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Oral History Interview 

with 

REV. THEODORE M. HESBURGH, C.S.C. 

t University of Notre Dame 
South Bend, Indiana 

March 27, 1966 

By Joseph E. O'Connor 

For the John F. Kennedy Library 

O'CONNOR: Father Hesburgh, what contacts did·you bave with 
John Kennedy before he became President? 

HESBURGH: A couple of them,stand out. One was right in 
this office when he came here to receive a 
degree when he was ~ Congressman. We had a 

reception afterwards. He came and gave a speech. As 
I recall, Eunice [Mrs. Ro Sargent Shriver] was with him; 
and·we had a get..;.together here in Father [John] Cavanaug~'s 
office. He was president at the time so it must have been . ' somewhere betwe~n--I think 1t was the early 1950's, 1950 
probably or'51. But it's easy to check. It probably 
was the· first honorary degree he received, I would imagine, 
becaus• he was pretty young. He gave a gooa speech, and 
then. he came to Father Cavanaugh's office for a reception 
after that. We had no Morris Inn in those days so we had 
·~o have receptions right up here 'in the office. And I · 
remember after that I drove. • • • They wanted to get on 
the road to Chicago because he was flying back to Washington, 
and I remember him making phone calls in the office here to 
get his reservations squared away. I remember he made it very 
clear on the phone he was Congressman Kennedy calling. 

... 
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I was just interested in that little thing. And then we 
got in the car here in front. I remember he was in a beat 
up old Ford as I recall it," probably Eunice's car. I 
remember driving them out and getting them on the highway 
so they'd have a clear shot at Chicago and get out of South 
Bend eas~ly. That was the first time I remember seeing him, · 
and he gave an impression of a lot of vitality, and bright, 
eager, and active. I guess those would be the main adjectives 
I'd put on at that time. Then, let's see, I remember seeing 
him--another one that stands out--during the primary campaigns. 
He was to come here and give a talk in South Bend, and they 
were ~sked if they could have it on the .campus • . They wanted 
to have a Democratic dinner here, and we had the largest hall 
in the ~rea so they asked if they could have it here, and · 
I said fine. As I recall, they had this dinner and he was 
to speak at the dinner. And he had been in Indianapolis for 
a meeting that morning, as I recall. And then he had to 
go back to Washington because I believe they were voting on 
a civil rights bill at that time. He went back to Washingtofi; 
then he had to fly back out here again for this dinner that 
evening, and he got here quite late. My former assistant 
who was then working for him--this was right after the 
Wisconsin primary, I believe •.• 

O'CONNOR: This is Harris Wofford? 

HESBURGH: Yes, Harris Wofford told me that the talk he 
gave that night--which I didn't hear because we 
were having something else going on here--was 

one of the best talks he had ever heard him give off the cuff 
despite the fact he had begun the day at a breakfast meeting, 
I believe, in Indianapolis, and then back in Washington, 
and then back out here. He had a press conference, as I 
recall, around 12:30 that night. I remember [Stewart] Stu 
Udall was with him and they had a breakfast meeting at 
Phoenix the next morning. And I recall going up to the room 
and spending a few minutes with him up in the corner room 
at the Morris Inn. And the only thing I remember him saying 
that day was that he was probably crazy to hav~ taken on 
the primary in West Virginia, and he seemed to have some 
personal doubt as to whether he was going to get through 
it unscathed. And as I recall, I left around 12:30, and he 
had still to see the press and then get on a plane and fly 
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to a breakfast meeting in Phoenix. And I thought to myself, 
that r s a pretty bad·~ pace. 

O'CONNOR : 

HESBURGH: 

My gosh. 

Now I had other contacts with him . ije was 
Patriot of the Year here one year. He carne 
out for an award. I think that was while he 

was a Senator, as I recall. But I believe those were the 
main contacts I had with him before he was elected. Father 
Cavanaugh, of course, had many more because he was with the 
family a great deal. 

O'CONNOR: After he became President, or during the period 
when it was either likely that he might become 
President or just after he'd been elected, what 

was the f eeling of the members of the Civ il Rights Commission? 
Were they v ery hopeful that his election might begin a new 
era in civil rights? 

HESBURGH : I think so 

0 'CONNOR: Were they optimistic or pessimistic? 

HESBURGH: I think .so . I think we were more optimistic 
and I suspect my own personal optimism was 
pretty much pre dicated on the playback I was 

getting fr om Harr i s Wofford who had been my assistant on 
the Civil Rights Commission . And when they cut out legal 
assistants, I brought him out here to be professor o f 
jurisprudence in the l aw school. It was during the Wisconsin 
primary t hat, I believe, [Joseph P., Sr. ] Joe Kennedy called 
Father Cavanaugh and asked if they could have Harris, and 
Father Cavanaugh calle d me and I told him that was Harris' 
business, that if they want ed him , they ought to call him 
directly. They did, and h e was interested in political things 
so he went with them for the Wi sconsin primary and one thing 
l ed to another . F ina l ly he was assigned, after some delay as 
I recall in Washington , as President Kennedy ' s assistant for 
civi l rights and Peace Corps . Of course, I was seeing a 
good deal of Harr is and we have been good friends over the 
years, and he was qu ite high on the fact that President 
Kennedy was extremel y well-informed on civil rights and was 

' ----------~--

. ~-



-4-

able to move quickly, and apparently was going to personally 
be a little more directly sngaged say than President [Dwight 
D.] Eisenhower was. I remember Wofford telling me that in 
the Inauguration Parade, • for example--this may have just 
been rumor around the White House, I don't know the fact of 
it; I'm merely saying that Harris told me the next day or 
so--that after the Inauguration, the next morning he called 
the man in charge, the Commandant of the Coast Guard Academy, 
and said, "Was that your lily white group that marched by 
here yesterday?" And the Commandant said, "Who is this? 't 
And he said, "This is the President of the United States. rt 
And he said, "Well , my group marched by your reviewing stand 
yesterday. •t And he said, "There weren't any .Negroes in it, 
were there?" And he said, lt No. '' And he said , "Well, get 
some," and hung up. I assume that something like that 
happened, but it may not have happened with quite the words 
that were told to me. Then there were a lot of little things 
that happened in the early days of his presidency , or even 
during the preparation for the presidency after the election, 
that I think gave us hope. I think we had gre a·t optimism 
that he was really going to move and, of course, · there wa s 
some delay in Harris' being appointed assistant for civil 
rights. He can probably- tell you that story himself . And 
then finally--I think the delay was not so much on the 
President's part but on the staff's part--Harris went in 
to create a scene or some such thing and he was told, •rof 
cours_e you're going to be my ass istant,", and he was put in 
the next day . But it was quite a la~ there when no one 
knew quite what was going to happen . And I would say in ' 
general to answer your question directly, we were optimistic . 

