
NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL 

December 1, 1967 

NOTE FOR MR. R✓• 
Walt--

I think you will be interested in the attached 
exchange of correspondence between John D. 
Rockefeller 3rd and Premier Kosygin con­
cerning possible Soviet support for the 
World Leaders 1 Declaration on Population. 
This correspondence was referred to with­
out explanation in Secretary Rusk 1 s memo­
randum (also attached) for the President 
in which he recommended that the President 
formally announce his support for the 
Declaration. 

Atts. (3) 

cc: EK.Hamilton w/atts. 
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In uCdil.fr1:1 lo r.1°.,-t\'.'0 !r"J•::s~;c1gcsfc,n·.'ordcd toy~'"' U1:·c--~), 
the Soi.'h:t }:mb.:1f;~;y hi \VL1f;:·d:·1sLon I feel it '\Nm.dci b:: useful to !:;ct ford, 
a fc\·1 consic.brctU.o:1s o:·1 i.b_,:~ su:J~:t-:-ir1ccof: the questions 1_·cfcff,:!dlo fr1 
yo;.ir Jcttcn-; of la st J2rnuc:1ry9, rcbrn.:;1y ?.8 und July 31. 

As you yumf;cJ:C b:::,v·c p:::i.i.n::cc1. theout, p:ipulc.!tio;1 pro:)lcrn 
prcsc!nts no c:i:f;.icu1Ucs in the; Sovi.cL Union. Economic dcvcJ or:i'.·i·,.::;ntr2tcs 
in the ussn ~ire co;1sicbrc1bly h5.ghc1: than p~pul.ttion gro·v,:th ruL0s; r.o if 
any particulur dcm0grc:iphic~d problem~; do 0pp2ar in our country, th0y 
ust1aJly involve shortngos of nwnpo,:.:0r in certain regions . 

.. 
. In the mcanUme the cUspurity bGt.-.veen s'.'1ift por:1ulc1tic:1 

growth ratl;':S and S10\V rn'i:es of increases in the proc1uction or'rnatcr.ial 
:benefits and of culttirn.l growth constitutes u highly topical pi.\.1b]cr;-i fo;_· 
many naU0!1s, espcciblly from amongst the devclo::,ing on0s. In this c~1 sc 
the incomplete u~ili;,;c1tion of mituraJ. and human resources lc~ds to fallir:g 
standc:irds of U.fo for the population and decreases in the share of soviiigs 
in thG national income, • 

We are convinced 
I
that a radical solution of thj_s problem is 

possible only through fundamental ·socio-economic reforms which c~,r: bdng. 
about a gen::::rcilcconom5.c uplift, help ovcrcoii1e economic b::.cl~wc.1rd,:csr, 
achieve industrialization, inc1:ea sc the productivity of labour, exp::.,nd 
cultivated areas and raise agricultural yields, and elevate the populi::ttior:' s 
cultural and educational stanckrds. 

As such, demogrnphical methods of affecting pop:.1lation 
dynamics arc certainly not substantial, although depcn~ling on the spccifk 
conditions in each count1y, they may have a certain effect oi1 chaf-,gir:g 

. popufoti.o!"l grcv;th rates. It goes ~.vithout. saying that in any evc::t the 
methods of a state's demogrnphicai p:>iicies' must be applied in confor,:,ity 
with the principles of humaneness and respect for man's elcr.1cn"t-:!l-.;'rights 

, . 't O , Lh , - •• • 1, cl .. ·1 , · '~ 11an d cugru y. . ne suc!1 me~ oc101 cnc::>Urugrng so-ca ...c _ .!.a;m y p!a:m;_ng 
is referred to in the D.;claration of i:Ieads of State v:hich you scr:t to me. 

However, the Dcclarc>.tion treats the cl~mogrGphical factor in 
•isolation from other and- mora imp:::irtant econo:-ni,c and social factors. 
I find it hard to agree with the Deel are.tion' s provision that the p:-cs0rv.::ti0n 
of peace v,ill largely depend on how the population problem is resolved. 
The experience of history sho-:.vs that the major military conflicts in the worl, 

?lothiLg e_lsa sent to 
Cent~al Yiles as ot 1c/z✓7 
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h1clucli:1g· the t\vo worlcl ".'i~irr:, \'.'ere by no rncc1.ns unlcct shed by coiJntrics 
wHh c1 hi0h birth rc.1t8and lo·:i Jj_vini;; stc:1:durd.s. It is \'.'ell l:nu-.-·.,rntl~c::t 
the cc1uf;c of those; wc1rs Jciy no~ in the popuiclUon grov1th but in the 
impcriulist poli.dcs of c:crtu.5.n ckvclopccl Stai:c~:. 

Such is our ,1pprouch to the projlem mentioned in your 
letters. Fran}d.y spei:1Ung, \VC did not come to the belief tlwt ths 
Declaration as presently formulc1ted could b~comc a substc:rnUal step 
tt>vvarcls the solutio1i· of this. problem, tJw ir~portfince of which is b~yond 
question. 

Respectfully, 

A. KOSYGIN 

16 September 1967 

https://rncc1.ns
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October 9, 1967 

'l'h::in1, you fo~ your n:J~nag<! of Scptt:~:~l~.:!'r16th 
t..-.-:.n:;:..,:l.ttcJ 'by .tJ,1:>:1s::;.:-,<l:n: in t'~3::ii;cl to th~ U-l:cldDo;>l'~1in 
Leackr.:;' Stc.tc;:.1~ut 0.1 Po,>UlaU.oa. I 1·1;,~<l it with Ll'Jch , 
:l.utc1·cz~ l'.1~<.1 i'.,.1 r;r.:-.tifiod to uoi.:e: thc:i.·c i:J n'.) <l!ffoi:cnce 
l•etu~~1 us ~G to the i.•.,1:,ori:a.:1c~~.ofb:--:J.n~i.nc p-::>~):.il::\::lor1 
i1!Cl'<!asc ,:md soci•:>-cco:l.::>ri1.c c1ovclc;,~:i~nt into ~caco:1.n:, le 
b~l-~1c:c. OUl: only rc:.'1 <lif fcr:.):lC'::i io in res;.n:.:.1to cr..,:>h~sis 

in t.,y OiJbioa fa:nily pl~nn5.•:13 io a::.i e~:::~nt5.al clc:..'1:nt 
!11 the ~ttaiIUcn~ of m::i.nnin:;ful socio-cccm,:,m:i.c ac!va,1-;;;\'.':ue~t. 

