New York City
Americana Hotel
October 12, 1964

I will not call you "Fellow Democrats" bhecause I

have a feeling that some of you are good Republicans, I

will, however, speak of you, and to you, as friends and

fellow Americans, And I bring warm greetings and thanks

from President Johnson,

The President is looking forward to your advice and

help on a continuing basis after the election. He has

worked hard to establish a constructive partnership

between business and government. He has sought to develop

a climate in which all Americans, regardless of income

level, occupation, race or creed can prosper and move

forward, And I believe he has succeeded., The proof of

that is your presence here today.

Before this campaign, there were those who contended

that American business leaders were forever dedicated to

whatever candidate gained control of the Republican Party.
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I did not believe this, I knew too many of you == I
had worked too often with you in the interest of the
country, I was convinced that the intelligence and ob=
jectivity required in business would rule in evaluating
the respective candidates and proposals, And it has,

A well-stocked arsenal of anti-government slogans =-
the principal weapon of our opposition ==~ will not
substitute for proven competence in the management of
our government, or a sympathetic concern by government
for the legitimate problems of the business world, The
choice is simply this: proven competence versus empty
slogans.

The fact is that the American bhusinessman is not
well served at home or abroad by a "do nothing" government,
We must have a national administration with the wisdom,
imagination and courage to serve effectively the interests

of all the people, This calls for hard work and this
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calls for skill and experience,

Let me be more specific, The chief role of

government is to support -- not supplant -~ the private

enterprise system,

When a lack of private credit stifles business

growth, government action should be taken,

When tax incentives are needed to encourage private

investment, the government must act,

When business firms seek to compete successfully in

the markets of the world, government must act to remove

international trade barriers.

When massive investment beyond the means of private

business is required for pioneering efforts in space,

communications, atomic energy or aviation, government

has a crucial role as an investment partner,

In this role of creative and constructive partner-

ship, government must always recognize the legitimacy



of profits for businessmen, Profits are rewards for

successful risk-taking, ingenuity and hard work., Not

only are such profits fair, their reinvestment in an

expanding economy benefits everyone,

We need a government that is not afraid of mere

bigness in bhusiness for its own sake, but understands

that expanding markets and growing economic opportunities

provide business the means to stimulate competition and

to avoid restraints on trade,

We need a government that encourages private invest-

ment in foreign countries, In Latin America, an area of

special concern to me, it has become increasingly evident

that private investment is essential and wélcomed,

We must make certain that a climate of encouragement

continues, and that a large portion of that investment

comes from United States businesses.



In the final analysis, Presidential elections are

a choice between two rival candidates -- their records,

their abilities, their statements, their opinions, and

their supporters, Lyndon B, Johnson brings to the

American business community a proven record of faith in

private enterprise, a demonstrated understanding of its

dymamics and needs, and a mature view of the proper role

of government participating constructively in a free,

private economy.

You need take nothing on faith, The record is clear

and speaks for itself, As businessmen and Americans you

know we must keep America moving forward in peace and

security. And Lyndon B, Johnson possesses the maturity,

the understanding, the experience, the courage, and the

responsibility to accomplish this objective,



Remarks of Senator Hubert H. Humphray
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Americana Hotel
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Participants: The Honorable Robert F. tagner, Mayor of
New York City; Robert F. Kennody, Candidate for the
United States Sgnate from the State of New York; the
Honorable Averell Harrimanj Julius C. C. Edelstein,
Exacutive Assistant to Mayor Wagner; and Members of the
Foreign Press.

Mr. Edelstein. Ladies and gentlemecn, this is, as
you know, the press conference called by the All-Americans
Council for the foreign language press for the candidate
for Vice-President, Senator Hymphrey, and so the first
round of questions will, of ccurse, be fer the foreign
language press, and to Senator Humphray. Mayer Wagner
as the Chairman of the All=-Americans Council == (Applause)
will preside and present Senator Humphrey.

flayor llagner. Ladies and gentlemen, before intro-
ducing our next Vice-President -- (foplause) -- I know

we are very, very pleased, toc, to have the distinguished
candidate, our candidate for the Unitcd States Senate
here, too, Bebby Kennody -- (Applausc) -- and a vory
distinguished statesman and former Governor of the State,
our good friend, Averell Harriman -- (Applause) -- and our
Nationel Committeeman, £d Weisl. (Zpplause) City
Councilman, Klaus Screvane -- (Applause) -- and Bill Ryan
here. (Applause)

I know you want to get on with the questions, but as
Chairman of the All-Americans Council, which 25 you know is
the former Nationalitios Division of the Democratic
Netional Committee, I am very, very proud to have this
opportunity to introduce 2n old fricnd, and I am sure
all of you know well, and all of you admire.

I know of no one who has made greater contributions
in the Senate to libsralism and progress, who under-
stands the problems of cur nsoole and the problems of the
world better than the one I am to introduce, And I
know that I introduce him, toc, 2s an cld friend and as
Chairman of the Nll-Americans Council which as you know
is dedicated to bringing to all of our people the
principles of our Party and the platforms of our candidates,

He is a former chairman of our old Nationalities
Division and therefore he has had a unique opportunity
through that service and also his grect knowledge and
cxpericence traveling to know all of the problems that face
the world today, that facc us nationzlly, and I know of
no aone bectter equipped to assume the position of Vice-
President with Lynden Johnson than our dear friend,

Hubert Humphrey. I am delighted to have him here.
(Applause)

Senator Humphrey, Thenk you very ﬁuch, Mr. Mayor.
I don't know which one of these is working, VYou have
got such a galaxy of electronic instruments here.
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I must say that it is a wonderful privilege to
nut only be with my good friends of the Democratic
Party, thoesc cstecmed and distinguished citizens, but
with this very notable represcntation of the foreign
language press cf the Fourth Estate, and I shan't
take any more of your time with any pzrticular state-
ment on my part. I merely want to say how plecased I
am for the opnortunity of beingD with you, ~nd I hope
that during this brief discussion that we moy have
it that I ccn be of some help in either clarifying a
position or of answering your questions nppropriately
and properly.

I am vory pleased to be here with Mr. Kennedy, Robert
Kennedy, whe is ecur friend and our candidate for the
United States Spnate, and a very distinguished public
servant, onc that we owe 2 great debt of gratitude to.
(Applause)

And I can say with equzl sincerity and depth of

feeling what 2 rare privilege it is to be with this
gocd Mayor of the City of New York, a2 long time friend.
(Applauso

Now, let's get en. I am sure that Eddie and Averell
know that I love thom dearly, and 1 don't need to take
any more of their time. They are such fine and great
citizens.