O'CONNOR: Alright. I noticed in going through some 
papers that Chairman [John A.] Hannah sent a 
letter of resignation to John Kennedy at the end 

of 1960, after the election was over in other words, and the 
letter said, in effect, that he was offering to resign. because 
the experience he had had in the past several years had not 
been very pleasant, and he didn't care to elabo_rate on the 
reasons why it had not been very pleasant. And I wondered 
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if you could give q reason for that, if you knew anything about 
that. That sounds like the grea t pessimism on the part 
of Chairman Hannah, a nd I thought that surprising that he 
would res ign when perhaps he might have reason to be optimistic. 

HESBURGH: · No, my impression of the reason John resigned 
really, if you lobk beyond the words or t h rough 
the words, is that he was chairman of the c om

misslon since the day it began. There had been some talk 
that ~11 Republican chair~en were going to be changed. That 
wa s true, of course, of some cases in the early days, and I 
think John felt that since he was a Republican and had always 
been a Republican and known as a Republican, it was probabl y 
appropriate that he should resign as chairma n of the Civil 
Rights Commission and probably fr om the Commission as wel l . 
But the unplea santness he was refe rring to, . I just think 
it was simply the f act that the Civil Rights Commiss i on ·has 
been a long unpl easant activity for all of us involved 
in it. John Hannah and I are ' the only t wo original members 
still on it b e cause it isn't very muc h fun going arou nd 
listening to all the deprivation of human rights around the 
country. To this extent we found it unpleasant, and, of 
course, in the early ·days we weren ' t getting a great deal of 
coope ration. 

O'CONNOR: Well, I noticed that the Civil Rights Commission 
members met with John Kennedy November 22, 1961. 
No, that's a year later , though r eally I was 
thinking perha~s .. .• 

HESBURGH: It was a year later . It was the day that 
Konrad Adenauer was meeting with him, as I 
recall, because I know Adenauer came out and 

we went in. We were sandwiched between Adenauer and the new 
Ambassador of Portugal got in for a couple of minutes that 
day , a n d then we went in aft er him. 

O'CONNOR: I see. When I saw the dates just like t hat--
I had them wr itten down h ere-- I thought apparently 
the dates Novembe r 17 and November 22--I thought 

... 

;- ·.- ----~ 

, ... .. 
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perhaps he had calleq the Commission in to talk to all of 
you about the possibilities of resigning. But I realize 
it was a year later, not .... 

HESBURGH: I think there were two occasions, as I recall, 
when we saw him. On one occasion I remember 

, it was the day we gave the Laetare Medal. 
I know we had a meeting and gave him the Laetqre Medal 
immediately afterwards. So that may have been that same 
November meeting, I'm not sure. I remember very well the 
time we met him after writing our report when we had made up 
what we thought was a non-negotiable part of the recommen
dations that went to many pages in the report--we put them 
down on one single sheet·: of paper, those things we thought 
were non-negotiable--we had a very good conversation with 
him that · day. The impression one got was again that he was 
very well informed. I know that Harris Wofford went down 
that morning early, sometime between 7:30 and 8:00, I 
believe, to brief him on our visit. 

0 I COf:l.lNOR: 

HESBURGH: 

That was in 1961? 

I believe it was in 1961. I have a picture of 
the event in the back office. And I remember 
we were sitting around those two sofas and he 

in the rocking chair. And as I recall that day, it was a 
very busy day for him because I believe Adenauer was in 
that morning and had been in all the day before, but that 
was th~ final meeting . And I recall we were to get in around 
12 : 30 or thereabouts. It might have been 12:00 noon. The 
Ambassador from Portugal just appointed was there waiting ' 
also, and when Adenauer came out, President Kennedy brought 
him into the room and we said h e llo to him briefly and 
then he passed on. The Ambassador for Portuga l went in for 
two or ·three minutes only and then· came out. Then we .went 
in and stayed a better part of a half hour or forty-five 
minutes. And we went over our list of things that we thought 
were non-negotiable. our general feeling was that not much . 
had happened during the early days of the Kennedy regime as 
far as civil rights legislation went. There was some good 
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motions in executive action, but I think that earlier in ·t he 
regime we began with optimism, but were then quite pessimistic . 
I read the (Theodore C.] Sorens~n chapter on civil rights, 
and I thought it was a complete misrepresentation of what 
really happened, not as far as President Kennedy's instinct 
and general convictions went, but it was purely a question of 
political decision that he wanted to get that tariff bill 
through, and he had to do that first and couldn't do it if 
he was losing all the southern votes by pushing civil rights. 

O'CONNOR: What was his reaction to your non-negotiable 
suggestions? , 

· HESBURGH: Well, first of all I must say, just looking back 
at it, he was enormously informed, well-informed . 
Of course, Harris had only spent a half an hour 

with him that morning, I knew that,' and I couldn't imagine 
how he could have picked up as much information in that 
short a time especially with ~denauer about to go in and spend 
a difficult morning with him . As Y,OU remember, he was 
terribly worried on the West Berlid busi~ess all during those 
days. He went down this list very quickly. On the housing 
order he said that h~ re~lized that it had been delayed , and 
that he would like to poke a little fun at himself. I think 
he remarked on the fact that he had made the stroke of the pen 
remark during the campaign, and that there were a number of 
reasons why he hadn't done it, and tha t he expected he would 
do it' soon and possibly right after the next weekend. They 
were going to discuss it at Hyannis Port that weekend. As 
I recall, he didn't do it after that weekend. 

O'CONNOR: Yes. He did not. 

