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Thank you very much, Mr.Burnham. A man gets launched here
rather quickly.

(Laughter.)

My own hope is that the lminching does put one in proper
orbit.

This is a little different experience than I have been
indulging in in the past few days, speaking from hastily constructed
stands and podiums, in front of city halls before wildly
cheering college audiences, but I do hope that I shall be able
to at least this morning share some thoughts with the UPI
Editors and Publishers on matters of American security and foreign
policy that will be worthy of your comsideration, and which may
promote some questions which I am more than happy to entertain
at the conclusion of my remarks,

The time has come in this period of national referendum,
indeed it should have been all the time, to consider seriously
the central questions of foreign policy which are at stake in '
this national election of November 3rd.

For -nearly 20 years the Presidential candidates of
both parties have agreed on our fundamental national goals of
foreign policy and national security.

They have agreed on the necessity for a strong national
defense to deter aggression, responsible managements of our
powerful and awesome nuclear arsenal, unswerving support for the
United Nations, the development of an Atlantic partnership,
aid to developing countries, and effective arms control agree-
ments along with sensible steps to reduce tensions with the
Communist woxld.

Now, these are the basic guidelines of America's foreign
policy for the past generation.

Republicans, leading Republicans, have played an important
part in building a bipartisan consensus; men like Henry L. Stimson,
Wendell Willkie, Senator Arthur Vandenberg, John Foster Dulles,
many membexs today of the Congress of the United States, General
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Dwight D. Eisenhower, and then five Presidents since the time of
Franklin Roosevelt, of both political parties.

The man that we elect as President this November must
understand and I undexscore the word, he must understand, the
nature of this legacy, and he must be committed to its continu-
ation.

In addition he must clearly perceive the nature of the world
in which he seeks to apply this bipartisan policy. He must under-~
stand that although the United States is the world's most
powerful nation, America is not omnipotent, and there cannot be
an American solution to every world problem, and surely there
cannot be an instant solution to long and lingering problems.

Now, the next President of the United States must be fully
aware of the pernicious influence of world communism, and I
doubt that there is anyone in America that isn't fully aware
of that pernicious influence, at least anyone in responsible
positions.

He must realize that many problems abroad would be with
us teday even if marks and Lenin had never been born, and even
if communism were to vanish from the face of the earth.

He must perceive that the character of the cold war has
changed, and that we are moving from a period of simple, bj-polar
confrontation between two super powers into a period of greater
diversity, and he must know that there are a myriad of interna-
tional problems to which the use of force provides no answer.

He must understand that most nations, if pressed to the
ultimate choice, will choose like our nation, like we Americans,
to fight rather than surrender, and he must realize that diplo~-
macy by nuclear ultimatum is a dangerous course, and could be
the sure path to war.

Now, in the turbulent years since world war II, our
nation has been blessed with men of such understanding in posi-
tions of national leadership. These men have hammered out the
principles of a bipartisan consensus. Their achievements are
everywhere, in Amexica's strength, in the new resilience of
free nations, in the triumph of diversity and in the disarray of
communism.

Now, what are the fundamentals of this bipartisan
consensus? What are its most recent achievements, and what guide-
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lines does it offer for the years that lie ahead?

A first principle is the commitment by both parties, by
all Americans, to maintain our nation’s defenses. In recent
years we have vastly increased the superiority of U.S. strategic
power over that of the Soviet Union.

I trust that this is beyond debate. And may I digress for
a moment €o say that it does little good for Americans at home
or for ourpolicy abroad, to indicate by word or by innuendo from
any responsible source that this nation is losing its strength
or is being weakened or is casting off its strength.

We have responded with power and precision to each
Communist probe of our intentions: In Cuba, in Berlin, in
Viet Nam, in the Gulf of Tonkin.

We are today the strongest nation in the history of
the world, and it goes without saying that we will take
all necessary steps to remain so.

I say to the editors that are here, that the Congress of
the United States, even further than the executives, and this
Congress has in almost every instance of my 16 years in the
Senate, we have added more strength, we have added more to the
budget for national defense than was asked for by the Commander-
in-Chief, so the American people support defense.

Yet military strength alone is never enough. The stuff
of strength is a raw substance to be put to use for evil purpose
or for good, with recklessness or with restraint, towards
deepening chaos and war or towards order and peace.

The vital key to our nationsl security is the responsibility
in the use of strength, determination, wisdom, flexibility,
restraint, and a clear sense of priorities.

Our power is relative, not absolute, and our every ac-
tion must meet the supreme test of the responsible use of power.

Now, a second principle in our bipartisan consensus is
that of partnership with the developed nations of the Atlantic
and the Pacific communities. The new Europe and the new Japan
are living proof of the success of America’s post-~war policy.

But history does not stand still., Success produces an
entirely new spectrum of problems. The world has changed and
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changed greatly since 1949 when NATO was created, and the time
is coming for new solutions to these problems, and our European
friends can and should be assured that within the great biparti-
san tradition America is vready to share as a full partner in
these efforts, and our allies need to be reassured time after
time that our commitment to NATO in all of its application and
meaning is unshakeable,

Now, in our relations with the new Europe, the problem of
foreign trade or commerce is fundamental. In the past two year
we have made a historic beginning in the trade exapansion act,
and if we can keep up our efforts to expand trade, to nego-
tiate and break down trade barriers, a new Atlantic economic unity
is inevitable, and a unity which will further strengthen our
mutual security and enrich our lives.

I don't say that this is a goal easily attained. But it
is one to which we must give our best efforts. It is not easy
to break down old prejudices, old habits, old trade barriers,
but at long last because of a bipartisan, bisartisan consensus,
because of bipartisan support we have equipped the President of
the United States with the tools to do the job of effective
negotiation in trade expansion policy.

At the same time, we must also develop new ways to pool
our Atlantic resources, along with those of Janan in an inten-
sive effort to assist developing continents, for we have a vital
common stake in the peaceful evolution of these societies, and
I would place this matter of the pooling of our resources as
a h igh priority in the next administration.

A third princinle is that of communication with the
Communist~ruled peoples of eastern Turope amd the Soviet Union,
of bridge-building in behalf of greater autonomy, greater in-
denendence, and “ultimate freedom.

In the past four yeaXs the present Administration has
witnessed and has treated with care and prudence one of the
greatest changes of modexn history, a change that aids the
cause of freedom, the fragmentation of the sino-Soviet empire.

Everywhere the forces of national independence and autonomy
are slowly but relentlessly eroding the old Communist monopolithic
unity.

Everywhere the people living under Communist regimes have
a new sense of hope and possibility.
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Now, under the past three Presidents we have sought to en-
courage these hopes and this ‘thrust towards national diversity.
ie have opened windows of light, air and hope to these people
through cultural programs, educational exchanges, travel, and
trade.

In Eastern Europe, in the Soviet Union its2lf we must
and will do more to encourage this evolution towards increasing
national freedom.

At the same timeWe must understand that the new fragmen-
tation of the Communist world presents us with dangers as well
as opportunities, all the more reason for the responsible use of
power, for flexibility and wisdom in the application of our for-
eign policy.

This danger is to be found especially in Asia. The sino-
Soviet rift removes the restraints on Peking, and increases
the possibility of recklessness, and of war.

Now, a fourth principle of bipartisanship relates to the
priority placed on preserving unity, and promoting social and
economic progress in our own hemisphere.

We have created the #lliance for Progress in cooperation
with our neighboxs to the South, an historic new partnership
aimed at achieving economic and social justice for all people
within the framework of constitutional government.

Through the Organization of American States we have isolated
Castro’s Cuba, and drastically curtailed his influence in this
hemisphere.

A fifth principle of bipartisanship relates to the three-
fifths of mankind whe live in Asia and Africa, and our commit-
ment to assist them in the difficult and complex tasks of
nation-building, and I might add that this is no simple task
that lends itself to immediate solutions or ultimatums. This
will require the patience of a parent with a teen-age child,
and it will require the patience of a mature, responsible people,
the American people.

