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SPEECH BY VICE PRESIDENT HUBERT H. HUMPHREY 

TO THE DSG STAFF R0UNDTABLE LUNCHEON 

JULY 22, 1966 

Thank you . I suppose that all of you have heard your ·boss 

complain about you on occasion, and I've just given my friend 

Ted Van Dyke a going over as I came in here . I said, "This 

morning Bill Canell grabbed me out of my home and took me 

literally from the breakfast table; I never even got there and 

didn't have any breakfast . " And I said, "Now you fix it up so I 

don't have any lunch . What are you doing for dinner?" But I 

think if I can spring away from the office tonight I'll maybe 

make it. But if that coffee comes, you put some sugar in it . 

I need some dextrose . My blood sugar is down and I'll sip on it . 

I'm not at all sure just how it's best for us to proceed, 

but I've been told that I might ta'ke a few minutes of your time 

and we'll have whatever ~uestions that you'd like to ask and from 

there on we 'll just ho·pe it comes out all right . 

We're coming into a very vital period in the Congress of the 

United States, this, the Second Sessi<;m . And I hope I need not tell 

you that the best thing to run on when you're up for re- election is 

your record. I know that I'm talking to people here today that helped 

make possible the good record for members of Congress . In fact, 

there isn'~t a single Senator or Congressman, President or Vice 

President or anyone else who can have that kind of a record unless 

he has good staff . And peo·ple that are deeply involved in the 

creation of that record as the principle. This leads me to say to 
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you that the programs that are before the respective houses of 

Congress are the platforms upon which we will have to stand and 

defend our case in the elections of 1966 in these coming months . 

And I hope that no one will feel any less enthusiasm for what 

we're trying to do now than what we did a year ago . This means 

we have to pass these programs . 

Also it means that once we've passed them, we have to be 

·proud of them. Not because they are the ---- - --- , the omega, 

not because they're ·perfection, but because they are better than 

we've had and better than the opposition bas offered . 

I've spent two and a half hours this morning, well, in fact 

I've s ·pent the whole morning in consultation with different ·people 

in government and outside of our government . An hour and a half 

with a distinguished statesman of Ja·pan, Mr . Takyo Mikki (?), former 

Foreign Minister, nrni Minister of Industry and Commerce, and old 

friend of mine who is here for the meeting of the OECD, the 

Organization for Economic Cooperation and Developnent . This is 

an organization as you know of the more industrialized nations . 

And then after I spent an hour and a half with Mr . Mikki , 

I spent a couple of hours with the representatives of our Office 

of Economic Opportunity, going over the whole program as it is now, 

as we hope it will be . I mention these two areas because one is 

domestic and one is foreign. In my visit with Mr . Nikki we talked 

about the things that have been happening that we don ' t read much 

about that are very very good. 
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We generally read about what the last 'battle in Vietnam is, 

and we sort of keep a running casualty list every morning on 

television. I've wondered whether or not a nation with our respon

sibilities can be an expert in c:current events and sort of keeping 

a morticians table and at the same time have any perspective.on the 

world in which we live and the role of the United States in that 

world. Frankly, I doubt it. I doubt that you can develop a sense 

of constructive foreign policy if you are going to be in constant 

turmoil over the latest news flashes. It's sort of like checking 

on the health of your baby by taking the temperature, either orally 

or rectally, every hour. Pretty soon that child will be a wreck. 

I don't think that any mother who .. loved her child would ever do that. 

Also, a mother who knows anything about a child knows that temperatures 

do vary. Every one of them isn't necessarily a crisis. But we insist 

on every hour having the news. And the worse it is, the louder it 

comes through the radio or on the television. In fact, people hunt 

for the bad news. 

Well, Mr. Mikki told me this morning about some of the good news. 

He told me, for e~ple, that this November, in Tokyo they will have 

a meeting of all the agricultural ministers of the Southeast Asian 

countries. He said,"Mr. Vice President, since I've last seen you"--

and I've been with him two times in Japan this year, I saw him last 

year when he was here with Prime Minister Sato--he said, "Since then 

we've had the economic conference in Tokyo of all thee conomic m\inisters 

of the Southeast Asian countries. We had the meeting in Soeul, Korea 
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of the nine Asian countries, Asian and Pacific countries, and 

organized the Asian and Pacific Council. We 've had subcommittee 

meetings of these respective meetings. "We've made great ·progress," 

