


REPORT OF COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE 

COMMUNIST ACTIVITIES IN SOUTH CAROLINA 

To the Honorable Presiding Officers and Members of the General 
Asse111,bly: 

FoR(WORD 

The Committee to Investigate Communist Activities has met fre
quently since the conclusion of the 1963 General Assembly. Senator 
Henry C. Walker of Jasper County was appointed to the Committee 
by Lt. Governor McNair to replace Senator Rembert C. Dennis of 
Berkeley who resigned. 

The Committee continued to attempt to fulfill its two legislative 
assigned responsibilities : ( 1) To investigate any evidence of com
munist activities in South Carolina; and (2) To develop and execute 
an educational program to inform the people of South Carolina of the 
threat of communism to national security. 

For convenience, this report is divided into two sections, dealing 
with each of these two responsibilities, and is respectfully submitted 
to the Governor, General Assembly and to the public. 

I 

Investigative Function 

With the emergence of Cuba as a full partner in the Communist
Soviet plan of world domination, the threat of communist subversion 
and activity in the Western Hemisphere, including the United States, 
has become a real and present danger. 

While South Carolinians generally are recognized as having a 
degree of patriotism and devotion to God and Country second to 
none in the world the concept of and pride in that heritage should 
not lull us into the fallacy of thinking "it can't or won't happen 
here". The fact that some attempt can and may be made to confuse 
and misuse the public is evidenced by a letter from the Public Rela
tions Director of the Communist Party, USA, to the South Carolina 
Attorney General inquiring as to the legal requirements for placing 
"write in", independent, minority, or communist candidates on the 
ballot for public office. The recent "Ballots or Bullets", with emphasis 
on "bullets", ranting of Black Muslim Malcolm X indicates the pos
sibilty of a subversive "united front" effort that warrants careful 
watching. 
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The Committee therefore was and is especially conscious of its 
responsibility to detect, investigate, expose and eliminate if possible 
any and all communist and communist-inspired activity which 
threatens, tends directly or indirectly to destroy or overthrow our 
form of constitutional government. 

In this connection, the Committee has utilized freely the services 
of the South Carolina Law Enforcement Division. We are most ap
preciative of the cooperation and assistance of Chief J. P. Strom 
and his staff, including Lt. Dan Beckman. All reports received by 
the Committee from any source suggesting the possibility of com
munist activity or communist influence within South Carolina were 
referred to Chief Strom and his staff for investigation. His findings 
and recommendations were then reviewed in detail by the Committee. 
Since the investigative function is a continuing one, and since its 
future effectiveness depends to a great degree on keeping the de
tails of its sources and methods confidential, the Committee feels that 
a detailed report on this phase is not in order. We do say however, 
that it is the judgment of Chief Strom, in which the Committee con
curs, that all proper and necessary investigations, precautions and 
procedures have been and will be taken with respect to any recogniza
ble communist effort in South Carolina. 

Perhaps the most difficult phase of this portion of the Committee's 
activity is how to combat the possible danger posed by persons, pos
sibly sincere and possibly well meaning who give aid and comfort 
to the communist cause, or at least confuse the issue by teaching and 
advocating such party line doctrines as peaceful coexistence-even on 
Russian terms. How to deal with such persons or organizations in a 
manner consistent with our traditionally free democratic society is 
a problem not susceptible of an easy solution. Fortunately, such per
sons are few in this state and their influence small. 

II 

Educational Mission 

A. General 
The Committee views its primary responsibility in this respect to 

be the encouraging of the teaching about communism in our public 
school system in such a manner that students receive full fact about 
communism and its evils as contrasted with our American way which 
we feel is aptly described as "Liberty under Law". As has been in
dicated in the previous reports of this Committee, we feel our purpose 



3 

can best be served by working with school officials, educators and 
lmowledgeable persons and agencies who provide information to 
carry out this educational program. We are still reluctant to recom
mend compulsory educational courses unless it becomes apparent that 
this is the only means assuring there are adequately trained teachers 
and comprehensive text and instructional materials available in all 
schools. 

The Committee has met regularly with personnel of the State De
partment of Education, Social Science teachers from the public school 
system, members of the Department of International Studies of the 
University, members of the Department of Education of the Univer
sity, representatives of the South Carolina Education Association, As
sociation of School Boards, and other interested and concerned groups, 
as well as many individuals who have expressed an interest in the 
aims and work of the Committee. To all of these persons and agencies, 
we wish to express our sincere appreciation. We are especially grate
ful to individuals representing patriotic organizations who have given 
generously of their time in assisting the Committee. 