HESBURGH: Although I guess they probably talked him out 
of it. I always had a feeling that--and I 
had the same feeling with Eisenhower--the 

instinct of the President is much better than a lot of the 
advice he gets; and I suspect that if left to himself, he 

- .I -~ 
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would pave gotten it out . At least that was the impression 
we got, that he was going to do it, and I'm quite sure . he 
was not trying to kid us; he wasn't that type of a person; 
he just said, ui think that we' 11 have a discussion this ·week-. . 
end •t Hyannis Port, and I think we'l l probably be getting 
it out · after the weekend. 11 We had a thing in there about 
complete integration of the National Guard and the Reserves, 
and he said, •tLook, I have serious problems in West Berlin, 
and I do not think this is the proper time to start monkeying 
around with the Army. I don't think we' ll have to call 
th~se southern Reserve units or National Guard units, but if 
we did, I'd like to make sure that everything was in order and 
they could move·· immediately and that we were'm 't in the middle 
of a real problem there. But" pe said, "I have no pr·oblem ------
with the principle of this, and we'll certainly be doing 
it, but at this precise moment, rr he said, "I have to keep 
uppermost in mind that I may need these units. And if I 
do, I've got to use them quickly, and I can't have them in 
the midst of a social revolption while I'm trying to do 
this." He didn't use the word social revolution , I don't 
recall; but that's about what he was saying. Regarding 
the other matters we had in there, I remember he got in an 
argument with one qf our staff people about how many southern 
state universities were completely integrated. In other 
words, in which there was at least one Negro student. He 
differed in the number with one of our staff pepple, and 
it rather surprised me: he. was right and our staff fellow 
was wrong . Our staff fellow, all he had to do was keep 

I 

track of the number of state universities; that's one of the 
figures he should have known for sure, the state universities. 
It was a matter of two or three at the time. Mississippi , · 
I think, had none. But the curious thing _was the President 
had the right figure, and our staff fellow who was spending 
most of his time on this had the wrong figure • . And that 

·. impressed our office quite a bit. My general impression 
was that he went down the list, that his instincts were 
completely right . He was completely frank with saying that 
"I think this should be done . And this we will do. And this 
we will do when we get to it, but we can't do· it right now.'' 

. •. .. 
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I was amazed at h ow completely frank he was a n d how completely 
wel l informed, and how completely incisive on what he was 
going to do and what he wasn't/ going to do. And the only one 
he really left up in . the air was the h ousing thing, and he 
thought he would do it after the weekend, but he woul dn, t 
know till Monday. 

O'CONNOR: 

~ESBURGH: 

orcONNOR: 

, 

That housing thing is particularly interesting. 
You don ' t know the origi n of his statement 
during the campaign that i t could be • . • 

I suspect it came out · of Wofford, or possibl y 
Shriver. 

Well, this was also a statement that you yourself 
made in 1960, December 1960, specifically' asking 
that something to the effect . • . 

HESBURGH: Yes. I must admit I star.ted with great optimism, 
and after that first year of the presidency, I 
felt rather pessimistic because it was just a 

question of instinct, and I have no illusions about the fact 
that the President has to make up his own mind on the order 
of priorities and that ' this was simply the order of priorities 
he put up was to get this t~riff bil l through. And it was 
a quirk of bad history that France kept England out of the 
Common Market and the whole year'~ effort was practically in 
vain . The Kennedy Round h as not amounted t o very much. 
And I had a feeling that if he'had pushed a little harder, 
something might have happened. I had the impression that 
during the Kennedy Administration the civil rights issue 
real l y imposed itself upon them, rather than they imposing 
themselves on civil rights. I say this to t h e extent that 
the University of Mississippi thing really got away f r om 
everybody. The great move of sit-in, wait-in, walk-in, 

· stand-in and a ll this sort of thing: this was simply something 
that no one could foresee and it was suddenly upon them and 
they had to do something. My impression was that the time 
schedule was not guided from the White House, . but it was 
guided by the march of events, and the White House had to 

.. 
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react to it. One tBing I always felt about Jack Kennedy , 
and to some extent I must say the same about President 
Eisenhower, that they were .both men with very good basic 
instincts. Maybe you get this with the job , but v~ry good 
basic instincts. When we would talk t o President Eisenhowe r 
on a matter of civil rights in his office , he always had the 
r ight answers . . He wasn't always ready to do this or that, but 
his instincts I felt were almost always right. He had an 
instinct for human dignity, and it really meant somethi~g • . 
Given the whole weight of his Administration , I have a fe~ing 
there wasn't great enthusiasm about marching quickly and 
valiantly and manning the barr icades ·for this, but t here was 
never much doubt about the way he felt sincerely about the 
dignity of man and the fact that we ought to do someth ing 
about it . But it wasn't a great crusade with him. But it 
still was something he honestly believed in, and when he 
addressed himself on his sheer personal instinct to the 
problem, he always carr1e out loud and clear .and right. The 
same was true with Jack except the difference was , I think, · 
'Jack had perhaps studied this a little more, and he was a 
little more personally interested in the intellectual side of 
the issue . I think--the impression I got from Harris Wofford 
was- -that he was a man who got briefed very quickly and 
who snapped up the points very quickly. I remember once 
Harris mentioned t hat he, the President-- I think it was 
during the campaign--once hopped in the car with Harris when 
he had to give a talk somewhere, I believ e in wash ington . 
And as they were riding across town, he told Harris, "What 
wou lcf you say if you had to give this t a lk?" And Harris said 
for maybe fifteen or twenty minutes. he pulled out some key 
ideas on this. He said the President got up and not only 
used all his ideas but added a lot of his own and came up 
with a much better final product on the basis of that fifteen 
minute conversation than anyone could have hoped for; that 
anything good Harris told him got used; and he also gave it 
great new force and strength by ideas of his own; that it· 
was kind of a tour de force performance . Even Harris who is 
a pretty good man with a speech was surprised about it. 
Then in general, we came out of that meetin~, t~e day of 

·~ 
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the November session, and as I recall, it was either at that 
meeting or one irnrnediately · afterwards we gave him the Laetare 
Medal at the end of that meeting. The meeting broke off, 
and then we did this. 

O'CONNOR: I have the date of that Laetare Medal. I can 
check it out. I wondered whilr you .were talking, 
while you were comparing President Eisenhower 

and President Kennedy, I wondered if you would briefly 
compare, if you would, President Kennedy and President 
[Lyndon B. ] Johnson and the changes that have taken place 
there, the difference in attitude toward civil rights . 