Now, of all the revolutions of our time, none has altered
the shape of the map more rundamentally than the march towards
full nationhood in Asia and Africa. The thrust towards expand-
ing economic opportunities, social justice, individual dignity,
in those vast continents inspires our hopes and commands our
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One should understand that the birth_of new nations is not
necessarily painless. Ours wasn't, and theirs isn't. We must
understand that these peoples do not come into the fullness
of maturity and nation adulthood overnight. Surely a people
as blessed as our people, and a nation as strong and responsible
as America, ought to have some understanding of the evolutionary
processes from colonialism to indenendence and nationhood.

Through deft American: diplomacy we have gradually learned
how to ease and assist the process of nation building in these
vast areas, and we have simultaneously helped to prevent the
inroads through Communist subwversion.

Now, our instruments in this great struggle for peace-
ful development have been many. There has been a re-invigorated
foreign service, infused with skilled and energetic men and
women who speak foreign languages, respect foreign cultures and
understand the vital importance of people in all walks of life,
and a pat on the back to our foreign service occasionally might
be of some help. It is a much abused area of our government.

We have a foreign aid program that stresses community
development, and the essential ingredient of self-help; in
creative use of our agricultural abundance through Food for
Peace. Another one of our instrumentalities for the promotion
of independence and nationhood is the excellence and compassion
of America‘®s youth, i8 that most successful of foreign policy
initiatives, the Peace Corps, and I can't help but say it be-
cause I happen to be the author of this Act and I do say that
anyone that would call the Peace Corps "a haven for beatnils®
has no comprehension whatsoever of what is going on in this
world, and in case you don't know who that was, see me after
the meeting.

(Laughter.)
What a way to dismiss a thoughtful, effective proposal.

Now, those who view the developing nations as mere pains
in the cold war struggle or as mere images of America have no un-
derstanding of men and nations. We cannot and will not create
obedient satellites amongst these peoples, But we can and will
assist in the growth of well-rooted, viable nations seeking te
their own identity and freedom, in their own way, in allegiance
to their own values and traditions, and here again as in Europe,
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the test of our success will be the strength of the independent
that develops and that means independent ° of Washington as well
as Moscow, hard as some may f£ind it to accept such independent.

The test of our maturity will be our reaction to that
independent.

Now, a sixth principle of bipartisanship is that of
unswerving commitments and support for the United Nations.
In a complex changing world the United Nations has time and
again proven its unigue value as an instrument for peace. It has
become the primary forum for men and nations who can daily
reason together to avert catastrophy. It is a unique peace-
keeping mechanism that has helped to blunt more than 13 different
threats to the peace over the past 19 vears.

The survival of the U.N. is dependent upon the financial
responsibility of its members as well as other factors. We
must, therefore, press for payment from those who have failed to
meet their obligations, and we will never permit those who de-
fault on their dues to cause the organization’s collapse.

The United Nations is an international instrumentality
that is in our interest as a peace-loving people, and having
anyone as a candidate for President that can't make up his mind
whether he is for it or against it, is incredible and unbelieve-
able in this, the second half of the 20th Century.

And we must do, I say, all in our power to strengthen
the U.N., particularly to strengthen the peacekeeping machinery,
vealizing that a stable professional United Nations peace-
keeping force is the preferred instrument for restoring peace
when explosive local disputes erxupt.

Now, a final principle of bipartisanship is the commit~
ment to the pursuit of effective multilateral safeguarded arms
control,

Mankind lives today under the dark shadow of a spiraling
arms race. One fact of our age is the proliferation of power
and weapons, and in the past such arms races have ended in war.
Our obligation, therefore, as never before is to break that
ancient cycle. History runs against us, but we must change that
pattern of history.

Under this Administration, as under its predecessors, we
have relentlessly sought an answer to this human dilemma. We
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have taken a f£irst great step in the nuclear test ban treaty,
and we must take further steps. We must patiently press forward
in our search for new areas of mutual agreement amonst the great
powers, the many nations under effective and safeguarded agree-
ments to reduce the threat of war.

In recent years we have moved to attain such agreements.
We have joined with the Soviets in the United Nations on a
resolution to prohibit the orbiting of nuclear weapons in outex
snace, and we established following the Cuban crisis, a hot line
between VWashington and Moscow, to lessen the chances of mis-
calculation, which might lead to war.

Now, this is the record and the shane of bipartisanship
in our nations foreign affairs, and frankly this record of
bipartisanship is the clear manifestation of our maturity as
a nation and as a people.

Yet where do we f£ind the Renublican candidate? I
hesitate to say that,where do we find the candidate of at least
a part of the Renublican Party for President in relation to
this record? He is totally at odds with it for in spirit and
in action, he has drastically departed from the tradition of his
Party. He has told us where he stands, he is a very candid man.
He rejects foreign aid. He disdains negotiations. He dismisses
the United Nations, he opposes our bridges to the neople of the
Communist nations. He ~ terrifies our partners and our allies,
and he condemns cur efforts to end the armaments race.

Recall, for instance, the solid bipartisan backing for
the nuclear test ban treaty -- as a matter of fact, that
treaty was first offered by President Eisenhower --- the support
of President Eisenhower and 25 of 33 Republicans in the Senate
came when that treaty was for final ratification.

And recall as well the moving words of Senator Everett
Dirksen, the Republican Senate leader, "I want to take a first
step, Mr., President,” he said, "I am not a young man -- one of
my age thinks about his destiny a little, I should not lile to
have it written on my tombstone ’He knew what happened at Hiroshima,
but he did not take a first step.'™

Senator Goldwater knew what happened at Hiroshima, too,
but he said, "No," to the test ban treaty. He said "No," to
President Eisenhower and the policy of President Eisenhower and,
gentlemen and ladies, the recent get-together doesn't prove a
thing. I know that a man in public life is judged not by whom
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he puts his arm around most vecently but by a record, a record
that is in the Congressional Record, a record of votes, a record
of statements, and a record of deeds, amd that record, if anyone
will examine it with any objectivity, is not a record of support
of the Eisenhower policies during the pericd of Eisenhower's
Presidency.

Mr. Goldwater refused to take that first step. Senator
Goldwatexr blames his critics for making control of nuclear weapons
the central issue of this campaign. He is wrong on two counts.

First, it was he himself who injected the issue by his own
demand for the delegation of Presidential control. The
injection of the issue has now been deplored by responsible
men all over the nation and by General Eisenhower and I agree
with General Eisenhower that detailed discussion of the specifics
of nuclear command and control should not be injected into
this campaign. There are some things, it seems to me, ought
to be within the realm of national security classification.

And second, contrel of nuclear weapons is only a part
of a far larger issue, namely, the qualities of mind and spirit
requiredof a candidate for the Presidency if we are to protect
cur interest, advance the cause of freedom, and keep the peace.

Now, does Senator Goldwater have such qualities of mind
and spirit? What value does he give to the rationality, wis-
dom and restraint of his predecessors on matters of war and
peace?

Let us quote to you just a few of his most carefully
considered ideas. They appear in the concluding chapter in his
book, "The Conscience of a Conservative® :

"A shooting war may cause the death of many millions of
recple including our own. But we cannot, for that reason,
make the avoidance of a shooting war our chief objective.”

or "We must ourselves be prepared to undertake military
operations against vulnerable Communist regimes."

Senator Goldwater declares that our main objective must
not be peace but victory under his definition.

Cr again hear these more casual words from a newspaper
interview in May, 1961, and I am not going to take the time this
morning to review the interview in Der Spiegel, but if that

L3
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doesn't make your hair stand on end, then I don't know what
an interview will do to you.

1961, May: "Some day, I am convinced, there will be
either a war or we will be subjugated without war, real nuclear
war. I don't see how it can be avoided -- perhaps five or ten
years from now."

