast; tlhosaitted to JFK through Buckley and
Crotty and John English and the others; and here weonsiderable number of independent
minded Democrats such as, well, John English orglsikand was a fairly independent
Democrat and others who had no roles and officdssaron such as myself; the reform
group was the other group that generally suppdktlidi Stevenson. One cannot say, | think,
that the black community was behind any one caneljdat the symbolic leaders--Adam
Powell and Ray Jones and so on--had stated thatmée for Johnson along the way. | think



there was sort of an inevitability about the Newk delegation finally going for Kennedy
and | think they, both Robert Kennedy who mastedw®ththis, and John Kennedy who had
roles to play all the way through it, played ittthhay and it came out the way they thought it
was going to come out.

MOSS: What sort of things was Robert Kennedy doMgfat was visible besides simply
talking to the county chairmen and talking thenit™

AKERS: He was doing the obvious things of talkingsbunty chairmen all over, not only
in New York of course, but everywhere. He was gialieg certain kinds of
authority to leaders--Buckley, Crotty, and Johmglisth. Some things | did were
not major things but sort of trouble-shooting treng one way or another. Already before the
convention he was delegating various kinds of thitagpeople to do in this troubled
framework that the Democratic party was.

MOSS: Right. This kind of assignment of duties andn presages a kind of change in
the power structure if DeSapio is excluded. Hogadly was this put to people
that, “Look, this is a new day and a new teamwaatle handing out the prizes

and if you want to enjoy the fruits thereof, yobh&tter get aboard pretty quickly.” How

much of this was made explicit?

AKERS: Well, Robert Kennedy, as many of us who kinénv know, was, as I've said
about John Kennedy, not one to waste words anaasénterested in action
and results. There was not the pose of a thraathbre was always the pose

of, “Well, we are going ahead with this and itigseeding and it would be well for you

to come along.” | think many of the leaders conwktfes in no uncertain terms across the

state of New York long before it ever got to thewention.

MOSS: So there was nothing really that had to beedo the way of overt pressure upon
people to move things in the Kennedy directionsWaimply a....

AKERS: Well, I'm trying to think of some specifix@mples.
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MOSS:  Were there trouble-spots?
AKERS: | really can't think of a specific examplesomething such as this where
somebody has moved into a different position onething. | just don't recall
anything like that. Nor was there a threat, | khiof ousting anybody.

MOSS: Because this does come up later.

AKERS: Yes it does, yes. But there was no uncestdeft that the loyalists were going to
be those who were following the lead of the Bug&land the Crottys and John



Englishes and the others in the Democratic pdrtyew York State. Anybody
else was not going to have very much other rolnyn Kennedy post-election, post-
convention framework in so far as Kennedy wouldtagrihe direction effort in New York.

MOSS: All right. There was some question, wasm®tehon the chairmanship of the
delegation before it went to Los Angeles, as to wias to be the chairman of the
delegation?

AKERS: There is, but | was away at the time tigtitfwas going on and | really won't be
able to contribute anything very....

MOSS: Okay. Anything on the Kennedy meetings witagiver in June?

AKERS: No. | was not present at either of thosetinge with Wagner, so | really don't
know what transpired there. It's my impressiorn Kennedy, was using his
charm and grace and whatever power he had tomcaWagner that he ought to

move as soon as possible.

MOSS: Just looking on the surface of it, it look Ithe kind of thing, the last check to
make sure that the thing is nailed down so thabétsn't come apart before the
convention.

AKERS: This is my impression, yes. And | think altlgh Wagner was not in the position
of the political leadership role, in fact | thiakgreat deal was expected of Wagner
because he was major of the biggest city, the aesgates in the state of New

York and so on. In other words, he was in a pasitihelp in the convention and if he did

not it would be obviously a quite negative mark.

MOSS: Allright. You did not attend the conventias a delegate. Did you attend as an
observer?

AKERS: | attended the convention merely as an ofesef played a minor role in helping
Robert Kennedy canvas delegates to try to switemtfrom other candidates to
Kennedy's candidacy.
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| don't really think | had any great impact of dagd on the convention.

MOSS: Did you see many changes?

AKERS: Yes. There was a sort of continuing kindgefies of changes. | didn't convert a
lot of people but | saw evidence of this all aladhg way.

MOSS: What sort of thing?



AKERS: Well I'm trying to recall specific exampless been a long time ago--but there
were switches. Byron White was in charge of thgsration right under
Kennedy, and | recall some of the tallies thatwese keeping in Robert

Kennedy's headquarters that day. Every three arlfours we were keeping tallies on the

delegates and there were switches along the wayvire important. Now I've forgotten

states involved. It's been a long time ago.
| was present personally at the television debatereen Kennedy and Johnson, if
you recall.

MOSS: Oh, yes, yes.

AKERS: Johnson had made the challenge. | hadHedtwas somewhat of a turning point
in the campaign because Johnson had made therbpaland had publicly lost |
think. This was on television. | think this finalloy of a debate really was

counter productive from his standpoint. It waslartg round. One of the interesting side-

lights of the convention I'll always remember isbRdt Kennedy right after this debate had
taken place, he was mopping his brow and he rettiis comedy of errors. If you recall
the telegram that Johnson's people sent to Kencleallenging him was lost or wasn't
delivered to the proper place. Bob Kennedy didetthlgs hands on it until very late in the
time frame of reference and JFK had no real prejar#or this debate. And Robert

Kennedy was laughing about it--with hindsight itssfanny. After it was over and

successful he thought it was one of the funniaagghthat happened at the convention that

John Kennedy walked on the stage and turned to iR&leanedy and said, “What shall |

say?”

MOSS: Okay. Do you remember anything more fromdbmvention that's worth putting
down or shall we go on to the campaign in New YoHow did you get tabbed
for setting up and coordinating the citizens gis®upet me ask you this: How

did the responsibilities break down, say, betweau gnd Bill Walton [William Walton]

and Steve Smith [Stephen E. Smith] in New York?
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AKERS: Well, perhaps again it would be useful ta &6 look at the backdrop of that.
MOSS: Right.

AKERS: After the convention, it would seem logiealthat point having nominated the
candidate that all divisive groups would go bazkew York and commence an
all-out campaign to elect a new, vigorous, yourgsjgential nominee, John

Fitzgerald Kennedy. Somehow this is not the way N@rk politics work. It didn't work

then and it never seems to work that way. | supposiics in other states, those that I've

seen, are quite similar. | think this posed a neguirement and a kind of dilemma now for

the state chairman Prendergast and for the leadeew York, DeSapio, because there was a



candidate who had been nominated, really withdwty had endorsed him finally but he was
not their man and vice versa and so on. | thinketheas a kind of requirement at this point,
kind of public relations requirement I'll call for DeSapio and Prendergast to now take the
candidate and get him elected and put the greap@starance possible on it that they had
delivered the election results.

I'm not impugning their motives in any way; thésai standard political procedure and
the logical outgrowth of the sequence of eventsiteethe convention and nomination at the
convention. Much of a campaign then relates to bfien one group as opposed to another
group can claim the body of the presidential caatgidIf you've got him speaking before
your group all of the time, then he's speakingdorypeople and you elected him. And the
name of the game at that point is to keep him away the other groups which is not
obviously conducive to best election tactics beeaumi then are just furthering divisions
within and among disparate groups in a large malitspectrum in a state and you're not
accomplishing the purpose of electing the manybatnominated in the first place.

MOSS: A campaign organizer's nightmare. Right.

AKERS: Yeah. At this point | think you can say there probably three groups in New
York. Now you have to sort of put all of the triaoinal Democratic bosses and all
that framework together because at least theyheoxe publicly pledged

allegiance to support and further and so on. Seemgdly speaking, then that framework will

operate under the leader DeSapio and the stateardraPrendergast but, of course, with a

great deal of help in one way or another in masyainces on the part of the candidate's

representatives for people like Buckley and Crattg others, English, who have helped
before the convention. So you've got that kind gf@up with sort of holes creating a sieve
in that.