HESBURGH: I get the impression that President Johnson put 
immediate action on civil rights much higher on 
th~ agenda than I had the impression of it being 

done during the Kennedy regime . I suppose also one must read 
into this the march of events which exerts certain pressures 
on the White House willy-nilly. But the fact is if you just 
look at the sheer weight of legislation proposed and passed · 
and guided through--and there has to be some pressure here 
from the White House to have all this happen--I had the 
impress ion that President Johnson has done more in the years 
he' s been in for civil rights legislation, getting it through, 
actually, and the sweep of what was gotten through , than 
one could have hoped for under what I saw of the few short 
years of the Kennedy Administration. For exampLe , the 
classic evidence I put in favor of what I've just said is , 
that we were very much exercized about Mississippi during our 
years. Two or three times we decided to hold a Mississippi 
hearing and were called off because of political considerations 
because a good man was running for governor and if we'd had 
a hearing, we'd throw the election the other way . . Well, 
it went the other way anyway. Or there was a case being ~ried 
and if we had a hearing, it might prejudice this case , or it 
might complicate some other federal program, and therefore, 
it was called off. And this would generally come from the 
Attorney General or from, in one case I think, the President 
felt that it probably would be bad for us to have a hearing 

. / 
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at this precise tim~. Although he was always perfectly 
clear on saying that if we wanted to go ahead and have 
one, that was our business~ He recognized that we were 
fairly free in that regard, making our own decisions. But 
aga in one hates to go directly against something ·that a 
President thinks you shouldn't do, and I don't think a commission 
should unless it's a matter of life and death or something of 
this sort. So I remember we had a hearing in Indianapolis, 
and we were terribly upset about tpe news coming out of 
Mississippi, and we had had to call off several of these, 
one or · t wo or three of these Miss}ssippi hearings. I 
forge.t .the exact number. So we got out a statement--which 
probably is the reason why Ted Sorensen calls us the "Free
Wheeling Corrnnission"--in which we said that Mississippi as 
a state -gives about a quarter of a' billion dollars ($250,000 , 000) 
to the federal government in taxes and takes out six hundred 
and fifty million ($650,000,000) in appropriations for the 
state of Mississippi from federal money,· and yet is constantly 
insisting on states rights and abusing the Constitution in 
its treatment of its Negro c~tizens: and therefore, we thought 
the President ought 'to look at the possibility of withholding 
some of these funds if they're being used in a discriminatory 
fashion against the Constitution. Well, again, I'm sure on t he 
advice of people around ~im, President Kennedy,-he had a press 
conference following this--spoke very harshly about the · 
Commission and said this was a ridiculous statement or sugges
tion, that the Presiqent shouldn't have this kind of power, 
and that as far as advice goes, it was very bad advice and 
he didn't either want it nor was going to follow it, or 
something to that extent. Now that's one reaction. President 
Johnson, in practically the first year in office, got through 
"Title V+.a which is exactly this, and has not only gotten it 
through but is starting to police it. It's been the difference 
between getting things done that were never done befqre. I 
agree that you can't use a sliding . rule for history, that the 
h~story of what happens in one year, especially if you're -
in the middle of a fast moving social revolution, can't 
be read into what happens one or two years later. And I 
suppose one might make the supposition that had President 
Kennedy lived and faced the situation of those years, he 
might have completely changed his attitude of the earlier · 
years which was expressed in that press conference against 
our suggestion. 

.. 
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Well, you really feel that was his attitude, or 
do you feel that was essentially the attitude of 
his advisors? 

HESBURGH: I think that he accepted the attitude of his 
advisors on his reaction to this withholding 
of funds. My guess is you get a lot of advice 

on these jobs, and this has a lot of effect on what gets 
done, but when you stand up at a press conference and speak 
as clearly and bluntly as he does, my impression is that h e 
at least had bought his advisors' advice in this particular 
matter. It was not a good thing to do at that time. 

O'CONNOR: But you still think he had good instincts ·with 
regard to the question of · civil rights? 

HESBURGH: No question about his instincts, no question 
about his feel for the dignity of human beings 
and for every man having an opportunity. I 

think he felt strongly about these things. I had the 
impression all along that the political expediency was a very · 
strong force in his whole Administration. He did what was 
the politically exp~die~t thing to d?. I don't say this as 
a denial of principle, it merely means that we all have 
principles and we apply them when we think we can apply 

' 
them and get them done. No president wants to promote a 
dead program, or have a program dead before it starts~ 
I'm ~sure that during the Administration of President Kennedy 
he was gett{ng done what he could get done. Things he could 
do personally he did quite bluntly and frankly and even 
things I'm sure he would probably instinctively have had a 
quite negative attitude about, such as sending the troops to 
Arkansas, he turned around and did himself, such as sending 
them to Mississippi when that thing got out of hand. 

O'CO,NNOR: Well then, you think it's political expediency, 
this accounts for the fact that there was sur
prisingly little done by way of legislation in 
Kennedy's Administration? 
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HESBURGH: Well, I would say e xpedienc y 's probably · too 
h a rd a wo r d . I th ink it was a politica l p r i ority. 
His po l iti ca l priorit y was t o get tha t tariff 

busines s t hrough, and to get i t t h r ough he needed s outhern 
votes , and h e knew he wouldn ' t g e t the s outhern votes i f he 
got t h e m· angry about civ i l righ ts l egislat i on init i al l y. 
I t hink he , in 'his own mind , s aid , " I'm going to get t his 
thi ng Qone, but first I' v e got to g e t thi s o ther thi ng done, 
and t h is . look s more i mport ant a t the moment . rr An d of 
c ourse , he wa s u n der the shadow of the West Berli n cris i s 
and many ot her crises a t that time. And t hat's why I say 
you can't read t he act except in total surroun d i ng, everything 
e l se t h at was h appening and the t h i ngs that wer e bearing 
upon h i m a t that t ime. But I don't have the slighte s t 
doubt about his i nstinc t s. My onl y doubt about it was really 
the political judgment of what you do f i r st . And again I 
think there s 'a c ompari son y ou can 't overlook: i t woul d be one 
thi ng f o r Pr esiden·t Kennedy , who was general Ly unpopular in 
the South as the first Cat hol ic President, movi ng agains-t 
the South very strongly in the initial instance of c i vil 
rights, and a President [Johnson] who is ~n fact a Southerner, 
whether the Southerners want to claim him a So~therner or 

, not, can do something which maybe President Kennedy couldn 't 
do. I think it ' s a 'fair statement that it would ha,.ve been 
extremely difficult for President Kennedy to have passed 
the kind o f legislation that President Johnson got through. 
And aga i n you have to read it against the tragedy of President 
Kennedy's death that the nation moved a l i ttle more quickly 
on some of these things. That may have been a real part ?f it . 
I mean martyrdom has a s t rong force on anybody's mentality 
and attitudes. I think the fact that [Robert F.] Bob 
Kennedy was down in Miss~ssippi recently and got fairly 
well received at the University--someone . said, "Well, this is 
incredible because he was like Beelzebub a coupl e of years ago. " 

O ' CONNOR: I said that. 