Yes, sic?

Questinne. Sanstor, Senator Goldwater has made some
rather controversial statements about the role of
minorities in this country, once in 2znnsylvania and
once again in a difforent sense in California. Would
you care to comment, pleasa?

Senator Humphrey. VYes. I rsad what the Sgnator
haed to say -- Senator Geldwater -- and I must say that
I made = responsc to this both in Cleveland and in
Philadelphiz and Nowark. Scnator Goldwater has made the
word "mincrity" appear =s if it were a mean or ugly
word and which it is not. It is but a2 word thot is
usad to jindicate that there are meny differznt groups of
people in America, people of many origins, backgroun Is,
n-tionalities, ethnic groups, but they are all Americans.

Just as I revicwed today in part the Columbus Day
parade, I saw people there of Iteslian extrection, but they
are Americans of Italizn extraction, Itzlian-Americans,
and the minorities to which Mr. Goldwater refecrrod in a
rather demeaning and derogatory menner, these minorities
make un the great majority of Americans.

They ~re like separate instruments in a great
symphany of American life.

I like to compere our population in this npation
of surs to a great symphony orchestra. You need
many, many instruments, many musical instruments, to
bring out the beauty of the music. It wouldn't be much
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of an orchestra if they werec all fronch horns or if
they were 211 just violins or all tubas.

3ut you ncad the balance ond the diversity and the
variety and out of that begets 2 harmony, and I want to
make it very clear that the Administroticn that I speak
for and the Party that I am privileged a2t this moment
to speak for bolicves in an Americe in which there is
room for differences, in which thare is a unity, but
alsc a diversity.

We don't ask everybedy to look alike, be alike, or
think =2likc, or come from the samo place, anzd very
frankly, if Mr. Goldweter's vicws had prevailed as the
law of the land when his grandfather sought entrance
to this country, Mr. Goldwater coulcdn't be a candidate
for Prosident right now. (Zpplause)

Questione Senator Goldwater told many times that
if and when he will be elected, he will send to Khruschev
an ultimatum for the captive netions, ospecially for the
Hungarian people.

I ask you, sir, can you send 2 message to the
Hungarizn posople on responsibility on tha anniversary
of the uprising of the Hungarian pcople against the
communist tyranny, because the Hungarizn pcople suffered
from both tyrranies, from Stalin 2and from Hitler.

Sen=tor Hymphrocy. First, my friend, ultimatums
in this day and age of the nuclear bomb and nuclear
nower, ultimatums are not designed to aid the cause
of justice or peace. It could precipitate a war, and
it could be of great dammge to the very seoplc that we
would love to help and protect and ultimately gain --
help them in their fight for freedom.

Diplomacy by ultimatum is reckless, irresponsible --
Qluestione That is right.
Senator Humphrey. =-- and will not hele anybody.

Now, what should we de? '=211, the sother day I
noticed that the Holy Father, the Pope, went to -- had
negotieticons with tho government in Hungary, thez regime,
not because the Catholic Church condones communism. To
the contrary, it is one of the -- it is possibly the
most effective enemy of the communist force in thc world.

3ut the Pope negotiated with the purpose in mind
of being able to holp in the spiritual life of the
people of Hungary, teo maintain the Church for spiritual
guidance to the people of Hungary.

Now, I menticn this beccausc some people say that
when you tz2lk tez these communists, or these regimes, that
somehow or othor you show yoursclf to be soft on
communism.,

Not at all. ‘'lhat the Holy Father sought to do was
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te help with the sairitual life of the psople, not to
condone caommunism, not to have r:zlationships on a
friendly basis with the communist regime, but to help
the people in their spiritusl life,

Now, whzt is cur policy es =2 government? Our
pelicy is to build bridges of contect with the people
of these countries. Our policy is to aid in cvery way
that we can through diplomacy, thrcugh pressures, through
contacts, through individuals, through any force that
we have outside of cutright military force, to bring
greater independence and ultimzte freedom to the
peoples of these captive nations.

I know that it isn't the gasy answer, but, my
friends, I don't think there are any casy answers, and
I beliocve that what we are seeking to do is the right
thing.

Uuestion. Tha2nk you very muche. (Applause)

fluesticen. I have tws questions. First, is the
ecanomic and educational assistance t> tha satellito
countries helnful to tho communist governmeont or to the
people, znd should such bridging, the building of bridges,
be considered an abjective in itsclf or just a means to
obtain changes in the system of government and in the
degree of dependence on the Soviet Union? That is the
first question.

Senator Humphrey. Yas, sir.

s yaou know, I can now speak for my own public
record. I have voted for and supperted cultural
exchanges, some econamic assistance,perticularly in the
instance of food in a country such as Poland, and we
did so in Yugnslevir and in other areas of the world.

I feel that this assistance is basically helpful to the
penople, and let me say that the people of these countries,
the peoples of thesc countries, do love the United States
of America. There isn't any animosity, any hatred on the
part of the peonle with our country, and it is right

and propsr that we kzep in touch with these peaople. The
gentleman hzre that is with me, Mr. Kennedy, when he

was in Poland, he wsas loved by thz pseople. They rose up
as like a mighty army te welcome him. And why? 8gscause
he represented the United States; because he represented,
may I say most respectfully, a wonderful country and a
wonderful President in his beloved brother, and he
represented himself.

Mow, that oxample, it seems to mz, tells us that we
must keep in touch with these pecople. Now, we den't build
bridges Jjust to build bridges. e build bridges so that
we have a way to travel, so that ue can help people help
themselves to greater freedom, to less dependence upon
the Soviet Union, tn more independence for themselves,
to more freedom for themselves. fnd I think the policy
that we aro pursuing is sensible. (Applause)
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Question. Gsecond, the Yest Germans clamor for a
rovision of the Polish-German berder on the Oder-Neisse
Line endangers the peace of Eurcpe. Do you feel, Senator,
that the United States Government should recognize
nfficially tho Oder-Neisse frontier?

Sanator Humphrey. That is a vasry difficult question
for me to answer in my sosition, and the reason I say
that is because that lineo is 2 part of many other areas
of disegreement and,we would hape,ultimate solution in
Centrzl Sureope. The Oder-Meisse Lin2 is related to
other factors in all of Central Eurcpe that is ynder
negotiation and under study. 1 have a feeling that aur
government has a very open mind on this matter, and I
know, for example, that General De Gaulle in one of
his statomonts some years ago openly recognized the
Ocder-Neisse Line as the line cf demarcation,and we have
closa rclationshins with the French Renublic, but 1 don't
fenl that as 2an individuzl in the position that I am now
that I cught to spsak definitively, suthoritatively, on
that subjoct axcent to say that it is part of the general
consideratian of a settlemecnt that we hope scome time to
be able to ebtzin in Central Europ=2.

usstion. Are you against revisionism?

x

Senator Humphrey. Sir?