he said. "There's a new feeling of vitality in Asia. There's 

a reawakening. 11 Then he went on to say how discouraged he was that 

in the meeting of DAC (?) or the OECD, that of all the countries 

that were there, only four delegates ever mentioned Asia. He said, 

~~~ is that, Mr. Vice President, where half the population of the 

world lives, why is it that ministers from all over the developed 

areas of the world, primarily Europe and the western hemis·phere, 

only four of them mentioned Asia. Two of those were from the United 

States, the Secretary of State and the Vice President." 

And I said that this is gne of the pro'blems that we're having 

in the United States right now. We 're a world power with a half

world commitment. We 're a world power with about a third-world 

knowledge. Most everybody in the United States is sort of an expert 

on Europe, a few have some interest in Latin America, fewer in Africa, 

and fewer in Asia. This is ·part of our pro'blem. This is why we 

have ·people that are today in America that will defend Berlin to the 

death, give every American all the resources of our country, pledge 

everything to it--and maybe we should, and we do, it is a commitment-

'but they can't quite see the relevance of a struggle in Asia. 

And I said, "There's good news. You've brought me good news." 
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And he said, "the best news that Asia's had was the President's 

s·peeh in West Virginia, at White Sulphur Springs, West Virginia, when 

he pointed out that the United States was a merriber of the Pacific 

Community, and that the United States was involved in Asia, and that 

we looked upon Asia as a very vital part of the entire world order. " 

He said, "This had more ·positive effect in Asia than anything that's 

hap·pened in recent years. " 

Now I want to just tick off a few of the things--because I 

know all of you know all the bad news--I'll give you some of the 

good news: 

Asian~ initiatives by Asians. 

Regional cooperation 'by Asians. 

The Economic Conference in Tokyo. 

The Political Conference in Soeul. 

In Burma, Ne Win, the Prime Minister soon to be here in 
Washington. A year ago, Burma was a captive, for all practical 
pur·poses, of Communist China. The Prime Minister is now going 
to pay us a visit. 

A year ago, war 'between India and Pakistan. Today, these two 
cou ntries at least making a determined effort to settle their 
disputes amicably, to find their way to peaceful develo·prnent. 

A recognition in Asia at long last that the ~portant thing is 
agricultural development, that industrial develoJ:ment will have 
to take a third priority and maybe a fourth: first agricultural 
develoJ:ment; second, infra-structure, which is ports, harbors, 
roads, etc.; third, light industry; and fourth, heavy industry. 
This is one of the best ·pieces of news, because this means 
there can 'be systematic development. 

Indonesia, only a year ago literally a Communist Chinese 
satellite; today it's making its break for freedom. Yes, 
with viQlence, with bloodshed, but at least it is making a 
determined effort to stand on its own feet, soon to come 
'back into the international community a member of the United 
Nations, hopefully, again and the International Monetary Fund. 
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It's making progress. 

The new awakening in the Philippines under a new President, 
Ferdinand Marcos, an articulate, intelligent, strong voice 
in Asia. 

The tremendous economic breakthrough in Korea and Thailand. 
Korea has had an economic growth in the last three years of 
ober 8 per cent. It is on the verge of one of the most 
fantastic economic develO'pnents of any country in the world. 
And Taiwan is running 7 to 8 per cent and now extending 
foreign aid and no longer receiving it. These are a few of 
the developnents. 

Australia and New Zealand coming into the Pacific community 
and recognizing that they are no longer just members of the 
Commonwealth but are members oa a larger order. 

And the commitment of the United States to this area. 

Now we could spend a lot of time on this, but I thought I'd 

just run through a few of them because there is some good news in 

the world. And if you have to look for it, the Scriptures say, 

"Seek ye the truth." You really have to look hard these days, you 

really have to seek it out. There's a lot of good news. 

I heard som good news in the Poverty Program this morning. 

Let me tell you just a little that I heard. 

Job Corps: The average income of 10 per cent of the enrollees 

in the Job Corps (had jobs before they came to the Job Corps some time 

in their life)--their average hourly wage was $.80. Those same 

Job Corps graduates today that are coming out of the Job Corps 

have an hourly wage of $1.71. 

The retention rate of an enrollee in the Job Corps center is 

71.7 ·per cent ( ? ) • The retention rate of all students in ---
high school is 68 per cent. So when you hear about Job Corps enrollees 

dro·pping out, remember that more of the middle income young people 
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drop out of high school than of the deprived young people dropping 

out of Job Corps . And every one that came into a Jo'b Corps camp 

was a drop out 'before he got there . 

Get the figures . 68% of all young peo·ple that enter high 

school as a so·phomore from junior high school dro·p out . 68% remain, 

I should say. 32%•uro·p out . 71.7% of the young ·people entering 

Job Corps remain, 28 . 3% dro·p out. Pretty good. 

The rate now of employment of Job Corps enrcill.ees is very high. 

Industry is picking up these young people . I wish that I could remem

ber all of the facts that were just given to me just a little while 

ago and it isn't that everything is hunky-dory, it doesn ' t mean 

that everything is going 'beautifully . In some areas of America 

there are incidents that cause trouble . There are 106 some Job 

Corps camps around the country, 'both conservation and the camps 

near cities, and of those about 25 or 26 have had some troubles . 

There have been over 75,000 enrolees come through Job Cor·ps 

camps . (90 some thousand applicants that have 'been processed ). 

I think there's a good deal of good news, if you ' ll just 

look at it. 

There are well over a hundred thousand people in the United 

States who had never 'before ever partici·pated in a community 

decision that today are members of committees and advisory groups 

and decision groups deciding the future of their neighborhood and 

their community as a result of the War on Poverty. Literally 

hundreds of thousands, they say up to five million people ' s lives 



-8-

have been affirmatively, constructively helped and touched in 

eighteen months of Job Corps activity -- not Job Corps but 

War on Poverty activity. 

I mentioned to the officers that were over to brief me 

this morning--we went through the projections for five years 

ahead as well as what we're doing now--I said to them, I'm 

glad you're giving me some of this information ·because there's 

criticism in Congress that we haven't done well enough . But I 

want to tell you something. A friend of mine is a large 

stockholder in a large bank. He told me that in the first 

eighteen months of this huge bank they lost money, hundreds of 

thousands, millions of dollars. And at this nineteenth month 

they 'began to almost break even. They figure by the end of two 

years they can ·break even. 

Now we haven't had two years of the Poverty Program yet, 

and we've made same progress. Now I tell you this because so 

many purists, so many ·perfectionists among us imperfect ·people 

these days--we have people who keep saying, well, we haven't done 

enough. I can only way this. We've done a whole lot more than 

anybody else has ever done. And if Einstein's Theory of Relativity 

is worthy of science, it is also worthy of social science. I 

saw the ·budget figures today. As to what does your government -----