In tl~c fou;;th p~r;:ist· .. \~)h of your u::st;-.1:::,cyou stD.tc 
th:it en cHcctivo solution of th3 r,o:,:nJl~::io~1pl\>Jlc·,u i3 
only p:>.::;::.5.ble \:ia..:?.:-e it is ~cco.-.i;i:mie-1 by cco:.i'JrJtc cl~-,.,el­
_or,~a::it '1nd cducntio:1al advan:(-;::n-~nt. ! ohar(} yvu:- vim, th-at 
Gtt"enoo;.ia cf fo:-l:c u.1uoi: be ti!".!cla to cchicvc t',1;,,')i<l oocio­
ccon-.:>;.Jtcccv~lopm:znt. Ultbutcly th,:n:e c.:-.n be no cu-re 
for IJOvel·ty except p:roclt1ct ion> ~nd to thi9 cn1 our tw!:> 
count;ics end m::1ny othc:-s arc c:::ikin3 con::lideriJ.blc, if 
inac!C(lU.'.lte, cffoi·ts to help the world. These efforts need 
to be co.!tinued mid e:•;!,)andecl. But today, it is pz-ecisely 
becnuGe of the hi~l r<1tcs of p:ipula.tion gl.'o,rth th.at such 
~11 pro~ortions of the cconor.,1.c growth arc avo.ilnble 
for L-:1:>roveme::1tsin hcJ.lth, eclucation and productive 
cqui~m~nt. ?-!ost econooists h.:1ve 1·eco~11ized t_h.:it in the 
poorest countries a reduction of the hizh rate of 
population zro~1th io ess•ential if even our be!:lt efforts 
D.t econ-::>.a!ccevelOJ?::acutare to oucceed. 

•Secondly, I .agree vlth you wholehcai-!:cdly "that 
the 1!1,ithod~ of a atate•n det..r'\l'.)JrJphical policies muat be 
apJ?lied in conformity vith the principles of hum:iuenc~s 
and rcs;,cct for m:m's elcm~ntn:y riz,hts and -c1is,.'1ity," 
?his i.s the reuson why it is GO im?oi:tant for us· tQ 

• o • I 
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e::.1cotr..·~-::;n vCJ ll:,:!.t ,1::·y f:·.:::i. ly pJ..-,.,:·:~dll;_;co u ~: t:i:1y bo th~ l~:;t 
e~n(,;:.,d.;J::-: to hzwo the 0:1~.,~"'lti:t,::~.t:yto ::;olve Lb') p:-,~)t:l.::itio:a 
p.:-,:,!)l,:::1tl'-.r-.:i..,:,)i c~·,1c1:ly pl:'.:::::i,J~;. l!::~!Y 1-o,:'.~Io~:~r..::c::J 
llI!~~;J.t:c t:!-a.~t tl1~!."C iv i .. :•~~.);..(.!c:1i .. Vf! (.;\Trd~:~:1ce to fb0i1 tl1.st!;... 
\•;0:..12.:1 th::: \;9~:J.Ll ov~·.: c\) t;r.:it: t:i:?. bi.o:~J.,:-:l[;c c:'.d thD r::::.n:1.:: 

to plo:a th~il· f;~f,r!.lic5. ru;.·tl~-::~·ciJ::c, l:l~o::c J.cc.oQ;:o tc:id 
to tl'~tn:, ot ft ..7!~~-1) 1)1~:'tt::~..1!:J {\3 &Y.ttcsctivo ro~:~o 1~:..1t1~~.;!'i:1 

t:h.:-.,.1C:.l:ib.:::~r,:;Ci,Cc.:\U.c.1 if h\.:•.:..:~:.~n is to becl~.z;;,11.ty 1:e,1.lly 
1::,:m1.li;i:CuJ.foi• tbc:.r pJ;,:,plo c.~1.Jif they ci·c t.:o ho.va {;\ 
c.h.unco Co ott:&ill the!:( full i:,0tcnti~l. 

J..;l::;t ly, I. nz~ .. ~c uU..:!\ y.:.)u th:st tho:-(! e.:i:;1 os:h.c-r 
vc .."'J 1.~:~>·:>~tn~~!: 5.1.n.,olv(;d~-:l th 1) ::~a5.ntrnv;:.ncc of f~ct•:>l';) 
1,~,:r.:o. Eo•;;.~n:c:-. I t;~i.i~~ "JO"J t/;;,.,:ld £l.~l.'~c th:J.t tiw F.:"1.,:;::;ou::es 
of poiml.2.t:.c-~, .ind tc~1.:i p:.-ot>).c.:,1.:3 cm1scd by too l",l{J:ld r.,.tcs • 
of po~:J~.ction r;ro;ith cc;::'C,:!.b,!y m:D n?.jor co~1t~ili\,ji:i::l3 
fcct:or.::; to tho i-.:wtd,S..lit:y of; 1, .. ':r":."'Jc·~:.l~1·i:i-ics, l~J"t'~•Jvc:i:, 
,1:10 c~~'l f,:.,i·z~~:: tl;c 11 l~!)e11s~:.:.~1..l~" G·~ti.a:lil] pz-iorc:•:.ir.ts of i~1 

to tJ:);:ld \7.:n.· IX n:1<l 01.!1!.la.i· 1:1:rnJBu:-.e:,i:.1 Jc:,-:n uhich cftc:r 
the \!.:ir lod th~~t co1...:.'lC.:°:/to cdoi,)t the c.cvcr~r;i; of :.1;::tbods 
in ste.bili:dn3 ito po;)ulc.tioi·i. 

l3efo::I'! i·c:1ch!..n3 a fJ:~1,11<:1-.;:d.sionil!J t·::>yr.Ju,: 
c~,,!,J.::J$..·.2~-;!ntof th·~ t!o~lcl Lc:1d::1r::i' Stat,:.:\!mt, I !°,i)~C: co 
rm.1chyo:.1\Jlll be uilLt:1:3 to t-:>.l-3into conol.-;:b·i:.at.i.orithe 
1-,.,iuta ! hn·;,1e x:~da i;.1 ttda ld;tc~, tfa:H: HO a::e ~tte'.:~>t:in3 
to <b • in the Statc."10!lt i::; ek)ly to p:>:br:::o-.ii; to lc<1tl~.:-s 
th~vuz,~10.1t the t..1odd \jh'.11.: a L.'.;;:~i!13fa.1l f;2::nll1-~l.:--~min:3 
proziara c~n ro~~:2.in tcr-'"i.-; of l:h-s? futu1:c3 of ~1.wi:( cou11::ries. 
He clo,n:it tlosi1:e to c.:c~te ti~-::)ir.nrcssio-n tit,'.'.-:: f~1ily . . 