Question. ‘Which means war; again, revisionism
which means war?

Senator Humphray. ‘ell, I have nat becn too
sympathetic with the revisionists, may I say.

Question. Thank you. (Applause)

n. fur readers are very anxious to find
on, first of all, about the American
orus and after that about the nouw immigration

Senator Humphrey. Let me say first in reference to
ths Americon nolicy on Cyprus =-- whot we have sought to
ds is to maintain through negotiation the peace in the
arna bocause the blocdshed that has taken place has been
very dangerous, both to the people on Cyprus and also
to the alliance, the NATO alliance, and our policy is
one, of course, of an indopendent Cynrus -- to support
an indcpendent Cyprus -- and to sce if we can't work
out through negotiation and diplemacy a reascnable
settlement in Cyprus so that both tho people of Turkish
extraction and of Greck extraction can live in peacc.

Now, how that is going to bo donc, sir, is not
something thzt I can answer quickly. e have had men
like Mr. Harriman working on it, Mr. Ball working on it,
Mr. Acheson warking 2n it, President Johnson working on
it, but I can assurc you that our desiroc is to maintain
the noace of thz area and in no way to sacrifice the
poople of the area, and we fully racognize that the Greek
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pcopls are the majority people in theo islend.

ion. Yau 2, absve nll, rceoagnize the right
termination.

Senator Humphroy. That is right. Of self-determin-
ation.

Quostions Thz grea t majority of the Greek-American
persons must press in this direction, if not --

Senator Humphrey. This government has zluways
supported sclf-determination since the time of Uoodrow
Wilsen which is the basic policy of this G-vornmont.

Now, may I answer your immigration question because
we are getting right down now to legislative policy.

The gentleman that is here with me, Mr. Kennedy, as
the Attorney Generzl of the Unitod States, speaking for
twn presidents, Prosident Kennedy and Lyndon 3. Johnson,
sant to the Congress =f tho United 3tates from the
Exccutive Branch of the Governmont = rovised immigration
bill, 2 now immigraticsn law, ang that immigration bill
was ong, by the way, that had the support of the late
John Kennedy when he was United States sonator.

If I may just for a moment take your time, I was a
co=sponsor with John Kennedy whan he was in the United
States Senate of an immigraticn bill very similar to the
one that his brother, Robert Kennedy, as the Attorney
Genazral sent aver to the Congress on behalf of President
Kennedy and President Joahnson,

30 we feel that revision cf the Immigration Act is

absolutely esscntizl. This Administration and the
meacrﬁulc Party is committed toc the bill that was sent
to the Congess by John Kennedy as President of the United
States through the “tborn 'y Gengral. The Prosident of
the United Stetes, Lyndon Johnson, is committed to that
bille. e think it is fair, and may I say we don't think
that it opens up floodgates at all. ihzt we do think is
thet it makes the gates that are open fair gates. UYe
abglish the ethnic =and recial discriminaticn features.
g increase the amounts, the number of immigrants slightly.

Wo permit family reunion. And my goodness, why not?
Yo pormit pecple of skills and “cnnetence that are needed
in the American cconomy a2nd the sociazal structure to be

given somg priocrities, and we ebollsh the old 1920-1952
system which discriminates against fastern and Southern
Furopeans. (Applausc)

Question. May I ==

Senator Humphrey. Yec? Good to see you againe

Questicn. Thank you, sir.

5anater Hymphrey. Jg almost had an interview out
here on the avenus today.

Quecstion., I work for .‘rcns-. You know that.
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I don't have to tell you. And we Puerto Ricans don't have
to worry about the immigration law.

Senator Humphrey. Nao.

Question. But we are supperting, well, maybe [fr.
Goldwater wants to get rid of us, too. That would be very
dif fieul b, (Laughter) But we are very much interested in
helping cur Spanish friends, I mean the Spaniards from
Spain. !'le spoke to, shell I say, Senator Kennedy the other
day, and he was very much interested, and I know you are,
too, becausc you are working on the same thing. They get
anly a guota of 250 a year, and if this law is revised, will
thzt mean that that quota will be increased?

Senator Humphroy. There will be -- indeed it would.
there will be no quotz as such based unon the 1520 census
population. In fact, we pael == one of the -- I believe
I am correct in that, am I not, Robert, that we pool tho
unused quotas?

Mr. Kennedy. That is correct.

Senator Humphrey. Sc that where there were areas not
used, other nations will be able to usc those quotas so there
will be a substantinal increase in tho number of people of
Spanish extraction that will come.

Mr. Kennedy. All of the countrics will be treated equall
It will be over a five year period of time. #"ll countries
will be trestad equally.

Question. But I always hear Western Eurgpe. [ mean jus
don't speak about Eastern Europe or Southern Europe. I
would like once in a while teo hear Yestern Europc because
that is where Spain is.

Sanator Humphreoy. Uegll ==
Mr. Kennedy. From now ONe

Senator Humphrey. I think we just talk about Eastern
Europe but the bill treats all parts of Europe.

Nuestinn. 511 the peaople here, they all have representas
The poar Spaniards don't have anybocdye 5o I am here --

Senator Humphrey. My dear, with you, with you such
roprasontation --

Ruestion. Ole, ole.
Senator Humphrey. Marvelous.

Quastion. And I want to ask something about that, the
Commission cstablishod in Puerto Rico -- you asked the

question the other dey and so did --
Senator Humphrey. Yes.

Question. == Mr. Konngdy atsut the letting =f pooplo
af Puerto Rico decide but 1 would like to know after the
referendum, after the
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Commissicn prescnts its report, what is going to be
done by the Congress? Do you have any idea? The
Commission <=

Senator Humphrey. I will have to wait until I
see what the report is of the Commission, what
recommendations they make to the Congress, my dear.

Question. Thank you very muchj; thank you, Mr.
Kennedy.

Question, Mr, Senator ==

Senator Humphrey. May I just say, we are very,
very pleased that the Pusrto Ricans have such an effective
representative and we like the Puerto Ricans.

Questicn. Thank yecu very much. e like you, too.
Senator Humphrey. Thank you, my dear.

