
April 21, 1964 

J>r. Z0lta11 Lucas 
Department ot Bioch .. i•try 
Stanford Vnivereity Medical Center 
Palo Alto, Cali~ornia 

Dear Dr. Luca•, 

Last t1- I claec'ked with the ef"fice o£ the 
COUncil far a LiTabl• lforl4, there 1111d not 
bean even•- singl.e response to our -iling 
to the california llddr••••• I obtained vhil.e 
viaitiDJ Stan.ford I.art aonth. I - wribiDJ 
to aslt if J'OII could cheek to eee< if anyone 
WON INMr••• was in that 9X'OUp ha• recei..ed 
the -iling ~ "nt O\S.. I realise you will. 
be able to dot.hi• only if you 1mow of aoaa 
per80na whose naae• were inclacled OD the card• 
I toolt back vitla -• I - aakilllJ the Coun.ci.l 
office to •end you uadar Hparate cover a .. t 
~ -t•riala idantica.l to that .,.nt to the 
C.lib>rnia llddreaNs. 

I. enjoyed. meeting you l.ast .:mth anrS l.ook for­
ward t.o •-ing you again. 

Nattlww .... 1.011 

cc, B. Aahtoa. Crosby 



J>r. ZOltan J., Lucas 
Depart .. nt of Biocbeaistry 
School of Medicine 
Stanford Univer■ity Medical Center 
••lo Alto, California 

Dear Dr. Luca■, 

Kay 8., 1964 

l do not know if the AAtnf li•t wa■ uiled .. We d•f'initely did 
••n4 aailinga to the na11es on the card• 9iven to ua by Le• 
ller&enl>erg. I had the impreaaion tho•• card• bad coae origin­
ally fro. you. Appar•ntly that i• incorrect .. Would you pl•••• 
aak Lee Ber••~r9 or whoever el■• voull be appropriate to aake 
• apot check if poaeible and if it would not beetoo lllUch trou­
ble .. 

l will ••k th• Council if it ia intereat•d in ■uppor~ing the 
cnapai9n of Salinger .. However, I•• alaoet certain the re•­
ponse will be negative. The Council baa often ■upported candid­
ate■ who ar• not incuabenta. for exaapl• NcGov.rn. But, the 
Council h•• a g•n•r•l policy of not becOlling involved in the 
lu9er etates, •■pecially wen the oppoaition candidate i• not 
an out and out opponent of council polici••· Thie year there 
are several contest• between very good people and very inade­
quate onea in unpopuliat atatea. The Council will almost cer­
tA*Jly confine it• eftor•e to tho•• ca•••· I certainly a9r•• 
vith you that Saling•• baa the mark• of ■altinq • good .. nator 
and furthermore •tand• an excellent chance of being el•cted. 

With be•t regarda, 

Matthew Me•eleon 



STANFORD UNIVERSITY 

DEPARTMENT OF BIOCHEMISTRY 

School of Medicine 

Dr. Matthew Meselson 
The Biological Laboratories 
16 Divinity Avenue 
Cambridge 38, Tv'.assachusetts 

Dear Dr. Eeselson, 

MEDICAL CENTER 
PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA 

April 23, 1964 

DAvenport 1-1200 

The list of JOO-plus names of the Menlo-Atherton branch of the American .Association 
of University :ifomen that I gave you vvere contained in a little yellow booklet 
and not on the cards you mentioned. ;., spot check of 10 of those members, including 
rny wife, showed that no conmmnication had been received from the Council. It may 
be that they were not included in the mailing list and I will trace this down 
when I recejve the list from Lr. Crosby. However, as I get to know these wornm 
better I am dismayed to find that the majority of tr-,e older college graduates 
are rather conserv,1tive. 

Yo1.1r letter g:Lves me the opnortunity to pres::: a.n inquiry about possibly obtaining 
the Co1mcil I s endorsement and financial support for Pierre Salinger in his 
Primary campaign for the Democratic nomination for Senator from California. I 
am publicA.lly committed to his support and h2.ve been trying to organize a.d,"Ji tional 
'vni versi ty support. Paul Berg and Dale Kaiser both endorse Salinger but have 
discour2.ged me from attempting to seek Council support because in the past you 
have endorsed only candidates up for reelection. I would urge you to consider 
J!fr. Salinger I s case as a possible exception because I believe that he has a.11 
the necesse.ry criteria for Council endorse1nent. 

Firstly, his views on disarmament, conversion of industry from defense-oriented 
to pe3,ce-oriented production and general attitudes regarding the cold war are 
similar to those of the Council. In this he would be exnectecl to follow the 
Kennedy tradition, something wY,ich he is keenly aware. · 

Secondly, although the popularity polls (Field Poll::,) show Salinger to have 4% 
of the Popular vote to Cranston I s 14% and Engle I s 19%, most of the major Cal­
ifornia endorsing groups (Teamster 1 s Union and California Democratic Council) 
are for Cranston, and it will be a close primary race. A major endorsement from 
a group such as the Council for a Livable -!forld would have added value because 
Salinger is not noted for 1"1is liberal intelledtualism and this 11vould go a, long 
way in overcoming th3. t image. 

Thirdly, the general belief is that Salinger bas Kennedy money backine: him; however, 
this is not the case and the organization is so desperate fm- funds that tLere are 
few· bumper strips and campaign buttons sup,:>lied. Even a modest contribution frcm 
the eouncil would be avreciated. There is little question that the financial 
problem will be n:uch les::ened after the Primary vrhen the funds from the Den1ocratj_c 
Party will be available, but until then, there is a need. 'I'here also is little 
doubt but that the DeF,ocratic candids.te will win the l1:over:2ber election,; the Repub­
licans have coneeded as much ty nominatine: very unlikely Cc.mdidates. --- I guess 
after rereading this that my main argument is that simce I believe Salinger will 
win, Council support now could be considera:i :J. w:.i se investment. 

I earnestly hope that yn1.1 7m11ld consider Lelping Salitlger and w01..1.ld propose this 
to tLe execnti. ve board. If ycu wcnld want to bave Salinger speak :ii th 'WY Califcrnia 



Council member, l could probably arrange an. informal rneeting. 

I will write again after obtaining the 1ist of names from the Cot1ncil and I 
hope that this letter ,;mn I t be construed as taking und1.rn advant::tge of our 
relationship. EoDing for an affirmative reply, I remain 