HESBURGH: Did you say that? 

O'CONNOR· Somebody e l se may have but 

.. . 
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HESBURGH: That ' s right, and how did this happen? And 
someone said, ."Well, after President Kennedy 
got shot, people thought a little bit harder 

about .what the stakes were in America and what this kind of 
hatred l ed to, a n d it changed a lot of people's minds. " 

O'CONNOR: Alright, let ' s get back to this question of 
Pres i dent Kennedy's advisors. I wonder if you 
can b e a l itt l e bit more spe cific about that. 

I'm t hink ing , f o r exampl e, of Lee White. Was the Commission 
.• . Di d they look favorably u pon Le e White as an advi sor 

in civil rights, or look unfav orably u pon it? Harris 
Wofford wa s another advi sor: I presume you looked favorably 
upon the fact that he was an advi sor. 

HESBURGH: I never had t h e slightest doubt about Harr is 
Wof ford. Bu t the fact i s that after a yeat or 
or s o in that job, I had the impression that Harris 

was j u st engaged in a hol ding action. He was holding off 
all the civil rights peopl e,· whereas now you see, for example , 
President Johnson has them in for brea'kifast and he meets 
with t hem very frequent l y: he met with them just last week 
again. Harr i s was holding them off because the fact was t hat 
nothing was going on . The hqusing order wasn't being s igned, 
the bill wasn ' t being pushed: and what was being sent up 
was not any great move forward. There was a l ot of adminis
trative act i on goi ng on. Certainly the Attorney General was 
moving very strongly, doing whatever h e c ould do in the 
civi l rights area. So that my guess was, and a gain you 9an 
get this out of Harris Wofford himse lf, but my guess was t here 
was an impression of a holding action and he f e lt he had 
to get his own frontier, and t hat ' s why he went to the 
President a n d asked for a change: to direct t h e Peace Corps 
pro j ect in Ethi opi a. [Tape off for a moment] 

O.'CONNOR: Wel l , we were talki ng about advisors a second 
ago, and I just mention ed t he name Lee Whit e 
a lso. I wondered . 

.. 
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HESBURGH: Lee White I never had too much contact with . 
We had, of course, the Commission had official 
contact with h1m; but I didn't personally have 

engouh contact with him to come up wi·th any kind of strong 
impres.sion. My impression was that when Harris went out, he 
pretty much moved into that position, and that. o o o 
Our general attitude, I think, was, after the first year or 
so, that we weren't really moving very fast. At least we 
were not moving to the extent that our hopes had wished for. 

O'CONNOR: Do you think President Kennedy did a very good 
job or a very poor job in trying to gather 
public support? 

HESBURGH: I think he was probably the first one to put all 
this on a moral basis which President Johnson 
has done a great deal of; I think he was the firs~ 

one that really said, as Bob did last week in Mississippi , 
that you do this not because it'~ expedient but becaus~ 
it's right. As I sa¥, the words were always perfectly good 
and sincere and honest out of Jack Kennedy. I had the 
impression that again you look at a job as a four year span, 
possibly an eight year span, you don '·t have to do everything 
tomorrow morning and ·you ·have to establish some priorities. 
In the political arena if you decide A cannot be done if ' 
you try to do B simultaneously, maybe you try to do A first . 
I think that's as simple as that, as I read~to I may be 
reading it wrong because I'm no political scientist . But 
my thought was, at least , that whenever Jack had sorrething to 
say, as he did during the Mississippi crisis and as civil ' 
rights began to impose itself on him more perhaps than he 
wanted to get involved in at the moment because it was probably 
the least popular thing he could get involved in, my impression 
was when the issue was squarely before him, he never -ducked it .. 
He always spoke out loud and clear on how he felt about it. 
How he felt about it and wha·t he ·thought he could accomplish 
politically about it were two different th1tgs. And again this 
is all one man's judg,mento 

O'CONNOR: Sure . 
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If you've got the job, you ' ve got to make the 
judgment , and I 'm not trying to second guess 
him against the background of different his
torical developments since 'that day . 

O'CO~~OR: Yes, what I came here for was your judgment, and 
that' s exactly what I wan~ed to hear. I have 
anoth er little question. President Kennedy 

appointed Dean [Erwin N.] Griswold and Dean [Spottswood W. III] 
Robinson to the Civil Rights Commission when he came in. 
This·may be a funny way to say it , but did you feel these 
were good appointments? In other words were these • • • 

HESBURGH: Oh yes. Dean Griswold was a fi~e appointment . He 
has b een a very very strong member of the 
Commission. He's outspoken, he's courageous, 

he's bright, and of course he's a dean of t he best law 
school in the country probab l y, and he has enormous resources 
of l aw behind him and law scho~arship. He took a personal 
interest in· this, kind of a Quaker concern, if you wi ll. 
And he's been by. al l odds one of the s·trongest members we 've 
had in the Commiss ion. Spottswood Robinson was good on the 
Commission. He was .c ertainly concerned. He's a lawyer~ 

he was a very pleasant fellow ·to work with. I t hought, on 
balance , these were two fine appointments. 

O'Connor : Wel l, these t wo appointment s contrast very greatly 
with the appointments t hat President Eisenhower· 
made when he set the Commission up. He divided 

the Commission, or he attempted to divide the Commission, a n d 
in fact he may have weighted--it a 'lmost looked, when he 
first a ppointed the Commission, ·that' he wei ghed it h e avily 
on the conservative side. 

HESBURGH: It could have been o There's a ••• 

O'CONNOR: There were three Southerners on the Commission . 
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Yes. You see the way the thing was set up, in 
the law there had to be three Democrats and 
three Republicans. Actually there never were 
because • • . 

You were indepe'ndent. 