There are three basic requirements for a proper instructional pro-
gram in our public school system: 

( 1 ) Trained, informed teachers ; 

(2) Proper instructional materials; and 

( 3) The inclusion of such materials in a proper course or courses 
in the school curriculum. 

As of now, we fall short of satisfactory achievement in all three 
categories. 

B. Teacher Training 

The ultimate answer to the problem that we face is to insure that 
all teachers trained in our colleges, especially those who intend to 
teach in the field of Social Sciences, shall have a thorough background 
of training in teaching about Communism and its contrast with 
"Liberty under Law." Therefore, we recommend that all colleges in
clude as a part of their teacher certification program adequate in
structional units about Communism so that future teachers will have 
sufficient information and training to provide instruction in this field 
for their classes. In that connection we recommend the adoption of an 
appropriate resolution expressing the concern and wishes of the 
General Assembly in this regard. 

Until such time as a proper program of teacher instruction can 
be had, we recommend that as many teachers as possible be trained 
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as soon as possible. The Committee has worked closely with the 
State Chamber of Commerce, South Carolina Education Association, 
South Carolina Association of School Boards and others in the for
mulation of a summer training course at the University of South Caro
lina. 

We are pleased to note that a six weeks training course providing 
three semester hours of credit will be offered qualified teachers at the 
University this summer. The blending of courses on Democracy 
versus Communism in World Affairs and the Essentials of Economics 
with emphasis on our free enterprise system should provide the nec
essary background and inspiration to the participating teachers to in
sure future success in the high school classrooms. 

Local School Boards and School Administrators, with some finan
cial assistance from the State Chamber and local Chambers of Com
merce and other sources, will provide fellowships for participating 
teachers. We recommend that each school district send at least one 
teacher to this summer course or to other similar training institutes 
which may be held in other areas. 

For the benefit of all teachers the materials which have been pro
duced under the Committee's direction will be shown over the state
wide ETV network this spring. It is felt that this program will be of 
considerable assistance to schools that do not have teachers who have 
received prior training in teaching about Communism. The course 
will also provide valuable background material for teachers who plan 
to attend a summer workshop on this subject. 

C. Instructional Material 

A great deal of time was spent by the Committee and other in
terested and concerned persons in the development of a teacher-stu
dent training program with instructional aids which could be effec
tively shown on the State ETV network. The use of the ETV net
work, despite the inability to reach all schools, had many advantages 
from the Committee's standpoint. First, it insured that material dis
seminated is of a factually correct and reliable nature. Often times, 
the wealth of materials which are published about Communism and 
which find their way into educational channels, can and do contain 
misleading information. The busy high school teacher usually has 
neither the time nor the background to determine what materials are 
best and what might be highly misleading. 

In keeping with the Committee's conservative approach, we for
mulated a Pilot Project utilizing certain films supplemented by text 
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material together with a teachers guide. This Pilot Project was 
shown on the ETV network in the Columbia area for a three weeks 
period, November 21-December 13. Ten teachers and classes rep
resenting six schools, of which four were white and two were colored, 
participated in the program. This Pilot course was shown to a variety 
of grades ranging from the seventh to the twelfth. All told, about 
four hundred students were participants. 

The Pilot course consisted of three main elements : 

( 1) Ten films selected from the thirty-six film series produced by 
the Research Institute on Communist Strategy and Propaganda of the 
University of Southern California; 

(2) Assigned readings from two textbooks; J. Edgar Hoover's 
book, "A Study of Communism" and Alfred J. Reiber's and Robert 
C. Nelson's book, "A Study of the USSR and Communism: An His
torical Approach"; 

( 3) A teachers guide designed to give overall coordination to the 
project. Basic work on the guide was clone by personnel of the De
partment of International Studies, a sub-committee of this committee, 
and the teachers whose classes were being shown the Pilot Project. 

In a series of meetings held at the ETV Center, the participating 
teachers previewed the films and held an informal seminar on the 
method of teaching, materials, etc., prior to the Pilot course. 

Tests were given to the students both before and after the course 
in order to measure its effectiveness. Evaluation reports were sub
mitted by teachers participating in the program. 

The general organization of the Pilot course was in three parts : 
( 1) The development of Communism; 
(2) The practice of Communism in Russia and Communist China; 

and 
( 3) Communist strategy and tactics abroad. 

The following conclusions, based upon the reaction of teachers and 
students, were reached: 

a. The course proved to be well organized, urgently needed and well 
received by both teachers and students. Suggested modifications were 
minor and readily accomplishable. 

b. Because of its difficulty and sophistication, the course as con
stituted should not be taught below accelerated 10th grade. 