Well, thxee of those years have already gone by.

Now, any man living in our.nuclear age who can calmly
say that "victory” and in cquotes as it is written in his .
publication, not peace, is our objective, who often implies that
war is inevitable, ‘'does not possess a firm sense of reality,,
and such a man lives in a world, as my esteemcd colleague,
Senator McCarthy put it, in which the calendar has no years,
in which the clock has no hands, and I might add a world in which
the pale horse of death is indistinguishable from the white
horse of victory.

Now, in his impatience with the world as it is, Senator
Goldwater wishes to back the Soviet Union into a corner where
its only alternatives would be retreat or nuclear war.

Indeed one of Senator Goldwater®s main goals seems to be, and I
quote him exactly, "To invite the Communist leaders to choose
between total destruction of the Soviet Union and accepting
local defeat.” End of quote.

Now, Senator Goldwater does not seem to realize that such
d¢angerous games of nticlear "chicken" will inevitably result in
the annihilation of both players. The Senator does not seem to
realize that in our age of quick and total destruction, there
is no Such thing as a quick and total victory. No rational
leadershm can promise us speedy escape from the problems which
demand nrolonged and costly effort for solution.

All that can be honestly promised is what Presidents
Truman, Eisenhower, Kennedy and Johnson have given us, unremitting,
constructive work with hopeful advances, but with continued
need for vigilance and dedication.

It is my view that the one thing that the Communist
leaders are depending u)on is a growth of national Ffrustration
in the United States, a weariness of the whole thing, and the one
phrase that has characterized the statements of the Senator from
Arizona more than anything else is the phrase "sick and tired.®



UPI - 11 -

Well, I want to say to the Senator and to the American
people, this nation is not sick and this nation is not tired,
and I think the Communists ought to know it, and if the leader
of our political opposition here wants to peddle that kind of
propadanda that is his responsibility.

But this persocon, this Senator, hasn’t found America
sick at all, and it isn’t tired. 1In fact, it is bustling with
vitality and energy. Possibly the Senator should attend some
of ocur meetings.

(Laughter.)

Now, it is the Republican nominee’s predilection for
this quick and easy solution, his desire for diplomacy by ultimatum,
that has impelled him long time Republican newspapers and
leading Republicans themselves to repudiate him.

Typical of such repudiation were the words of two editorials
from the New York Herald Tribune last week in announcing
its support of President Johnson, I am not going to quote the
words of the Saturday Evening Post, because I would be accused
of being too tough on the Senator from Arizona,but the New York
Herald Tribune said this:

"Senator Goldwater has shown himself in sum a poor risk
for the most personal and the most awesome of a President’s
responsibilities, the conduct of foreign relations in an age
when survival may, in crises, depend on his judgment and his
judgment alone."

The second editorial:

“To entrust America's future on the negative-isms
of the Goldwater campaign would truly be a leap in the dark. It
is a leap thoughtful Americans could not contemplate without a
sudder "

And this is a leap which Americans need not take.

I believe that the New York Herald Tribune has reached a
conclusion shared by most Americans that Sepator Goodwater is
just not qualified to be the President of the United States.

Our country does have a President of prudence and com~
passion, a President fully conscious of his responsibility to
use our awescme power with reason and restraint, and a man fully
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aware of the world as it is, not just as he wants it.

A year ago this autumn shortly before his death, John F.
Kennedy offered us all a prescription for responsible leadershin
in the years that lie ahead. He said, "In a world full of
frustrations and irritations America's leadership must be guided
by the lights of learning and reason.”

Today more than ever this good counsel rings true.

Americals challenge is indeed to make the world safe
for diversity in freedom. And we must xeject the voices of
frustration and irritation. We must make shine the lights of
learning and of reason. ind it is my considered judgment that
we can do so, and that we will do so, and I thinlk we will con-
tinue to do so under the leadership of Lyndon Jchnson,

Thanlk you.

(Applause.)

Mr. Burnham. I would like to remind those here once more
that Senator Humphrey will receive duestions from you,but £rom

only delegates to the convention.

(At this time, a question and answer neriod followed,
which has been nreviously transcribed.)
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The time has come to pause in this period of national ref-
erendum and to consider sericusly the central questions of
foreign policy at stake on November 3rd.

For nearly twenty years now, the Presidential candidates
of both political parties have agreed on our fundamental
national goals in our relations with other nations. They have
agreed on the necessity for a strong national defense to deter
aggression, responsible management of our awesome nuclear
arsenal, unswerving support for the United Nations, Atlantic
partnership, aid to developing countries, effective arms control
agreements, and sensible steps to reduce tensions with the
Communist world.

Republicans played a leading part in building this bipartisan
consensus -- Henry L. Stimson, Wendell Wilkie, Senator Arthur
Vandenberg, John Foster Dulles, and Dwight D. Eisenhower. So
have five Presidents, of both political parties.

The man we elect as President this November must understand
the nature of this legacy and be committed to its continuatica.
In addition, he must clearly perceive the nature of the world
in which he seeks to apply this bipartisan policy.

A man fit to conduct our foreign policy must understand that,
although the United States is the world's most powerful nation,
America is not émni:potent =-- and that theirec cannot be an

American solution to every world problem.

more
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A man fit to conduct our foreign policy must realize that,
although we are well aware of the pernicious influence of world
Communism, we face many problems abroad which would be with us
today even if Marx and Lenin had never been born -- even if
Communism were to vanish from the face of the earth.

He must perceive that the character of the Cold War has
changed -- that we are moving from a period of simple bipolar
confrontation between two superpowers into a period of greater
diversity.

He must know that there are a myriad of international pro-
blems to which the use of force provides no answer.

He must understand that most other nations are composed of
men and women who, if pressed to the ultimate choice, will
choose -- like Americans -- to fight rather than surrender.

And he must realize that diplomacy by nuclear ultimatum is
one sure path to war.

In the turbulent years since World War II, our nation has
been blessed with men of such understanding in positions of
national leadership. These men have hammered out the principlcs
of the bipartisan consensus. Their achievements are everywhere:
in America's strength, in the new resilience of free nations,
in the triumph of diversity, and in the disarray of Communism.

What are the fundamentals of this bipartisan consensus?
What are its most recent achievements, and what guidelines does
it offer for the years that lie ahead?

A first principle is commitment to maintaining our nation's
defenses.

In the past four years, we have vastly increased the super-
iority of U.S. strategic power over that of the Soviet Union.
And we have respounded with power and precision to each Communist
probe of our intentions -- in Cuba, in Berlin, in Vietnam, and
in the Gulf of Tonkin.

more
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We are today the strongest nation in the history of the
world. We will take all necessary steps to remain so.

¥zt strength alone is never enough. The stuff of strength
is a raw substance to be put to use -- for evil purposes or
for good, with recklessness or with restraint, toward deepening
chaos and war or toward~ order and peace.

The vital key to our national security is responsibility
in the use of strength: determination, wisdom, flexibilicy,
restraint, and a clear sense of priorities, Our power is
relative, not absolute, Our every action must meet the supreme
test of responsibility.

‘A second principle is that of partnership with the developed
nations of the Atlantic and Pacific communities.

The new Europe of today -- and the new Japan -- are living
proof of the success of America's postwar foreign policy. But
history does not stand still: success produces an entirely new
spectrum of problems, The world has changed since 1949, when
NATO was created. The time is coming for new solutions to these
problems; and our European friends can be assured that within
the great bipartisan tradition, America is ready to share as
a full partner in these efforts. Our commitment to NATO is
unshakeable.