•• •. ·plcli.1I1in3 i.3 c p.:i.n~-:~:?. for ell the \;od<l' s ills. nut wa (!.:) 

believe thzt the O;_)po:.:tt!.t'lity tc ccchb t'b.,:, :!U<::tbero'l:lcl . 
G~a..ci:r;3 of child;:~~ io ~ b.1sic htC.l,.li'l,dght n.n<.lth:lt p-rovidin3 
tb.e effoctive t.1c.fl."lsto c;~e:.:cfa~ th.!.a rizh.; is in th~ vital 
intcrc:.t of both th~ nnt!:,.:1 .nnd th.a fa::;.iily. 

J.s.aiu r.-rJu~r ...'l~st t1'~;1nks to you £01· your con~ern 
about this £11-i:n~ort~nt problc:1. • 

Sincerely•· 

John D.Rocke! ell er 3rd 

Joh."l D. Rockefeller 3rd 

nis Excellency Alcksei lt, Kosyzin 
Chaim:i.n of the Council of Ministers 
The Kre::uin 
MOSCO"d 

u.s.s.n. 
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TH E S EC R [ T/l. R ',' 0 !: ST AT E 

V✓AS 1-l! NG TO hi 

C O P Y 

October 9, l:167 

MEMORANDUMFOR THE PRESIDENT 

Subject: World Leaders' Declaration on Population 

Recommendation: 

That you sign the enclosed copy of the World 
Leaders' Declaration on Population. 

Approve Disapprove 

Discussion: 

On. June 10 you indicated that you would sign the 
World Leaders' Declaration on Population and authorized 
me to tell Prime Minister Wilson and the Prime Minister 
of Japan and the leaders of several smaller countries 
then considering signing that you hoped they will join 
you in signing. You also suggested that Mr. Rockefeller 
might make further efforts to get Chainnan Kosygin to 
sign. 

Prime Minister Wilson and Prime Minister Sato ,,,ere 
informed of your decision and hope and both have signed. 
So have Prime Ministers Holyoake of New Zealand, Krag of 
Denmark and Borton of Norway. 

• [ Mr. Kosygin, after lengthy and careful consider.s.-
ti.on, has dec.ided not to sign on the ground that he 
doesn't agree with parts of the declaration. 

. . 

A list is enclosed of the twelve leaders whose 
signatures were announced on Human Rights Day, December 
10, 1966, and the additional ten ·leaders who have since 

: 
• I., 



·. 

2 

agreed to sign. Mro Rockefeller has invitations still 
out to Prime Ministers Pearson and Holt, President Ayub 
Khan, General Suharto, President Marcos and a few others. 

:Mr. Rockefeller has arranged with the Secretary­
General to release the names of the additional signers 
at an opportune time in the next few weeks, but no later 
than December 10. An official notification from you of 
your approval of the.declaration would be most appropriate. 
I suggest this may be most simply done by your signature 
on the enclosed copy of the declaration. I will see that 
it is forwarded. 

~VN.A4,,'c\Jl..!1/4~ 
Dean Rusk 

Enclosures: 
Copy of World Leaders' Declaration on Population. 
List of Signers. 
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Che peace of the world is of paramount importance lo the com­
munity of 1wtions, and our governments are devoting their best efforts to improving 
the prospects for peace in this and succeeding generations. But another great prob­
lem thr~atens the world-a problem less visible but no less immediate. That is the 
problem of unplanned population growth. 

It took mankind all of recorded time until the middle of the last century to 
achieve a population of one bil~io_n. Y ct it took less than a hundred years to add the 
second billion, and only thirty years to· r.dd the third. At today's rate of increase, 
there will be four billion people by 1975 and nearly seven billion by the year 2000. 
This unprecedented increase presents us with a situation unique in human affairs and 
a problem that grows more urgent with each passing day. 

The numbers themselves are striking, but their implications are of far greater 
. significance. Too rapid population growth seriously hampers efforts to raise living 

standards, to further education, to improve health and sanitation, to provide better 
housing ai:cl transportation, to forward cultural and recreational opportmi.itics-and 
even in some countries to assure sufficient food. ln short, the human aspiration, com­
mon to men everywhere, to live a better life is being frustrated and jeopardized. 

. As heads of governments actively concerned with the population problem, we 
share these convictions: 

We be/iei·e that the population problem must be recognized as a principal 
element in long-range national planning if governments are to achieve their economic 
goals and fulfill the aspirations of their people. 

rVe belie Fe that the great majority of parents desire to have the knowledge and • 
the means to plan their families; that the opportunity to decide the number and 
spacing of children is a basic, human right. 

We be/iei-e that lasting and meaningful peace will depend to a considerable 
measure upon how the challenge of population growth is met. 

We be!ie,·e that the objective of family planning is the e_nrichment of human 
life, not its restriction; that family planning, by assuring greater opportunity to each· 
person, frees man to attaip his individual dignity and reach his full potential. 

Recognizing that family planning is in the vital interest of both the nation 
und the family, we, the undersigned, earnestly hope that leaders around the world 
will share our views and join with us in this great challenge for the well being and 
harpiness of people everywhere. • 



'fhP l~ S:i r-nc:_torics of th.,: \-!cn.·lcl T.c,Hfors' T)cclcJ·:: t::i.c°Jn on 
l~~pulei. t}on s.s J. 9 6 ~. Re lea s_~c:.l].~C:~i!~~.::E..-1..:9., 

CoJ.o·,11bia Dr. C?..rlos LJ_en-1s R8strepo, Prcside,,t 
Finland Dr. D. llrho KekkonE-:n, Prcsjclc:nt 
Indic1 Nrs. Indira Gan<1hi, Prime }rin if; tc:r 
Korea General Chung Hee Park, P·n::sick:n t 
Malaysia Tunl~u Abdul Rahman, Prime Ninistcr 
Norocco King Hassan II 
Nepal King Nahend:ca 
Singapon~ Lee Kwan Yew, PrimE! Ninister 
Sweden Tage Erlander, Prime Minister 
Tunisia Habib Bourguiba, President 
United Arab Republic Gamal Abdel Nasser, President 
Yugoslavia Marshal Josip Broz-Tito, President 

.4dc1itional Countries Whose Leaders Have Agreed to Si.~. 