HESBURGH: I was independent. But it was Eisenhower's 
own personal opinion, or his staff's opinion--
you never know, you can't decide these things 

from ·where I sit--but in any event, it was his appointment , 
that added another dichotomy, if you will, the three South
erners and the three Northerners. Actually, I think this was 
a touch· of genius in a way because it gave a strong Southern 
representation on a commission that could have gone in a 
facile Northern judgment type of thing that would never have 
washed with the whole country. When our first report came 
out, which I don't think anybody ever e xpected to amount to 
anything, and when it came out unanimous on t welve out of 
thirteen points, and five to one on the thirteenth, for 
some fairly stiff recommendations, it had enormously more 
strength than it ever would have had if it had come out in 
a different context .with a ll Northerners and no Southerners. 
Even the fact that there was this one mild dillssent f rom 
Gover nor [John S.] Battle because of the sociological, as 
he called it, content of the Commission ' s report, .even· this 
gave_special flavor, I think, and value because he did not 
repudiate all the conclusions,· he repudiated some of the 
rhetoric . Looking back en it at least, I thought this was 
a happy choice of the three Northerners and three Southerners. 
I think one thing you will find that, as I recall the 
appointments of the Kennedy era, he wanted to make darn sure .· . 
that the Negro member of the Commission was a Democrat 
rather than a Republican. But of course, I think Spottswood 
Robinson was actually from Virginia so he was Southern in 
one way, but I never really thought of Spottswood Robinson 
as a Southerner. But he then became, he represented in that 
balance, if you will, one of the Southern members because 
he was from Virginia as Governor Battle was. 

.. 
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O'CONNOR: Surely that' ·s a strange way to balance the 
Commission to appoint a Negro as a Southern 
representative. Do you fe e l there are any 

particular areas where the Kennedy Administration was 
especial+y strong in its activity . in civil rights? 

HESBURGH: Well , I think in a way {f you talk enough about 
the Commission in the Kennedy Administration, 
you begin to turn up some t ension, and t he tension, 

I believe, will probably s i ft out when you get ever ything out 
of the way between the Department of Justice and the Corn
mission. This tension existed mainly I think because the 
Department of Justice became a lot more act i ve in this area 
during the Kennedy Administration and because in a way the 
Commission might have seemed to be an ob stacle in the c ourse 
of a fast moving administrative program of the Kennedy 
Administra tion under the aegis of the Departmen t 'o f Justic e, 
not b eing complicated or colored by the involvement of · 
someone else like this little commission, you know, sitting 
over on the side. That may be a n obscure way to place the 
problem, but I think there ' s some truth in it. So what 
I'm s aying is rea lly . I'm. cornplirnenting--I'rn not critic i z i ng, 
I 'm complimenting--the Department of Justice for g i ving a 
new l ease on life in t his matter . You see wi th the 
appointment o f an Attorney Genera l of great competence for 
civil r ights from the l aw f irm of coving·ton and Burling, 
Dean .Acheson 's firm , and a man of great integrity c orning into 
that job certainly meant the re was going to be some action. 
I remember h aving a t elephone c onversa tion with Bob Kennedy 
short ly after he went into office in which we were discus sing 
the appointment of a staff d i rector of the Civil Rights 
Commission , Berle Bernhard . And this discuss i on didn 't 
take very l ong; i t was not too c omplicated . It was jus ·~ a 
quest ion of a recornrne nda·tion I had made. And after it was 
over, I told him that I thought the greatest moral problem 
facing our country , and where h e could rea l ly make the 
greatest contribution if he wanted some free advice was in 
the a rea of civil rights , and t hat this needed ·g reat l eadership 
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out of the Department of J ustice and it hadn't b een getting 
t hat great leadership to the extent it shou ld . And that ·I 
was trying not to give f r e e advic e, b u t I f e lt that s i nce 
I was inv o l ved in this in a quasi-gov~rnmental f a shion , 
I was at least qualified to t e ll h im that I t hought this 
was terribly important and t hat h e shou ld get very much 
inv olved in it . And I must say h e d i d get ver y much involved 
in it. And I think this ove r shadowed h is f o r mer i n t erest 
in gangbusting and tha·t sort of 'thing. This b ecame mu c h more 
imp<;>rtant . And I think the presen ce of a new As sistant 
Attorney General for Civil Right s , Burke Mars h all, ma de a 
great inpact on both the Attor n ey General an d the off ice. 
But I'm sure that there were man y t imes when they though t 
we were complicating their business b ecause it's always 
easier if you have one organiza tion attendin g to busin ess 
rather than t wo. And I ' m sure they f e lt t hey were much 
better qualified than we were. They were full-time pe ople 
on this and we were a k i nd of a part-time group . On the other 
hand--this is an aside; it h a s no thing to do wi ·th the answer,-
I felt that the val ue of the Commission all a l ong in the three 
Administrations under whic h I've b e en on it--unde r President 
Eisenhower, President Kennedy, and President J ohnson--th e 
value of the Commission is precisely in b e ing a kind of 
national conscience, a l~ind c;>:C: ~burr und e r t h e s a ddle o f 
the Administration. And, if you look ov er the long sweep 
of the reports, there's no question t h at we made t he 
Agriculture Department look p r e t t y badl y i n ou r last· r e port, 
made the HEW [He alth , Educa tion , Welfa r e ] look r ather badly, 
but both of those departmen·ts s a id , .'rTha t' s t r ue . we·• ve 
earned the right to look badly.because we do look b a dly , 
and we're going to do something about it." And t h ey are 
doing something about it which they might not be doin g if 
we hadn't turned out those reports . 

0 '.CONNOR: 

HESBURGH: 

The same thing could be said of earlier repor ts 
as wel l . 

Yes, that 's righ t . 

.I 
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O'CONNOR: You commented on Bobby ~ennedy . Do you think 
there's any ma~or difference--well, not major 
difference--but do you think there·• s any 

difference that you'd care to comment on between his i nstincts 
toward civil rights and John Kennedy's instincts towards 
civil rights? 

HESBURGH: I think John's were more cerebral, let's say, 
than Bob Kennedy's. I think, I have the 
impression--again, you shouldn't pass judgment 

on people, I'm not trying to here--but I had the impression 
that Bob is more black and white than Jack. Bob is for 
something, or he's .against it . And normally I think he ' s · 
on the side of the angels, and this is good. When he's 
for something, he's really for it. If he's against it, 
he's really against it. Jack, I think, was a little more 
sophisticated in his judgments in the sense that he was for 
things with some qualifications and against· things wi t h some 
qualifications. I don't think he was quite so black and 
white about it. That's where· I put the distinction anyway. 

O'CONNOR: Okay, I had asked you if you thought there were 
any areas where the Kennedy Administration was 
particularly -strong. I'd like to ask y ou if , 

you thought there were any areas where they were particularly· 
weak? In 1961, fo r example, you wrote an addendum to a 
report by the Commission, and you emphasized police b rutality, 
I t hink. 