Question. Mr. Senator, my name is Oslin, and I
am from the Latvian Nationality Group.

Senator Humphrey. Yes.

Question. I would like to ask you a few questions
and that is remind our memories, refresh our memories
about during the period af the S5Second World War. When
the Russians and the Nazi Germans signed an agreement
and the secret pact about jnclusion of the Baltic states
in the Snoviet Russian territory, about the partition of
Poland, to take part away from Rumania, this Bessarabia,
that time the President Roosevelt gave a statement through
his Sccretary of State, Mr. Stettinius  thet he
doesn't recognize the inclusion of the Baltic states in
the Scoviet Union and as far as I understand, still this
recognition exists. But nevertheless, during the war,

I think in 1945 or sa2, there was several statesmen and
senators who expressed and agread with Stalin at that
time that the Sovict Union =2ftor the war needs a friendly
government around the Soviet Union. That means Poland,
all Eastern Europe, Baltic states; and at that time

there were several senatcrs and statesmen who said,

"Yes, we agree. Stalin is right. The Soviet Union has

a right to incorporate the Baltic states in the Soviet
Union." Partition of Poland and so on.

Please, how could you cxplain now, does that kind of
a code still exist or do you repudiate that or what is the
present situation?

Sgnataor Humphrey. Well, thosc were the views of
individuals., Those were not the vicws of the Government
of the United States.

Question. That is right.

Senator Humphrey. And the Government of the United
States deces not believe in sacrificing any pcople or any
country for the accomodation of any other pcople or
country., And belicve me, we do not believe in the sacri-
fice of the independence of any nation state in order to
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make it more convenicnt for somebody else as they --
according to their idea of convenience.

So to make it simple, we belicve in an independent
Pcland., We still recognize the representatives of the
Baltic states. And one of the greatest things that
has happened to America is the large number of people
from Latvia and Estonia and Lithuania that have come to
the United States,

Question. So, Mr. Scnator, so you don't agree for
that incorporation, do you?

Senator Humphroy. No.

Questions You exist for independent states.
senator Humphrey. I do.

Question. That is your present sclution, reason.
Senator Humphrey. Yes, sir

Question. Thank you, very much. That is very
important.

Question. Mr. Senator, what is the position of
the government today towards Israel and especially to
the threats of Nasser to annihilate Israel?

Senator Humphrey. YWell, we have lived with those
threats for a long time, my friend, and may I say that
the position of the government of the United States
towards Israel is for the protection of the territorial
integrity under the Tripartite Agrecments of 1950
backed up, may I say, by 2 strong commitment of the
American people who have @ great friendship for the State
of Israel and for the pcople of Israel,

de seek above all, sir, to keep the peace in the
Middle Easts. We think that peace in the MNiddle East
is the only way that any of the people in the Middle
East are going to be able to . prosper and to thrive,
and we think the example that the Israelis have given
of developing a vieble, effective, productive
gconomy is one that stands very well in the world today
for many other nations, and many other small nations in
particular. And you can rest assured that this govern-
ment is still committed unequivocally to the commitments
that were made in 1950, that as far as the territorial
integrity of the nmation states in the MiZdle East is
concerned, we are prepared to defend it. (Applause)

I think we will take onc mcre hcre.
Question. One more before you leave, Senator.
Senator Humphrey. VYes.

Question, I am sorry. My guestion then is you
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know we have got a hot senatorial race hers in New
York.

Senator Hymphrey. Yes, sir. I have heard about
that.

Question. And the VYelazcchi hearings have become
quite a thing inveclved in the race, involving the
alleged 1Italiean vcters supposed to be running against
the Democratic candidate. What are your vicws on
the Velacchi hcarings?

Senator Humphreys iell, let me say I have heard
something about this, and it is really kind of surprising
tc me because first of 211, the Velacchi hearings were
conducted by a committee of the United States Senate,
not by the Justice Department, and the committee that
conducted them is the Permanent Investigating Committee
aof the United States Senatec.

Now, I don't serve con that particular subcommittec.
I know this, that when a subcommittec of the Sgnate
that is established by law requires of a department
of government information or a witness that is in the
custody of the Government of the United States, that
that committee or that department of government has
an obligation to comply with the renuest of the
committee. And I deo believe if my memcry scrves me
correctly that such 2 request was made of the Attorney
Generale. He didn't initiate it. The rcguest was
answered and if he hadn't have, he would have had more
trouble than he is having right now, I can tell you,
because the Senate treats some of the cabinet officers
with the kind of trcatment that senators like to deal
out to cebinet officers cccasionally, and Mr. Kennedy
was required by the rules of the Spgnate and the laws of
the United States to producc a witnosse.

Now, it is just utterly ridiculous, may I say
in 211 candor, and I am not being asked to defend anybody,
but I road about this and I am not so openly involved
in all of the local clections up here, but I am for
Bob Kennedy., I want that crystal clear. And
President Johnson is for him, too. (Applause)

I think it is really playing very loocse with ponliti-
cal truth and political honesty to try to fix the
blame for anything that may have happencd in the
Velacchi hearings upcn the former Atterney General of
the United States. That just isn't right. Now,
had he conducted that within the Department of Justice,
on his own voliticn, then they can take him apart as
they see fit. But there were several 8enators on that
subcommittee, and I think I recall a statement in the
Senate at one time on the part of secvorel of them
relating to that hearing and one of them from my good
friend here -- I believe Senator Javits of New York
made some statements in refercence to it. He sz2id
that he thought the hecarings had been conducted well.
I can't remember the exact words. But he was a member
of the committeec.
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Mow, if therc was such complaint about those
hearings, why wasn't the cemplaint made in the Sgnate?
We have twc scnators from each state. I want to
just say onec cther thing. Italian ncaple never had
a better friend in their lives than John Fitzgerald
Kennedy and his brother. (Applause)

nless I can just crowd in a little bit my-
selfe I think I am a2 pretty gnod frizn’, =n? I know that
President Johnson i:,and his numbor 1 aide in the Whitc House
is ncne other than Jack Valenti to stand along side of
him every hour of the day, and I hope what I said here
will be not misunderstoods I want to make it clear.

The Senate conducted that hearing. If there are
any complaints about it, it should have been made in
the Senzate.

The Attorney General didn't conduct that hearing,
and had he not have responded to the request of the
Senate, he would have had mere trouble than he is getting
in the New York campaign, and I hope that somehow or
another he can be treated fairly on this question.

Question. Senator, can you tell mc how many
electoral votes you predict in New Yprk?