Barbndos The Right Honorable Hr. Errol W. 
-Barrm-,, Prime· Minister 

Denmark· Prime Ninister Krag 
Ghana Lt.-General J. A. Ank1~ah, Chairman 

of the National Liberation Council 
Japan Prime :Minister Sato 
Jordan King Hussein 
Iran Shah M. R. Pahlavi 
New Zealand Prime Minister Holyoake 
Norway Prime Minister Borton 
United Kingdom Prime Minister Wilson 
United States President Johnson 



DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 

WASHINGTON. 0. C. 20523 

ASSISTANT 
ADMINISTRATOR 

September 13, 1967 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE HON, WALT W. <!E:­~ 
The White House 

SUBJECT: Population Programs in Ea st Asia 

You recently received a round-up of information con­
cerning population programs in East Asia. I thought you would 
be interested to know that we now have three population officers 
in training at the Population Center of the University of North 
Carolina School of Public Health. Two will study for two semes­
ters and be assigned in June as full-time population officers in 
Thailand and the Philippines. The third will head our population 
branch in Washington after a full year's training. Our Health 
Officer in Korea will be brought back in February for one semes­
ter's training. 

The training is divided into three semesters: the first 
fills in gaps in the students' basic background; the second gives 
specific courses in family planning; the third consists of working 
with an agency in the field. When timing only permits one semester, 
as in Korea, we give the second. When we have time for only two 
semesters, we omit the third. 

We have chosen officers who we think can get population 
programs moving with the minimum of formal training so that we 
can get started quickly. Once the program is well underway, 
however, we will give future population officers a full year's 
training. 



We are not, of course, waiting for these men, to 
move ahead with programs. We plan to commit at least $1. 5 
million for population programs this year, in Indonesia, the 
Philippines, Korea and Thailand. 

JhB~llitt 
Assistant Administrator, East Asia 

cc: William Jorden 
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''OUTGOING DepartmentTELEGRAM of State 
INDICATE,□ COLLICT 
0 CHARGE TO UNCLASSIFIED 

53 
Origin ACTIOK Amembassy BONN Amembas sy KARACHI JIil.J2 4 06 PM,5f
EA Amembassy LONDON 

lolo, Amembassy NEW DELHI 
Amembassy SEOULss 
Amembassy SINGAPOREGIM Amembassy TOKYO 

SP 
SC 
SAH CIRCULARSTATEL 
H SUBJECT: Trip of General William H. Draper, Jr. on
HUR on Po ulation Matters 
NE..\ " 
IO REF: CA-9914 
p 

1. General William H. Draper, Jr., departs Washington
USIA 
NSC July 21 following itinerary indicated paragraph 2. 
INR 
CIA Mr. Draper is National Chairman of Population Crisis 

NSA Committee, a private committee endeavoring stimulate
OOD 
AID private and governmental activity on population problea-
SIM 
E· in us and abroad. Mr. Draper identified critical character 

COM of population problem as author of the so-called Draper 

RSC Report on Foreign Economic and Military assistance in 

1959. In period since 1962 Mr. Draper has had wide 

contacts with UN agencies and all parts of Executive 

Branch and Congress concerned with problem and is perhaps 

most influential of pUblic personalities who have been 

,...,..,,.., 

·:··{~-: E. ~ !.t: ~u,!=~~ - Mr• E t•~UB,/:. 

UNCL.\SSula:p ma: - .. seasworro-z.,,-s Unt<>ltned) 
I 

' ' 



2 BONN LONDON NEW DELHI SEOUL SINGAPORE 
Page ___ of telegram to 4'0KYO , KARA'-'K,£---------

UNCLASSIFIED 

urging Prc~ident Eisenhower, President Kennedy and President 

Johnson to a - ,·-orize US Government to deal actively with 

population problemo 

He has made advance preparations for int iews he 

plans to have in addressee countrieso Mission should, how­

ever, be prepared to adv se Mro Draper as to key personalities 

in government and private sector concerned with population 

matters and assist him as appropriate in making arrangements 

he may desireo Mro Draper does ot need to be met or assisted 

in finding accommodationso 

2o Itinerary: (General and Mrso Draper) 

Friday July 21 Lv National AA 355(P) 1455 
Arr Chicago 1537 

Monday July 24 LV Chicago UA 123(F) 1000 
Arr San Francisco 1210 

Thursday July 27 Lv San F ancisco PA83l(F) 1100 
Arr Honolulu 1255 

Sunday July 30 LV Honolulu PA l(F) 1230 
Monday July 31 Arr Tokyo 1515 

Saturday August 5 LV Tokyo NW 3(F) 1030 
Ar Seoul 1235 

Monday August 7 Lv Seoul JL 952(F) 1230 
Arr Tokyo 1410 

Thurs Aug 10 ·Lv To yo JL 711(F) 0900 
Arr s ngapo.re 1745 

SatQcday August 12 LV S gapore LH 69l(F) 1915 
Arr New Delh 2355 

UNCLASSIFIED 

https://ngapo.re


NEW DELHI. SEOUL SINGAPORE TOKYO 
Page 3 :af;·tetegramto ~MAclt£NDON 

Friday Aug 18 

Wed August 23 

Friday August 25 

Monday August 28 

UNCLASSIFIED 

LV New Delhi AF 199(F) 
Arr Karachi 

Lv Karachi LH 693(F) 
Arr Frankfurt 

LV Frankfurt BE 607(F) 
Arr London 

LV London PA 107(F) 
Arr Dulles 

END 

2055 
2205 

0240 
•0800 -: 

1850 
2010 

1430 
1745 

RUSK 

UNCLASS;rFIED 
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said Gaud is niak • ng a tape on 
for the newspapers on population. 

som guidance. 

LN 

l 

• 

• April 27, 1967 

Mr. Rostow, 

Mr. Gaud says you told him you were 

referring attached to Ed Hamilton? Did you? 

Ed Hamilton is in Boston today. Evidently 

AID wants to know if you pave any objection. 

LN 

Mr, Ro~ 

Ed Hamilton 
Monday 
He needs 



DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT 

WASHINGTON 

April 10, 1967 

OFFICE OF 
THE ADMINISTRATOR 

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 

SUBJECT: Family Planning Policy 

Last week I testified on the FY 168 Foreign Assistance Program before 
the House Foreign Affairs Committee. My prepared statement for the 
Committee included a brief section on family planning programs which 
caught the attention of Congressman Zablocki. 