·put into the American economy to help ·poor ·people--farmers, workers, 

youth, Social Security payments, for elderly, for dependent children, 

etc., the total package this past year was $24 billion. That's quite 
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a lot. Total amount, $24 billion. That includes all the programs. 

Public housing programs, every kind of program that you can think of 

that goes to distressed area.s, or to poor people, or to ·people of 

low incomes, or people under pensions or Social Security. 

Now somebody's going to say, well, that isn't so much out 

of a $740 billion economy, and it really isn't. But you know how 

much we ·put in two years ago? $13 billion. So in the two years 

that the Congressmen that you have something to do with around here, 

you've almost doubled it. So when I hear somebody say we ought to 

do a lot more, I say, "Thank you, I agree." And we're going to, if 

you give us a chance. But in the mean time, I'd like to ask you 

what did you do, since you think we ought to do more, what did you 

do when you had your chance. 

Or better yet, let's just take a positive look at it and say 

it is true that we ought to do better and we ought to have higher 

standards, we ought to want to do more, we ought to want to make this 

a 'bigger country, a 'better country, a more just country, a finer 

country, but we are making considerable ·progress. And I '11 tell you 

something, my dear friends, you're here to work for your congressman 

and you're here to hel·p us as Democrats (most of you, at least, I hope 

all of you). And you're here to help this administration . In doing 

so, we think you are going to hel·p the country. 

I don't think you're going to help your boss get re -elected 

by reminding everyone of the inade~uacies of the Administration. 

The opposition will take care of that. They have that all mapped 

out. If you think you're ·proving yourself to be intelligent, and 
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objective, and noble and intellectual by trying to outdo them on 

criticism, then I must say I don't think you're working for the 

right ·person and you ought to resign. 

The best thing that you can do is to try to point out what 

we're doing that is being done well. And then you go to your boss 

privately if you don' t think things are being done too well, and 

tell him, look, I'd like to share a thought or two with you. 

I'm Vice President of the United States. There may be 

sometimes that I might have a moment of disagreement with some

thing that the Administration's doing. But if I had, or have, I'm 

surely not going to stand up here on the Washington Monument or the 

Lincoln Memorial and say, "Gather ye, my friends around~' ••• 

I'm going to go talk to the people in the Administration that I 

ought to talk to inside the Administration and make my fight within 

there. Within the confines of the Administration. 

And recognize that you never get everything you want, that 

after all, family life, community life, or national life is a series 

of adjustments and compromises and realignments . And once that a 

deaision is made you have two choices, and only two: either to 

support it or have enough guts to go outmnd try to defeat it. 

Don't you go wobblin' around, you know, trying to straddle that old 

fence and ·pretend that you're really for it but you're not, and you 

ought to be but you aren't, and all of that nonsense. That doesn't 

·prove that you're courageous..!. -it proves you're ccnfused. 

There's another way of putting it: don't put poison in the 

Democratic well from which you are going to have to drink . 
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And finally, I would say that I don't think one proves 

himself to be courageous, progressive, or liberal by enjoying 

defeat. 

Now let me explain that rather definitive statement. I 

know that I've heard many ·peDple say, '~ell, I'd like to have gone 

along with that 'bill, but it didn't go far enough so I had to vote 

against it." Or, "I think the Administration has done pretty well, 

but they haven't done well enough, so I feel I simply have to 

criticize it." Now that doesn't make you an intellectual. And it 

doesn't make you a liberal. It doesn't even make you a conservative. 

Just as I said a moment ago, it just sort of makes everyone feel 

that somehow or another you don't really know what you want or what's 

going on. Or maybe that you want much more than anyone could 

·possible do ever, and that you're setting yourself up as some sort 

of pinnacle of purity around which all folks should rally. 

Really, there~ others that q_ualify for that and don't try 

and crowd in on their jurisdiction. 

I've been in Congress q_uite a while and I was one of those 

who would fight hard for what I thought was right. Real hard. 

And many, many times vote for what I knew was only half right. But 

half right was better than no right. And we'd inch along. 

Franklin Roosevelt was considered to be the greatest liberal, 

progressive, radical President that we've ever had. And everything 

he did was just a beginning. Everything. His Social Security 

program would have been denounced today even by Barry Goldwater. 
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Franklin Roosevelt--all he did was just break through the inertia. 

He just barely got a little old start. Twenty cents an hour minimum 

wage. Coverage, practically nothing. Just a few, very few, workers. 

We've made fantastic progress. You've heard again and again. We've 

doubled the funds in aid to education in the last two yea~s. We've 

more than doubled the amount of money in aid to health in the last 

two years. We've made real progress. And all I suggest to you is, 

if you'll stick with it, and if you'll remember this, that if your 

Congressman is a new Congressman, a first term Congressman, that 

what he needs more than anything else to do a real job for his 

constituency is re-election. That's what he really needs. 

And I say that to you because it takes a little time, and a 

little experience and a little seniority around this place to be 

able to carry through some of the dreams and ideals that you have. 

And most of us have a lot of dreams and ideals. I've had many 

people say to me today, '\/ell, where 's the liberal program, Mr. Vice 

President. I can't understand what's happened to li'beralism." 

I'll tell you what's happened to liberalism--it's in ·power. And that 

disturbs some liberals. 

But it hasn't by any stretch of the imagination completed its 

assigned duty or its work. Medicare--a wonderful beginning. But you 

and I know we're going to have to improve hospitals and nursing homes 

and more doctors and medical technicians. There's a great job yet 

to be done. But we made the break. 

Our programs about our cities--we're groping now. We're not 

quite sure what we're going ·bo do. We're trying to get a demonstration 
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city bill out, and if you really want to dig your teeth into 

something, get that bill passed. Get our rent supplements passed, 

and our teacher corps ·passed. These are ~ liberal programs. 

This is a part of the new America. But much of what we've been 

fighting for for twenty-five years is now the law of the land. 

But like in the days of Franklin Roosevelt, it represents a 

beginning. 

We' ·re going to do much more in the field of education than 

we've done thus far. We're going to do much more in the field of 

medical research than we've done thus far. We've just begun to 

do something about the pollution of our lakes and our streams, 

just barely 'begun to do something about the pollution of our 

atmosphere. We're just now beginning t ·o think in terms of metro

politan areas. We used to go around putting band-aids on cities, 

a little urban renewal here, a little public housing there. Now we 

know that we have to rebuild them. Not only_ ·physically, but in rp.any 

other ways. An American city ought to be the finest manifestation 