In our relations with the new Europe, the problem of trade
is fundamental, In the past two years, we have made an historic
beginning in the Trade Expansion Act. If we can keep up our
efforts to expand trade, negotiate, and break down the barricrs,
a new Atlantic economic unity is inevitable -- a unity which
will further strengthen our mutual security and enrich our lives,

At the same time, we must also develop new ways to pool
our Atlantic resources -- and those of Japan -- in an intensive
effort to assist the developing continents. For we have a vital

common stake in the peaceful evolution of these societies.

more



Humphrey/of these societies
B-3838 -~ page 4

A third principle is that of communication with the
Communist-ruled peoples of Eastern Europe and the Soviet Union --
@& bridge-building in behalf of freedom.

In the past four years, the present administration has
witnessed -- and has treated with care and prudence -- one of
the greatest changes of modern history, a change that aids the
cause of freedom -- the fragmentation of the Sino-Soviet empire.

Everywhere the forces of national independence are slowly
but relentlessly eroding the old Communist unity. Everywhere
the people of Communist states have a new sense of hope and
possibility,

Under the past three Presidents, we have sought to encourage
this thrust toward national diversity. We have opened windows
of light, air, and hope to these people -- through cultural
programs, educational exchanges, travel and trade. In Eastern
Europe and the Soviet Union itself, we must and will do more
to encourage this evolution towards increasing national freedom.

At the same time, we must understand that the new fragmentation
of the Communist world presents us with dangers as well as
opportunities. Especiallysin Asia, the Sino-Soviet rift removes
the restraints ou Peiping -- and increases the possibility of
recklessness.

A fourth principle of bipartisanship relates to the priority
placed on preserving unity and promoting social and economic
progress in our own hemisphere.

In the past four years we have created the Alliance for
Progress, an historic new partnership aimed at achieving econormic
and social justice for all people within a framework of free
democratic government. Through the Organization of American
States we have isolated Castro's Cuba and drastically curtailed
his influence in the hemisphere.

A fifth principle of bipartisanship relates to the three-
fifths of mankind who live in Asia, and Africa: our commitment
to assist them in the difficult and complex tasks of nation-
building.

more
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Of all the revolutiéﬁs of our time, nonewhasﬁaltgygd the
shape of the map more fundamentally than the march towards full
nationhood in Asia and Africa. The thrust towards expanding
economic opportunities, social justice, and individual diginity
in those vast continents inspres our hopes and commands.our
sympathies, :

Through deft American diplomacy, we have gradually learned
how to ease and assiét_the process of nation-building in these
vast areas. And we have simultaneously helped to prevent inroads
thfough Communist subversion,

In the past four years, our instruments in this great
struggle for peaceful development have been many: a reinvigorated
Foreign Service, infused with skilled and energetic men and
women who speak foreign languages, respect foreign cultdres,
and understand the vital importance of people in all walks of
life, an aid program that stresses community development and
the essential ingredient of self-help; creative use of our
agricultural abundance through Food for Peace; and the excellence
and compassion of America's youth in that most successful of
foreign policy initiatives, the Peace Corps.

Those who view the developing nations as mere pawns in the
Cold War struggle or as mirror images of America have no under-
standing of men or nations. We cannot and will not create
obedient satellites among these peoples. But we can and will
assist in the growth of well-rooted, viable nations seeking their
own destiny in freedom -- in their own way, in allegiance to
their own values and traditions.

Here again -- as in Europe -- the test of our success will
be the strength of the independence that develops; and that
means indepeundence of Washington as well as Moscow, hard as
some may find it to accept such independence. The test of our

maturity will be our reaction to that independence.

more
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A sixtheprinciple is that of unswerving commitment to
support for the United Nations.

In a complex, changing world the United Nations has time
and again_proyeﬁ_its unique value as an instrument for peace.
It has become the primary forum where men and nations can
daily reason together to avert catastrophe, a unique peace-
keeping mechanism that has helped to blunt more than 13 different
threats to the peace over the past 19 years,

The survival of the U. N. is dependent upon the financial
responsibility of its members, We must press for payment from
those who have failed to meet their cbligations. And we will
never permit those who default on their dues to cause the

organization's

= more =



collapse. And we must do all in our power to strengthen the peace-keening machinery
of the U,N. -~ realizing that a stable professional U.N. peace-keeping force is +
the preferred instrument for restoring peace when explosive local disputes erupbs .

‘A final principle of bipartisanship i€ commitment to the pursuit ol effective

safeguarded arms control.
dark

tankind lives today under the shadow of a spiralling armaments race. One
& of our age is the proliferation of power and weapons. In the past such
races have ended in war. Our obligation, as never before, is to break the
ancient cycle.

Under this administration, as under its predesessors, we have relentlessly
sought an answer tbpthis human Filemma.

We have taken a first great step in the Fest-Ban Treaty -- a treaty that
was possible because both sides clearly benefitted from a lessening of
atmospheric poisoning. We must héke further steps. Ve must patiently press
Torward in our search for new areas of mutual agreement to reduce the threat
of war,

In recent years we have moved to atsain such agreerents. ‘VWe have joined
with the Soviets on a resolution to prohibit the orbiting of nuclear weapons
in outer space. Amg we established a "hot line" between Washington and Moscow
to lessen the chances of miscalcualtions which might lead to war.

Now such, my friends, is the record and shape of bipartisanship in our
nation's foreign affairs.

Yet where do we find the Republican candidate for President in relatiemn to
this record? @He is totally at odds with it -- for in spirit and in action
he has draetically departed from the tradition of hie party.

He has told us where he stands: he rejects foreign aid; he disdains
negotiation; he dismisses the United Nations, he opposes our bridges to the
people of the Communist nations; he terrifies our allies; and he condemns our
efforts to end the armaments race.

Recall, for instance, the solid bipartisan backing for the nuclear Test
Ban Tresty -- the suppoirt of Tresident Tisenhower and 25 of & Republicans
in the Senate. And recall, as well, the moving words of Senatoir Fverett Dirksen,
the Republican Senate leader. "I want to take a first step, Mr. President,"
he said. "I am not a young man -~ one of my age thinks about his destiny a
little. I should not like to have it written on #my tombstone, he knew what
happened at Hiroshiws, but he did not atake a first step."

-~ more -
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Senator Goldwater knew what happenea at Hiroéhima. But he said
"no" to the Test Ban. He refused to take a first step.

Yet his seeming callousness to this treaty is hardly surprising.
For, astonishing as it may be, Senator Goldwater seems to believe that
the escalation of international conflicts will bring peace. And in so
believing, he has talked the language of nuclear irresponsibility.

Senator Goldwater blames his critics for making the control of
nuclear weapons the central issue of this canpaign.

Yet he is wrong on two counts:

First, it was he himself who injected the issue by his own demands
for delegation of Presidential control. The injection of the issue has
now been deplored by General Eisenhower. I agree with CGeneral Eisen-
hower that detailed discussion of the specifics of nuclear command and
control should not be injected into the campaign.

And second, control of nuclear weapons is only part of a far larger
issue: the qualities of mind and spirit required of a candidate for
the Presidency if we are to protect our interests, advance freedom, and
keep the peace in our tradition of bipartisanship.

Does Senator Goldwater have such qualities of mind and spirit? Wha
value does he give to the rationality, wisdom, and restraint of his pre-
decessors on matters of war and peace?

Let us quote to you a few of his most carefully considered ideas.

They appear in the concluding chapter of his book The Conscience of a

Conservatives

"A shooting war may cause the death of many millions of people in=
cluding our own. But we cannot, for that reason, make the avoidance of
a shooting war our chief objective."

Or, "We must--ourselves--be prepared to undertake military operatic
against vulnerable Communist regimes."

Throughout, Goldwater declares that our main objective must be
"not 'peace' but victory."

Or again, hear these more casual words from a newspaper interview
in May, 1061:

"Somecay, I am convinced, there will either be a war or we'll be
subjugated without war...real nuclear war.. I don't see how i%t can
be avoided~--perhaps five or ten years from now."