Indeed, it is much more effective for those who have already studied 
World or United States History and therefore is most effective in 
the Spring Term of the 11th and 12th grades. 
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c. The course can be taught effectively only by teachers with prior 
training on Communism. 

d. The order of preference in such training is : 
( 1) A course studied while the teacher is still undergoing 

teacher education in college. 
(2) An institute-type summer workshop course. 
( 3) A school-year television or workshop course. 
(The need for summer income limits the number of teachers 

available to attend a summer workshop; and the lack of circuits 
and receivers limits the use of ETV.) 

( 4) A series of television and briefing conferences such as 
were conducted in the Pilot Project is helpful. 

e. The course should be expanded to four weeks. In the three
week course given, the time for class discussion of the films was too 
limited, and the materials in the series were too difficult to absorb in 
so short a period. 

In this connection, a twenty-minute period before and after each 
film would be ideal, but this is impracticable because of standard 
class-scheduling procedure. The optimum solution appears to be to 
spread the course over four weeks in order to increase discussion 
time. This would provide enough flexibility to satisfy the somewhat 
variable local scheduling problems, as well as afford time for teachers 
to expain difficult aspects of the films and to discuss the assigned 
readings. 

f. Copies of collateral readings are urgently needed in each school, 
and ideally in each classroom. Several schools, aided by the Com
mittee, showed fine initiative in remedying deficiencies in their library 
holdings. 

g. The course revealed that misconceptions about Communism 
were rife among the students at the outset, highlighting the need for 
such a course. 

h. Although the subject matter of the film is admittedly difficult, 
there were some indications that this may be a reflection of too low 
standards in high shcool education, a fact which the recent revision 
in high school mathematics teaching has already revealed throughout 
the nation. 

There appear to be important gaps in the teaching of Russian 
history and Twentieth Century history, which inevitably limit the 
effectiveness of any intensive program such as the introduction on 
Communism. 
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In any event, readings and instructors' guides went far to ease the 
difficulty of the material in the films. 

i. Though it is clearly recognized that a lower level program deal
ing with the problem of communism is highly desirable in order to 
reach the "drop-outs," the Pilot Project did not provide data to judge 
at what grade-level this could profitably be done. 

j. Both the reaction to the Pilot Project course and the evaluations 
of all involved indicated that it had made a substantial contribution 
to bringing an awareness of the communist challenge to free institu
tions to the students in the ten classes. It was quite clear that: 

( 1) There is no substitute for motivated and informed 
teachers. 

(2) Teacher-training in this important field is a matter of first 
priority. 

( 3) Students who understand the threat to United States 
security and freedom posed by the International Communist 
movement are better prepared to understand and appreciate the 
principles of the American system of liberty under law. 

( 4) Such a course can fill a very important current gap in 
our education at the high school level. 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

Arrangements are being concluded for the Pilot course to be re
peated on an expanded basis during the spring of 1964 and if received 
as anticipated, it will be made available on a regular basis for state
wide schoolroom use beginning with the fall semester of 1964. In that 
connection, we recognize that the ETV network does not reach even 
a majority of the schools in the State and we feel that the course, 
when put in final form, should be put on film and scheduled to schools 
not having ETV facilities. 

The Department of Education has for several years requested funds 
to employ a Supervisor of Social Studies, recognizing that until 
that important position was filled proper assistance and supervision 
could not be given to the inclusion of proper courses on Americanism 
vs. Communism in the Social Science Curriculum. 

On the basis of the Committee's recommendation, there was in
cluded in the 1964-65 general Appropriation Bill an appropriation for 
the position of Social Science Curriculum Supervisor. The primary 
responsibility for education about Communism as well as other fields 
rests in the hands of the State Department of Education. It is the 
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desire and intention of this Committee with the consent of the State 
Superintendent and State Director of Instruction to transfer to the 
person named to fill this new position, the basic responsibility of 
implementing in each school system a proper course in Americanism 
vs. Communism. 

It is the desire of the Committee to be of assistance to the Depart
ment of Education and to others and to cooperate with all interested 
and concerned persons and agencies in the carrying forth of this 
mission; but the actual implementation of the program must rest on 
our educators. 

As noted above, there is a definite need for education about Com
munism which will not be met by the inclusion of educational courses 
on the high school level. The well known drop-out problem indicates 
that many young people will not reach the level at which the courses 
are offered. For that reason, your Committee has been studying the 
feasibility of making available in film form materials suitable for use 
on an elementary level. To date the Committee has no recommenda
tion on this point, but will continue studying this matter. 