And then you have the reform group who went tocinv@vention for Stevenson. They
obviously now should be desirous of electing Jolentédy over Richard Nixon [Richard M.
Nixon], but they have some reluctance now and iyt their terms of reference spelled
out and their relationship to the campaign gengsgkelled out and what position they have
and how they relate to the campaign. Those arar®aia groups, and perhaps it’s just better
to stay with them for the moment.
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The liberal elements in the Democratic party imMN¥ork--many important and
renowned Jewish names among these like SenatoeH&®hman who was governor and
senator; Mrs. Roosevelt was, we've already said,obrthe principal leaders--it was
difficult for the Kennedy forces to find an indiwidl who would be chairman of this group,
of the reform group, the acting working chairmaotyhonorary chairmen are already
there--but an acting working chairman who would getvell with the reform group and
who had enough experience with the regular Demiacpairty framework so that it would
be possible to anticipate difficulties and precltdem wherever possible and to cause the
thing to function as a more or less arm’'s lengtbgrated unit all the way through, all
working for the benefit of the presidential candeda



It's my impression that Bobby Kennedy did quitateof thinking, he went through
several names, | believe, before he decided trause of my background with the reform
group in New York--1 had run as a Democratic caatkdn the 1% district which was
principally reform but also had DeSapio in the micst and so | had a sort of a feel of both
sides of this from the time | first ran in 1954...nd\so he asked me to have dinner with
him one night at the Cote Basque Restaurant in Nesk and we had a long dinner
session. Justin Feldman was present with us dtrttee who incidentally was very helpful
preconvention and all the way though the campagih) to me and to Robert and John
Kennedy.

We had this long session in which we talked aladiudf the problems, how to meet
them and how to organize a reform group. Firstliptlae traditional Democratic party in
New York led by DeSapio and the chairman Mike Pezgdst, did not want any
representation of any other elements in New YoHatTis the logical and understandable
position: the party's there, the party represdrmgsparty's nominee, so why do we need
other representation. Of course, the bitternedaglaack to the Stevenson campaigns and
some of the other battles in New York, in the Bldfeonvention and so on, these old
animosities were very strong and there was a gemaiguirement if we were going to get
the liberal Democratic establishment, the reforougis to come along and really help in
the campaign.

Incidentally, that element of the party was anel\thrious groups, members of
them, were very helpful in money raising, fund ragsfor Stevenson and down the line and
all of us knew that. So not only did they consgtah extremely important element with
reference to marshalling of voters and gettingtelat support that way but financial
support was essential, too, to come from this group

So Bob Kennedy asked me, after he'd spelled omstef reference and so on to
me, if | thought this could work. | said that | dielieve it could be done. | said it would
take some very careful doing, that the reform greag still very edgy. They were still,
they did not feel that John Kennedy was a libesah&y wanted in a presidential
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candidate. They felt that Stevenson was more literd that they now had a candidate
that they would be less than enthusiastic abomtnibt now talking about the top level,
I'm not talking about Governor Lehman, Mrs. Roodg\and others at the very top
level, but this permeated the middle level groupd athers down the line. The
pro-Stevenson sentiment was quite strong, and tbadeate several different ways to
deal with it. We had to deal with it really all taeay down the line. It diminished more
and more as time went on, but there was definiaely-Kennedy feeling among the
reform group and there was lack of enthusiasm. & eas just plain lack of enthusiasm
that was pretty widespread with....

MOSS: Let me turn this over just a moment. Excuge m

[END SIDE 1, TAPE 1]



[BEGIN SIDE 2, TAPE 1]

MOSS: All right. You were saying that one of yoasks was to overcome the lack of
enthusiasm amongst the rank-and-file reformerhedack of enthusiasm
that permeated the rank-and-file reformers fomJgknnedy, that this was
one of the tasks facing the campaign. Were thdreraifficult spots? What were some
of the others?

AKERS: Well, one of the greatest difficulties inetheginning right after the
convention was that there was literally no orgatian existing, no
framework under which these reform voters couldrtzshalled and utilized

in the various ways important in a presidentiakélmn. So we had to establish this
committee and we called it the Citizens' CommifimeKennedy-Johnson, New York
Citizens Committee for Kennedy-Johnson. | was tleekmg chairman of this group
and Governor Lehman and Mrs. Roosevelt were hogarfaairmen and Tom Finletter
was voted an honorary chairman of it. First of "#ie presidential representatives had to
meet with this group. You have to start with comftations in politics and assemble
together and find out who you are and how you'rea@®o organize. The president's
representative | refer to was Robert Kennedy, cagrpamanager, who went with me to
a meeting which | had set up, attended by Goveketiman and Irving Engel [Irving
M. Engel], who at that time was one of the leaderthe reform group, and others. We
met in a Park Avenue apartment, | believe; I'vegtidten now whose apartment it was,
I'm sorry. | was going to say Governor Lehman'slbddn't believe it was Governor
Lehman's apartment. But Governor Lehman was there spokesman for the group.
Byron White, National Chairman of Citizens for Keady-Johnson, and Robert
Kennedy and | attended this meeting, representiegotesident.

| had considerable discussion with Robert Kennleelypre we went there. Robert
Kennedy, as all of us know, when he was youngegs¢hwere his younger days--had an
abrasive quality about him at times. In his desorget things done he could be
abrasive. And the fact that he had to go and mdit tlvis group and take up valuable
time that he wanted to be in Colorado or Califoroiasomewhere else, to spend an hour
or more with them left him in a poor frame of mirtde had hoped that right after the
convention, this group would organize and he conéke a kind of symbolic tour to
say hello and meet a few people and things
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like that and go on about his business. And | tiviritk hindsight he realized that he should
have given more thought to it.

They wanted their terms of reference spelled thety wanted to know that the
presidential candidate was going to appear befae group during the campaign at a
reasonable number of events and under appropuafeces and so on. They made several
gueries and some minor demands and so on, and Boheddy lost his temper with this
group. | don't mean he lost his temper completdéydealt with the situation in a very
forceful way, shall we say, and | think in doingasttagonized--1 know in doing so he did



antagonize Governor Lehman and some of the othdrging to get the thing underway and
over with so that he could go on about gettingdnigher elected president.

MOSS: How forceful? In a sense of exasperationiapatience....
AKERS: Somewhat, yes.
MOSS:  Or what?

AKERS: He'd reached a state of some impatiencesaitbthat he wanted to get his brother
elected president and the job was there beforeahiamow let's get it done, in
that kind of language. And the meeting broke ughaut very much enthusiasm.

Well, it broke up with no enthusiasm. And the tharigat | had hoped that he would say
when he went there, and | had talked to him befmdh.. | stated to him before he went that
he should simply ask them for their help, outline problem before the presidential
candidate in the state of New York and the natamdl to ask for their assistance, and ask that
their leaders delegate some individuals to workalpwith me, and so on. He didn't follow
the laundry list very carefully that | had givemrhon the way down. It was necessary to
spend quite a bit of time some three weeks or almonso after that to get Governor
Lehman and some of the other leaders in--it washaitthey were opposed to Kennedy and
didn't want to support Kennedy, but they wantethat point to demonstrate some
continuing independence. And they did that thronghpublicly coming forward with their
support. | at this point had a New York Citizensh@nittee for Kennedy-Johnson, | was the
working chairman of it. But Senator Lehman and NRsosevelt did not then come forward
until a few weeks later. There was valuable ting io this process that should not have been
lost. We should have been able to go ahead vecklyui

But then | talked to Mrs. Roosevelt, | talked everal occasions to Senator Lehman.
Bill Walton went to see Mrs. Roosevelt. Of couSgnklin Roosevelt, Jr. was very helpful
in most of this, although he was not part of tkei®rm group and he had no means of
speaking for the reform group. He was very helpfilih Mrs. Roosevelt and as he could be
in the state of New York and, as we well knowcafer the
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country. But it took some time to get this turnedwnd and get the proper
endorsements projected publicly before the peopbetaus get all of the reform
group marshaled into the particular slots all theeyvdown the line so that we could
commence all the canvassing operations and the@udliations jobs and the finance
jobs and all the rest of it that has to be donang campaign. So we lost some
valuable time there, but we recouped later on atitdnk made up for it. At the end
of the time, we had their full support. This wag nmoy doing, this was the doing
really of John Fitzgerald Kennedy.