=MODPrc=—
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Now any man living in our nuclear age who calmly says that "victory" not
peace is our objective, who often implies that war sebms inevitable -- does not
possess a firm sense of reality. In the words of my colleague, Senator Eugene
McCarthy, such a man lives in & world in vhich the calendar has no years, in which
the clock has no hands =- a world in which the pale homse of death is indistingulsh-
able ffom the white horse of victory.

In his frantic impatience with the world as it is, Senator Goldwater wishes
to back the Soviet Union into a corner where its only alternatives would be
retreat or nuclear war. Indeed, one of Goldwater's main gocls seems to be --
and again I quote him -- "tc invite the Communist leaders to choose between total
cestruction of the Soviet Union and accepting local defeat." Senator Goldwater
does not seem to realize that suca juvenile games of nuclear 'chicken" will
eventually result in the annihilation of both players. Senator Goldwater dces not
yet realize that in our age of quick and total destruction, tnere is no such thing
as ouick and total victory.

No rational leadership can promise us speedy escape {rom problems which
demand proloaged and costly effort for solution. All that can be honestly
promised is what President Johnson has piven us: unremitting, constructive work
-- with hopeful advances but with the continued need for vigilance and dedication.

It is Republican nominee's predilection for the guick, easy solution, his
perchant for diplomacy oy ultimatum, that has lmpelled many long-time Republican
nevspapers to repudiate Senator Goldwater. Typical of such repudlation were the
worde of two editorials from the New York HERALD TRIBUNE last weeiend, in an-
nouncing its support for President Johnson:

Senator Goldwater "has shown himself in sum, a poor risk for the most
personal and most avesome of a President’'s reponsibilities, the conauct of
foreign relations in an age when survival may, in crisis, depend on nis judgment
-- and his jJudgment alone."

".. To entrust America's ifuture...to the vague negativisms of the
Goldwater compaign would truly be a leap in the dark. It is a leap thoughtful

Americans could hot contemplate without a shudder.”

nore
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My friends +this is a leap which Americans need not take. Our country
is led today by a uan of prudence and compassion, a man fully conscious of
his responsibility to use our awesolie pover with reason and restraint a man
Tully aware of the world as it is.

A year ago this autwmn, shortly before his death, John F. Kenuedy offered
us all a prescription for responsible leadership in the years that lie ahead:
"In a world full of frustréfions and irritations,” he said, "America's leader-
ship must be guided by the lights of learnin, and reason."

Today more than ever this pgood counsel rings true.

America's challenge is indeed to make the world safe for diversity in
freedom. Let us reject the voices of frustration and irritation. ILet us make
shine the lights of learning and of reason. We can do so -- and we will do

50 -- under the leadership of I&ndon B. Johnscn.

P TR
W
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[ The time has come tompsmse in this period of

national referendum ag® to consider seriously the

Ldsskl g

central questions of foreign polic%‘ at stake on

November 3rd.

Ziﬁbr nearly twenty years wew, the Presidential
candidates of both political parties have agreed on
our fundamental national goals in m%
ot nameens., They have agreed on the necessity for

a strong national defense to deter aggresg}oe’ respon-

sible management of our awesome nuclear arsenal,
S ppne

-«

unswerving support for the United Nations)aﬂtlantic

partnership, aid to developing countries, effective
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arms control agreements, and sensible steps to reduce
=, = ;S

tensions with the Communist world.
A{Republicans played a leading part in building

this bipartisan consensus -- Henry L, Stimson, Wendell

Wilkie, Senator Arthur Vandenberg, John Foster Dulles,

and Dwight D, Eisenhower. So have five Presidents, of

E——

both political parties.
[(The man we elect as President this November
must understand the nature of this legacy and be
S ———

committed to its continuation,/ In addition, he must

—

clearly perceive the nature of the world in which he

—

seeks to apgly this bipartisan policy.

A A an—tig—por-TOTtrC o r-feoretrr-pottEy nust

n&M the United &Xates is the

world's most powerful nation, America is not omni-
L

potent -- and that there cannot be an American
)

solution to every world problem.

Seh—t— LS h




pernicious influence of world Communism,

Mﬁny problems abroad jgh would be with us today

even if Marx and Lenin had never been born -- even
if Communism were to vanish from the face of the
earth.

‘{/ He must perceive that the character of the Cold
War has changed -- that we are moving from a period

of simple bipolar confrontation between two super-

[r—

powers into a period of greater diversity.

<{ He must know that there are a myriad of inter-

[ e

national problems to which the use of force provides

no answer,.

that
He must understand/most ogewer nations agc.

W, if pressed to the

\



e B
ultimate choice, will choose -- like Americans -- to
fight rather than surrender.
Z{Jnd he must realize that diplomacy by nuclear ?égkzw
ultimatum is’aﬂ-e path to war,
/<{In the turbulent years since World War II,
our nation has been blessed with men of such under-
standing in positions of national leadership.Z(EEE?e

men have hammered out the principles of the bipartisan

consensus. [ Their achievements are everywhere{:g%
e ]

America's strength, in the new resilience of free

nations, in the triumph of diversity, and in the

e ——

disarray of Communism, _**

Frarmn

——

What are the fundamentals of this bipartisan
consensus? What are its most recent achievements,
and what guidelines does it offer for the years that
lie ahead?

A first principle is commitment to maintain-

W e

ing our nation's defenses.

_—
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we have vastly
increased the superiority of U,S. strategic power
over that of the Soviet Union. And we have responded
with power and precision to each Communist probe of

our intentions -- in Cuba, in Berlin, in Vietnam, and

E

in the Gulf of Tonkin.

L™

Z We are today the strongest nation in the history
of the world. We will take all necessary steps to

remain so,

A:yet strength alone is never enough. The stuff

A i

of strength is a raw substance to be put Lo uge --

A e

for evil purposes or for gois with recklessness oOr
-——-—“__—._ﬂ

with restraint, towards deepening chaos and war or
towards order and peace.

‘K» The vital key to our national security is

responsibility in the use of strength: determination,

— Ot g RS

wisdom, flexibility, restraint, and a clear sense of
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priorities. Our power is relative, not absolute. @‘L
— v— —

Our every action must meet the supreme test of

>

responsibility,
_.-#

A second principle is that of partnership with

p—

the developed nations of the Atlantic and Pacific

e s D e
communities.
e -
_/_The new Burope g@eliliiley -- and the new Japan --
[P O———— [ R

are living proof of the success of America's postwar

—— | policyu‘(But history does not stand still/

success produces an entirely new spectrum of problems.

‘<&he world has changed since 1949, when NATO was created.
F—— ]

‘<( The time is coming for new solutions to these problems§

and our European friends can be assured that within

the great bipartisan tradition, America is ready to

"imany

share as a full partner in these efforts. QOur

commitment to NATO is unshakeable.
e

M{ Aln our relations with the new Europe, the

problem of +trade is fundamental. In the past two

i
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years, we have made an historic beginning in the

Trade Expansion Act. If we can keep up our efforts

to expand trade, negotiate, and break down the

[ i oo

barriers, a new Atlantic economic unity is inevitable --
M S - . -

‘( a unity which will further strengthen our mutual
security and enrich our lives. %‘9 i 4 C; :

d At the same time, we must also develop new

ways to pool our Atlantic resources -- and those of
Japan -- in an intensive effort to assist the de-
o

veloping continents, For we have a vital common

stake in the peaceful evolution of these societies.

A.Eﬁiﬁﬂ principle is that of communication with
the Communist-ruled peoples of Eastern Europe and the
Soviet Union -~ of bridge-~building in behalf of
freedom,

Zf In the past four years, the present Administration

iy

has witnessed -- and has treated with care and

prudence -- one of the greatest changes of modern
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history, a change that aids the cause of freedom wme

the fragmentation of the Sino-Soviet empire.

—

Z Everywhere the forces of national independence

are slowly but relentlessly eroding the old Communist

————
unity. Everywhere the people é; l ommunist have

a new sense of hope and possibility.