Senator Humphrey. I hope we will get them all.
Question. Can you predict how many?
Senator Humphrey. Well T -- we want them all.

Now, may I just conclude. If you will bear with
me, I have 2 very heavy schedule ahecad of me tonight.
I have to get up into Connecticut apd two mectings yet
in MNew ¥York. I want to conclude_ay remarks here by
first thanking you for giving me this forum to visit
with you. There are many subjects that we could have
still covered. The foreign language press does a great
service for the poople of America, a great service and
it does a great servico, may I say, for pecple in other
lands that want to know how we are thinking in America.
And it does a great service to prescrve some cultural
and national identity. And we arc deeply indebted to you.
And 1 hope that you will keep that fight up on the
immigration bill.

You help us and I guarantee ycu that President
Johnson and Hubert Humphrey as Vice-President and
Robert Kennedy as U.S. Senator -- we will get something
done about it. (Applause)

i
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In Presidential campaigns it is traditional to look ahead
to the next four years., But in 1964 this would be shortsighted
indeed.

The problems which beset us in 1964 -- and our responses to
them -- will shape America not just for the next four years, but
far into the future.

This is not a time for failure of nerve. This is no time tc
begin demolishing our remarkable accomplishments of the past 30
years -- accomplishments which represcent the consensus of both
Democratic and Republican parties.

Yet what does Senator Goldwater propose? What are his plans
for America? Listen to his own words:

"The government must begin to withdraw from a whole
series of programs,.,.from Social Welfare programs,
education, public power, agriculture, public housing,
urban renewal,...l suggest that we establish by law, a
rigid timetable for a staged withdrawl."

Or: "My aim is not to pass laws, bu%t to repeal them,"

Is this the time to begin tearing apart the better society
we have sitruggled so long to build? And is this the time to igucre
the challenge of building the Great Sociecty?

America will :not fetreat -- we will not turn back -- we will

not experience a failure of nerve.

more
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We surely cannot now ignore the challenge of making life more
meaningful and pleasant in our metropolitan areas,

The traditional distinction between urban and rural life has
disappeared, And the distinction between suburb and city is fast
being eroded,

The growth of our population -- the change in the economy of
our cities ~-- the growth of managerial and service occupations
has created a new phenomenon called the urban complex -- the super
city.

Every day you encounter and experience the problems of living
in a super city =-- problems of transportation, education, recreation,
and even in Westchester, pockets of poverty.

We cannot allow the massive problems of the metropolis to
@il unattended. These are not jmst Westchester problems or
New York City problems. They are problems which affect every
metropolitan area in the country. And, as a national concern, these
problems require the eooperative efforts of Federal, state and
local governments.working with private groups and individuals to
develop effective solutions.

This cooperative assault on the problems of the exploding
metropolis has been launched by the Congress finder the Kennedy-
Johnson Administration. It is a record we can be proud of:
enactment of programs for mass transportation and open spaces in
urban and suburban areas; expanded low rent public housing; increased
Federal assistance for local planning; expanded housing for the
elderly; a humanized urban renewal program; moderate income rental
housing; increased housing starts;and a comprehensive anti-poverty
program stressing local community action.

Yes, we have begun. But now we are confronted by a spirit
of negation and reactionary nostalgia from the Goldwater faction.
Their leader has opposed resolutely almost every positive proposal
to improve the quality of life in our urban and suburban areas.

He voted against the mass transportation act.

He voted gg@finst- the program to acquire open spaces in urban

and suburban areas,
- more -
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He voted against the housing act of 1961.

He voted against legislation to help provide housing for the
elcéerly in urban aress,

He voted against funds for urban renewal.

He voted against the Economic Opportunity Act of 1964.

By this record, the leader of the Goldwater faction has
demonstrated his total lack of concern for the problems of our
metropolitan areas., He has given specific documentation for his
statement of September 30, 1961:

""Sometimes I think this country would be better off if we
could just saw off the Eastern Seaboard and let it float out to sea."

Second, the urban complex faces the problem of public
education,

Our children are the future of this country. They need and
deserve the best education we can provide. I€¢is.our responsibility.
A first-rate public system of education is the bedrock of democracy.

Here is the record of the Kennedy-Johnson Administration:
we have provided more college classrooms, we have improved programéﬂ
for vocational education, we have increased loans to needy college
students, we have supported a substantial increase in public library
facilities,

Senator Goldwater, however, has seldom missed an opportunity
to express his lack of coneern for American education.

He voted against the Nutional Defense Education Act and sub-
sequent amendments,

He voted agianst the School Construction Act of 1960.

He voted against the School Agsistance Act of 1961.

He voted against the work-study and vocational education
programs of 1963,

He voted against aid for colleges and universities in 1963.

He voted against the medical education act of 1963.

But thesc votes are expected from a man who could tell the
citizens of Jacksonville, Florida: '"The government has no right to
educate childten....The child has no right to an education. In most
cases, the children will get aléng very well without it,"

- mMore =
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None of his votes on education, it should be added, reflect
official Republican policy. Senator Goldwater's attitude, in fact,
repudiates a Republican tradition which goes back to the Land
Grant Act of 1862. Had he been in the Senate then, Goldwater
would probably hawe denounced Abraham Lincoln as a "socialist."

Senator Goldwater has not limited his program for dismantling
the social accomplishments of the past to the areas of metropolitan 1i
life or education. By no means. He has consistently opposed
responsible governmental programs in a variety of areas ~- even those

proposed by his own Republican Party.
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I have analyzed the votes of Senator Goldwater on 25 specific positions set
forth in the 1960 Republican Platform as compared with the votes of Senators Dirksen,
Kuchel, Saltonstall, and Hickenlooper,

An honest appraisal of what Republicanism means is found in this 1960 platform.
It was a conservative platform--but it was a responsible platform too. It reflected
the fact that a Republican Administration had been in office eight years, and had
dealt with the complex problems of a great nation in a turbulent world.

The record shows that Senator Kuchel supported his party's declared position on
every one of these 25 major issues, And Senator Saltonstall supported the platform
on 20 occasions,

But what about Senator Dirksen and Senator Hickenlooper?

They come from the Midwest; they are deeply committed to the tradition of the
Republican Party; and they are universally and rightly known as solid conservatives,

Senator Dirkson voted for the Party's platform 18 times, and went against it
only four times.