of man's creativity. The ci~ was the dream of primitive man to have 

his contact with culture. We ought to make these aities instead of 

cesspools, beautiful sparkling lakes of magnificence, and culture and 

education and commerce. 

That's what the program's about in the future, and we're 

beginning to make it. We've got a Department of Housing and Urban 

Development. We've got .. some bills up here in Congress that we've 

been kicking around for months. And the task that we have is to ·pass 

those bills and frankly admit it's just the beginning. 
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It's just like my wife trapped me into building a house. 

Somebody said to me not long ago,"you know what a family house is?" 

I said, "No . " 

He said, ·~ell, it's like yours. It's a series of patios 

enclosed." 

You know haw they do it fellows? They get you to get a house, 

then somebody says that we ought to screen the porch. And a little 

'bit later, then we ought to enclose it . And after you have that they 

say, '~ere is that screen porch we -w:ere going to have?'' So then 

you have to go out and ·put some gravel in, take up a piece of the lawn, 

put a piece of screen around it, then Mom says, "You know, wouldn't 

it be nice if we could just have a vinyl floor there. We'll have 

to ·put in concrete or something, and then we'll put some vinyl in 

there or asphalt tile and then we could screen that in . " 

And the next thing you know, you've got a new room-- several 

thousand dollars later. Now this is the way we build programs . A 

series of patios enclosed. So don't be depressed or in any way 

unhappy about the slowness of progress . I'm one of the most restless 

human 'beings in Washington ·but I see our country doing fantastic things. 

I don'tthink anyone else is doing a better job. All we need to do is 

have our own standards, our own ideas as to what we want to do, and then 

proceed directly to accomplish them. 

All right--! just wanted to visit with you, now you must have 

some questions. You go ahead and toss them at me . Don't hesitate . 
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Speaker: Mr. Vice President, Perhaps in some cases it isn't too 

helpful -vrhen the Congressmen criticize the Administration, but -vrhat about 

the Administration criticizing Congress1 This week, I think, the 

President called in some of the Appropriations Committee members and 

expressed concern that they were spending more money than the Administration 

had asked for. This created some difficulty back home for some of the 

Congressmen, so how -vrould you suggest that a Congressman reply to this 

criticism from the Administration? 

Humphrey: Just take it. (Laughter) I understand your concern. I 

think it can be said that what I was trying to refer to -vras that if we 

make it appear what we've done that is constructive to make it look like 

it was less than constructive, it doesn't help anybody. I could really 

show you that -vre ought to do a lot more in federal aid to education, but 

there's a limit to how much you can do at any one time out of a national 

economy as well as what the people can absorb, as what the school system 

can absorb, just merely what you can take and that's what I was trying to 

get at. I understand the concern that some Congressmen have had over the 

meeting there at the White House. The President feels very strongly that 

if five to six billions of dollars over his budget request are added to 

the Appropriations Bill, that it will have a very serious effect on the 

economy, inflationary-1-rise. And he is concerned about that. And he 

called in the Congressmen to ask them to see what they could do in both Houses 

of Congress to put some restraints on. He didn't say to do less than the 

Budget. 

Now I've heard some of the boys around talking and I kno-vr a few of 
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them went out there and I can see them drooling saying "Hell, now, we 

can go back and just raise the dickens with those Democrats and make them 

cut the budget." No. The President said, "Look, I want my budget, and 

I can take a little more. n He didn 1 t say less than the budget. So if 

your Republican friends say to you, "Well, now, we just ought to cut 

back. You heard what the President said . " The President didn't say to 

cut the Poverty Program. He said, "I want at least what I asked for in the 

Poverty Program." The President didn't say to cut the school program. 

He said, "I want at least what I got in the school program. 11 And he 

also said, look, he's been around Congress, he said, "I know that there are 

adjustments that can be made in the budget and >vill be made in the budget, " 

but what he was saying to the Congress 1-ras, 11Watch out . If you add an extra 

six billion dollars onto this budget, vre are going to have to do one of 

two things: either have a massive deficit at the end of the next fiscal year, 

which has an inflationary impact of itsown in a tight economy, or we're going 

to have to have a tax bill and do you want to have to vote on one of those 

before you go home?" (laughter) So that when you get off the train, 

they ' ll say, "Nmv what did you do for me?n And you say, "Well, I passed 

a tax bill." (laughter) I said train because I'm not sure that we'll be 

flying. 

But your question is well put, sir, and I understand that there was 

some embarrassment, and I ' m sure the President meant none . It was 

hopeful that that meeting would be looked upon as sort of an inside 

meeting, but it got a little outside, didn't it? 

It's just like I noticed here. It s&d that everything is off the 

record. And I'm going to tell you that -vrill be the first time that I've 
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ever experienced that •••• (laughter) All, right. Anybody else? 

Yes, ma'am. 

Speaker: vlhat do you think of the move to transfer the Head Start 

Program from the Poverty Program over to the Office of Education? The 

Senate Subcommittee on Labor and Public Welfare is voting to do that. 

Humphrey: I think it ought to be in CAP. I think it has a good start 

there and that's also the Head Start program involves more than just the 

education area, it involves the whole community. I've said about the best 

thing about the Head Start Program amongst the better things -- is, 

number one, you've found the needy child. You're not only giving this 

child some educational attention, but some emotional attention, some health 

attention. And then the chil~After you get that child into Head Start, the 

teachers finds out how poor a teacher he or she is and has to change teaching 

methods. And we've improved teaching techniques. Teachers at first 

they've recognized. They say that this is the greatest experience that 

they've had for improved teaching techniques and methods. 

Then from there on, if you follow that child back from whence the child 

came, back to the neighborhood and the family, you get at the source of the 

problem. Because Project Head Start alone, even if you keep that child in 

school ten months or a year or eleven months, if that child has to return to 

the same abysmal surroundings with no change in that pattern of 

environment, Head Start will have limited effect. 

So the best thing about the Head Start is that it ties in the social 

workers, the community. It ties in the social agency, the whole business of 

rehabilitation of individuals, adults and neighborhoods. That's why I 

think it properly -- at least it appears to me -- that it properly 
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belongs where it is presently located. 

SPeaker: Mr . Vice President, apparently the long, hot summer is 

back in Chicago, Cleveland, Brooklyn, last night. The President, when he 

discussed the D.C. Home Rule Bill -- and many of us are concerned about 

that -- said that if we don't get such a bill this year, there may be long, 

hot summers here in Washington also. It's sort of a three-part question. 