- ——
N

Z{k Under the past three Presidents, we have sought

to encourage this thrust toward national diversity,

Ziﬁe have opened windows of light, air, and hope to

these people -- through cultural programs, educational
e vt e

————il .

exchanges, travel and trade., In Eastern Europe and

the Soviet Union itself, we must and will do more to

By,

encourage this evolution towards increasing national

freedom,

———————

<(/ﬁ; the same time, we must understand that the

new fragmentation of the Communist world presents us

with dangers as well as opportunities, Especially

[ —

P
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in Asia, the Sino-Soviet rift removes the restraints

on Peiping -- and increases the possibility of
o) p—
recklessnessau.‘L AL QN

4;& fourth principle of bipartisanship relates to

the priority placed on preserving unity and promoting

— —

social and economic progress in our own hemisphere.

ms\¢ have created the Alliance

for Progress, an historic new partnership aimed at
achieving economic and social justice for all people

within a framework of fm government.

z Through the Organization of American States we have

isolated Castro's Cuba and drastically curtailed his
————, ee—————

influence in the hemisphere,

A('ﬂ fifth principle of bipartisanship relates to

R ——

the three-fifths of mankind who live in asia, and

Wy e it

aAfrica: our commitment to assist them in the difficult
— ittt

and complex tasks of nation-building.
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z Of all the revolutions of our time, none has

altered the shape of the map more fundamentally than

the march towards full nationhood in Asia and africag

The thrust towards expanding economic opportunities,

L
ey

social justice, and individual dignity in those vast

continents inspires our hopes and commands our

s T

sympathies.

——————

< Through deft american diplomacy, we have gradually

learned how to ease and assist the process of nation-
A

building in these vast areas. And we have simul-

taneously helped to prevent inroads through Communist
subversion,

s\ soeDaponms , Pur instruments in this
great struggle for peaceful development have been many:

a reinvigorated Foreign Service, infused with skilled

T Sk

and energetic men and women who speak foreign languages,

respect foreign cultures, and understand the vitgl‘
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importance of people in all walks of 11fe} MM_—

program that stresses community development and the

essential ingredient of self-helg/ creative use of our

agricultural abundance through Food for Peace; and the

j =]

excellence and compassion of America's youth in that

Tmem—— ce—— et AR
most successful of foreign policy initiatives, the
Peace Corps.

Those who view the developing nations as mere

pawns in the Cold War struggle or as mirror images of

america have no understanding of men or nations.‘iﬁe

————

cannot and will not create obedient satellites among

these peoples. But we can and will assist in the growth

mme—amemg gssseces—Ud

of well-rggﬁed, viable nations seeking their own destipy

in freedom -~ in their own way, in allegiance to their
—————— —

own values and traditions,

A<?;ere again -- as in Europe ~- the test of our

success will be the strength of the independence that

TSE—— =

develops; and that means independence of Washington
i~ L s —
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as well as Moscow, hard as some may find it to accept
—

such independence. The test of our maturity will be
et i

our reaction to that independence.

A sixth principle is that of unswerving commit-

ment gg‘é;pport for the United Nations,

In a complex, changing world the United Nations
L o __# [re— —

has time and again proven its unique value as an

instrument for peace. It has become the primary

forum where men and nations can daily reason together

(e

to avert catastrophqq\a unique peace-keeping mechanism

that has helped to blunt more than 13 different threats

to the peace over the past 19 years.

The survival of the U.N. is dependent upon the

financial responsibility of its members. We must

press for payment from those who have failed to meet

their obligations. And we will never permit those who

default on their dues to cause the organization's
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collapse, And we must do all in our power to

strengthen the peace-keeping machinery of the g;y. -

realizing that a stable professional U.N, peace-

keeping force is the preferred instrument for restoring

peace when explosive local disputes erupt.
e T,

A final principle of bipartisanship is commitment

to the pursuit of effective, safeguarded arms control.
*%
( Mankind lives today under the dark shadow of

a spiralling armaments race. One fact of our age is
O

the proliferation of power aand weapons., In the past
AT —— e e O e

such races have ended in war, Our obligation, as

never before, is to break the ancient cycle.
e e s e e e SR
‘(,Under this administration, as under its prede-

cessors, we have relentlessly sought an answer to this

human dilemma,
‘ We have taken a first great step in the Test Ban

A—m——
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Treaty.-[ at/was \posgiblg¢ begduge b0
iJ/;(1Qfﬁ;lf’Benoff<;LJH6/rl_ldf’lnhur/1Lﬁtﬁji_,»

heyi O, We must take further steps. We

must patiently press forward in our search for new

areas of mutual agreement to reduce the threat of war.

A<f1n recent years we have moved to attain such

T wtla N

agreements, We have joined with the Soviets on a

1

resolution to prohibit the orbiting of nuclear

weapons in outer space. And we established a "hot
e s e T

line" between Washington and Moscow to lessen the

chances of miscalculation which might lead to war.

4 b‘ﬂ-ﬁ&gis the record and shape of
O o ity

bipartisanship in our nation's foreign affairs.

‘ Yet where do we find the Republican candidate

for President in relation to this record? He is

totally at odds with it -- for in spirit and in action

L ] L

he has drastically departed from the tradition of his
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par'ty.

Z{\He has told us where he stands: he rejects
R T ]

foreign aid; he disdains negotiation; he dismisses
‘“-—MN— LT P —————

the United Nations; he opposes our bridges to the

people of the Communist nations; he terrifies our

—

partners and allies; and he condemns our efforts to

end the armaments race.
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Recall, for instance, the solid bipartisan
backing for the nuclear test ban treaty -- the
support of President Eisenhower and 25 of 33 Repub-
licans in the Senate. And recall, as well, the moving
words of Senator Everett Dirksen, the Republican
Senate Leader. "I want to take a first step, Mr,
President," he said, "I am not a young man -- One
of my age thinks about his destiny a little, I
should not like to have it written on my tombstone,
he knew what happened at Hiroshima, but he did not
take a first step,”
Z{i.Senator Goldwater knew what happened at Hiroshima.

But he said "no" to the Test Ban. He refused to take

[r—

a first step.\>
-__-‘.M

ieve that Jfhe escaffation



‘if/Senator Goldwater blames his critics for making

the control of nuclear weapons the central issue of

this campaign.

—— ———

Z{ Yet he is wrong on two counts:

First, it was he himself who injected the issue
S -—

by his own demands for delegation of Presidential

control, The injection of the issue has now been
e ———

deplored by General Eisenhower. I agree with General

Eisenhower that detailed discussion of the specifics

of nuclear command and control should not be injected

[ —

into the campaign,

z and second, control of nuclear weapons is only
b '

'
part of a far larger issue 4 the qualities of mind and

spirit required of a candidate for the Presidency if

8 g B

keep the peace ¢

—m
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ra on i s .
ADoes Senator Goldwater have such qualities of
mind and spirit? What value does he give to the

rationality, wisdom, and restraint of his
mﬂ e ey Eaa

predecessors on matters of war and peace?
J—

Let us quote to you a few of his most

carefully considered ideas. They appear in the

concluding chapter of his book The Conscience of a

Conservative:

dﬁ:}a.shooting war may cause the death of many
millions of people including our own. But we
cannot, for that reason, make the avoidance of a
shooting war our chief objective."

{ Or, 'We must -- ourselves -- be prepared to

[ ]

undertake military operations against vulnerable

Communist regimes.”