MOSS: Yes. How did the meeting between him and BEbed&Roosevelt come
about?



AKERS: Well, I'm not too clear at this point. | kwehe facts earlier. | was not in
attendance on it and | have forgotten. | was dubwn. Bill Walton went
with the president, | believe, when he met withsMRoosevelt. But that

came about because we had asked him to meet withFnanklin Roosevelt, Jr.

[Franklin D. Roosevelt, Jr.] had something to dahaihat--and we felt it was

essential that he make an effort to go see hertarmhlist her aid and support. Of

course after an appropriate time, Governor Lehmath Mrs. Roosevelt were

extraordinarily helpful. As honorary chairmen oktheform committee they spent a

great deal of time and effort in campaigning in N€ark for Kennedy. And the

whole thing progressed as a kind of, almost as sbimg orchestrated because there
was the initial scrambling for positions and so tmen some delay; then the
frameworks were established, the citizens' commaittas operating. We had some
trouble getting financing in the beginning right ayy the way we wanted to start off
and so on. But we got all of that done. And thea temarkable thing to see was
with every visit to New York of JFK--and this isnaeasure of the candidate--that he
made, things improved in all directions. But alseery speech he made that New

Yorkers were exposed to--nationally, in other s$atend otherwise--the reform

group became more and more pro-Kennedy. Where hlagybeen less than

enthusiastic at one point, by the end of the cagmpahey were extraordinarily
enthusiastic all the way down the line from thedusmsers all the way down to the
people working in the canvassing jobs and so omas$ a remarkable kind of
transformation done by one man really.

MOSS: All right. You and Bill Walton had sort ofrsilar jobs in a way. He was
called state coordinator | believe, and you wegadof the citizens'
committee. What was the real difference here?

AKERS: As you probably know, the Kennedys had @&nwhich had advantages and
disadvantages, and that was that every statethlegtwent into, every
region and so on that they went into, they woudtiedate a representative

to go there and to speak for them and they coulhg$ get him on the telephone,

talk to him, tell him
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what they wanted done. It had those kind of advgesa It also had the disadvantage
of causing the people in the state to say, “Wedln't you trust us?” And, of course,
the answer to that is, | suppose, no, you really'dbust anybody except those that
you're very close to in some of the complicatedlidgs that have to be done. | don't
mean illegitimate things in any way, | mean simghg day-to-day functioning of the
campaign. The man on the other end of the phonma tiee presidential candidate
and the presidential campaign manager must be soengowhom they have trust
and they know what he says to them is true and mayv it's not being shaded in
any way to favor any single group or factor. So tlois reason and others of



organization in one way or another, William Walteas sent down. William Walton
was an old friend of Kennedy's, lived in Georgetowad known him quite some
time while he was senator and before. He was a éormewspaper man and an
excellent representative to send to the state af Merk. He had friends and
acquaintances in New York. And | knew Bill; | didiknow him well but | knew him
before that.

And he moved into our headquarters that we esthbll and worked out of
our headquarters for quite some time, until the &#8-Prendergast group began to
say to him, "Well, you know, do you represent thegpdent or do you represent the
reform group; you're over in the reform group heaakgers." At which time he got
an office, another office, which was more expendeeal for no reason really.

But, | got along very well indeed with him. One tbie problems from the
local individual standpoint is that when the presgitdal campaign manager sends a
coordinator into the state, some of the funds aneg straight to the coordinator
instead of the usual group that they go to. So w@stl some money that way that
would go straight to Walton in order to have it dad to the candidate himself, a
check or something.

But Bill Walton did a very good job of keeping dact between these two
groups. Of course, | talked back and forth with tker groups all the time because
| knew all of them. And he and | both talked regljyawith the campaign manager,
and Bob Kennedy always came in to see me and tMWsden when he was in New
York. It finally worked out and worked out succesiéy and very well. New York
was won by a large plurality.

MOSS: Who really handled the money in New York?

AKERS: Well, that was another one of the problemmsttplagues any campaign
always, but especially at that time with so maoyt ®f disparate groups
even within the traditional framework of the Dematic party. If you

have a highly organized loyalty all the way dowm tme, all the way through

Democratic ranks in a given state, | suppose yaudéind a small state where you

go in and you deal with the state chairman andldleal political leader or the

governor or whoever it is, and they raise funds daradl goes through one
framework. In New York this is quite different.
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| don't recall how much was raised for the coucdynpaign by the traditional
party framework, but the Citizens’ Committee forrieedy-Johnson raised
approximately a million dollars for Kennedy, and wmesented him with a check for
something under two hundred thousand dollars atalkiast the day before the
election. The citizens' Committee did very wellthe financial end of it. Joseph Baird
was a businessman, finance chairman; Bob BenjaRabért S. Benjamin] of United
Artists [Corporation] was the treasurer of the coithe®; Arthur Krim [Arthur B.
Krim] of United Artists was helpful at that timesal in raising funds. Marietta Tree



and Dorothy Hirshhorn were both really great inliogl on the telephone, writing
letters. Remember these contributions are not laoydributions. Raising a million
dollars--there were very few checks that were tesusand dollar checks or five
thousand dollar checks. Most of them were a thodsioilars, two thousand dollars,
five hundred dollars, a hundred dollars and on dofumd this takes a tremendous
amount of organization, time, effort on the partaofreat many people.

MOSS: Is there any attempt by other parts of thgmaization to either raid your
treasury or dictate what should be done with it?

AKERS: Well, because the money is raised in NewKydne Democratic party in
New York feels that it should be their money. ThlEsot the way it worked
at all in 1960. I'm not sure how it had workedseveral campaigns, but in

1960 the traditional Democratic party frameworksead its money and the citizens'

committee raised its money and both of these.... @& much of the traditional party

campaign framework funds that are raised in a pessial campaign are kept in the
state, paying workers to do many kinds of jobstlaél way from secretaries and so on

that you have to have, outside volunteers thatlyaxe to have in order to keep a

large organizational framework going and rollindn€fe is a considerable amount of

funds that go just for those purposes and | beliéag, | just don't know how much
the traditional Democratic party framework gavehe national campaign. But | know
that a very large part of ours went directly to tremework set up by the campaign
manager nationally for television, and some ofcitually was raised for the purpose
of putting the candidate on television, for tele@isspots and things like that. In
other words, you can raise money at times easieaskyng somebody for five
thousand dollars for John Kennedy to appear orneaitgon spot for five times around
or whatever it is.

MOSS: On the spending of it now. Political campa@nd Kennedy campaigns, |
think, in particular were notorious for not payititgir bills in full, settling
up for one, two, or three cents on the dollar gnd sort of thingDid you

get involved in that at all?

AKERS: Well, I was not involved in the picking up the pieces as it were. | went
off to New Zealand afterwards. But my impressisrihat the citizens’
committee paid all the debts that it
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had entered into obligations for in any way.
MOSS: Where does Paul Corbin fit into all of thi$éw did you cope with him?

AKERS: Well, | was not too familiar with Paul Conts role in New York in the citizens
committee framework in 1960. I'm not sure just Hafitted in to the picture.