Senator Hickenlooper voted 17 times fer his party's platform, and went against
it only O times,

In short, Senator Dirksen, Senator Hickenlooper, Senator Saltonstall, and
Senator Kuchel--all supported the 1950 Republican Platform an overwhelming.y

majority of the time,

But not Senator Goldwater, He opposed the party platform all 25 times when

these major issues came before the Senate for a vote, Always the same refraia: "No,

NO, ... & thousand times nol"

So I ceme to the conclusion that Senator Goldwater is neither Republican nor
conservative, He is a radical and he is a Goldwaterite, And radical Goldwaterism
simply does not equate with conservative Republicanism,

Fortunat@ly, the American people have z chrmice on Hovember 3rd, But what we
vote for is far more important than what we vote against,

Yes, we shall reject all that is retregrade and reactionary in American life.

But we shall also reaffirm what is constructive and forward-looking,

(more)
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Recognizing that America has great problems, we shall affirm that it has great
opportunities,

Remoembering that it has a glorious past, we shall affirm that it has an even
more glorious future,

President Johnson has asked us to join with him in building the Great Society.
He faces these challenges with courage, determination, responsibility and confidence.
He believes in America, He believes in her people, And he believes this naticn wants
to continue moving forward,

I believe the American people share this vision of a better tomorrow--this ¥ision
of the Great Society. I believe the American people will say 'Yes" to Lyndon B,

Jolinson on election day,

kkiEERE
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Remarks of Senator Humbert H. Humphrey
at Westchester County Center, New York
October 12, 1964

Senator Humphrey. Thank you very much. Thank you
very much, Bill Liddy, for your generous and gracious intro-
duction, and may I thank this wonderful audience in Westchester
for this great reception, a wonderful reception to Mrs. Humprey
and myself and a tumultous reception to the next United States
Senator from New York, Bob Kennedy.

(Applause.)

I am delighted to share this platform tonight with two
of the new Congressmen that will serve this area in the House
of Representatives, particularly ~- wait for their names, now --
for Frank Caniff --

(Applause.)

And Dick Ottinger.

(Applause.)

Apparently somebody thinks that I need to add a few
more inches to my height.

(Laughter.)

I want to thank them. I thought I had grown up but
apparently not.

Tonight is a wonderful, wonderful evening for the future
of our country. I come to one of the most important counties,
one of the most important areas of the United States.

(Applause.)

And I come here for a very, very good and worthy purpose.

I come here to cite the record of the Kennedy-Johnson
Administration and to ask your support for the man that I am
sure with your help will be the President of the United States
for the next four years, Lyndon Johnson.

(Applause.)

I also come here, in the words of my wife, to ask ym
to support the whole ticket from top to bottom and from bottom



to top.
(Applause.)

I am delighited to have the privilege of meeting the
splendid county committee, the candidates for public office in
the Westchester area, and as I have stated, to ask you not only
to support your President, not only to support the man that
seeks the office of Vice-President, not only to ask you to
support your local candidates but to back your President and to
back that program by giving the President in the Congress the
kind of stalwarts, the kind of courageous and able men that
he needs, and I have three upon this platform, Robert Kennedy,
Frank Caniff and Dick Ottinger.

(Applause.)

Let me say just a word or two here in opening my remarks,
about the gentleman that spoke to you just a few moments ago,
Bob Kennedy.

Senator Kennedy -~ I want to get used to calling you
that -- and by the way --

(Applause.)

I insist that you make him Senator Kennedy because when
Lyndon Johnson wins, that means that I get to be Vice President
and that means that I can swear in Bob Kennedy as United States
Senator.

(Applause.)

Bob Kennedy is honored tonight as few men in public life
are ever privileged to be honored. He is honored every day,
every day that I have been with him, and his illustrious and
great brother before him and his younger brother who is a dear
and personal friend of mine--

(Applause)
The honor that I speak of is one that every parent,
every person of voting age in this State ought to be fully aware

of and most appreciative of.

I have yet to find a man in public life that has the
support, that has the trust, that has the enthusiastic affection
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and admiration of the young people like Bob Kennedy has.
(Applause.)

Now let me say a word to these young people. Let me
speak just a word to our young friends. I personally greatly
enojy the fellowship and the friendship of these young people.

As I travel around the country, it has been noted and
written that a number of the young people attend our meetings.

Now, some people make light of this. Others even scorn
it. Some say, Oh, all you have are the bobby soxers or all you
have are the Beetle lovers, and some of these others.

But let me tell you what you have. First of all, I want
to say to the young people anybody that speaks disparagingly
of you and your participation in the political life of America,
that kind of a person is unworthy of the trust and of the support
of your parents, and you see to it that they remember it.

(Applause.)

I don’t know what greater honor could be paid a person
than to be loved and respected by the youth. The bible speaks
of it, the prophets speak of it, the philosophers speak of it,
and yet I notice that when someone has that affection there is
always a cynic, there is always someone that turns a phrase and
makes it appear as if all you have are the youngsters.

Well, let me say right now that if I have my choice be-
tween some of the cynical oldsters that support the old, old,
old Goldwater line --

(Applause.)

-=or can't make up their minds who they support, and
those who know who are they are for and what they are for, let
me say right now I enlist with the young people of America for
a better future of America.

(Applause.)

Now let me say to my young friends your job is cut out
for you. For those that laugh at you, for those that make fun
of you, all you need to do is make yourself individually commi=-
ttees of one to go home and adviseyour voting age brothers and
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sisters, your mother and your father, your grandfather and
your grandmother, your neighbors, advise them about the election.

They have been advising you for years. It is now your
turn.

(Applause. )

And may I as an old friend just pass along a suggestion.
The best advice that I can give to you, which I hope you will
pass along to the family, is to vote for President Johnson,
Humbert Humphrey, Robert Kennedy, Frank Caniff and Dick Ottinger.

(Applause.)

Bob Kennedy has spoken of the years, those one thousand
dramatic days, of the leadership of our late beloved President.
He has spoken of those days since November 22, 1963, when we
had amazing, competent, able, effective leadership from President
Lyndon Johnson.

I want to testify tonight that this leadership not only
had the support and the help of members of Congress, and I was
very fortunate to be included in that selected group or select
group of Congressional leaders permitted to meet with our
President Kennedy and our President Johnson, but this Senator
can testify as witness to the fact that the great programs of
education, the programs of immigration legislation, the programs
of housing, the programs that relate to our cities, mass transit,
the programs of civil rights, the program of the Peace Corps,
the programs of health that put America forward, and as John
Rennedy said, got America moving again, that those programs had
the help and the advice and the counsel and the support and the
enthusiastic backing of the man who ought to be the United
States Senator from New York, Bob Kennedy.