There is likewise a definite need for education on the post-school 
level. In this connection, the Committee has encouraged the showing 
of films and other educational materials on the open circuit ETV 
network. 

In addition the Committee invited Admiral Arleigh A. Burke, 
former Chief of Na val Operations and now Director of the Center for 
Strategic Studies of Georgetown University to address the South 
Carolina General Assembly. His address is a noteworthy commen
tary on the crises confronting us, and we are reprinting his speech as 
an appendix to this report in the hope that it will be read and taken 
to heart by this General Assembly and the public at large. 

t 
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CONCLUSION 

The Committee will continue its efforts to meet its responsibilities, 
both investigative and educational to the best of our abilities. Advice, 
assistance and constructive suggestions are always welcome. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Columbia, South Carolina, 
April 8, 1964. 

JOHN C. WtsT, Chairman, 

FRANCIS c. JONF,S, 

HtNRY C. W ALKF,R, 

E. CROSBY LtwIS, Vice-Chairman, 

DAN F. LANF.Y, JR., Secretary, 

H. NORMAN WtsT. 
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APPENDIX 

A. Speech by Admiral Arleigh Burke to State of South Carolina 
Legislature on March 3, 1964. 

B. A Concurrent Resolution to Provide that Institutions of Higher 
Learning in this State Provide Programs of Instruction for Pro
spective Social Studies Teachers Which Will Equip Them With 
a Thorough Understanding of International Relations and the 
Differences between Democracy and Communism. 
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Appendix "A" 

SPEECH BY ADMIRAL ARLEIGH BURKE TO STATE OF 
SOUTH CAROLINA LEGISLATURE ON 3 MARCH 1964 

Governor Russell, President Pro Tempore Brown, Speaker Blatt, 
distinguished members of the General Assembly and guests: 

It is a great honor for me to appear before you, but it is also a 
great privilege to have the opportunity to thank the State of South 
Carolina and the Legislators of South Carolina for the initiative and 
leadership you have exercised in the most important field of education. 

The State of South Carolina has recognized and stressed that 
knowledge and understanding of the grave problems which confront 
the United States is a prerequisite to the solution of these problems. 
You were the first of the States to take steps to acquaint your people 
with the problems and with possible solutions, and more importantly, 
the underlying causes of the problems and the consequences of the 
various possible solutions-or no solution. 

It's well known throughout the whole country that Governor 
Russell has made education one of his major programs. That's why 
people from other areas come to South Carolina to study your STEP 
program and your technical training centers. That's why your pro
grams to deal with the "drop-out" problem and your "Committee of 
100" and your adult training and retraining programs are of so 
much interest to others who have the same problems but who did not 
recognize them as such difficult problems as early as did South 
Carolina. 

These are serious internal problems of all States in these United 
States. Their solution is going to take some cold hard analysis and 
clear factual thinking. They are not going to be solved or reduced 
to a size they can be lived with by wishful thinking or hopes. They 
cannot be ignored-they must be taokled-and they must be tackled 
forthrightly and honestly. They aren't going to go away if we pretend 
they aren't there, and slogans and advertising techniques and Madison 
Avenue approaches are not going to help much either. It's going to 
take hard work-lots of hard work-and knowledge and education
and more hard work over a long time to get these matters down to 

These are important problems-but unfortunately they are not the 
only problems which confront the people of the United States. Our 
manageable proportions. 
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whole social order, our way of life, our form of government is under 
attack and our international problems in all parts of the world are real 
serious and apparently are getting more serious every day. 

Here again South Carolina took the lead in education on the com
plex and difficult problem of communism. It is unbelievable to 
Americans that the communists mean what they say when they repeat 
over and over that they intend to destroy us-just as it was unbeliev
able to us that Hitler meant what he said. Understanding of the 
gravity and consequences of the communist movement by the Ameri
can people can be acquired only by education-factual honest objec
tive education. 

The creation of International Studies in the University of South 
Carolina by Governor Russell, the institution of teacher training in 
this vital and little understood field put South Carolina in the fore
front in this educational field too. Leaders from your august body 
are setting exa~ple for other States and other Universities. "The 
Bishop from Barnwell"-Senator Edgar Brown and Senator John C. 
West have established themselves and South Carolina as pioneers in 
fundamental educatiun-not only on internal matters but also on 
international rr:atters. The continued existence and welfare of our 
nation and our people is dependent on the knowledge of people. You 
are providing that knowledge. 