MOSS: Because the story that | have is that wheréney spotted a weak county
chairman, Paul's job would be to go in and sed gjtizens' committee. Does this
square with anything that you know?

AKERS: Well it didn't work that way in New York, bause.... Well | won't say it didn't

work that way in upstate New York. There were saftizens' committees that

were set up in upstate New York with which I'm feotiliar. Some of them I did
know about and I think you are right that he didsdme of that, but | was not familiar with
several of those that were done in upstate New Yosome of the smaller counties. There
were not too many democratic votes in many of trocoasties, you see, and there was no
strong democratic organization therefore and hadbeen traditionally. And it was an
attempt to give some focus to these where thelly rgasn't being a job done that citizens’
committees were instituted.

MOSS: Do you know Corbin at all?
AKERS: Yes I do. | methim.
MOSS: What kind of a guy he is?

AKERS: | really don't know. I've only met him ocaasally in campaigns and | don't know
him well personally.

MOSS: Okay. Can you think of anything in the vigited so on? | seem to recall a
situation in the first big tour around New Yorkt{iThere was to be a reception
at one of the hotels, whether it was The Waldostefia or the Commodore

[Hotel], | forget which....

AKERS: It was Waldorf. | know about that.

MOSS: It was The Waldorf and DeSapio and Prendetged to leave out, tried to leave
out Mrs. Roosevelt and Senator Lehman?

AKERS: Oh no, that comes somewhat later, that cdates But my wife Jane and several
others in the campaign had a hand in organiziaditkt big rally in The Waldorf-
Astoria. |
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got a tremendous number of complaints about iratied for the simple reason that it was
the most hugely overwhelming success that we'veninaahd and we had given out tickets
in large numbers and many of the people who h&etscwere forced out or rather other
people had come in and sat in their seats where there no tickets, where they had no
tickets. So there was a large number of peoplewdre quite upset over the fact that they



didn't get to use the tickets that were given smthBut this really is, from a political
standpoint, the mark of great success to have sty gi@at numbers of people hanging out
of the rafters of The Waldorf ballroom and so on.

| remember this meeting very well. Governor Lehrspoke. Harry Truman [Harry
S. Truman] spoke. Abe Ribicoff [Abraham A. Ribido$poke. And | was introducing these
people part of the time and part of the time | width the candidate going through the
different.... We had assembled in The Waldorf manthefreform groups teams of
workers and their leaders and so on, and KennedyhHeopportunity that day to shake
hands with a great many local people that he waoolchave seen otherwise. He visited our
headquarters and went through the volunteer undslangs like that. Then there were
such huge crowds all over the Park Avenue areadmuthe Waldorf that we put him on
top of an automobile with a loudspeaker and he spak there sort of spontaneously to
this large group.

MOSS: Yeah. What is the occasion that I'm thinkofgvhere DeSapio and Prendergast
tried to keep Mrs. Roosevelt and Senator Lehmam being there at all?

AKERS: Well, this was the final sort of unity mesgithat was to be held representative
of all of New York State in New York City just ek the election.

MOSS:  So this would be the November prior....
AKERS: This is the grand finale.
MOSS: Yeah.

AKERS: This has been done, you know, every presidiecandidate a day or two
before election goes through New York and helseeiin Madison Square
Garden or in the Coliseum or somewhere. This wake Coliseum.

MOSS: Right. Okay.

AKERS: And we go back to the.... We had problems dtienline with this facet of the
campaign which | mentioned before as who has tiuy lof the presidential
candidate and whoever has him has the spotlilthurse, for the day and so

on. We had difficulties with the people who werbdeduling Kennedy in trying to get them

to put him before the reform groups more. The tradal regular party people
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were complaining that they didn't want him to gddboe this group or that group, they had
a better group that he should go before. This werdll the way through the campaign.
This is not to say that it was an absolutely claotidertaking. It's a fairly normal
procedure for campaigns, but it can be quite abeasind there's a tremendous amount of
hostility at certain levels that builds up. Andghvent on through the campaign. The



reform group was not getting, the citizens' comeaitivas not getting Kennedy as much as
they should; the other side was getting him hdrey tvanted him more than the citizens'
committee had him there, and so on. This went bthalway down the line.

And the advance men and the people who were sthgd{ennedy were faced
with this every time they came to town. There wagssion among Bill Walton, DeSapio,
myself and others, and we'd sit down a@nalctically every time they came to New York,
before the candidate, they'd have to sit down witho work out whatever we were going
to do. Nobody ever leaves those meetings satiséieelybody leaves such a meeting
dissatisfied. It's in the nature of things.

MOSS: And does the schedule necessarily follow whbatdecided upon?

AKERS: And the schedule often doesn't follow whaisvdecided in the first place. And
then more hostility results from that. But thisw@mal procedure. | must say, it
reached some very heated points from time to thmeughout the campaign. |

mentioned this because the final big rally in NearRfmarked the zenith of this kind of

infighting between the two groups and so on. Nogdhizens' committee--Governor

Lehman, Mrs. Roosevelt, myself, and others--fedt through the campaign Kennedy had

not appeared enough before the reform groups. ppeasances that he made were very

successful ones and he had benefitted in many waysthem we felt and I'm sure that's
so. The other side felt the same thing, that thegeh short changed. Butt many ways
they had more county chairmen and things like deating with Kenny O'Donnell

[Kenneth P. O'Donnell] and others who were scheduKennedy through New York State.

So I'd say on balance, their score card was hitjtzar ours.

MOSS: Yes. What sort of appeals did you have osfthi

AKERS: The appeals, I'll give you exactly.... The deement of this whole thing points
up these appeals. The appeal first is to the cegnpaanager. Well first the
appeal is to the coordinator, William Walton. We &wvo contending groups so,

Bill Walton make the decision now, what are we goio do and get on the phone and talk

to Bobby Kennedy and get this straightened out,sandn. The next step if that doesn't

work is that you get on the phone
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and talk to Bobby Kennedy yourself. And then thetrstep after that is to talk to the
presidential candidate himself when he's in NewkYrtry to get him on the phone or
whatever is to be done. Well, one doesn't wanetomlihe position of calling a presidential
candidate about scheduling. Although he was tal&ebout this in New York by the
traditional party leaders and so on, | never disl. thgot my results, whatever they were, |
lived with them, and | didn't bother the presidahtiandidate with them. But at one point we
did and that was final point. And that was the €=lim, this grand unity meeting of the
Democratic party, all elements, all factions tadgresented in this great assemblage hall,
and everybody was to be unified, loyal, all for anan, forget past differences, the election



is the day after tomorrow--or tomorrow, I've forggt. now--and so this is the end of the line
with contentions.

Well, part of what we wanted in citizens' comnetteas for Governor Lehman who
was one of the outstanding--former governor, foreerator--political leaders in the state
and the honorary chairman of the citizens' commita&d Mrs. Roosevelt, who we don't
need to describe at all, to be on the stage i€tiseum along with the other people who
were going to be there and speak such as Averetirian and DeSapio and Mike
Prendergast and all of those who may have sometbisgy in one way or another. | was
represented in this group. Obviously | didn't speakmply sat there as a symbol. But we
wanted Mrs. Roosevelt and Governor Lehman eachyt@@mething, not any great long
speech, but to say something. This seemed to mé@ergasonable request.

Well, Kennedy came to New York in the morning aveis going to leave that night
and go to Connecticut, and then the day aftentlagtthe election. The regular Democratic
party forces scheduled him in such a way--I domévik who was doing the scheduling at
that point for Kennedy but they succeeded in sclmglhim in such a way that he was
delayed on Long Island. And it rained and somerdthiags. And it was difficult for, we
had the.... The business of appeal goes like thiswafd first to Bill Walton and told him
what we wanted, he was all for it; he and | talk@@obby Kennedy on the telephone, he
was all for it; we told DeSapio this and DeSapidl saNell, is it or isn't it the candidate's
wishes that this be done, or is it Robert Kennedishies?" and we had Robert Kennedy
call DeSapio to tell him that. We thought we haat tommitment but there seemed still to
be a question whether or not they were going talloaved to speak, they were going to be
allowed to be present but whether they'd be allolwespeak.