Zablocki asked me during the hearings if A. I. D. was planning any 
changes in its population policy. I told him we had one change under 
consideration: the removal of a prohibition against the financing of 
contraceptives and material for their manufacture which had been on 
the books since the late 1940 's. I explained further that we expected 
to receive a firm request to finance contraceptives from a number of 
countries and that when such a request came in, I'd be inclined to 
honor it. 

The Congressman indicated to me that he had no problem with this 
change. After the hearings he said the same thing to a reporter who 
pursued the point with him. 

We got a fair amount of good press coverage on this point, all of which I( 
gave the impression that the changed policy had been put into effect. I 
think it should be followed up quickly with the actual change. I plan to 
do this unless you have an objection. 

William ¢.,,ud 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

December , 1966 

To: Walt tow 

From: Douglass Cater 

Moyers, McPherson, and I will 
meet with Califano in the morning 
to go over this. We plan to send 
word to the President after we have 
conferred. If you get a chance, I 
hope you will put in a word with the 
President. 

Attachment 



MEMORANDUM 

THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASRINOTON 

Friday, December 2, 1966 
ll:30a.m. 

TO: 

FROM: 

THE PRESIDENT 

Douglass Cater 

The attached is 
statement to be 

a letter 
signed 

from John 
by world lea

D. Rockefeller 
ders on the 

3rd 
problem 

and 
of 

a draft 
population. 

The background 

Last July, 

is this: 

I informed you of Rockefeller's desire to contact 
personally a number of heads of govenuner.t, particularly of under­
developed countries, who have taken a positive stand on the population 
problem. The intent was to voice a concern about this which would 
encourage other world leaders to follow their example. 

You indicated approval of t~e recommendation to give Rockefeller 
"gene:.al encouragement to pursue the matter without making a positive 
comrnitrnent until we learn how successful he has been. 11 

Now Rockefeller has obtained foe endorsements of the· heads of gover:1-
ment in India, Malaysia, Singapore, Japan, United Arab Republic, 
Tunisia, Colombia, Sweden, and Finland. Within the next fe\v days, 
he hopes to have se\·eral more, possibly including South Korea, Pakiscan, 
Turkey, Kenya, and Chile (the head of the g_overnment in _Colombia, Dr. 
Carlos Lleras, is a Catholic}. 

U Thar..t has given enthusiastic support to Rockefell':!r 1 s project ar.d is 
willing to release the attached statement W!th h5.s endorsem~nt on Hu!Y'.an 
Rights Day -...vhich is Dece1~:1oer 10. 

Rockefeiler feels that your endorsement is highly important. He has 
beer. in touch wi!:h President Eise:1ho\s/er w:io is v;illing to supj?0rt the 
statemenc. He has given RocJ.:.;foller tl..e following statement: 

https://Hu!Y'.an
https://gene:.al
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"I am delighted that the United States Congress has just 
given strong bipartisan support for family planning programs 
here and overseas. The time has now come for a world­
wide effort by all interested private organizations and by 
governments. Such a crusade deserves the wholehearted 
support of all informed citizens. 11 

I am sending Rockefeller I s letter and statement along on the courier 
plane. Meanwhile, Califano, McPherson Rqstow, Moyers, and I 
will confer on the matter. I have also sent a copy to Secretary Rusk 
for his comment. 

I will report to you by cable as soon as we have these reactions. 



l. 

30 Rockefeller·Plaza 
NewYork,N.Y. 10020 

Roo:m 5600 

December 1, 1966 

Dear Mr. President: 

As you know, during the past year or two, significant 
progress has been made in regard to the population problem. If I 
may say so, your own leadership has been an important factor in 
the attainment of this result both in this country and abroad. 

In spite of such progress, the heads of Government in a 
great majority of the countries of the world are still hesitant to 
undertake meaningful action programs. This is, I believe, largely 
due to the sensitivity that continues to surround the problem. My 
associates and I feel that a forthright public statement by those 
national leaders who do recognize the seriousness of the population 
problem and who are actively facing up to it would give heart and 
encouragement to the many who are still uncertain as to their course. 
Hence, a paper was prepared (a copy is attached) which was sent to 
the leaders of those countries where such a positive approach has 
been taken. 

To date, we have received endorsements of the statement 
from the heads of Government in India, Singapore, Malaysia, Japan, 
United Arab Republic, Tunisia, Colombia, Sweden and Finland. Pakistan, 
Turkey, Keri.ya and Chile have e:,:pre3sed reservations but we are following 
up with them. As yet we have not heard from South Korea, Ceylon, Moroc~o, 
Peru and Yugoslavia but are hopeful as to their response. 

Recognizing the importance of how the statement is made 
available publicly, we approached the Secretary General of the United 
Nations, U Thant, and asked him to release it suggesting that it iµight 
be particularly appropriate on Human Rights Day which "is December 10th. 
Believing that the right of parents to have the knowledge and the means· 
to limit the size of their families was a basic human right, U Thant 
agreed to our proposal including the December 10th date. As you may 
know, the Second Committee of the United Nations has before i~ a reso­
lution on the population problem which will be coming up ·shortly. The 
Secretary General and his associates indicate that the issuance of our 
declaration prior to the Committee I s further delib.erations could help 
importantly in moving forward the population question in the United 
Nations. 

Thus, may I emphasize the importance of your endorsement of 
this declaration not only in i~s effect on the other leaders approached 
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but also - and most importantly - in adding very substantially to the 
meaningfulness and impact of the statement. 

I am just back from a visit to Colombia and Chile to study 
the progress of their family planning programs. It was the most 
heartening experience I have had in a long time. I believe that the 
world is on the threshold of a breakthrough in terms of effective 
national programs. Our statement may well be a majcr step forward in 
the attainment of this breakthrough. The timing of its release seems 
just right. 

Your participation will mean so much. 

With warmest best wishes, I am 

The President 
The White House 
Washington, D.C. 



" 

Potential signers of the World Leaders Statement 

Heads of Governments of: 

India 
Pakistan 
South Korea 
Ceylon 
Singapore 
Malaysia 
Japan 
Nepal 

United Arab 
Tunisia 
Turkey 
Morocco 
Kenya 

Republic 

Chile 
Colombia 
Jamaica 
Peru 
United States 

Sweden 
Finland 
Yugoslavia 



Draft 
World Leader Statement 
7/22/66 

The peace of the world is of paramount importance ·to the 

community of nations, and our governments are devoting their best 

efforts to improving the prospects for peace in this and succeeding 

generations. But another great problem threatens the world - a problem 

less visible but no less immediate. That is the problem of unplanned 

population growth. 