What is the Administration going to do about home rule? Second, vrhat are they 

going to do about the Morse amendment? And do you think that Home Rule 

has a chance this year in Washington'l 

Humphrey: I don't know that it has a chance, but it ought to have. And 

the Administration is solidly for the Home Rule and has supported and 

has passed the United States Senate, and it is my view that if Senator 

Mbrse adds his modified bill to the Higher Education Bill, that the 

Administration will be in full support of it. 

I think we need Home Rule in the District of Columbia. I think it's a 

shame that we don't have Home Rule in the District of Columbia. I don't 

think you're going too -- people think you're going to have a better city 

vrithout it. I believe they're vrrong. 

Novr, may I add about the other cities. We have two or three 

developments here, as I see it, are very serious. The riots, the violence. 

These cannot be tolerated. We all know· that . You have to use law enforce

ment agencies to stop that sort of pillaging, riot, violence and destruc

tion of lives and property. You have to use police. You have to 

occasionally, even regrettably, call upon National Guard, because you cannot 

permit a social structure to be torn apart by lawlessness and violence. 

We just start there . 
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fut, once having said that, you and I know thateven though much of 

this violence may be created even by teenagers that get out of hand, some 

incident, and it is. And sometimes by plain hooligans. There are festering 

sores in these communities. Whorehouses, slums. I've been very outspoken 

about this and I'll continue to be, because I think that the greatest 

danger in America today is slumism. I think it 1 s the "ism" that really is 

plaguing us right now. And by slumism, I don't mean just delapidated 

buildings, even though that's part of it, broken down neighborhoods, the 

physical structure. That certainly is a part of slumism. 

I mean deprivation. I mean lack of education, lack of opportunity, 

lack of jobs, the vicious cycle of welfarism. You stay on, generation 

after generation. The feeling that you're not vranted, that there 1 s no place 

for you, that you've been shoved around. And there's a growing hostility and 

bitterness. And all of this -- I put it in one vrord called slumism. And 

this can't all be corrected by just building new buildings, even though 

that vrould help. Or by opening up green areas, even though that would help. 

It's a vThole process of rehabilitation, getting people to feel that they 

are something. The constant question: What am I? Who am I? And to be' 

able to answer it in one's life, in his ovm heart and conscience. 

We 're seeing this in the sickness today. It's just broken out. As I 

said to a group not long ago: We cannot have, with modern communication, 

vdth television, radio and the press and publications and the mobility that 

we have today. You can't have a neighborhood over here that is affluent, and 

beautiful vTith parks, and the garbage collected, the houses nice, everything, 

the streets lighted, everything, and within a half a mile or less utter 

filth, broken down neighborhoods, you can't have two Americas -- you just 



-20-

can't~ 

Now ,.,e broke down segregation in this country by la1v. We said that 

public law that required segregation was unconstitutional. We have 

said there is only one citizenship. Novr I want to say to you we've got to 

say there's only one America. There can't be an America for the poor 

white or black. And by the way there are more poor whites than there 

are poor blacks. It isn't just racial unless you want to call it bi-racial 

and tri-racial; we have a lot of poor Indians and poor Mexican Americans 

and poor Puerto Ricans. You cannot have two Americas, the other America 

that President Johnson spoke about about a year ago at Howard University 

and my Arne ric a vrhere I live the good life • 

And this is what's beginning to happen, just like in the world in which 

we live. I said here the other day that I was privileged to be your 

government spokesman before the OECE. This is a very important meeting and 

I'll be quite frank with you. I vras very disappointed in the coverage 

of that meeting and disappointed with the coverage of my particular 

speech. Because I spoke for our government, not for Hubert Humphrey. 

The first thing that I said is the biggest threat to world peace is hunger 

and poverty and it is. More than any "ism." That's the greatest single 

threat to vrorld peace, and as the gap widens between the rich nations and 
' the poor, that threat continues. Thank goodness that Pope John XXIII said 

it so somebody will believe it. (laughter) He said that in a world of constant 

want there is not peace. And he vrent on to say that as this gap widens, the 

fabric of peace is torn more and more and it is~ 

Now it doesn't mean that allnations have slipped and haven't progressed. 

It means they haven't progressed as rapidly as other nations so that the 
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gap widens. The gap is widening in your America and my country --

your country . And it's widening in Chicago, and in Omaha, and in Minneapolis 

and in St. Paul and in New York and in Philadelphia and in Washington and 

in Pittsburgh and you name it -- every place - - Los Angeles. That 

gap widens. And lo/'e have to find some answers . Otherwise there' 11 be safety 

for no one . 

So I have been receiving a little criticism of late for being rather 

outspoken on this subject. But I shall continue to be outspoken, because I 

think the very safety of this country ' s at stake . And I believe that it is very 

difficult for the United States to go preaching eternal verities around the 

world about what we ought to do about self help and how the poor ought to be 

helped and hovr we ought to help rebuild the world if you ' re not really 

going to prove you can do it here where we speak the same language and live 

in the same country. Most of the world is made up of colored people - -

people that are non-Caucasian . 
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Well, now, if the United States of America XRX£ the minority of non-

Caucasians can't do something about them, what about the rest of the 

world that we're supposed to be helping? I have a very sincere feeling 

about the foreign policy and domestic policy are on e and inseparable. 

I think the greatest act of foreign policy in recent years was the 

passage of the Civil Rights Act in 1964. add that to the Peace Corps. 

These are the two greatest single foreign policy programs that we've 

had in recent years. Well, ! ' don't want to get on~ my favorite 

topic. I'm· filled with this one. And 'I intend to keep at - it until 

they throw me out of office. I want you to know that. -(laughter and 

applause) Yes, sir. 

Here on the Hill many of us are conce~ed about the plans to extend 

the West Front of the Capitol. Can you tell us why you support that 

effort? 

H: Well, I think the West Front needs modernization and I think it is 

a seriously deteriorated. I know that if any other buildin~ in town 

were in this shape they would have had it closed up a long time ago. 

And that is a factual statement. It is a menace to life and limb the 
whether 

way it is right now and I don't know/:if they are letting anybody walkout 

there now these days or not, but if they are, they ought to be forewarned, 

because that building _is off kilter as much as 6" and the Founding Fathers 

were delightful, wonderful men, but I've looked at some of the stuff that 

they poured in those walls. It must have been some conflict of interest 

back in those days (laughter) It will be modernized -- or I should say --

renovated -- and I must say that I haven't been quite as excited as some 

people have. I'm not at all sure that what the present plans are will 

be the final plans and I think it's surely xBmHikiRg subject to some re-

