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This has been a cruel year. In the 
,space of six months we have lost 
Pope John and our own Presi,dent. 
Together they stood for a new and 
better  relationship in ,our country 
between Catholics anad non-Ca&- 
olics - €or the  %great ecumenical 
hope that  is hoveringjover LIS all. 

This wos the  first of two changes 
that the  advent of President Ken- 
nedy epitomized. His election me,ant 
that our choice was also no longer 
restricted by pr,actice and unwhole- 
#some tradition eo one par;ticular 
category ‘of American citizens.,Now 
that a  representative of the  largest 
of our minorities had broken 
through the invisible barriers  that 
had confined our choice of leaders, 
there  was no reason why others 
from less accepted minorities should 
not follow him. In actuality now, 
rather  than in civics-text platitude, 
the Presidency had been thrown’ 
open to everyone, regardless of re- 
ligion or color - or even of sex. 

The second great  change was 
the coming to power of a new gen- 
eration,  the  generation  born during 
‘the First World War which had 
fought  the Second War together. 
For them - for those of my  own 
age - the  President had suddenIy 
and rather surprisingly become 
their contemporary. He was no 
longer a father; h e  was one of us, 
whether  friend or rival. For myself, 
I had playe,d football with him  as a 
boy, and although life bad com- 
pletely separated us in subsequent 
years, I could never thihk of him 
except as  Jack,  long before the 
newspapers hard made  the  nicknamel 
a national clich6. Even in death I 
find  it impossible to speak of him 
with the usual #solemn formality, 
and, I think he would have  preferred 
i t  ,that way.  He was  a most umtuffy 
man. 

I will not here give a eulogy or 
recount a life. You know it a l l  - 
the papens have been full of it. Nor 
would ,it ‘be quite proper for me to 
do so; life cast q e  too often in op- 
position to , h i a n .  Those of us who 
in the  past years were committed 
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to the scramble of American politics 
were too  close up against the Pres- 
ident to see  Sully who he was. Now 
that  he  is gone-now that we com- 
pare  him to others - we suddenly 
see a void and feel our loss. It is as 
though we could appr’eciate his full 
stat,ure only after  his  death. So  we 
should search  our consciences. 
Were we always fair in judging 
him? - or, beyond $hat, were we 
always charitable? 

Like so many, I was in,$a pub- 
lic place when the  news  began 
to come in. People did not[ know- 

what to do - whether to go about 
their ordinary pursuits or to  give 
themselves’ wholly tor  hheir grief. ’ 

These first  moments were the most 
impressive part of the €irst forty- 
eight hours - the  disxray, the 
broken phiases,  the  inability, to say 
what one felt - before Ithe TV sets 
began to grind and .the official 
mourning ,took  over. 

I heard just one exFression of 
anger. A Negro came by shaking 
his head and  muttering in bitter 
irony: “Only in America.” 

His anger reflected what  most 
of us at  first  thought:’  ‘that  the 
crime had been committed by a 
Southern  racist.  Indeed, if we look 
deeply into ‘our soul~s, I think  many 
of us will rkcognize that we were 
disappointe’d to  learn  that such was 
not’ the case. As I have  tried to 
meditate on ,these matters, I have ’ 

finally come to the conclusion that 
it is better this  w,ay., Had the as- 
sassin been a Southern  extremist, 
it would have  fitted our ojwn prej- 
udices and our own political com- 
mitment.  Our grief wodd have been 
tinged with a spirit of hatred  and 
revenge. This way, our sorrow is 
pure: there is no  hate in our hearts. 

President experienced was no more 
than an ambiguous martyrdom - 
that  he died a senseless death? L 

Does this  mean  that what the I 
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do not thildc so. Nothing  can  take 
away the memory of courage and 
good humor  with  which  he  went in- 

, to the  South - where he  knew so 
many people hated him - nor  the 
sense of strength  and  mastery  that 
he conveyed at  the  end. His death 
stands  as a dreadful waning 
against the violence lying just un- 
der  the  surface of our bland  and 
agreeable national  character Again 
and again in the  past  months  it  had 
broken out in  mad killings.  We 
have  tried  to  forget them,  we  have 
trjed  to push  it  under  the  rug  and 
to think of other  things. Now it  has 
struck our President;  we  can  no 
longer  pretend it isn’t  there. Now 
we know that we can  permit  such 
things to happen no  longer - that 
the blind killing must  stop. 

‘As with Pope John,  Jack Ken- 
nedy’s last  months were his best. 
As in  the case of the Pope, he seems 
to have  had a sense that  there  was 
not much  time  left. I t  was now or 

never if de was to leave h k  mask 
on history. Jack Kennedy had  been 
a hard-driving boy; as a man  he 
gave the impression of not  being 
able to wait; of feeling  that  his 
every minute was counted. ’So it 
was  just  at  the  end  that  he  made 
his start  in the two great direc- 
tions +at emerged tkom the strug- 
gks  of last  summer  and  aqtumn- 
toward  peace  with the  test  ban, to- 
ward  human equality with  the civil- 
rights bill. Both were  aimed  against 
violence and  hatred. They are  his 
legacy  to us. 

Jack Kennedy died at the top of 
his form.  There  was  no loss of ca- 
pacity,  no  diminuendo, no anti- 
climax. I think that was  the way 
he would have prefemed to die. We 
saw him at the  last at  his very best, 
bearing ’ witness  against the  multi- 
ple evils that beset our world, his 
death a symbol of our hope to still 
the violence and  hatred in our 
hearts. 

peared lo be capable of competing. 
Due to the death of President 

Kennedy and  the Johnson succes- 
sion, the key states  in  the East 
therefore  become,  almost  unques- 
tionably, the chief battleground of 
the 1964 campaign. And so the Re- 
publican  Party  is  most likely to 
nominate for President a man from 
,the East  most capable of taking 
from  Johnson  the  electoral votes 
that  lie  there. As a result,  there ’ 

has  been  the obvious ascendancy 
in  the c’andidacy of New York Gov- 
ernor Rockefeller and  Pennsylvania 
Governoi. Waiam Scranton. 

As this  trend away fmm Gold- 
water  is  now developing, i t  will 
more and  more  ,accentuate  the 
liberalism of both Rockefeller and 
Scranton. This is almost  axiomatic. 
It could lead to a fall campaign in 
which the  somewhat”  amazing GOP 
claim  would  be made $hat bhe true 
pragmatic  liberal  was Rockefeller, 
for example, while Johnson was’ 
labeled an opportunist, itrying  to ;be 
a liberal in the North and ,a  con- 

,POLITICAL’ PROBLEM servative in the South. 
At least  this could be the  heart 

\ ’ of an appeal for votes in New York 