Throughout, Goldwater declares that our main



e

& 1O =
objective must be '"not 'peace' but victory."”
Or again, hear these more casual words from
a newspaper interview in May 1961:

"Someday, I am convinced, there will
either be a war or we'll be subjugated without
war,..real nuclear war.,.. I don't see how it
can be avoided -~ perhaps five or ten years

from now."
‘f:'Now any man living in our nuclear age who calmly

says that '"victory'" not peace is our objective, who

e ST

often implies that war seems inevitable -~ does not

g o 1T o T, e Ty

possess a firm sense of reality. Ia-ihe words-ol

s

T

qx_gnlleagua,-Sena:na_Eugana_uaGaathw,ESuch a man

lives in a world in which the calendar
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has no years, in which the clock has no hands -- a

world in which the pale horse of death is indis-

tinguishable from the white horse of victory.,

i a—-

In his iqgl.tc impatience with the world as it
is, Senator Goldwater wishes to back the Soviet

Union into a corner where its only alternatives would

Ser-
be retreat or nuclear war. Indeed, one o€1Goldwater's
main goals seems to be -~ and again I quote him --

"to invite the Communist leaders to choose between

total destruction of the Soviet Union and accepting a

local defeat.!" Senator Goldwater does not seem to

realize that such m:s of nuclear "chicken"

will eventually result in the annihilation of both

players. Moes not Mal!ze
P e

that in our age of quick and total destruction, there

is no such thing as quick and total victory.

z No rational leadership can promise us speedy
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escape from problems which demand prolonged and costly

-

effort for solution, All that can be honestly pro-

—

Thwrran
mised is whaiﬂ?residen?lJohnson given us:
unremitting, constructive work -- with hopeful advances

— P

[ SR . i

but with the continued need for vigilance and dedication.

‘ﬁi It is the Republican nominee's predilection for

the quick, easy solution, his penchant for diplomacy

A s

by ultimatum, that has impelled many 1ong-timem

g e e LN '
Republican newspapers to xmh

¢£:Typica1 of such repudiation were the words of two

editorials from the New York HERALD TRIBUNE last week-

end, in announcing its support for President Johnson:

‘</ Senator Goldwater 'has shown himself, in
sum, a poor risk for the most personal and most
awesome of a President's responsibilities, the conduct
of foreign relations in an age when survival may, in
crisis, depend on his judgment -- and his judgment

alone,"
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"...To entrust america's future ... to the
vague negativisms of the Goldwater campaign
would truly be a leap in the dark. It is a

leap thoughtful Americans could not contemplate

without a shudder."

A Mﬁ% this is a leap which Americans need
not take, Our country MM%

prudence and compassion,,a man fully conscious of his
responsibility to use our awesome power with reason
and restraint, a man fully aware of the world as it is.
A year ago this autumn, shortly before his death,
John F. Kennedy offered us all a prescription for
responsible leadership in the years that lie ahead.
IQF‘In a world full of frustrations and irritations,"

he said, "America's leadership mu&t be guided by the

lights of learning and reason.,"

Today more than ever this good counsel rings

true.

America's challenge is indeed to make the
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Gentlemen: I believe that the New York
HERALD TRIBUNE has reached a conclusion shared
by most Americans: that Senator Goldwater is
just not qualified to be President of the United

States.
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W st

world safe for diversity in freedom. M—uareject
the voices of frustration and irritation. égiﬁmrv“*ir‘

make shine the lights of learning and of reason, We

can do so -- and we will do so -- under the leadership

of Lyndon B, Johnson,
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0 Senator Humphrey, we hear it said occasionally and
we read occasionally that we are losing the war in Viet Nam,
would you comment on this?

Senator Humphrey. There is no more serious problem facing
our country ccday in terms of actual corfrontation with
Communist forces than in Southeast Asia. Surely the problem in
Vicce am is a very fundamental par: of tha: whole Communist
threst in all of the Southeast Asian sector.

I would like to say first the policy that we are pursuing
in Southeast Asia is one that vas initiated in 1954. I reviewed
this at some length here not long ago at a meeting in Los
Angeles before the Town Hall. Our efforst were stepped up
after 1959 because of the infiltration of Communist forces
from Viet Minh. It is our view, the view not only of our
councry but of others, that the North Viet Nam economy was very
shaky, was not doing well, that South Viet Nam was doing well,
and, therefore, a program of texror and subversion and assassina-
tion and guerrilla warfare tactics was launched by the Viet
Cong backed by the Viet Minh.

By 1261 this had reached rather staggering proportions, and
the Coveriment of South Viet Nam asked us for continued and
expanded help, both economic and military, and we have placed
in Scuth Viet Nam to shorten this answer, about 18,000, I
believe the present figure is, that may be 1,000 more or less,
American forces that are essentially advisers and are working
with the South Viet Namese military forces as well as their
governmencal structure to strengthen the South Viet Nam resis-
tance, to the Communist forces.

I ¢o not see any early victory, but I want to make it quite
clear that I think to pull out under the conditions which
presently exist would be a defeat. I think its repercussions
would be unbelievably bad throughout all of Asia and Africa.

I think we are being sorely tested in this far away place.

We didn’t select it, but we need to understand that the Communist
force is an international force and it cannot be met just where
we choose to meet it. We have to meet it every place, with
different means, and different instrumentalities, under
different conditions.

I gon’t think we are going to lose it. If we have the
perseverence.,

(eore )
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I believe that President Johnson has indicated the deter-
mination of our country in the two instances of the Gulf of
Tonkin, where we have repealed attack, where we have taken
defensive action against the nests of the P-T boats, and where
we have made it crystal clear that we are going to maintain
frecdom of the seas and that is what this issue is about in
the Gulf of Tonkin, the first time that the American govern-
ment permits ‘an enemy force to attack our shipping at will in
the high seas is the day that a policy of America of 175 years
has been repudiated and lost.

And we have no intention as a naval power o permit this
issue of freedom of the seas and the use of international waters
to be curtailed or to be destroyed by Communist forces or
Communist aggression.

I am hopeful that this war will not have to be extended.
There are no plans of this Administration to do so. But this
Administration is committed to the firm resistance and the
effective resistance of Communist infiltration, subversion and
aggression in South Viet Nam. Once we have been able to restore
some reasonaple balance, where South Viet Nam is safe and where
its independence and territorial integrity is protected, then
and only then are negotiations such as have been suggested by
others desirable or even, I would say, plausible or acceptable.

So, if people want an easy answer, they can pull out. If
they want a f{rigitening one they can extend the war. If they
want one that deals with the realities of Communist power, which
is not to hlow the world to pieces but to pick it up piece by
piece, they will reiist, and resist as we are doing, in
cooperation with the South Viet Namese. It is their struggle.
We are backing them. It is not basically our struggle, it is
theirs. Buc we are assisting them and we ought to make it
crystal clear that when a people have the courage to fight for
their independence, a duliy-constituted government, that we are
going to, if we have an agreement with them, and an alliance
with them, and an understanding that we will back them. So,
ve may be at it a long time.I don’t see an early solution.

Q Senator --
Senator Humphrey. Yes, sir.

Q Yesterday Senator Goldwater said here as an illustra-
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tion of administrative weakness that we sold wheat to Russia on
Russia's terms and got nothing in return for it.

Would you care to commentc?

Senator Humphrey.Well, of course, that just demonstrates
that Mr. Goldwater hasn’t been doing his homework.

(Laughter.)

We have sold some wheat to Russia and we have net had ¢o
use any credits. iWe have been paid for it. What is more is
other people are selling wheat to Russia, and the world’s wheat
supply is one supply. The Canadians are selling wheat to
Russia, the Australians are selling wheat to Russia, the
Argentinians would have if they had had any surplus, the
Frenchi have sold Some wvheat to Fussia, the Germans transshipred
some wheat ¢o Russia thot we uold o thow. Aspacent iy the
Senacor from Arizona doesn’t think there is anychlng wrong in
the United States selling wheat tc Germany ani then having
Cermaiwsell it ¢o Russia.

Well, if you are geoing to have anv middleman why not have
a good American middleman, let him make some money.

Now, the truch is we are selling this wheat at world prices,
and world prices are the only prices that you can get for wheat.
We are act in a positior. of having the only market of wheat,
and the ouly supplyv. OCur Canadian friends, by the way, are
going &heed and enwpanding their wehat groduction while we are
asiking our wheat farmers to limit cur wheat preduciion.