-· 
• 



evaluat~on and most likely will have it. But 1 was around when we 
I 

voted on the ~as t Front We argued long enough on the East Front, so 

we didn't get a garage, and if we were going to build that same garage 

we argued about in the Senate in the East Front it would cost ~ice as 

'•t 
much now to build it as~ did then and we should have built it teen, ,, 
and I heard everybody say Oh, don't. You'll do something to the Capitol. 

!I 
You'll ruin it if you put in the East Front. The bewt thing that's happened 

to this Capitol since they built it was the East Front. (laughter). That's 

a fact; " it's beautiful, marvelous. What's wrong with marble1 It's 

better than limaltone any day. Unless you're in the limestone business. 

(laughter). "It's beautiful. Now I don't know . I'm not an architect. 

I don't know all about how far they ought to go and all that sort of 

· business, but I know the architects are pretty much like Protestants, 

they don't much agree with each other. They really have a lot of different 

. . . 
... \. ~ - . 

points of view. I do know that the ~Front ought to be repaired. I 

don't think it would hurt if it had some mice marble. I don't think you'll 

destroy it's historical significance. They repaired Westminster Abbey 

and didn't destroy it. It vas __; they had to repair it. I do~ 

believe tne.t there' sta need of more space and there will be a need. 

Tllls :is a growing country. And then I' 11 let you lin on a secret. 

There has \never been a public building in this town constructed 

that some.body wasn't against. You g9 around and take a look at tht. 

history. See what they said about the Supreme Court Building when 

they were building it? Why, I don't want to repeat it here. It's 

mixed '*'*"•kc;, company. You remember what they said about Fran.ld.in 

\\ 
Roosevelt and the Jef'ferson ~!DOrial7 It vas unbelievable. ~.Thy? 

E:O'.r could they do tht? 
11 

fut they did it thank goodness. They ;rere 

opposed tu the Washington M:>nument. And what abcn.1t Harry Tru.::ne..n ' s 

balcony~ They vent through t;ro years of roari.:1g a'tc ut that . Now 
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I don't know whethear this present one fits in that same category, 

'uut I do know that if there wac any building in this town \that 

been 

everybody ag::--eed to, it's :kD toru down long ago (laughter). When 

Mr. Hoove::- built all these buildings down Pennsylvania Avexru.e 

::n his administration, they were opposed to those, too. This is 

a wonder.ful city for oppositio~. There are more fight promoters per 

square foot in this town (laughter). When I go out to Minnesota, 

c..verybody' s kind of peac~ful, nice, they like each other --. most 

of the time. And you can build a building out there and people 

really don't care too much. But I care about this Capitol. I 

lo·ro it. xi:kXI It is our historical shrine. \ It :is tlle peo:ple' s 

government , and we son't -want to alter it's basic design, nor do 

we want t'J change its basic plan, But I dot~'t think you prove yO'.li'-

~elf a lover of history, just to let it fall down. I thin~ you do 

-
he.ve to make repairs and I think y ou ought to try to make it so that 

it's usab J..e. J.nd quite frankly·, they ought to put some vate:i- 'itountains 

:'..n. They didn't have vater fO\:ntaina back in John Ada.:ns' tie.y, buti' m 

for the:n now a.J~ I think they're b.ere to stay. ( laugheter, applaus E> ) . 

And I' ·.re ~ a lot t o say about this capital. I've thought about e;et"[;ing 

ur 

GO;ne flowers OUt around here for ~lte. That VaS before Mrs • Johnson 

on 1- · ~ autification
. Everett lJirkson tool{ me out on that. I did.n' t 

know the '"'.. iffereace l>P.t',.,.een !!lowers a.'1d shrub s , but I knew there ought 

to te so~ething out~id
e oe sidec dirt. I think there ought to be 

outiide ca:'eterias, and cafe£. ~-iny should it only he in wndon anil 

Paris: ~ . .Je l!::j:ilt help huilC: those all over the world, ...,h:r not ·:m ild 

one here ? ( lau.ghte.:- , applause ) · If you know 11here I stand on th~ 

iolest Front, :v-ou ' re better then I "[;hink you are. (applause, lau.ghtPr). 

I ' m for ~s improvement. Yes, si~. 

I 

I 
l 

l 
I 

j 
j 
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Mr. Vice Presdent: How do you ""ue s t feel that the ari"'ft-crbd lib-rals, 

~ c a: handle thf~~ d.t.E.I.lle r>f"e of tr.~·::: l eft -- the third 

pa=ty challenge·: 
tre..ditionul 

H: .fiov c.:J I feel t.ha"; tbe I:IXi<;i::xld lil eral s!lc.lld he.ndle the new 

challenge f'ro:n tl::..e new le:ft, I g;:e ss ~. s what you 1 re • . 

ir 
ferm 

Speaker: / P. third pa.rrty. J. 

H: A third part .. ,r:· Go right ahead and fight yo·..rr ·: a.i/~le s out for 

what you believe, ora.ganize. One of t he proclems vi"Jh :.cost of 

us in politics is tha-c when we see a nev force cornifl€ up, 'fe 

stand in amaze ment ani wonder v~1 it happened, instead of goin[ ~ t 

e.. 
to ~eat it. Get tus:-· , organize . Stand your ground . Teach 

your programs. Ym.:. 1 re gonna. have opposition. I' ci J .. : st as S ·')On have 

it from -che. new left as from the old right. -1 /e 1 ve abray s ha.ti it 

one way or another. I don 1 t thi:.lli. it's realJ...:..· a ver~·r serious threat. 

~ch of what's co:ning in from the so-called new left :nu:~· 14erJ well 

find its way in modified, adjusted into the political, social, economic 

lire of .this nation. 
. . 
. I : ' 

' ; 
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And it might veyy well find its way, modified, adjusted 

into the political, social, econ~mic life of this nation and 

what many people call the new left is just a kind of a vita~ized 

vita~ity of young people that are a little overly rambunctious 

according to a man of my age. I can remember when I was 

considered one of those of the new left of center. They said 

nice. ~hings about us then too. But truly I think that the 

real-- that there's very little real menace except in 

limited instances if you organize your progressive liberal 

forces to do battle and not run from it and try to get a 

guilt complex that some how or another you've done nothing. 

I'm not going to apologize to anybody for my record of 

public service, not on your life. When I hear some people 

coming up with so-called new ideas I say look-iL I had that 

one fifty years ago and forgot it, now what do you want to 

talk about? We don't have to apologize. We've made a 

record in this country and you don't prove yourself to be· a 

liberal by being ridiculous and you don't prove yourself to 

be a progre~sive by adyocating something that is far beyond 

anything that anybody can possibly tolerate. Now )t'M ... f YoiJr- r-'l~k. +-
it r o 

to advocate/is there, but we don't necessarjly have to a c cept it. 

I happen to think that the Johnson-Humphrey administration is 

the most liberal political admi~ i stration that this country 

has had for a long time and I'll tak e my st a nd on it and I 

think we've got a record t ha t c an prove i t. We not only 

have talked liberal, we've d e l ivere d a nd when you deliver th<c...-

groceri e s ..... ( applause) 
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that 
Mr. Vic e President: You rrention/the r io t& 

they are meant to provid e for Cleveland ant.! 
also 

are i n place ofiHxxkai 
t/J e re 

Chicago/a racial riot•. 
especially 

But ail this sotto of kill s the c hances for Home Rul e/in D.C .. wBHid But do you 

actuallv thing these a1e racial-wide? 

Humph rey: Part~ly, but XREXR not t:otally , but l don't see the 

relevance to Home Rule problem in D.C. unless it's simply tha t if 

you don't give people a c~e to have something to say about their 
pent 

own lives that you have JUfBJIRB up tension and frustration that can 

explode. I think that's what the President was referring t o . Now 

I don't think that we should try to pass Home Rule on the bas is of 

fri~htening people one way or another. I think we ought t o pass it 

on the basis of democratic ' government. A city this size i s 