Well, this seemed to me to be pretty small potattebis point to, at the end of the
campaign and so on, to prevent.... The reason wdkthg@eobvious reason was the leaders
of the Democratic party,
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represented by DeSapio and Prendergast at thdt p@inted to project to the world in this
rally that this was their show in New York and thay had produced and that was it before
the election, the day before the election. And aensed still to be having difficulty about
whether or not they were--and Senator Lehman arsd Rlwosevelt did not want to be
present if they were not going to speak. So wdlfirad the breakfast where we raised money
for the president just before the election, wei-Bihlton and Justin Feldman and I--went
with the president into another room after we'd thedbreakfast meeting and called DeSapio
on the phone and the president told him that haedaMrs. Roosevelt and Governor
Lehman to be there and to speak and that he assiatetiis had all now been done since
he sent word. DeSapio agreed to that. Since thsstisacandidate's wishes there was no
further choice in the matter.

Then the day progresses and the delays are imaettie is left more and more out
on Long Island and coming down through the readfi@&ooklyn and Queens and so on, to
the Biltmore Hotel in New York where he arrived tguiate. And he was taken straight to the
Coliseum where he was to speak.



After he had spoken--1 believe Lyndon Johnson sgdokt, then the president spoke;
Lyndon Johnson was with him at that time, travelwith him--they left the stage and they
stopped to shake hands with Mrs. Roosevelt and @ovéehman. And they received
something of a frigid reception in that Governohtr&n said to Senator Kennedy at that
point, "Senator, | have never had the word of &eeaglue broken before." And Kennedy
didn't know what he was talking about; he had adilate and thought that everybody had
already spoken and so on and he didn't know wiettas about. And he said something to
him, "Well, | want to talk to you later about iBut Kennedy went out and got into the car
and went back to the hotel. No, they didn't go bactkhe hotel; they went to a rally on the
West Side, which had been held up for seven ott éighrs.

MOSS: Yeah, the 90 Street rally.

AKERS: The 98 Street rally which had been held up for severightéhours because of

delays that had been done along the way. Andatassa rally of the reform

group. Bill Ryan [William Fitts Ryan] was congressal candidate. It was the
first time he was elected to Congress. Governoniahwas there, | was there and some
others. Governor Lehman stayed quite late andl&fen

Kennedy was furious about this, of course, wheleamed what had transpired. He

told Bill Walton that this had finally finished himith the leadership in the Democratic party
in New York. And it transpired thereafter that intk this was the turning point for DeSapio,
that he really had no leadership really left afitext because the man who
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had been elected president had been put in thigiposnd similar positions along
the way.

It demonstrates a lack of political finesse on plaet of the leadership. Under
different circumstances they would have had a mueter go at whatever took place
after the election of the president in 1960.

MOSS: If they hadn't been so small about it andnbee

AKERS: Well, if they had not euchred themselvesitagere, out--completely out
into left field is what happened.

MOSS: All right. Let's go to the election itselfoM have John Kennedy elected.
What are your prospects? What do you know of ymaspects at that
point? Did you have any prior indication that ywould be appointed to a

diplomatic post or were there some other thingd §fou were looking for?

AKERS: No. | had no prior indication of any kindnéver asked for anything. I'm
guite certain in my own mind that nobody else laag commitments from
Kennedy with reference to various kinds of appamients. | just don't
remember.



MOSS: Was there anything that you were particulantgrested in?

AKERS: Well, | was interested in the diplomaticrirawork. I'd been deputy under
secretary of Air Force during the Korean War arithtl been deputy for
international negotiations. | had been workingselky with two

representatives of the State Department and wighh#dads of missions in the field

around the Mediterranean area. In the Korean Warhad all the bases we needed in
the Pacific by virtue of conquests in World WamHhd so on, but we did not have....

If you recall, there were no intercontinental bstilic missiles at that point. There were

no refueling stations. We needed radar sites. \sel@e overflight rights. We needed

air bases, navy bases, army bases in case we lggaglagainst the Russians--which,

thank God, we never did.

But, this whole frame of reference caused me wwobee quite interested in the
diplomatic field. | felt after the campaign was oweith that if | were to do anything
with the administration | would be interested imsathing with the State Department
in one way or another. | can tell you also thatficult time came upon me about two
or three days, no, it was more than that, aboueaknafter the election. | had been
through a tremendous amount of energy and effereverybody does in a campaign.
| was tired and fatigued and hadn't had enoughpséal a lot of other things. My
wife and | gent to Tucson, Arizona, for a vacatammd | woke up in the middle of the
night, the first night we were there, with a sesdweart attack. So there was a time
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when | was recovering from that, right after thecéibn all the way through until, well, | was
pretty much over it by ninety days or so. But thasee, as you recall, the critical days when
the administration was being formed and the assagisnwere being given. | wasn't sure at
any given point along the way until | got my chemk-from the doctors about ninety days
later that | would take any job at all. So somé¢hef delay and some of the confusion right in
the beginning with reference to myself was reldtethat aspect of it.

MOSS: When did you first hear of the possibilitytbé New Zealand post and under what
circumstances did you hear of it?

AKERS: Ralph Dungan [Ralph A. Dungan], who to myhthivas an ideal individual to
have in the job of personnel management and $ordghe administration called
me. Now let’s see. After | had recovered, and dhisourse was later on after the

inauguration and things like that--although | wasvd at the inauguration, | was just barely

there--but after | had my check-out from the dockavent to see Ralph Dungan, talked to
him about assignments. And he was aware of whatlhattl him what had happened to me
and so on. And | got a telephone call from himtootmany days thereafter asking me if |
wanted to go to New Zealand. [Interruption]

MOSS: All right. We were talking about your appom@nt and the role of Ralph Dungan



and so on.

AKERS: Yes. Well, he asked me if | wanted to gtNew Zealand as ambassador. | said
that, as | said before, | had certain commitmaeritis a newly formed law firm
that wasn't very old at this point. I'd think e while before I'd detach myself
suddenly from this. Also | wanted to talk to my evéind my children who were at certain
school age, and things like that, which | did. Véeided after a few days that it would be an
interesting mission to do, and | accepted and we we our way. This was, | believe, in, by
then, June of 1961.

MOSS: Yes. Yes. All right. What sort of briefingddyou have before you went? Who
was clueing you in as to the U.S. policy positma so on?

AKERS: Well, of course, | met with secretary ddtst Mr. Rusk [Dean Rusk]; | met with
George McGhee [George C. McGhee] who was poliapphg at State at that
point; I met with Under Secretary Chester Bowlekgster B. Bowles] and with

the assistant secretary of state for Far Eastairaburse, with the desk people, the New

Zealand desk and so on. As you probably know, Nealahd is not a country in which we

have ongoing crises. It's a very friendly countward us, very well disposed toward us. We

are a member with them, with New Zealand and Aliafrim the ANZUS
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[Tripartite Security Pact] framework, and, of cairthey are and have been along with
Australia for years partners in SEATO [SoutheasaAseaty Organization]. Their
government is, you know, a commonwealth governneepgrliamentary form of
government, a very democratic form of governmemd, they are very, very well disposed
toward the United States. So | did not go theré wie idea that we would have ongoing
problems.