(applause.)

I say this because I know what happened and when I hear
some people say, well, I wonder whether or not Robert Kennedy
will help us in housing, or whether or not he played an important
role in civil rights, or where was he when the Peace Corps was
being designed and passed, I can tell you where he was.

He was in the thick of the fight and he was there.

(Applause.)
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So, I come here in New York, at Westchester County, to
tell you that there is a team in the field and it is a team that
needs your support and I believe it is a team that has earned
your support, and it is the team of Johnson, Humphrey, and
Kennedy.

{Applause.)

Now, my friends, you know, ordinarily in every Presidential
election year somebody either wants you to look back at what we
lave been doing or occasionally somebody says let's look ahead two
oxr three years.

In this election year, my fellow Americans, it is not
enough to lobk ahead four years. Time moves on rapidly.

Last night Mrs. Humphrey and I werxe privileged to attend
a dinner in Washington, D. C., the Eleanor Roosevelt Memoraial
dinner, and tonight when we leave this building --

(Applause.)

Senator Kennedy, Bob Kennedy, will go to a dinner honor-
ing the memory of Mrs. Roosevelt in the City of New York.

(Applause.)
Last evening Adlai Stevenson reminded us =--
(Applause.)

-=-0f the fine book or writings of Mrs. Roosevelt, and
I wonder how many of the audience recall the title, because the
title of that book is the message of this election year, and
I think it poses the question and the answer in a few words.

The title of Mrs. Roosevelt’s book of writings is
"Tomorrow is Now."

(Applause.)

Tomorrow is Now. This is a simple and yet profound way
of saying that this world of ours is changing so rapidly, that
matters are changing so much both at home and abroad, that if
all you are going to do is to stop and think about the problems
of today, you have already missed the tomorrows.
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You must think ahead. VYou must plan ahead. You cannot
afford the luxury or the extravagance of thinking only of the
yesterdays.

Nor can you have the luxury and the extravagance of only
praising yourselves for the accomplishments of today.

That is why I say this election is more than looking
ahead four years because four years will go by like that, and in
four years, whole new worlds can be created and discovered or
old worlds destroyed.

What we need to be thinking about is the fact that in
this election we will fashion :the shape of our society and in-
deed we may very well fashion the future of the world for decades
to come and that is why we need your help.

(Applause.)

Now, if that is true, surely this is no time, my fricends,
to talk about demolishing that which we have accomplished over
some 30 years.

Ssurely this is no time to ask America to look backwards
and repeal the yesterdays, and yet what does the leader, what
does the temporary spokesman of a fraction of a faction of the
Republican Party propose ==

(Laughter and applause.)

Let me ask you to listen to his own words. They are
incredible. They are unbelievable. But this is what he said.

(Luughter.) (Applause.)

I take this man at his word even when he changes his
word.

(Laughter. (Applause.)

Listen to the words of the man that says he wants to
be President.

"The Government must begin to withdraw from a whole series
of programs, from social welfare programs, education, public
power, agriculture, public housing, urban renewal. I suggest
that we establish by law a rigid timetable for a staged withdrawal.'
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Here is a man that woulnd’t only repeal the 20th
century. He wants to go back to the Articles of Confrederation.

(Applause,)

This gentleman goes further. He says: "My aim is not
to pass laws. It is to repeal them."

(Laughter.)

And I think that every person in this audience ought to
say seriously, what laws?

Well, he has spoken with some doubt about social security.
I don’t say he wants to repeal it but he is suggesting that he
wants to repeal laws.

Minimum wage -- he hasn‘t voted for it. It is entirely
probable that he would like to preal it.

Housing -- he says get out of it.

Education =-- oh, no, none of that.

(Laughter.) (Applause.)

Now, my friends, it is having to have a man standing
for public office that reminds us of the glories of yesterday,
but I would suggest that if he is going to do it, he study
history and report accurately.

(Applause.)

And may I also say most respecyfully to the students
that are here, and to those who are of voting age and college
students --

(Applause.)

—==that it is having, my enthusiastic young friends, to
study ancient history, but for goodness sakes, don't let your
parents vote for it.

(Applause.) (Laughter.)

I think it is about time that both candidates for the
Presidency clearly understood that the rural life of America
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has changed and that a metropolitan era is upon us.

Now, one understands that, the man who is President.
He knows that America is growing. He knows that America is
becoming more and more urbanized. He knows that American cities
are becoming more and more industrialized.

But the gentleman from Arizona is still back at the cover-
ed wagon staking out homestads.

(Applause.)

The growth of our population, the changes in technology,
industry, the change in the economy of our cities, has created
a new phenomenon called the urban complex or the super .city,
and I believe that it is time that people in public office
discuss the problems of cities.

They are here. They are not getting smaller. They are
getting bigger. And I have a feeling that they are even going
to last longer than Barry Goldwater, so maybe we had bettexr go
to work on them.

(Applause.)

Robert Kennedy spoke to you of them. He told you of
the problems of transportation, of education, of recreation,
and all of these problems are here in this great empire State
of New York just as they are in every other major State in the
Union.

Our country is growing. And it is going to continue to
grow and it is growing younger, not older. The percentage of
population under age 25 increases ever year.

The need for new home units increases. The need for
recreation, the need for educational facilities and teachers,
every one of these great needs expand and increase, and these
are not just the problems of Westchester.

Even in this great community, known for its wealth, known
for its cultural attainment, even here you have problems of
poverty, problems of low income, and these problems are a part
of the great modern America, and we need people who seek public
office that at least are aware of the problem and then once
they have an awareness of it, start to propose solutions to the
problems.
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But what are we getting? We are getting lectures on
the moral tone of America.

I wondexr if the spokesman of the new Goldwater morality
has ever thought that morality also includes being concerned
about the poor, being concerned about the unfortunate, being
concerned about the ill-clad, the ill-housed, and the sick.

I wonder if we have forgotten that we have some social
and moral obligation to the illiterate, to the hungry, to the
naked, to the sick, to the blind. I hope we haven‘t.

(Applause.)

These problems zemain with us and everyone of these
problems offers a challenge and everyone of these challenges
offers an opportunity, and this is why there are literally
thousands of our young men and women studying in the great
universities to equip themselves to meet these problems, study-
ing nursing, medicine, engineering, studying to be a doctor,
studying to be a social worker, studying to be an architect, or
a city planner, and I think we need from people who seek the
highest office of this land an expression of their concern and
their interest in those who seek to come to grips with the
problems of tomorrow because tomorrow is now.