It took mankind all of recorded time until the middle of 

the last century to achieve a population of one billion. Yet it took 

less than a hundred years to add the second billion, and only thirty 

years to add the third. At today's rate of increase, there will be 

four billion people by 1975 and nearly seven billion by the year 2000. 

This unprecedented increase present_s us with a situation unique in· human 

affairs and a problem that grows more urgent with each passing day. 

The numbers themselves.are striking, but their implications 

are of far greater significance. Too rapid population growth·seriously 

hampers efforts to raise living standards, to further education, to 

improve health and sanitation, to provide better housing and transportation, 

to forward cultural and recreational opportunities - and even in some· 

countries to assure sufficien~ food. In short, the human aspiration, 

common to men everywhere, to live a-better lffe is being-frustrated and 

jeopardized .. 

As heads of governments actively concerned with the population 

problem, we share these convictions: 
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Webelieve that the population problem must be recognized as 

a principal element in long-range national planning if governme~_ts are 

to achieve their economic goals and fulfill the aspirations of their 

people. 

Webelieve that the great majority of parents desire to have 

the knowledge and the means to plan their families; that the opportunity 

to decide the number and spacing of children is a basic human right. 

We believe that lasting and meaningful peace will depend to 

a considerable measure upon how the challenge of population growth 

is met. 

We believe the objective of family planning is the enrichment 

of.human life, not its restriction; that family planning, by assuring 

greater opportunity to each person, frees man to attain his individual 

dignity and reach his full potential. 

Recognizing that family planning is in the vital interest of 

both the nation and the family, we-, the undersigned, earnestly hope 

that leaders around the world will share our views and join·with us 

•in this great challenge for the well being .and happiness· of people 

everywhere. 



THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 

Tom Farmer called re attached. 

Item B is on birth control an~endment. 
Congressman Zablocki is giving them 
a hard titne on this issue, saying in effect 
that this is new policy, etc. 

Dave Bell has signed a letter to Zablocki, 
enclosing this old memo to prove the 
policy is not new. 

Farmer wants to know if would clear 
the old memo as an 
letter. 

you / 
attachm.ent to Bell s / . 



r. 

, 

' .... 
'..\ .) 
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Robert w. Barnett 
State:FE x2170 

POPULATION~ POLICY AND PROGRAM 

Policy Progression 

1. The world has seen an almost volcanic eruption of awareness 
by governments of the growing magnitude and complexity of its popula­
tion problem during the past five years. 

2. United States public opinion responded with tolerance if not 
actual agreement when President Eieenhower declared in 1959 that 
government had no role to play in handling population problems. -The 
government aould SUJ?. ort the United Nations Po on Commission 
and participate inother national and international demographic research 
activity so long as the purpose was descriptive and without rescr1 tive 
intent at home or abroad. Private American incll.viduals and institutions 
had not been deterredby the government's limited interest in .population 
matters. The Planned Parenthood Federati~, the Population Council:, 
the Ford and Rockejeller Foundations the Population Reference Bureau 
were some of e org . za ons which were ~abodyof knowledge 
and experience in the field of population studies. They were moved by 
conviction that a grave problem existed, that means existed to deal 
with it and that governments should move towards mobilizing the vast 
efforts needed to cope with the ramifications of a world population 
problem. 

3. Shortl after the inau aUon of President Kenned in 1961.L 
the United States Governme~ to acknowled e ublicly the reality 
of population problems in :rna.pJ:...P_arts Thisof the world. _ac alone 
gave encouragement to greater concentration upon research and pro­
gl'aIDS to participants in private organizations in the United States 
and abroad, to the United Nations and to foreign governments. President 
~ennedy declared his concern over the population problems of Latin 
America. 'tJnder Secretary Ball spoke about the problem as related to 
economic growth prospects in developing countries to a meeting of 
World Bank and Fund representatives in Vienna. President Kennedy 
and Secretary Rusk aclmowledged the reality of a population problem 
in press conferences. In December rg-az-ffieUiilfed States made a 
forthright statement of support of United Nations activities devoted to 
study of the nature and scope of population problems and of possible 
solutions. 

/4. Until 
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4. · r- • • • cated either 
sp • oblemf3 
ac . , . States· 
and other countries. 

5. A major advance 1n United States readiness to move from 
examination towards action WW$ made by President J obnson in his 
~anuary 5, 1965 State of the Union message. He said: 111 will seek 
new ways to use our knowledge to help deal with the explosion in world 

11population and the growing sc~city in world resources. President 
Johnson expanded on this statement of intention in his June 25 address 
on the occasion of the 20th anni vers of the United a o • . Hepled 
for the en ·re wor . to 11face forthrightly the multiplying problems of 
our multiplying populations and seek the answE)rS to iliis most profound 
challenge to the future of the world. Let us act on the fa.ct that less 
than $5. 00 invested in population control ts worth $100. 00 invested in 
economic growth. 11 

6. The_ Congress and the general public in the United States has 
approved ... when it was not urging greater movement ... this progression 
of United States Government policy. President Eisenhower and Vice 
President Nixon have called for inclusion of family planning in United 
States foreign a.id programs. In June 1965 President Eisenhower wrote 
Senator Gruening: nlf we now ignore the plight of those unborn genera­
tions which, because of unreadiness to take constructive action in 
controlling population growth, will be denied any expectations beyond 
abject poverty and suffering, then history will righily condemn us. 11 

Senator Gruening has been joined by Senator.§ Clark and Ellender in 
taking leadere,1h1p to focus the attention of the Congress upon population 
problems. Senator Fulbrifht called for and obtained amendment of 
the Foreign Assistance Ac of 1964 to make possible expanded research 
in this field. The Con ess has a ro riated funds s ec1f call fo 
family planning clinics in e •!strict of Columbia. It has acquiesced 
in modest use of· pu.bllc money for fa.mj.ly planning activities by the 
gro.ce of Economic QPportunity. the De artment of Defense, the A ency 
for Internatjonal Development, the Department o ealtfi, Education 
and Welfare and the Department of Interior. 

Prom;:am Response 

No elaborated United States population program, as such, exists. 

/Government 

https://fa.mj.ly


- 3 -

Government agencies have dealt with population problems, including 
tha.t of family planning;- pragmatically, Government agencies have in 
general been guided by several principles with respect to family 

- planning: 

1. fartici2ation in the family planning co1nponents. of pJ>ograms 
must be entirely voluntary. 

a. Use of family planning services must not be a prerequisite 
to receipt of benefits or participation 1n any other program or activity 
funded by government agencies. 