The item on the agenda when | went to that patti@fvorld was to get the ANZUS
partners, Australia and New Zealand--Australiehat point did not have an ambassador and
that ambassadorship was left open for some timkiuwas filled several months later--but
the item on the agenda was to get the countriesations in that region of the world to
participate in a framework of endeavor in Vietndrattwould give multilateral involvement.
In other words there was a problem in the regiahtae nations around the problem should
have an ongoing continuing day-to-day intereshangroblem, and to get them to be present,
to fly their flagsto send advisory personnel and to help us in wieatvere doing there then,
which was in the advisory stage, as you recall.

MOSS: How was this put to you, as an attempt terdify and share the American
commitment or to awaken the people of the areghat was manifestly their
responsibility?

AKERS: It was put to us briefly in the following w& We wanted to have the nations in
the area perform the roles of interested neighlvanatever those roles might be,



to fulfill the role of.... We have a problem in thegion and we ought to solve it
in the region. Of course those nations that wesserlto Southeast Asia were the ones that
were more important. Those who were on the peripalso had importance. Since we had
an alliance already under the ANZUS framework,asvogical that such nations should
participate in an advisory capacity, flying thegfl@aending up engineering teams, various
kinds of participation that they finally did. Undéandable neither New Zealand nor
Australia were anxious to do this. It was not tinaty were wholly removed from the
problems at all. They were in the region, there'sjmestion about that. But they obviously
would have certain kinds of problems domesticdily tinute they started making
commitments in a foreign country.

MOSS: They were a little bit disturbed--I thinknderstood from the cables and so on--
over the use of SEATO as a counterinsurgency ishitat SEATO was
designed to do something else really, from theinfof view, to combat overt

aggression instead of indigenous wars and this &iriding.

AKERS: Well, yes, they had that objection. | thihkvas a reasonable one.
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MOSS: How sticky were they on this? How much dieytipush it?

AKERS: Well, I don't think that.... This particuldribg did bother them all the way
through. It bothered all the members of SEATO. $BAvas not necessarily
established for this purpose. France finally witvd from SEATO as you know,

or never attended, didn't withdraw, but never atéehthe meetings and so on. | think the

considerations that were more important to thenewvee logical, natural considerations
that would flow from making any kind of commitmenty matter how large or how small,
in the commitment of manpower to any overseas vestlAnd they were right in their
reluctance and in their caution.

MOSS: They did send a contingent in when the Laogtflared up. They sent a
contingent to Thailand.

AKERS: Yes they did. They sent a contingent to Tdrad, an air arm to Thailand with
some limited number of personnel. And this waptutl Wherever we may be
involved in the world, it's always helpful to hathee nations in that region

multilaterally involved with us. This is simply @arse of logic.

MOSS: | have a thirty-man special air service uhitee Bristol transport air craft and a
frigate was offered but not needed.

AKERS: Right. These are ostensibly token forcese $ymbolic role was more important.

MOSS: One of the problems that | noted was that Mealand very much wanted to get



into the transpacific air route business and thigtgave us some problems with

the CAB [Civil Aeronautics Board] and with Pan Aan American World
Airways] and TTAA [Trans World Airlines Inc.] anddguess Northwest Orient Airlines by
that time.

AKERS: Yeah. All of the smaller countries in thenb-not all of them but many of
them--want airlines, want their flag line, andytiveant choice routes, to trade
off the choice routes and things like that. Sorh#hem are capable of manning

and supporting a flag service, a national airlirsesne of them are not. New Zealand was

capable of supporting a small enterprise--an irigonal airline that would and did prove
feasible. They wanted certain rights and we wanggthin rights and these things always
have to be traded off, and these are questionsatkaisually high up on the agenda. They
are either that or they are postponed completely.

MOSS: Yes. Yes.
AKERS: | think they finally now have resolved thairline relationship with us.
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MOSS: | noticed another concern was the questiolapiinese wanting foreign
representation in Western Samoa. New Zealand sthdguards for Western
Samoa diplomatically.

AKERS: They do.

MOSS: And we were very worried that the Japanepeesentative would be a thin
edge of the wedge in the Western Pacific for altlk of things, the Chinese...

AKERS: Right.

MOSS: ... the Russians and so on.

AKERS: Right. The Russians, the Chinese, othersinig

MOSS: Particularly with that area of the Pacifiérgea target area for missile tests.

AKERS: Nuclear missile tests.

MOSS: Right.

AKERS: And of course we had problems with that todlew Zealand. As a matter of
fact, in New Zealand many people saw some of ouerthe horizon they saw

the flare, some of the light in the sky of someuof atomic testing. So that
gets rather close when you can see it like an AuBRworealis in the vast Pacific distances.



It created some problems for us but they didntttlaat long. Yes, that was a concern and
a problem that I think was resolved finally.

MOSS: Without any trouble. What about the storyref Air Force trying to put a U-2
into Christ Church, wasn't it. When you were fioser there--oh, about
September | guess--a cable came back and youtsaithe Air Force was

intending to bring a U-2 in and that we had no gexgsagreement with New Zealand on

this kind of thing and we better watch our step.y@a recall that?

AKERS: Yes. I dorecallit. | don't recall the digteof it. It did not create any great
flurry or problem for us because it simply wasithe.

MOSS: Let me come back to the Vietnam thing a n@rarttwo. With all the current
furor andThe Pentagon Papers and so on, was there any conscientious effort
by the New Zealanders to press for a differentdlohpolicy than the United

States seemed to be pursuing in 1961 and ‘627 Ortheaextent of it realized at that

time?
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AKERS: No. I've already emphasized their reasordicn and reluctance about
participation in Vietham. One of the things thalid.... And it must be recalled
that at that time we were not, there were no Acaais fighting in Vietnam, there

were no Americans being killed in Vietham. We hdgisory personnel there at that point,

and we were trying to help the Vietnamese buildribelves up as much as possible and
trying to give them some guidance and directiothair efforts. Now this is an entirely
different proposition than we came into later o1 @65 after Johnson took office and made
the major commitment of troops for which historyhjyidge him one way or another.

| spent a great deal of my first year in New Zedla.. New Zealand has about ten
major cities. It doesn't have a large populatibhak a very good communications network
land system and so on, good press. | spent abspibkle at least in fifteen different forums
about what we were doing in Vietnam to explain whiatwere doing and what we were
trying to do at that time which was a much leskerg than Vietnam later became. At that
time we were still in the advisory capacity sta@ee of the roles | fulfilled there was to
explain to the people of New Zealand generally,ahielic through the press and other
media, what it was, what our limited aims were.

MOSS: Yes. | have two items here that come fronptqgers. There's one that's
intriguing.... Wait a minute, let me put this newpéaon.

[END SIDE 2, TAPE 1]
[BEGIN SIDE 1, TAPE 2]

MOSS: Allright. There's one item that | foundwias a handwritten note of yours dated



10 April 1962 to Evelyn Lincoln, and it reads: "&éeMrs. Lincoln, would you be

good enough to give the enclosed card to the dResiand to say that this
seemed to be the only way to relay the messageentevithout involving others along the
way.

AKERS: That's it.

MOSS: It's just there by itself. The enclosed gandot there and it's the kind of thing that
just aggravates, you know. You don't know quitetvhis. Do you recall what it
might be?

AKERS: No, | don't recall.

MOSS: Okay. All right. Well the second one that ging to ask about obviously
involves the question of what you are to do néerdNew Zealand.
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AKERS: Yes. You might want, before we leave mayh# about the Common Market
spectre.
MOSS: Yes.

AKERS: When I first went to New Zealand in a 1961e United Kingdom was about to,
was contemplating whether or not to go into Comritanket.

MOSS: This was before de Gaulle [Charles A. de Bapllled the rug out.