Our social order, our system of government, our principles, our 
way of life have created a great nation-a great nation which has 
done much for the rest of the world. We have a pretty good system, 
and we should be very careful and very cautious that the changes 
which we encourage in the world, as well as the changes which we 
institute in our own country, will not tend to destroy the foundations 
which made us a great nation in the first place. 

This is an era of change. There are extratordinary demands made 
on us, and these demands will become heavier. You, the leaders of 
government, will be called upon with increasing frequency, to show 
how the challenges of the future can be met. 

It is clear that our individual responsibilities have become greater 
and more complex than ever before-and as long as man continues 
to develop his industry, knowledge, and technology, we can anticipate 
no decline in the burdens which individuals must bear. 

Fifty years ago there was world war, strife, and privation in 
Europe. Twenty years ago we were engaged in the biggest war known 
to history. A dozen years ago we were fighting a war in Korea. And 
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today we are involved in armed conflict in remote South Vietnam. 
In all these cases we discharged our responsibilities by fulfilling our 
obligations. We had the will to try to make the world safe for 
democracy, and having made that basic commitment, our goals were 
clear. 

Now-in nineteen sixty-four the world is not at peace. Rather, 
in nineteen sixty-four the world is far less stable than it has ever 
been. The greater part of the globe is now experiencing bloodshed 
and upheaval, and in every part of the world the tentacles of totali
tarianism reach out for power, territory, and control of the human 
mind. 

In Europe, where there now prevails a healthy state of affairs from 
the economic point of view, we find that many of our traditional 
allies have policies at odds with ours. The North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization, founded upon and once characterized by unity of out
look and singleness of purpose, has begun to loosen. We now find 
that our allies insist on selling busses, trucks, and equipment to our 
communist enemies, and rationalize their actions by saying that fail
ure to take advantage of the economic opportunities in the com
munist world would mean financial loss. We sell wheat to the So
viet Union. It is easy to argue that busses and trucks and chemical 
plants have no military value, but only the naive will fail to see that 
to the extent conununist economies are relieved of having to utilize 
their scarce resources for the production of such equipment, the more 
able they will be to build up their aggressive military potentials, and 
the more able they will be to continue subversion and disruption on 
a world-wide basis. 

In Asia our position has been badly eroded : Laos, South Vietnam, 
Cambodia and Indonesia continue to be areas of great concern. 
Through lack of clarity and uncertainty of purpose, United States 
foreign policy has failed to protect this vulnerable area against the 
inroads of conununist tyranny. 

On the continent of Africa, beset with primitive tribal disorders 
and great economic and political birthpangs, turmoil and not sta
bility is the order of the day. In hitherto unimportant countries such 
as Zanzibar, Communist agitation has been blended with local and 
national unrest to produce a dangerous-some would say disastrous 
-situation. As Chou En-lai's visit forcibly illustrates, Africa has 
become a major target for communist penetration. Communist in
fluence has already become an important factor in the anti-Western 
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and anti-American policies with which we are now confronted in 
Africa. Proof of this is offered by the recent events in Zanzibar, 
where just a few Cuban-trained revolutionaries staged a bloody take
over, demonstrating their intention to turn that tiny island into an 
African Cuba-another "communist people's republic." 

Yon-better than most people-know that the principal cause of 
international disorder, tyranny, and hate in the world today is the 
communist movement. Communism does not cause all our present 
world difficulties, but certainly the policies of Khrushchev and Mao 
Tse-tung constitute the greatest part of our problems. 

Some have said that the great split between the Chinese and Soviet 
communists has caused a major shift in their goals and tactics. It 
has been argued that Khrushchev, since his unsuccessful attempt to 
upset radically the balance of power in this hemisphere in the fall 
of 1962, has realized that the communists can never attain their 
goal of world domination, and that he has now become a "realist" 
and is willing to accommodate with the West in general, and with 
the United States in particular. Others have argued that Khrushchev 
is for "peaceful coexistence," and hence Khrushchev should be re
garded as less dangerous. But anyone who analyzes the content of 
"peaceful coexistence" will soon find that it is but another complex 
strategy designed to bring about the capitulation of the West. The 
present leader of the communist camp, the Soviet Union, has openly 
proclaimed the policy of peaceful coexistence, not because it desires 
peace with the Western world, but because it hopes to lull the West 
into a sense of false security, thus taking advantage of the inherent 
desires of the West for a genuine and lasting peace. The communists 
have long realized, and continue to realize, that the United States 
is superior militarily, and therefore they pursue strategies and tactics 
designed to erode by degree the ability of the West to respond to 
aggression. 