3. Such programs must provide and make lmown to participal:"'tts 
the availability of advice a.nd assistance on a.variety of family planning 
methods and techniques sufficient to insure that persons 
chokes consistent with their personal beliefs. 

may n1ake 

4. Progra...711sr.aust conform to medical standards 
vised by qualified medical personnel. 

and be super­

5, Materials used m~t not contain Rropaga.nda promotin[ a 
particular philosophy, technique or method. 

6. Programs must not conflict with local or state law. 

The pupreme Court has ruled upon a nu.moor of cases affecting 
availability of :family planning facilities for the American ciUzen, 
most notably the decision on June 7, 1965 to strike down a Connecticut 
ban 0n use of contraceptives by m.a.rr!<§acouples. Laws differ widely 
thl?ou.gh various United States jurisdictions but famil;y plann:J.ng clinics 
supported by ;federal money a.re in operation in 26 states. 

I ' 

The achievements of the United States Government in contributing 
to _effective family planning programs in developing: countries abroad 
have been relatively modest. 

i 

~ Pdor to the President's State of the Union Address in Jan'Uaf¥, 
1965,.. the Agency for Internatio~l Development provided assistance 
in _the development of health service ..s1. _E.9Pulation cer1:3uses, pgpula"tion 
su,wys andvital statistics. Subsequent to the Presidentrs speech, = 

/A. I. D. 

https://plann:J.ng
https://thl?ou.gh


- 4 -

A. I. D. issued a memorandum on population supporting a positive role 
for A. I. D. in the area of population programs. Concomitantly 1 A. L D. 
organized a Po ulatlon Reference and Research Branch in its health 
o. ce; crea e a pop . on t e atin American Branch, and 
established consultative and tralning programs £oprepare its own 
staff and Mission Dil'ectors for an extensive program of family 
planning. 

Current A. I. D. policy provides &t the request of recipient 
nations, family planning advj.ce and services. The .&J:encydoes not 
plan to provide contraceptive devices or the machinery for . e 
manu!'acture. ... 

A. I. D. budgets for FY-65 included $1, 2301 000 for the Popula­
tion Reference and Research Branch and $9 50, 000 for the Latin 
America Population office. Of these funds, approximately .$2001 000 
was s nt for or anizational development and in•service training 
with half again as much pro(Jl"ammed for FY- • . e rem er of 
the funds were spent through grants of two types: 1) to educational 
and research institutes within the U. s. for studies relating to fa.inily 
planning, demography, etc. and 2) nts to o erational encies ,, 
primarily tn recipient countries, to aid in the establishment and 
rnajntenance of family planning services, demogfapbic studies, 
research in reproductive biology, etc. 

As a result of its new and explicit policy, I. D. anticipates 
five or six major requests in FY-66 from countries which a.J.rea y 
have naijonal programs of family planning. A. I. D. is unable to 
estimate the size of such requests, although the countries most 
likely to make them have programs of their own ranging from one to 
six million dollars. 

The Future 

From_j\ugust 31 through September 10, 1965 a World Population 
Confe:venc.§lwas held under United Nations auspices in Belgrade. Over 
1, 000 parUc1pants attended, some 100 from the United States. 'rhe last 
su.ch conference was held 10 years ago in Rome. At that time the 
United Nations Secretariat did not de.re to schedule a session on family 
planning for fear of exciting criticism by Roman Catholic representatives 

/from 
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from participating countries. Representatives from Commwust countr1es 
declared that inasmuch as aJl value, under the labor· theory of value 
emanates from man there could be no "population problem". At the 
1965 Belgrade meeting Soviet and other Communist bloc scientists 
contributed a.cUvely and without conspicuous contentious p&JFpOSe1n all 
.sessions. A Roman Catholic priest b'om France presented views on 
the necessity of removing risk from the pracUce of the rhythm method 
of contracepUon. Another Ro~ Catholic priest from the Ph111ppines 
declal"ed that family planning in that cou.nt:ry was an urgent necessity. t 
The Ho See itself was re resented at sessions. Sc1ent1:ats 1n Chile, ~ 
Hungary and Czec os o a presented essays on abortion, legitimate ~ . { 
and illegitimate. At Belgrade discussion of the population problem ~-' ~ 
was be1ng defused ideologically. rq.l,Je-l,/.H~ ~ <fd.. Wf!tJ do-./ u:.. 1l 
eC()StJC ..,,-r1..VN .,t..a r~ ~.;_ t-- zL ~ 1 ,,,. • '" ,,; /'ft,,,!'--,.....-.~-:, t/).1 -- ~ 

Looking to the future the United States could now, as a government, 
be guided by the following principles: 

l. It can treat the population 9roblem scientUically without 
amdety that to do so w11.l provoke o fuscating ldeologlcaJ. dispute as to 
propriety of that activity. 

2. It should advocate nos 
with respect to population questions 

c or elabo - e national 
llcy of sta g r 

-
be ond the -

ness to res uests for he 

personne. 

8. It should seek to make greatest impact upon foreign countries 
by demonstratin~ 

a. medical advances in improving and d1vers1:fy1ng methods 
ofco~epUon; and 

b. humane and effecUve or-
activlty in areas tates ur · c on 
in pove e areas of our UI"ban comp exes, e rus er-
ritories, the Indian reeervatlons,. Alaska, etc. Scrupulous 
documentation tn depth of th18 experience over the coming yea.rs 
would ha.ve profound teaching value both in the United States and 
1nforeign countries. 

/4~ lt 
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4. It should draw upon public monies as needed to finance all 
family plann1n a.ct1v1ties responsive to ac e s 

ore gn co • es no embarrass beneficiaries or complicate 
needed operations by embarrassing d1st1nct1ons as to the propriety of 
financing one or another of the elements. 

The Hl.YB@AElement 

Population is living people: babies, their mothers, their fathe·rs. 
Its problem 1 deeply human and presents 1nfin1te aspects - as many, 
1n fa.ct, as does ma.nldnd itself. 

The population problem 1s often viewed in the terms of those who 
a.re aware that: 

i. To obta1n a 1%increase in GNP in a less developed country 
requires someth1nq Uke a.3%rate of saving. A concurrent 1% increase 
1n popuJ,a.Uon will, consequenUy, cancel the per capita welfue benefit 
of that saving. Far the many societies where per ca.p1ta income 1s less 
than 150 per year, even a 3% rate of saving brings hardship. These 
are often com1tnes with the highest rates of population growth. 