AKERS: Before de Gaulle pulled the rug out. Andpipeared that it might come off, and
there was a tremendous amount of press discuesitwoth sides of the Atlantic,
Pacific and everywhere. It would have been a mamenstep had it been done,
of course. New Zealand was in a particular positisaa-vis all of this because unless they
had some special framework arrived at before sutiing were done, they would really be
left out in the cold with reference to their--nipgtercent, of their overseas exchange
comes from agricultural products: beef, veal, labytter, wool, whatever, from United
Kingdom, which has a special relationship with Négaland for agricultural products.
Now it would be very difficult for the United Kingan as a member of the Common
Market.... Well, it would be difficult for New Zeala@nwhen the United Kingdom was a
member of the Common Market to go through thatieaof the Common Market and then
sell, having shipped it halfway around the worldngeting with the Germans and the
French and other things, the Danes, the Belgiassmme cases, and others in agricultural
products. They simply couldn't do it. So, unlessr¢hwere some special relationship
worked out for New Zealand vis-a-vis the Common kéaentry problem, they would
have been in great economic trouble they thoughthe South Pacific. They would be in
dire trouble economically. This was very much oa #genda when | went out there, and



they were concerned with it all the way throughg #mere was.... New Zealanders are very
circumspect in their reactions publicly to thingst there was an audible sigh of relief of
certain kinds went out when de Gaulle did slamdber and they did not go in the
Common Market. Now, of course, currently they'rengahrough the same thing.

MOSS: Right. Right. Of course this was on the agenten Holyoake [Keith Jacka
Holyoake] came through and visited.

AKERS: Yes. Yes, it was.
MOSS: Both the first time and then after his visiLondon to talk with the British.
AKERS: Yes, Yes.

MOSS: Let me ask you then about your coming baekYDu want to talk about that at
all?
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AKERS: Yes. Yes. | came back in 1963, in Augushelieve | left New Zealand or
early September. I've forgotten.

MOSS: | have the resignation being accepted in, JslyAugust sounds good.

AKERS: August, yes. And | was ordered back to taker the job of chief of

protocol from Angie Biddle Duke [Angier Biddle Dak He was going to

a European embassy. On the way back we were de&lsgmewhat in
Hawaii because my wife was ill there--had the meadf all things for a while, a
rather serious case of the measles. We got back #mh went to Washington two
or three times and had long conversations with &rafiout taking over the role that
he was playing. We were going to meet with the fgrest when he got back from
Dallas, some reasonable time after he got back fibatias, and then the switchover
would be at the first of the year. December 31 Angould leave his job and |
would take over the job of chief of protocol. Ofurse, the president did not get
back from Dallas and that went by the boards. Imtagnxious to do the job of chief
of protocol in the first place. | preferred to gmdanother post, but was delighted to
do the job for Kennedy, and | simply did not follayp on that end afterwards.

Obviously and ostensibly this is a job that haseay daily close as-
sociation with the president, and he would wantdwsy man and that is what
transpired.

MOSS: All right. Well after the assassination thermat do you do? Go back to
the law practice?

AKERS: | went back to the law.



MOSS: And when Robert Kennedy began to run forghesidency, first for
senator and then for presidency, how did you geblved in this? What
did you do in the senate thing?

AKERS: Well, | was involved in Robert Kennedy's gaaign first through.... He
was not a resident of New York as you remembed, thins caused a
problem for him in the campaign. But | and Sama8trn [Samuel S.
Stratton] and Paul O'Dwyer [P. Paul O'Dwyer] andui® Nizer--1 don't know how
many others--but there were several of us who vgeeking the nomination for the
Senate from New York that year. And of course thavention is the vehicle under
which this nomination is arrived at. As soon as BalKennedy.... As soon as there
was discussion of his possible role seeking thimimation, | told him that | would
be glad to support him all the way through forhtt | did not make this a public
statement until an appropriate time along the walyich was some time before the
convention--I've forgotten how many days or so befthe convention. But it was
more effective and appropriate to do it at a certane and so it was done that way.
But he knew all along that | was for him and woslgoport him all the way through.
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In retrospect, | did not have any very good prospégetting the nomination. | don't
know who would have gotten the nomination had neniedy come in. It suddenly became
a very confused picture when he entered.

That is how | first came into his own Senate caigiqpalhen | was the working
chairman of the lawyers' group for him in the Serampaign. Then in his primary
campaign for the presidency--his campaign in tih@anies, that is--I helped him somewhat
here in New York in that primary in the initial gzs. Before that ever came off, | went off to
Oregon to do a little trouble-shooting for him inerte. | went back through California and he
was in California at the time and | left him quitdit of material. | didn't have time to talk to
him on Oregon and what | had found in Oregon.

Then | had to come back. | was in the middle of lbasiness again. | came back to
New York and | was asked to go to California tophieim in that set-up out there. | had a
very minor role in California. Chuck Spalding [Clesr Spalding] and | went out first as the
advance people to work with Jess Unruh [Jesse MulJrand his lieutenants. Chuck
Spalding finally ended up in San Francisco, thehesn part of California; | stayed in the
southern part of California. Before we had gottenyvar into the campaign in California, of
course, Steve Smith came out and took over theeedtitiection of it--or the principal
direction of it. We did various kinds of troubleegiting roles in one sort or another.

MOSS: What particular problems did you have tryiogut that California thing
together? California, if anything, was even mavafased than New York
politically. They've got that CDC [California Demrratic Council] and the regular

crowd and Unruh.



AKERS: Well, | thought that | had seen problem#ew York that were not to be solved,
but there were plenty in California tive¢re not to be solved, too. Unruh, of
course, was speaker of the assembly and was a jpdwet point in California

politics, and he was the campaign chairman. The @Ra€the counterpart, shall we say, of

the reform group in New York, and they were a \amyculate and very energetic group.

Some of them had valid claims on what they propostters did not. There were quite a few

different kinds of problems, somewhat differenQalifornia than in New York.

But generally the campaign was a very difficultngeign. I'm not speaking
principally from my role, but it was very difficuto reconcile the forces and get them to
work, especially in a primary campaign. You seéhig were a general election it's one
thing. We finally learned how to solve it in New kdor general elections successfully, but
in California in a primary campaign everybody watat$iold back and
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see who is moving ahead, and the CDC wants to tospecial independent group, and
the regulars don't want them to do that, andligssame kind of thing we went through.
We finally ended by not forming any special indegemt group in California as we did in
New York. But the same problems existed, comparphbdbdlems existed, plus various
kinds of minority problems in California--the Blackmmunity and the Chicano
community and so on.

MOSS: You did start setting up some special grahpsigh, didn't you, did you not?

AKERS: We set up special groups within some of@écano groups and the
Mexican-American groups and the Black communityugps. We did set up
special groups in both Northern and Southern Galifh, some of which were

fairly successful and some were not. But the CD6tye was that Unruh was doing all

the things that he was doing in order to furtherdptions and potential for upcoming
governor race against Reagan [Ronald W. Reagam] r@gulars felt that the CDC
wanted to start groups in order to oppose Unruttméngubernatorial primary. This went
on and on and on. Lots of discord and lack of haryreind things like that, but we finally
got them all to work enough together down the Imerder to prevail on election day,
and after all that's what counts.

We didn't win by quite the number of percentagasfsowe thought we would. |
told Robert Kennedy, in riding to the airport oreeydvith him, that he was going to win
in California--we weren't sure by how many percegetaoints--and he looked rather
quizzically at me and said, "I don't know how angp@ould ever make that kind of
statement.” [Laughter] But we came out with a feavgentage points ahead. We were up
in his quarters on the night of the election resy@ind | went down with him with one of
the local leaders. We were in the Ambassador Hedverybody knows, | think, by
now. And there were two auditoriums filled with gé® that night come to cheer Robert
Kennedy on. And | might say, | have said previoukigt he had some problems in
dealing with people as everybody does in politing, I've never seen anyone, except his



brother, mature politically and grow as much irharg span of time as did Robert
Kennedy in the last four years of his life or five.