But since peaceful coexistence is now receiving increasing emphasis, 
it is important that we examine carefully what it means to us on 
the one hand, and what it means to our adversaries on the other. 
To most Americans, "peaceful coexistence" is basically a "live-and
let-live" proposition. It means that nations do not interfere in one 
another's affairs ; that the relations of nations are to be governed by 
the principles of equality, honesty, and candor; and that under 
these conditions, nations can progress toward the achievement of 
their goals. 
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If both sides were to take that view of peaceful coexistence, our 
basic problems would be solved. But the communist view of peace
ful coexistence differs radically from ours. To the communists peace
ful coexistence is a strategic program for the prosecution of the pro
letarian revolution in the service of the international communist 
movement. 

Far from having any relationship to the word "peace," peaceful 
coexistence is a communist strategem designed to carry the com
munist revolution to the final overthrow of the free world and the 
establishment of a world-wide communist rule. The communists in
sist that the meaning of peaceful coexistence is that we renounce 
the use of force of any kind in opposing the communist world-wide 
revolution. 

In setting out this "strategic line" in his famous speech of Jan
uary 6, 1961, Khrushchev was quite explicit in defining peaceful 
coexistence. He said that "the policy of peaceful coexistence . . . is 
a form of intense economic, political, and ideological struggle of the 
proletariat against the aggressive forces of imperialism in the in
ternational arena". 

The words "peaceful" and "intense struggle" are hardly compatible, 
unless by peaceful we mean what the communists mean-that the 
world will attain peace only when it has been brought completely 
and finally under communist control. 

Our tendency has been to ascribe to the Red Chinese a "violent" 
methodology and to the Soviets a "peaceful" methodology on how 
to do us in-and to evaluate the positions of other communist parties 
on the basis of their support for either the Red Chinese or the So
viets. But such a simple delineation is inadequate-because in the 
Western Hemisphere, Castro supports both the Soviet Union and 
violent revolution, as was proven in the case of Zanzibar. And in the 
East, the Indonesian communist party supports both the Red Chinese 
a,nd a so-called peaceful seizure of power-by which they mean sub
version. 

There are other areas of the world where the interaction of the 
communist soft line and the communist hard line has resulted in 
multiple setbacks for the Western world. One of the most critical 
of these regions is Latin America. Since the early 1920's, Latin 
America has been a target for communist conquest. The communist 
movement grew rapidly in the 1930's and 1940's, and by the end of 
World War II, taking advantage of our common effort against the 
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Nazis, the communists were operating openly in most countries of 
this hemisphere. They were represented in nine national congresses, 
one national cabinet, and had penetrated local government in several 
other countries. Their infiltration into labor movements and student 
groups was also widespread. 

The success of Castro has brought a new phase in the Soviet Rus
sian attack on Latin America. It is certainly well known now-this 
wa.s and is a Soviet-directed and supported venture. Now, for the 
first time, they have a full-scale, well-defined operating base within 
the hemisphere and under the umbrella of the power of the com
munist camp. Castro has consolidated his power, and with Soviet 
and Reel Chinese support is making a coordinated, stepped-up effort 
to subvert and control the people of this hemisphere. And in spite 
of our government's efforts, . subversion emanating from Cuba is in
creasing. 

The Monroe Doctrine in 1823 held as an absolutely essential stra
tegic objective for the security of the Americas that we would not 
tolerate any alien system within the hemisphere. The collapse of this 
policy did not come suddenly in 1959 or in 1961, but began in the 
1930's when we moved away from the concept of a strong U. S. 
unilateral action in this hemisphere, partly as a result of an over
reaction to the period of Theodore Roosevelt and Woodrow Wilson. 
This was a period when many Arn.ericans developed guilt feelings 
about many things, including our relationships with Latin America, 
and this was also a period when many Latin Americans resented us. 

As a result, we forgot that the lessons of history show a just peace 
to be the product of the wise and principled use of power. Hence, 
when confronted with communism-a system far more alien than 
those which worried Monroe and Adams-we were psychologically 
unprepared to act. 

There is no region of the world more strategically vital to us than 
Latin America, and no part of Latin America more strategically vital 
to us than the Caribbean. Now that Cuba is communist, the impor
tance of the Caribbean has been brought forcibly to our attention. 
There have been quite a few Soviet submarines in the Caribbean. 
The water around the Leeward Islands is good for submarines
deep, warm, and difficult for anti-submarine forces because changing 
thermal currents make it hard to track submarines. Recent reports 
relate Soviet fishing fleet activity to these experiments. It is not 
reassuring to realize that missile-carrying submarines could be based 
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in unfriendly islands in the Caribbean and would not have to risk 
hazardous trips back and forth across the Atlantic to and from their 
home ports. 