2. Qne ... third to one-half of all the people 1n a large pa.rt of 
the less developed world now suffer from hunger, malnutrition, or both. 
Even U birth rates decline continuously and substant.1ally, food pro-­
ducUon wfil have to be quadrupled 1n Asta and more than doubled else-­
where by the end of the century 1f growing na.Uonal popula.tions are to 
at~ the minimum dietary targets of the United Nations Food and 
l\griculture Organtza.Uon. 

3. lndustnallzat.ton and rapid urbanization have brought, for 
both affluent and less developed countries, disto:rUons in urba.n-rura.l 
economic relationships, and an upheaval in social tradition; large 
famllies, histor-lcally economic assets and a source of joy in the 
countryside, bu.den the reeou.rces and often bring profound hwna.n 
anguish to the city f ily. 

The mother who deau-oy:s the unwanted child she bears, the over 
crowded cl.ass;room, delinquents 1n the city slum, the empty stomach, 
the hyeteria hovering over the national planner who sees greater and 

/greater 
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greater collective effort yield often smaller and smaller return in 
human welfare are all symptoms of the population problem. A million 
abortions in the United States, a million abortions in Japan, an excess 
of abortions over live births in Hungary, twice the number of abortions 
as live births in some Latin American cities are cruel proof of the 
immediacy and tragedy of the problem in personal terms. For families, 
communities, nations and continents there is no more compelling 
problem on earth today. 



\- c~ 
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NOV 2 3 1964 

MEMORANDUMFOR THE PRESIDENT 

Subject: Population: Visit by Draper-Rockefeller 
Group 

I am happy to hear that you have consented to see 
General William H. Draper, Jr., Robert Anderson, Eugene 
Black, John J. McCloy, John D. Rockefeller III and, I 
believe, William D. McElroy, during the first week in 
December to discuss the population problem. Here are 
some views on what I believe may be the purpose of their 
visit. 

Mr. Rockefeller lunched with me at the Department 
on November 5 and expressed what is likely to be the 
view of some in Draper's group. Mr. Rockefeller said 
that the time has come for the U.S. Government to assume 
leadership in dealing with the population problem. 
Specifically, he wants the White House to create a 
Commission to report on the implications of population 
growth for the United Nations, United States foreign aid, 
the war against poverty, urban renewal, the need for 
greater medical research, and so forth. Such a 
Commission was proposed in resolutions introduced during 
the last session of Congress. 

There is, of course, room for honest difference 
of opinion on how the U.S. Government should apply its 
resources to this problem. I myself feel that a formal 
Commission is not needed, and might indeed stir up 
unnecessary controversy. 

At least one issue seems to have become politically 
noncontroversial: the need for research. Declines in 
quality of family life and rising rates of abortion 
in many Latin American, European and Asian societies, 

not 
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not to mention its rise in the United States itself, 
have caused members of the Roman Catholic hierarchy 
to give serious consideration, during recent meetings 
of the Ecumenical Council in Rome, to the linked 
problems of responsible parenthood and techniques of 
birth control, of which only the so-called "rhythm 
method" is now to them acceptable. Roman Catholics, 
following a lead from Pope John, are calling for 
expanded medical and scientific investigation of human 
fertility. 

President Kennedy gave his support to making the 
results of research available to the world, and the 
United States has announced in the United Nations 
that it was prepared to help other countries find 
sources of assistance for dealing with their population 
problems. Meanwhile, former President Eisenhower has 
publicly reversed his earlier opposition to government 
activity in this field. Former Vice President Nixon 
has called for the inclusion of family planning in 
the aid p~ogram. And during the recent campaign, 
the Republican Citizen's Committee endorsed the U.S. 
statement of policy on population presented before 
the U.N. General Assembly two years ago by Richard 
Gardner. The Republican Citizen's Cormnittee also called 
on the U.S. Public Health Service to "provide appropriate 
leadership and assistance to state and local health 
departments in offering help to disadvantaged citizens 
in the regulation of births by means which accord 
with their religious beliefs and individual preferences." 

By what he said in several speeches and press 
conferences, President Kennedy made the subject of 
population a matter proper for urgent and responsible 
public consideration, and did so without having to 
lend explicit support to particular programs -- except 
research. By moving a little further along this line 
it is possible, I believe, for our Government to avoid 
becoming a target for attack, and still encourage 
responsible research and program activity on many fronts, 
both governmental and private. 

Recommendations: 
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Reconnnendations: 

Accordingly, I recommend that you not support 
the creation of a Presidential Commission on Population, 
but indicate that: 

1. You are deeply concerned about the implications 
of population trends for the success of u.s. foreign 
and domestic programs for fighting poverty and 
contributing to peace and stability. 

2. You will manifest this concern in your State 
of the Union Message. (A possible draft is at Annex A.) 

3. You are prepared to assign to someone on 
the White House staff responsibility for following 
population matters. 

4. You are prepared to direct the National 
Institutes of Health to explore ways to collaborate 
more effectively with the nation's scientists and 
medical specialists in responding to the increasing 
demand for more kncn-,ledge about human fertility. 

5. You are also prepared to direct other agencies 
of the Executive Branch to make every effort to expand 
research, training and health services related to the 
population problem, and to cooperate with the efforts 
of other countries in this field. 

Js/ Dertn l~w;k 

Dean Rusk 

Attachment: 

Annex A. 



-

• 



I...' _cuf' 't -:.U.. hf. TARI I 
l:lPARTl'it.lH OF STAH 

IN 

https://l:lPARTl'it.lH


30 Rockefeller Plaza 
NewYork, N.Y. 10020 

Room 5600 

January 14, 1965 

Dear Mac: 

I am off for Asia and will be in touch with you 
on my return about March 2nd. If I could see the President 
then, I would be very appreciative. 

This question of population is one in which, by 
necessity, the President will be increasingly involved, and 
I sincerely feel that I can be helpful to him - at least in 
focussing up the problem and hopefully considerably beyond 
that. 

The sentence on population in the State of the 
Union message was a good start I thought. But, as I indicated 
to you before, White House leadership in relation to the pro­
blem is essential if progress is to be made commensurate with 
its seriousness. 

Sincerely, 

~ckefeller 3rd 

Mr. McGeorge Bundy 
Special Assistant to the President 
The White House 
Washington, D. c. 
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