With one of the other leaders, | went down witmhil didn't take him down--to
the platform where he was going to address his dirsup--this was going to be on
television. And we went down the back stairs séthang and through the kitchen in
order to avoid the crowds out front and pragmalyciist to get in the place. If you went
the other way, you couldn't even get in, you'd lbbed. So, we went to this kitchen
area and | went up near the stage with him anchiefton his way on up. It was a very
small stage, it was not much bigger than this reesire in right now. And it was loaded
with people; | mean, there were just hundreds
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of people wanting to be there with the candidat tatevision, you see. And I left him
with the understanding that | was going to be andther side of the stage and we were
going to make a pathway for him to go down belovetigh another entrance, sort of a
back entrance to the auditorium below, as sooredsished. Then he went on up on the
stage and commenced.

And as soon as he was finished, of course, hesaraof mobbed again by the
audience coming up and things like that all arolimd, he was trying to get off that stage.
While he was doing that, one of the press peop#tHiidon't know who it was, it was a
local California man, | believe--said to him, "S&rayou have to go before the local
working press now and talk to them for just a ménbéfore you go down to the other
auditorium.” And he said, "How do | get to the Ibaerking press?" and they said, "Well
right back through the kitchen the way you cameoWiNwe know what happened when he
went back through the kitchen. We don't know whatild have happened had he gone
originally down through the path that we had opejustl across the stage and that large
welter of bodies on the other side.

So | was standing not too far away from him whemas shot, but | didn't see this.
There were so many people in between and therewawl of a stage curtain flapping and
things like that that | didn't see it. | heard@ilthe commotion and so on, and Steve Smith
suddenly appeared on the stage trying to get pemjilef the auditorium because at that
point there was a lot of panic. | went alongside skage trying to help him get all these
people out so that we could clear the place outl Byithe time | got back inside there he
had already.... There were too many bodies, yougoskdn't get through. | heard all these
gun shots. They sounded like firecrackers or somgtand then there was pandemonium
and people were screaming, bedlam, and we knothallest of it. But, | think that we
would have had a different country and a diffensaotld....

MOSS: Yes. Thank you very much, Mr. Ambassador.
[-38-]

[END OF INTERVIEW]



Accompanying Documentation:
August 12, 1974

CABLE SENT TO WASHINGTON FROM NEW ZEALAND BY AMBASB8DOR
ANTHONY B. AKERS DURING THE USSR-USA NUCLEAR CONFRO'ATION
OVER MISSILES IN CUBA.

Akers: As the nuclear confrontation between Uni¢ates and the Soviet Union heated
up | sat in the American Embassy in WellingtonyN&ealand reading with great
interest the incoming cables from Washington. €heere two main types of

incoming cables. The first was a series orderihg@dts around the world to stop routine

cable traffic and observe “cable silence” unlesgery urgent or emergency message was
required to be sent. The other type of cable wastigoing reporting from the Secretary of

State of the confrontation itself aimed particylat instructing Ambassadors with

reference to what was to be conveyed to each goKeffice in the various countries of

the world.

Information to be relayed to the Foreign Officégrendly countries such as New
Zealand was fairly comprehensive with referencertgoing details of the confrontation.
As | read the lengthy cable of instructions witlhechwas struck by a recurrent reference in
the body of the cable; and, since | am a lawyehwdme background in international law
matters, this particular reference gave me conaierpause. The recurrent phrase related
to the traditional manner of stopping the shipamenemy, that is, to fire one or more
shots across the bow of the vessel. Then, if tlsseladoes not stop, the vessel itself is
taken under fire. It seemed clear to me that tlas w practice that belonged to the gunboat
era and not to the nuclear age. | could foresetiat®n in which a United States Naval
cruiser or destroyer would challenge a Soviet shiming the Cuban blockade. After firing
two shots across the bow, and with no suitableaesp from the Soviet vessel, the United
States ship would then sink or badly damage sueteSwessel. This might provide the
incident that would cause Soviet missiles to betled against the USA, plunging the
world into a nuclear holocaust.

As a PT-Boat Commander in World War Il and as Dgpinder Secretary of the
Air Force during the Korean War | had some knowked§various technical devices and
of weapons systems used by the Navy and by th&dice. It suddenly occurred to me
that the Navy possessed one weapons system, whanresd with a technical device
which the Air Force had, might possibly stop a ®0ehip dead in its tracks without firing
a shot or damaging the Soviet vessel or its perdonn

| was fortunate in the expertise which was at h&tdying with me as overnight
guests in the American Embassy were two Navy Adsiséth distinguished backgrounds.
Admiral David M. Tyree USN was the outgoing commandJnited States Naval Support
Force, Antarctica. Admiral James (?) Reedy USN thasncoming Commander of this
Naval Support Force which was regularly based iwMealand, and popularly known
world-wide as “Operation Deep Freeze”. Both Adnsrayree and Reedy had broad
backgrounds in naval and air warfare, in task f@@@mands, in weapons systems and
their intricate components, and in technical devigglized by both naval and air arms in



such Systems. Admiral Tyree had formerly serveDiasctor for Materiel in the Chief of
Naval Operations Headquarters in Washington, axdaleo served as Superintendent of
the Naval Gun Factory in Washington in additiorséveral seagoing commands of
Aircraft Carrier Task Forces.

| sat down at once with the Admirals to explorglier the idea which had come to
me. If component X of a naval weapons system wenghbined with technical device Y
from an air arm system could such combination lm®@plished in such manner that its
use would stop a Soviet ship dead in its trackbout damage to the vessel or loss of
Soviet personnel? Both Admirals were in full agreemthat this could be done. Although
both Admirals and | were certain that the Navy gessd component X and that the air arm
possessed technical device Y, | still had furthersgions which seemed to me most
relevant. Would the Navy and the air arm alreadyeithought of this combination and its
use? Both Admirals assured me that this was notdke. Why, | asked? Because this
simply was not the way things had been done irptst, and the tried and true manner of
stopping an enemy ship was to fire warning shotssacthe bow, and if the vessel did not
respond, then the vessel itself was taken undemfid destroyed. Would component X nad
technical device Y both be available readily oné¢hst coast of the United States, for
example, at the United States Naval Headquartekonfolk, Virginia? Undoubtedly so.
Could a successful marriage of component X andnieahdevice Y be achieved in, for
example, a twenty hour period? And be utilized iy Navy air arm within another twenty-
four hour period? Unquestionably, came the Admiratswers.

The only remaining question then was one of poMas such an idea coming from
the bottom of the world down in New Zealand impottanough to break “cable silence”,
and to send an explanatory cable to Washingtoniwas in the throes of the nuclear
confrontation crisis? For guidance | polled sev&@ieign Service officers and the Deputy
Chief of Mission who were sitting up with me longgh midnight considering such a move.
The two Admirals were also polled. All not only pesmided affirmatively but seemed
anxious that such a cable be sent. The Embasspgodfiicer was called in and the
message was sent on a highest priority basis.

| knew that President Kennedy would understandtioposal at once, because of
his World War Il background as a PT-Boat Commantalso believed that such a method
would appeal to him at once. | sensed that if theear confrontation came to push-and-
shove between United States ships and Soviet w$3@sident Kennedy would take
particular satisfaction in seeing Soviet vessalp@td dead in their tracks, unharmed, and
floating idly and harmlessly in the Atlantic Oce&ordered the cable sent in such manner
that the President and his Special Counsel, Theo8orensen, would have the opportunity
to see it immediately.

Within twenty-four hours, however, the cables wWhieere of lasting importance
were those exchanged between Krushchev and Ker(atitlgugh the earliest Krushchev
cable was somewhat addled and rambling). We alkime satisfactory ending to the
worlds first nuclear confrontation. Undoubtedlywever, Krushchev died never knowing
that, had he pressed on, Soviet vessels mightfl@ated idly and uselessly on the Atlantic
Ocean, bound for Cuba, but going nowhere.

Signed,
Anthony B. Akers
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