From our problems in Cuba there are two basic lessons: 

First, in a geographical as well as a strategic sense, it is of primary 
importance that the United States keep the waters of the Caribbean 
open to Free World commerce and free from Soviet bases. 

Second, and more important, the elimination of communist govern
ments from Latin America is the essential strategic objective to be 
achieved if this nation and the whole hemisphere are to endure as 
we know them. 

The unfounded hopes nurtured by many that the situation in 
Latin America was stabilizing were rudely shattered by the crisis in 
Panama-and when that situation is patched over the communists 
will cause another crisis to erupt elsewhere. No matter how hard we 
-or our Latin American friends-try to improve the situation, 
there will be unrest and instability in Latin America for a long time 
but only so long as the coniniunists ha:rve (1) heniispheric base of sub
version wiU that unrest be directly damgerous to the United States. 
The situation is not going to stabilize until such time as the United 
States awakes from its torpor and begins to defend itself actively. 

We can develop a counter-strategy to the communist strategy in 
Latin America and around the world only if we remember that strat
egy stems from policy and particularly that the aims of strategy re
late to people, and to those in control of the people. We must keep 
in mind that just wars are fought to prevent the enemy from con
trolling our people. 

It is not difficult to make such general statements, but it is very 
difficult indeed to take specific action in support of such goals. No 
example illustrates this better than Cuba. 

When Castro was in the hills of Sierra Maestra and Cuba was 
under the control of a corrupt Batista government, we knew that 
communists were Castro's chief advisors and that he would probably 
follow a communist line. We ignored that and hailed Castro as a 
deliverer. 

Now-looking back on it, we realize we should have been more 
cautious and more skeptical. And looking back on it now, we realize 
it would have been easy then to forestall Castro's assumption of 
power and to have encouraged by now an honest government in Cuba. 
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And later, after Castro had received all the accolades in the United 
States-and at the time he was firmly in the saddle and acknowledged 
he was a communist, it wouldn't have been very difficult to have 
encouraged free Cubans to overthrow him. It wouldn't have been 
popular maybe, but it could have been done. 

And now looking back on it again maybe it would have been better 
for the United States to have taken direct action in support of the 
Cubans who made their futile attempt to invade Cuba. But this 
wouldn't have been easily done, for the United States would have 
been severely criticized for taking such action. But again, if this had 
happened we wouldn't now be very troubled about a communist gov
ernment in Cuba. 

And still later, in the missile crisis, maybe we should have gone 
further and demanded that Russian forces, all Soviet forces, be with
drawn from Cuba and have stated then-and meant it-we would not 
tolerate a communist government in this hemisphere. This would 
have been dangerous indeed, for it is possible that we might have had 
a war. But again maybe we wouldn't, and maybe if we had taken such 
a dangerous course we wouldn't now have an entrenched communist 
base in Cuba. 

Hindsight-and bewailing what we should have done is a useless 
exercise. The problem is what can we do now. The problem has been 
growing more and more difficult, and each passing event makes it 
more difficult still-and much more dangerous. 

Our economic sanctions procedure is being violated and flaunted. 
There's not much more we can do with an embargo. 

Perhaps the only answer is for the United States to establish a 
policy that we will not permit a communist government in the 
Western hemisphere. This is a strong policy, and it has grave risks, 
dangerous risks. It means that the United States will do everything 
in its power to destroy the communist government in Cuba and any 
place else in the Western hemisphere. It means maybe someday we 
will have to take direct military action. It doesn't mean we would in
vade now. Instead we would do everything we could to weaken and 
hurt and destroy a communist government in this hemisphere, but 
if it took an invasion to do it, then an eventual invasion there would 
have to be. 

Perhaps, if we really meant it, the communists would realize we 
meant it and perhaps the lesser steps would succeed and an invasion 
would not be necessary. But we would really have to mean it or none 
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of the lesser steps could possibly succeed, and maybe they wouldn't 
anyway. 

This is dangerous. It might mean war. It might mean disaster. 

There is an alternative, of course. We can permit a communist 
government to exist in the hemisphere. But the communists are ag
gressive, ruthless and mean to destroy us. So if we permit one com
munist government, we'll permit two-and later more-and the 
problem will become even more difficult in the future than it is now. 

It isn't a pleasant outlook-but it does prove the need for knowl
edge-for education in the complex and tortuous field of international 
relations. 