entitled to have representatives government. We believe in that 

and the .fact that· they lack a representative government produces 

many problems and tensions is a supplementary fact, but we ought 

to do what we Qught. to do because it's right to do. \ l don't hink 

we ought to feel that we ~ave to extend Food for ,Peace if just 

because if we don't· the Communists will get there. I think hungry 

people ough~ to have an opportunity i! there is food auailable to 

be fed. I think it is morally right and I happen toihink that in 

the long term it fs politically right so possibly we ' d be letter 

off on occasion if we I think on all 0ccasions -- if we contem= 
and 

plated a program that we believe is desirable BX needed simply 

because it is needed. You RHXR can't always depend un the Communists 

to frightenxRBHJ.you. He may decide not to. And you can't always 

depend on a riot or lawlessness to fri~hten you either . There are 

some kinds of things that ought to be done just because th Py ought 

• 



to be done. For example, the right to vote. I know that the right 

to vote got an impetus out of the Selma demonstrations, but the· 

right to vote and the protections of that right was a moral and 

political right for 100 hears or more. We were just late. We 

shouldn't have needed Selma. It did trigger some action and 

I suppose this is the way a lot of things are done. I used to 

say that*have two -kinds of politics: physiological and 

psychological; empty stomach, full head; little stomach, empty 

head. I think that's a broad generalization that has an awful 

lot ·of relevance to cer\tain things hhat h?ve "happened on occasion. 

But I hope that we don't always have to be in pain before we 

db what we ought to have done and I hope that once we start to 

feel good that we don't quit doing \-lhat we ought to be continuing 

to do. 
in 

2 I 

Ques.: I read in the New York Times, ~think it ns 1rRR 1965 . that some 

96,Qgg South Vietnamese troops deserted their own army. i wonder~ 
fact 

~f that/was ~alid and,if it is,if it indicates anything? 

Humphrey: I think it's RH~~BRRH most likely somewhat valid. I think 

it's true that a number of South Vietnamese forces have not deserted. 

-"{ha.t would be -- the word desert mean.Sto go to the t-:orth -- but they 

their their little country farms. 

had left 1rRRXR military forces and gone back to ..C.:&· aJHb••l ~<-ml'1iiiiry 

has 

But most of those are what ve call popular forces. There kax-e been 

.little or no desertion from the South Vietnamese regular anny or 

popular forces or militia. They have three groups -- little or none 

to the North. This is the nost significant fact. What happens is~ 

that when the harvest season comes along -- like they did during 

the Civil War - this is an old _American hat>~ - - and by 
'~winr_x why they always t-alk about 

old french habit. lhat/ 1 

it' s 
the way/an 
French leave. That's 



-
a fact. That's where that waxidx phrase\ came in when the French trained 

in the colonial days the Vietnamese. They expected every so often that 

most of the Vientmaese colonials would leave xx~a and go. home in the 

harvest, if they had a celebration or a birthday or a funeral or ·a 

national holiday or a holy day or something they left. And this is 
J 

where the term French leave came in and when our boys were in the 

service -- World War I -- every onee in a while someone would- say'.: 

"Well, he not only went AWOL he just took French le?ve," which sort · 

of meant that there was something B:XX more interest.ing in Paris than 

up 
there was/on the Marne-/ He went back to see her, you know. That 

was French leave. And that is actually the dultural fact of the 

Vietnamese military life. Now these Vietnamese t hat you speak of. 

I th i nk that number may be large, but I wouldn't argue over the 

numbers, because there are over 800,000 Vietnamese in the regular 

army and the pppular forces. So let's say that 85 or 90,000 did. 

They neither defected or deserted. They just took leave for a while. 

They come and go. 
But many of them came back. What is most interesting is the ·rate of 

desertion from the NortH to the South. And more significantly, it 

seems t o me, is what happens to th e refugees. Now if you can use the 

a rgument as we have in America that the East Germans voted with their 

feet and that the East Be~liners voted wi th their feet, namely that 

when they got a chance., they went West. They couldn't have a ~u!lx1q: vote 

and we went around for years i n America saying wkax ~ell if you really want 

to kn.ow v:hat' s it like in East Germany just remember the hundreds of thousand 

of East Ge~nans t hat voted with th e ir feet. They walked out of East Germany 

into West Berlin and from there i nto West Germany, and that is as valid 

point. A million South Vietnames e have vo ted wt th their f eet. They have 

not gone to the North, to th e xaxk.Hxs "Worker's Pa radise". Th ~y have come 

south even under the government t ha t many people have criticzed in the 

South. They have com e into the Saigon area, int o the Delta area where the 

. ~ 
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Govennment does eMeecise co.1trol. l wouldn't want you to think that we're 

always satisfied with everything that a government does, but again in this 

world there are alternatives and choices and you sell. them a choice betw.een 

God and the devil. It's generally a choice between degrees of imperfection. 

And in this instance the deservion rate from the North has grown rapidly. 

~ 
This is one of .the most encouraging develop~ in _ this_ presen~ milit~ry 

sitaation. It runs now at about twice what it did s~x months ago • . And 

six months ago it ran about three times as much ~s ' it did a ·' year ago . so 
. . ' 

that the . desertion . rate from the Nor~h Vietnamese regula~ · units and . the 

Viet Cong is going up. ·. The French .. leave of the South Vie.tnanw~e forces 

depends on two things: when they ha,;·e holidays and when . they ha.ve 

~arvest. And if they have a big harvest and a big holiday they have 

a lot on leave and they're gone for a few Meeks and a few months some 

times, then they're regrouped and many of them fill them . back in, about 

10% of them return voluntarily. Another groupis sort of picked up again, 

you know (laughter). 

Mr. Vice President: One of the major criticism *froade by liberals of 

the war on Vietnam is thnt it is draining ·money from the programs of 

poverty, housing, etc. which are probably, as yo~'ve described them, 

Il,, ""'~ causes of some of the riots. How do we answer these criticisms?· 

~v-'':;I;, .. . ff~ don'~ answer them. It's fact. I don't deny that. I . don't deny 

that if we didn't have the struggle in Vientma we'd have had a balanced 

budget this year. The federal gover1~ent had a surplus and we could ha e 

out another Slbillion· dollars into the poverty p~ogram xkx most likely. . . 
\)' 

Anorher half a billion do~lars into education, if y~'ve got the congress 

" to vote for it. I've noticed around here at times that ma~y times that 

we are all excited about what we could do if we Jidn't have to spend 

money on defense, but when that money is reli eved, it's a little hard to 

get some of it put back into the proper channels. The same boys that are 
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going to ·relieve :you .of the defense expenditure don't get quit~ so enthusiastic 

to . help grandma or the little grandchild. But' ,r think that the·re is ·· some 

validi\tY to what -,l~ou'.ve said. Now having agreed with what ~i!tics :say·, 
. ~ ( -. . ·;· .. 

;. ' . . ; . . "' . 
namely that if we hadn't had the \strugg!·e'. in Vi~tnam we'd hay~. b'een . 

able ' eo do more .of this. I can say to ;~_f' ~h-at~ if we didn't have the 
~ .:., -; .~ .-· i. 

Soviet Union threatening; us we'd have beei atile: to \ io a lot more things 
~ ;~-~ / ~ occasions 

•{\"' 

we hadn't ~f : had Berlin cris~s . on two .or three ' xxxHX. I too. 
~ . , 