HESBURGH: Yes, because I felt that here was a c ase where 
the federal government j ust had to ge t more 
involved, and in fact, since then it has gotten 

much more involved. I f e lt that the FBI [Federal Bureau 
of Investigation] was just not serious enough about checking 
out police brutality. And whenever we criticized i t, we 
got a very protective l etter back, which is understandable 
because everybody will admit that the FBI has done a terrific 
job in areas like kidnapping, for example , practically 
eradicating it, and auto thefts and all different kinds of 
investigations which require great sophistication. My 
impression was that if they'd get as excited about civ il 
right s as they have been about these other things, they 

.. 
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were perfectly capable of doing a supremely good job . The 
only problem was, and I began to see this as time went on, 
that in .all these other things, the FBI was working on 
something wi·th the comple t e sympathy of :the local police. 
When it c ame to civil rights, they were at complete odds 
with the. local police b ecause t:he l ocal police were not for 
civil rights, or they were the ones inflict i n g the brutal ity . 
And I suppose it put the FBI in a kind o f sch izophrenic 
stance when in a given Southern community they had t o be 
with the local po l ice one day and against them the next 
day on a civil rights matter. This perhaps accounts i n 
a human way for the l ack of enthusiasm to actual ly enforce 
civil righ ts at times, and it was tha·t that b othered me. 
And where I though t ·the government could get more i nvolved 
and maybe would have t aken a different stance, I think that 
Jack Kennedy tried to do it somewhat through u.s. Marshals . 
But this was not a very strong body of people to do the j ob . 

O'CONNOR: 
• 

I was surprised that you found called upon to 
write a special section to this report, a 
special addendum. Could you elaborate a little 
bit on that t hen? 

HESBURGH: I' 11 ·tell y ou t he first time--r ' ve written 
two special addenda, thre e actually . The 
first one was to our first report in 1959 , 

I believe. And the reason I wrote on to this report was 
because I knew Governor Battle was going to write one 
disclaiming some things, as I already commented on~-the ' 
sociolog i cal rhetoric , if you will--and I f elt that there 
was a great moral problem here , which probably is under
s·tandable given the f act that I 'm a priest as well as a 
person in education. I felt that the Commission by it~ 

nature had to t ake a fairly objective, non-edi torial-, 
almost sterile v iew of the problem for· many reasons~ Because 
there 's a lot of emotion in it to begin with, we didn't 
want to contribute to the emo·tional, we wanted to contribu'j:e 
t o the under standing . . And yet, I felt that our report was 
a little bit colorless f rom the point of view o.f moral 
indignation or moral unders·t.anding of the problem which is 
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fundamentally moral because it's tied in with the question 
of the dignity of man and the respect that human beings 
ought to have for one anothe r. I talked to the chairman about 
this, and he said, 11 I think y ou're right. I think there i s 
this lack of feeling in the ~eport, and we can't really do 
it, but , you can because you are a pries t and everybody 
knows this, and you .h.ave a little bit o f perhaps extra-
legal position here that would a llow x ou to do something 
that none of us c a n do. " Th~ other members went along 
with this, so I wrote this spe cial statement, circulated it , 
and i t was included in the report. The same thing happened 
now·in this report that you referre d .to, the five volume 
report. As I read that report ,, I r emember I was on my annual 
retreat, and I think the last batch of papers that came in 
to be read was the one on police brutality, and it just made 
my blood run cold . I read case after case, a fid of course, I 
had known some of these, but they had dug up some others. 
And it just struck me that with all the things that the 
government was doing, and what government stands for, the 
protection of human rights and the pro·tection of human life, 
and if you read the Declaration of Independence or the 
Constitution, you do these things to secure these rights, 
you do establish a government for ·thi s purpose. And with 
these horrible things going on all over , somehow I felt a 
cry of anguish, or a real loud blast from my · moral soul · 
that it might at least have some effect beyond the pure 
statement of the text which was, as I say, rather sterile and 
almost read like a case book. So for that reason I again 
checked wit h the chairman . and the other members of the 
Commission, and they said they ·thought it would be legitimate 
for me to do this, and I did i t. Now the subsequent report, 
the moral stance somewhat got into the forward of one of our 

subsequent reports, a n d at that point, since it was already 
in the report, I fe lt there was no need to add somet hing. 
I added something recentl y on our southern integration 
and educat i on repor-t because I felt again that I wanted to 
~ay something beyond what the staff had prepared. 

O'CONNOR: When you get i nto this question of civil rights 
being a moral que stion, you said this is one of 
the elements that Joh~ Ken nedy added. 

'• 
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HESBURGH: Yes. He, I think, was the first President of 
the United States that came out and said: this 
is a moral problem . In other words, this is the 

right thing for us to do as a nation, and that .we have a 
moral stance here. 

O'CONNOR: · Well, this is precisely where people criticize 
John Kennedy. They say that he was a man· who 
made decisions for reasons other than moral 

inspiration, and · he's been criticized specifically on this 
particular point. Peopl e have said that this is simply a 
political gimmick--his adding the moral dimension to the . 
civil rights. He didn't do it out of commitment or out of 
conviction, but for political reasons. · I wonder if you 
could elaborate a little bit~ on that. If you knew anything 
about it at all, or if you would say it characterized the man. 

HESBURGH: No, all I know is--as I say, I · don't propose · to 
be one who knows him intimately. I think Harris 
Wofford would be· able to comment on this.more 

deeply because he spent a long time on it, and so would 
Sargent Shriver, on this precise point. They had both spent 
a long time discussing this, and I didn't spend a long time 
discussing this precise · point with him. But I must say 
that my own personal impression, for what it's worth, in the 
passing contacts I had over the years with President Kennedy 
before and after, I did believe that there were certain 
things he held strongly and tha·t this was one of them; 
that · hurnan dignity was a very real important factor to him ; 
and that, oh, there's a famous crack, I think , in one of ' t he 
books--I forget which one--where he was told that Martin 
Luther King's father had said publicly that he was · going to 

' vote against Kennedy , but now that Kennedy had come out for 
his son, he was going to vote for Kennedy. He was going t o 

_vote against him before because he was a Catholic. And 
kennedy made some sort of remark, "Well, isn't that a queer 
kind of a father for . Martin Luther King to have?'t That 
he would be so prejudiced, in other wo rds, and yet his son 
was standing out loud and clear against prejudice all over . 
Well, that , I think, in a h umorous side even, is an indication 