And so I come back to the beginning of this speech. The State of 
South Carolina has been the leader in training teachers, not only 
in the grave economic and social problems of our country but also 
in international problems. Naturally, as in every organization, there is 
a limit on the resources than can be devoted to these educational 
fields. Money, effort, people and talent are in short supply and there's 
never enough to go round. You have recognized the need for teacher 
training in international affairs, and your great University's Institute 
of International Studies has provided the impetus for similar programs 
throughout the country. 

There is now a great need to concentrate on filling a major gap 
by allotting to international affairs a high priority, by moving the 
teaching of international relations, of the contemporary challenge of 
communism, and of the economics of free enterprise into the center, 
not the sidelines, of the program for high school and college students. 
Unfortunately this cannot be accomplished by half-measures either. 
The concurrent and reinforcing support of legislatures, of school 
boards, of universities, and of teachers' colleges is required if the next 
generation of young citizens is to be aware and capable of meeting 
its great responsibilities in the dangerous period which lies ahead. 

This country became great because our predecessors formed a good 
system of government-they worked hard, they lived-and-died-by 
their principles. We are the only nation where the governed do the 
governing. 

Certainly we should continue to negotiate with the communists. 
Certainly we want a relaxation of tensions. Certainly we want peace 
and prosperity throughout the world. But we have a pretty good 
nation which our forebears developed. We have liberty and freedom 
and a high standard of living-and a real and sympathetic concern 
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for other peoples in the world. We want to keep the system of gov
ernment and the competitive system and the individual initiative 
and responsibility which made this possible. 

To do this our adults, as well as our youngsters, must have knowl
edge of what we are and what we stand for. They must know also 
who would destroy us and why and what they stand for. 

That is a tremendous job of education. 

Thank you for taking the lead and tackling this hard problem. 
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Appendix "B'~ 

A CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 

To provide that Institutions of _higher learning in this State provide 
programs of instruction for prospective social studies teachers 
which will equip them with a thorough understanding of inter
national relations and the differences between Democracy and 
Communism. 

Whereas, in a world of revolution and conflict with unprecedented 
responsibilities the United States and its citizens must bear the major 
share of the burden of advancing the frontiers of freedom ; and 

Whereas, the communist system is the major threat to freedom's 
cause, to a decent world order, and to the very bases of civilized 
;;ociety, and in dealing with that threat our nation requires as never 
before an informed citizenry, capable of understanding the vital nature 
of the contest between totalitarianism and democracy, between com
munist tyranny and liberty under law, between state monopoly and 
individual enterprise, and between materialistic conformity and the 
dignity of the human spirit; and 

Whereas, in the field of education lies the main hope for under
standing the full dimensions of the global struggle and for creating 
the resolution which can bring ultimate victory to freedom's cause; 
and 

Whereas, the fulfillment of that hope can only be found in effective 
communication to our future citizens and their leaders by ,thoroughly 
prepared, dedicated teachers, and therefore, the fruits of knowledge 
and purpose cannot be harvested until the study of world problems, of 
United States foreign policy, of the meaning and threat of commun
ism, and of the contest between economic systems has been moved 
from the sidelines into the central core of liberal education, and 
especially for the social studies teachers ; and 

Whereas, a joint committee of this Assembly has determined that 
there is an urgent need to insure that present and prospective social 
studies teachers in South Carolina are adequately prepared in these 
vital areas of knowledge. Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Senate, the House of Representatives con
curring: 

That the education of the future citizens of South Carolina, partic
ularly at the secondary school level, should include adequate units of 
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instruction to insure an understanding of America's responsibilities 
as the leader of the free world and an appreciation of the nature and 
urgency of the . conflict between freedom and communist totalitar
ianism. 

That the time to set forth in pursuit of that goal is at hand. 

. That the first and most important step is in teacher preparation ; 
therefore, those institutions of higher learning presently preparing 
social studies teachers for South Carolina should provide programs 
of instruction which will equip all social studies teachers to com
municate an understanding of the international relations and re
sponsibilities of the United States, the confrontation between democ
racy and communism, and the nature of the struggle between com
peting economic systems. 

Be it further resolved that this Assembly is determined to follow 
future developments in teacher training in South Carolina to insure 
that the sense of this Resolution is carried into practice in the years 
ahead and until such time as the awareness of the crucial issues which 
challenge our freedoms is a standard part of the training of our social 
studies teachers, this Assembly urges the continuation of workshops 
and special institutes for teacher training. 

S. C. 5T~T 