r ,· ~ ~';"C J ~-• ~ ~ _{ 

remember one day in the Senate xintRx .. on hne afternoon 
~ . ·~ , ~),/·;; . . ~ .. 

even 
without/any hearings 

. ' , 
we voted $6. billicm m~re just like.! that ; ii;d/ :i thfnk ' .. my friend over here 

,;.>\, 
' ,. . ~ -..; . 

• . .. 4 ' J .,, .-.., 

wi_ll remETmber, Chet, you remember )1u1~t a~ ·~el.~. as I do wh.en in 1961 in 
:' .- .· ~-;.. . . 

. ' . . '\ . .. 
the Berlin · Crisis we . had to p.ut. billions of 'dollars .on -occasion. We 

• . t . ;: • • J • .; ;: ·~· • t ;' . :"' 
surely could have done a whole lot more .under Harry Truma'n. if we hadn '· t 

" . . _-.;. . 
It,..; 

sf had the struggle. No doubt about wt. \:le spent biilions, billions·. 

How much? About 90 billions of dollars . totalling. and 160,000 casualties. 

There isn't any doubt in my mind but I want to say ~hat I think we did . 

. . 
right in Korea and ·. I' 11 tell you something else. We could have .had a 

whole lot money for a lot of other things if we ha'dn' t had to fight 

Hitler ·, no doubt about it. War is expensive business. And if w.e dido 1 t .. . , 

. •' 
t 

have to ha•Je foreign aid, we'd have ·some more money., xarie save some 

other people. I happen to think tha·t foreign aid is maybe made· it .. 

we had 
fbsfdble so thati\Exxx at least somewhat of a more peaceful world. · · We 

.have thus far averted World War III and that's been no small task. There 

have been aR number of singular foeeign policy accomplishments and no . 

one is happy about the struggle in Vietnam. As I said to Mr. Meekie this 

\\ (I 

morning, distinguished diplomat;, I said, my dear friend,-KH' we were ,, 
talking on Vietnam-- I said I'll give you a promise right now. If you 

can get Ho Chi Minh -- and youtre a bit closer to him than I d~ (laughter) 

If you can deliver Ho Chi Minh in Tokyo to tal k about peace, I will -promise 

you that I can deliver President Johnson or Dean Rusk or ARthur Goldber2. anv 



1/ 
counterpart. 

,. 
The threat to peace -- and let's . get i): · clear ri·g'h.t . . now 

~ . ~ . . ' the roadblock to peace is not in Washing ton and _i ·t ',s about t:i:pie ... that· this · 
~ . . : . · . . . "-. 

country made that manifestly clear. What more can Y9~ expc~t %ar from a .... .. . . 
head of state than you've heard. from yo:r 'President (J:ipp·lause): ' ~ho has 

---.i ... ' 
said these words: I will .·go any place, an~here, ;:anytime, - under,. any . . ' . 

· auspices to ·meet with anybody to · bring abou,t · p~ace .1 · Now th.ci-t 's y~~r 0 • ; • ~ ; ~ .. ... 
• 

tl 

"' government's ,position. Now you can saY., t~at ~we , ought not·· to be --bombing _. . . . : ~ ~,.r~· :;·. :": ~. ' . . :. ' . . : : . -~ : ... Some of you ·say that. and . some of you· say that· we . ought · riot~ to escalate. We : . . ! , -~ . . _ .. ;~ •. t 2 ~ ~ r . . a, ~ f(( • ~ ~ , 

d.on' t · think wi•.v~'·· escal~ted, · we thinki we .. ve - ~et e.:>calation. or whatever <.: . f · ~ · ~ r · ' · · ·. · · · . - ~ 
your view may ·be. You. ~o ahead a~d s~y' i~·: · We · are prpar~d. ·as · o.f' t.hi~ 
moment. This second. If . you can get the North · vietnames~ · to get t~ stop 

infiltrating their forces, 'w~d to stop our bombing a4Jw~'re 
prepared for a cesation of ia• • tt · 61 s and we're prepared to negotia'te.' 

Can you get Ho Chi Minh to say that? I . speak as Vice President . of the ... 
United States. I don't speak up. idly to you. I know what the position : 

of this goeernment is. And I must say to you what I've said to ·many •. 

I believe in the right to dissent. 

I believe in the right of protest. 

I believe .in the right to advocate. 

I've been a part of disse,~.· My life 

has been a part of protesting movements, but once in a while it would be 

nice if somebody \vould carry one of those cards to someone who . needs to . see 

it. (laughter) You've convinced us. (laugheter) It isn't a matter now 

of:say who made the mistakes. Let's just assume that both sides made 

mistakes. I said to Mr. Meek{e: ''You don't need to worry about that you've 

been critical of us in Japan on occasion. That was your priv i lege. Let's 
Can 

forget about that. I:et's start as of th i s minute. ~it.JUl you take ·my message ,, 1/ and do anything with it? Can you .. II He sa id, well we've tried. I said 
/,-

did Harold 
I know. So did the CAnadians try, so did th e Pope try, so 

Wilson try, so did the President of lndiaH trv. J spent hours with _the 

President of India and he's as peaceful as any man can be. (laughter) 
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. ..,.. 

" 

~- · 
.... ! ·. 

·And your government has literally. iie pled, pleaded. As · of this hour ·· 
·,. ' · -

.. ' f ' , . 

we just had Arthur Goldburg on another mission doing the · same .thing, :. to. -
_, 

get a chance to sit down and talk. And~hear a lot of this_ a~~~·gst .· 

our liberal community. Well, we ought to be. Everyx resb~i9n 'that 
!.,:- .,. • ,. ... ' 

~. ,. l .. • .. • .. 

comes fro!ll · a liberal, democratic group says, HR:ti: you rmi~e ~ ,.-ii;iBJl .. ~ 
~ ~ .. : .. ~ 

... -: ·;._ '- . ; . , 

press for peace. The ADministration must ;tess for pea,p€. ' Fine. How 

. ' ~ ·J. • 1 . 

' . 

: ~/up i ~ .. ·. ~ ; . ,,. 

much morE; press :do you want us to do? ~ - We are Rie-55'-:kn.g '.(or · .. ::. 

. '· . 
• .i . . . ·~ i ~ ~..7;.·~ ~ t ., 

4 • • • ;. ~ · - ~ ~ ,.. ' •• 

peace. ~ut' I . .think tl}at it ts about time •that the social·~·~A~emoc'rad.~,_ 
• "l . ~"' . .. -

. ,_ !i:.-:~~r. ·. 

liberal, · progressive, humanitarian · forces ·df •. Aine"r .ita le.t ·.J:he o 'ther : 

>,. I f •' ~ ~- ~ ~· : . : .· .· . I . 

side ltnow that we expect them to do a little pressing : fo~. P.eace. ·That s 
\: .. . 

.~" 

/ 
~ ~... ~ . , f 

what needs -to be ... I ' told theSwedish 1>rime Minister :tpe ·very same 

' 
thi ng I 1 m telling you now, and ·he 1 s a dear: · f:r::tend of m.i?e:Jxxx Cause. most 

of the social deillocratic countries . have been very critical of us. I 

said, fine, you be critical .of us. Th~t's your right. But would you 
' .. 

mind taking a look at the other side of the coin? And maybe you can 

use your . influence. You've convinced us. You've convinced us that iu~i this 

. war 
' _ 

J.aar; ought to be stopped. You've convinced us that we ought to have peace • 

You~ve convinced us that we ought to have no military bases in South 

Vietnam . You've convinced us that we're perfectly willing :Da·to take 

s 

... . • 

a Vietnarr that: designeli its own goverr.ment. If tltey wish to uni.te Nort'h 

b.Je~ 
and South that's their business. ~willing to accept ~new Geneva 

Conference. He're willing to sit down with anybody, anywhere, anytime, 

aHyplace and discuss anything. Now what more do yo u want to convince us 

to do except. to give up, which ·we t.lon' t. And l think that young Democzurts 

and leaders in tlte Congress ought to ge t on this tack and go with it. It 

altlttllrlx isn't a matter of whether we'"e done ever:rthing that's right. 

¥KWar is not a sunnnat ion o f acts of kindness. i~ar . is a dirty business. 

And everybody knows it. And you don't fight a war without either side 
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.• 

~aking some mistakes. The question is how do you get one side ~hjt 

refuses to come fo the confere~ce table. What did Mr. Ho Ch~ ~inh say · 

the other day? Why did htay : ar:;~ ,,. made another Viet -~i:.~'•.u 
fight / ainix.XXxk fight, and .-_rl..ght. Well, if that's what they wanL 

~ ' 
' . 

As we have said a number ·df times. This nation is not ·weak, ·' but 
• l ' ' . s . 

we're patient, and we're rewtrained, but we're als o resolute. ' And 
J 

~ . ,. . 
I think that the sooner that the world understar:tds that we mean 

business, my dear friends, the sooner that everybody: understands 
: l • 

· that th'is nati~n · haf:! no desire except for peace, but w~ mean busines_s 
. ' I 

~n .the pursuit of it, .even on the battle field, · the sooner this war 

wif1 come to a conclusion. 

Well, I think t hat~ s about enough. Thank you~ (applause) 
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