I 
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of the depth 10f which h e was committed to this idea of 
human dignity. Now I bel i eve it's possible f or a human 
being, because we 're a ll fairly complicated if you could get 
inside us, to have very deep feelings and yet to realize 
that politics is the art of the possible, which is a very 
banal statement but a true one , and that you believe some t hing 
is very important , but the proper time comes to d o it and 
you do it at the proper time and you get it done. You do 
it at a t ime when it's not right, and it doesn't get done, 
and y ou wind up worse off because you' ve made a great cam
paign fo r a moral pri nc iple and lost_ And then you have the 
opposite of t hat . You might make an analogy that we are 
just n<?w pushing for a great ·theol ogical faculty here in a 
Catholic univers1~y. And you migh t say, well , what have 
you been doing the l a st hundred and t wenty-odd years? 
Isn't that the one thing you h ave a Catholic· university for? 
And, well , t he fact is we have a l ways taught theology her~ , but 
we never had a really first--rate g raduate f acul t y of theology. 
And maybe it wasn't the kind of t hing you c ould have until 
there 'd been a Vat ican Counci l II •. But now the moment is 
ripe a n d we' re doing it , you see . Well, a hundred and twenty 
years later is a l ittle l ate , and yet it might be the onl y 
time it could be done wi·th a kind of s ty le a nd fash ion a nd 
impact that is needed in thi s particualr con·text . Well , 
that 's at l east an illustration out o f my own life that 
something I be lieve deeply. I don' t believe any more strongly 
about the i mportance of t h eology today, doing t his t oday , 
than I felt then or fift een years ago. And I 've been in a 
position to be able to do t his for the last fourteen years 
and haven 't done it. So at l east they're somewhat ana logous 
situations , I th~nk . 

01CONNOR: Okay. Really we c a n wind t his up in just a 
second. I was wondering if you' d c are to comment 
--there seemed to me to be a change in emphasi$ 

in Civil Rights Commiss i on Reports toward a greater emphasis 
on the local leve l and a c tion on the loc~l l evel, particularly 
in recent years, but you could e ven see this c_ha nge seem t o 
come about during the Kennedy Administration. I wondered 
if that was my imaginati on or if there ' s a reason for this? 
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HESBURGH: No, I think it 's a reason because. . • • There ' s 
a confusion in'people's minds about civil rights . 
They look upon it as one single revolution, 

if you wil l . And it seems to me fhat there's a tempo : 
a n ebb and flow to revo lutions and that . they, revolutions, 
are almost . always two-phased, if you will, that t he first 
phase of a revolution that faced us when the Commission 
began in 1957 was the phase tha t I would char acterize by 
saying to form the national conscience. There was no real 
national conscience in civil ·rights. At l eas·t there was no 
body · of law one could point to that would guarantee equalit y 
of opportunity in housing and education and public admi nis
tratio~ and voting and a whole ra~ge of things like 
administration of justice. The se j ust did not; exist, .and 
the Congress was not about to pass it. After all they 
filibustered for months it seemed j us·t to get a fac t-find i ng 
group, which is what we were, and a judgment group. I 
think they were thinking more· about the fact-finding t han 
they were about the judgment, but they h a d to put that in t o 
fill out the bill. Well, we spent the first few years of 
our lives, if you will, in the Commission try ing to form t h e 
national conscience. We brought out a whole range of factual 
information that said that the situation. in America as regards 
equality of opportunity, especially for Negroes , was very 
bad, and in some parts of t he country it was outrageous ; t hat 
the following actions should be t aken by wa y of legislat ion 
to at least establish that this is. what the United States 
stands for, this is what th~ federal government is going 
to uphold, this specifica lly is our ide a l as a nation, this 
is our conscience na·tionally, and I would guess t hat some
where between 70 and 80 per cent of those recommendati~ns 
have now been passed into federal l aw. That I would call 
phase one of the revolution. This was aided i1nmensely by 

. a kind of private revolution going on by the involvement 
of Negroes in sit- ins and walk-ins and strikes, and one ~hing 
and another. And it was also helped by a few martyrs which 
we shouldn't overlook because the effect of an [Medgar] 
Evers dying, or being sho·t, and the one who is . accused of 
shooting him gett i ng off scott free--and maybe he should, 

·=.-
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I 'm not pass ing j udgmen t on that act, but t he fact is that , 
l et's say, that many murders went on unpunished when many 
lesser crimes were found ou·t very quickly and punished, at 
l east the perpetrators were found out very quickly and 
punished--was a kind of national scandal that none of us 
were proud of. Now then, if you would grant me in large 
measure that the national conscience has been formed, that 
the appropriate l egi s l a tion has been passed, then y ou have 
to ask yourself, wha·t is the nex t phase of revolution? 
And I say the next phase is , to form the individual conscience, 
and ~his must be done on a local basis . This must be done 
by an enormous amount of local, even voluntee r action. 
It must inv olve the churches and the schools and the i ndi
vidual·families and voluntary associations and PT~ [Parent
.Teacher Associa tion] and a whole lot of thi ngs much more 
deeply than it did in the n a tional phase of education , if 
you will . So t hat I think it quite appropria t e that we're 
depending more and more on our s t a t e advi sory committees, 
and we 're dependi ng more on .i nformation derived from local 
hearings, either by the whole Commission or by t he commissions 
in the various states. And this, it woul d seem to me, 
is the s econd phase of revolution, that where the Commission 
in the past was trying t o es·tablish a n:orm, we are now trying 
to get that norm accepted and appl y it locally. And if I 
could make an analogy again, I'd say [Fidel] Castro w~s 
p robabl y a pretty good revolutionary for wrenching power away 
from the [Fulgencio] Batista regime, but once he got the power , 
he d.ldn 't have a clue how to use it to •build up a good 
country. The same might· be said ·to some ext~nt of the 
history of the labo r movement. The gre a·t .revo l utionaries 
in the early days of the l abor movement were not always 
the people who knew what to do once labor achieved power. 
It's true somewhat of the French Revolution. Most revolutions 
you've got, I think, these two movements , and I suspect 
·we ' r e movi ng into the second part of the movement of the· 
civil rights revol ution. 

'O'CONNOR: Alright, unless you've anything e l se to add . •. 

' ' 
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HESBURGH: Well , I woul d l i ke to add that we a ll have 
fa llible judgment in these matters and we ' re 
ali SOJ!lewhat colored .by our own prejudices , if you 

wi ll; no matter who you are you have some unknown prejudices, 
I believe, and that perhaps by ·putting many people's judgments 
t ogether, you ·come up with somethi.ng l · ke the t . .n:te picture . 
But I suspect t hat each individual j udgment h.as to SC?mehow 
be balanced against the impressions of the pers9n that 
makes it . ' Thank you. 

O'CONNOR: Thank you, Father. 

,·~~ .. ~ 
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