(Applause.)

I am happy to say that those of us on this platform
speaking for the Democratic Party tonight and those, by the way,
in this audience who have put their country above Party, and
there are many, that we can point to a record.

President Kennedy, when he spoke to the nation on
January 20, 1961, asked this nation to begin, to begin to do
things for people, to begin social progress, to begin to expand
our economy, to begin to pursue peace, and the beginnings were
made .

And those beginnings were not just words. They were
programs, programs that have been mentioned from this platform
tonight, programs with which Hubert Humphrey and Bob Kennedy
had something to do and helped do it.

(Applause.)

We did pass a program for mass transportation, for open
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spaces in urban areas, in suburban areas, for low rent public
housing, for increased federal assistance for local planning,

for expanded housing for the clderly and for our college students
in their dormotories, for increased housing starts, for middle
income, and a comprechensive Bconomic Opportunity Act to strike
body blows at the poverty areas of America.

That is a record of accomplishment.
(Applause.)

And now what is the record of the voice of the past?
Let's take a look.

The man who says follow me -- right back into the 19th
century -- what is his record?

He voted against mass transportation; against the open
spaces, against the housing, against the urban renewal programs,
against housing for the elderly, against the Economic Opportunity
Act.

You name it.

And I can assure you of one thing, that if you are a
betting person, if you will bet he voted no, you will win 99
times out of a hundred.

(Applause.)

But my friends of the eastern seaboard, don't be too
upset. You shouldn’t have even been surprised, if you were, be-
cause this is the gentleman who said when interviewed about his
attitude toward this great sectionof America, this great section
of pioneer America, early America, here is what he said:

"Sometimes I think this country would be better off if

we could just saw off the eartern seaboard and let it float out
to sea."

(Luughter,)

These are the words of a man that asks you to vote for
him for President, the Senator from Arizona.

What an easy way to solve problems -- just saw it off.

(Laughter.) (Applause.)



oy iy P

But may I suggest that the Party that has been at sea
and apparently is lost without a compass or any sense of
navigation is the man that made the statement that I just quoted.

(Applause.)

Now a word about the subject of education which has been
discussed here this evening.

Imagine, my friends, placing the trust of this country,
the responsibility of this country, in the hands of an individual
who says, "The government has no right to educate children and
the child has no right to an education. In most cases the child-
ren would get along very well without it."

what kind of an attitude is this? Are these the words
of a person you want to be your President?

(Chorus of no from audience.)
Well, thank goodness I°m talking to educated people.

But might I add that this response is not just what you
would expect from a Democratic audience. It is the response that
you would receive from any responsible citizen because Senator
Goldwater's attitude that I have read, not paraphrased but read
word-for-word, these attitudes repudiate a Republican tradition
in the field of education which has gone back to the Land-Grant
Act of 1862.

I think that had Senator Goldwater been in the Senate in
1862, I mean physically -- he has been there somewhat psycho-
logically --

(Applause.)) (Laughter.)

-~I really believe that the Senator would have probably
denounced Abraham Lincoln as a Socialist.

(Applause.)
It is an interesting exercise in the study of a political
record to take a note of how close Senator Goldwater adhers to

the traditional Republican line.

I have analyzed 25 votes on 25 specific issues of the
Republican platform of 1960. That was the platform that was an
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avthentic conservative Republican platform. It was the plat~
form that came of an Administration that had to deal with the
tough problems of the turbulent post~war years. Eight years
of administrative responsibility.

That 1960 platform therefore stands up as a reasonable,
responsible, conservative Republican document.

Now, what is the record of Mr. Goldwater relating to
that. And maybe this tells us why one out of every three
ragistered Republicans says today that he is going to vote for
Lyndon Johnson.,

(Applause.)

On 25 Republican platform commitments, 25 times they
were brought up in the Senate and Mr. Goldwater has a remarkable
batting average. 25 times he fanned out. 25 times he voted
no.

Now, there were others in the Senate of Republican per-
suasion, like Senator Dirksen, the leadexr, Senator Kuchel, the
Whip, Senator Saltonstall, the conference chairman, Senator
Hickenlooper, the policy committee chairman, elected Republican
leaders.

Senator Kuchel voted 25 times for the platform. Of
course, Mr. Goldwater dismisses him as an extremist.

(Laughter.)

Senator Saltonstall voted 20 times. He is dismissed
as an easterner.

How about those two from the midwest? Senator Dirksen ==
you can't call him an easterner and you surely wouldn't call
him an extremist. I would say that he is a rather responsible
conservative.

Senator Dirksen voted for his Party platform 18 times,
seven times against it.

Senator Hickenloopexr voted 17 times for his Party
platform and eight times against it.

At least these men had better than a two-thirds voting
record for their Party. They are Republicans.
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But Mr. Goldwater voted 25 times against the commitments
of his own Party on 25 major issues.

(Applause.)

So we come to but one conclusion. Senator Goldwater
is surely not a Democrat.

(Laughter.)

Senator Goldwater, having repudiated his own Party 25
times on 25 platforms, surely is not a Republican. He can cnly
live under one label. He is a radical, a Goldwater radical.

(Applause.)

And Goldwater radicalism is not responsible Republicanism,
and therefore we see today why some of the leading figures of
the Republican Party either hide out when Mr. Goldwater comes
to town ==

(Laughterx.)

--or they sign up and say they are going to vote for
Lyndon Johnson.

(Applause.)

My friends, lest I seem to be too personal, let me make
it crystal clear that I think Mr. Goldwater is a patriot. I
think that he is a fine gentleman. I think that he would make
a good neighbor, but I don't want him for our President.

(Applause.)

What America needs and what America has and what America
can continue to have is a President that looks to the future,
a President that is equipped by background, training and ex-
perience for the job of leadership, a President that unites our
country rather than divides it, a President that 1lifts the
hopes of our people rather than darkens them, a President that
asks us to do better rather than scolding us for having done
so badly, a President, if you please, that calls from us the
very best that is in us rather than chastising us as if some-
how or another we are unruly children.

I submit to you that you have that President and you
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have a President that asks you to work with him to plan the
future.

You have a President that is responsible in the defense
of this country and in the conduct of foreign policy.

You have a President that understands that today is
the beginning of tomorrow and that tomorrow is now, and I sug-
gest that you take that President to your hearts.

I suggest that ym do for him what you did, so many of
you, for John Kennedy, that yoa back him with your hands and

your hearts and that you elect him President of the United States
on November 3rd.

Thank you.

(Applause.)
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