I would add also that Mr. Goudwater's scaccaencs Ely in
the face of the action of the United States Chamber of Commerce,
the major farm oxganizacions of our country, the 1oading spokes-
men of Américsen Commerce aund ¢nﬂL5gry and ¥ den't think they
are all appéasers, in fact, I*haven't found any of them; 1
know they are not SOft onh communism.

(Laughter.)

They may be a litile soft on keeping the American economy
thriving and I would say as one old South Dakota farmer put it
that it is not too bad to sell Russians anything that they
can’t shoot back at you. In other words, if they are going to

F
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use their hard currency, which they are using, their gold
bullion which they are using, to purchase soit goods, such as
vheat, a perishable edible commodity and we have that wheat
which we are having to store, and we are having to ask our
farmers to reduce their production, it seems to me that in
light of the present trading conditions in the world with the
Canadians and the French and the Germans and the Argentinians
and the Australians and others that our position of sales
behind the Iron Curtain of foodstuffs is a sensible position.

Vhat is more is, the Pussians are not going to -- the system
is not going to fall apart because they didn’t get some wheat
from the United States, I think Mr. Goldwater had better re-
examine what has happened in the Soviet Union. If they
don't get it here they will get it some place else. I am not
saying ve should sell all of it but the whole matiter of trade
policy with eastern Europe is one which needs the careful analy-
sis of American businessmen and American political leaders so
that we get a seasible policy in cooperation with our allies.

¢} Senator Humphrey, yesterday they had a lot of fun
with me here because we were talking about computer operations
and electronic devices, and I complained that on my small news-
paper I found it impossible to buy just an ordinary cash regis-
"ter. Everything was too elaborate. Now, this is not an em-
barrassing question I am going to ask you, but it is fiscal.

Senator Goldwater didn’'t mention this and neither have you,
and I haven't seen much about it anywhere through the campaign,
but it is one that concerns me and that is this: +the national
debt is something in the neighborhood of $300 billion, it is
going up six, seven or eight billion a year, and nobody whom
I have heard expresses any concern or has a solution to that.

I fecl that cannot go on indefinitely, and, sincerely, what
is the ultimate solution to balancing the Federal budget or is
it necessary?

Senator  Humphrey. I shall get to your guestion. May I
just say first of all, that since World War II, the percemtage
increase in the national debt has been so -- has been very
slight as compared to the debt of Iowa or Minnesota or South
Dakota or New York.

It is state and local govermment that have really added
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the expenditures; it is state and local government that have
really added on the extra personnel. This is something, by the
vay, which for some reason or anocher you gentlemen don't write
about or don‘t want to write abouc. It is a fact we ought to
uinderscand. I am not complaining about it but it is just a simple
fact. You simply can’t build more highways and have a simple
increase of population, your school population just burgeoning,
growing by leaps and bounds without more teachers and without
more schools and you can’t have more automobiles without more
roads, and when you do this it costs more money.

Of course, in most instances in state and local government
they put it off over in a bond issue and then they have a
program of 20 or 15 or 35 years or so of amortization and they
den't call it a debt.

But in the governmentc of the United States we just put it
all in one great big package and we call it a debt that apparently
has to be paid off tomorrow.

Now, of course, that isn't the way you operate a business
or a government,

Now, I do think that one should be concerned about the
rise of national debt and I know of no responsible person that
isn®*t. But there are many ways to meet it. As a matter of
fact, I think we have dmmonstrated this year that by a reduc2
tion in the tax rates and by an acceleration of the ecomomy
we will possibly have less of a deficit this year than we would
have had if we kopt the tax rates up.

The answer, it seems to me, is frugality in government, to
the best of our ability, and also to increase the gross national
product, which means that you have a larger amount of money,
not a larger share, but a larger amount of money coming into the
FPederal coffers, into the Federal Treasury. The debt today
as related to per capita income is much less today than it was
in 1920, much less today than it was in 1950, and everything
is somewhat relative.

For example, a businessman has an income, let®s say that he
is a retailer, he has an income of, a gross income of $250,000
a year. He has a debt of $50,000. If he gets that income up
to $500,000 a year and has a debt of $75,000, he is not woxse
off, he is better off. His debt has gone up, but he is a whole
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lot better off.

Now, every major corporation that I know coday that is
really successful has a greater debt, that is in terms of its
bonded indebtedness or of its borrowings than it had some t¢ime
ago mainly because it has a higher velocity of trade. I was
talking to one of the grain dealers in my city of Minneapolis
not long ago, they are bhorrowing much more money than they
used to but they are much richer than they were. They make
money by borrowing it.

So, the Federal govermment's debt, I think must be considered
relatively, sir, without trying to underestcimate it and when
one says this he is generally accused of being unconcerned
about debt. Not at all. Let me be exceedingly frank with
you. If you have got a mortgage of your house at $10,000 and
an income of fifteen you are in trouble. If you have got a
mortgage on your house of $15,000 and an income of $35,000
you are not in very much trpouble. Your mortgage is up, but
so is your income, and the Govermment of the United States
today has a much more viable productive economy from whence it
draws its resources than it had ten years ago or twenty years
ago or five years ago. In fact, our debt has gone up very
litile in the last foux years, but our greoss national product
has gone up $125 billion. Our debt hasn’t gone up much more
in the lastiwo years than the increase in corporace profits
in one year, ten billion dollars this last year. Not bad. -

So, when you put it in terms of relativity or relationship,
debt to income, debt to;:productivitg, debt to investment, then
I think we get a better focus on it.”o, we hove to keep it
in hand and we hope that in the next two to three years we
will be able to start to reduce that debt but then when we get
to the problem of reducing it we have to be rather careful
how rapidly because it would have some very deflationary
effects.
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Q: Senator, how can we explain to our readers that --
how can ve explain to our readers that it is to our advantage
to trade with Russla and yet 1t is not to our advantage
to trade with Cuba or with China ?

Senator Humphrey. Well, I think this. is a matter of
political policy, of political policy. The JSoviet Union
today is prese wly trading with a large number of the
western European countries. I should start out by saying that
you just have to face up to what is happening which frequently
people do not want to face up to. West Germany, The Netherlands,
Belglum, France, Italy, the Scandinavian countries, all of
them are doing great big business with the Iron Curtailn
countries. In fact, while vie are sitting over here arguing
about 1t, they have trade missions in every one of these countries.

I have been to West Germany when they criticilzed us for
even extending a little aid to Poland; and I am in Warsaw,
and right out in front of the National Hotel in Warsaw are
five cars from West Germany in there with a trade negotlation
with the Polish government.

As long as they can keep us argulng about it and they
do the business, they figure, "Well, isn't that great? That
1s good politvical grist for the American politiclan and public
while we do the business." And the Deutschimark has very,
very, very good convertlbility.

New, 1t is my vlew that the Soviet Union and the Eastern
European States do not have the happiest of relationships
and, therefore, for us to try to wean away some of the
Eastern European States presently controlled by Communist
regimes through a limited trade policy in non-strategilc
goods makes some sense. It 1s a calculated risk. I am not
sure fthat it will work, but I am absolutely sure that to
ignor¢ the whole thing won't work because the rest of the world
isn't golng to ignore it.

Furthermore, I think that a few American businessmen
going behind the Iron Curtain doing some deal.ng, making
some trade arrangements might be the best advertisement we
have for American capltalism. What are we so frighitened about?
Why do you permlt to have .american embassiesand minilstries
behind the Iron Curtain with the foreign service that many
people criticize us for being inept and not very practical,
and yet being unwilling to let the most practical, successful,
hard-hitting, thoroughly realistic people, according to our own
definttions that we have, namely the American business communities,
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go behim the Iron Curtain and do some business. I think it
would be a sensible, reasonable arrangement if we could

put it within guidelines that are agreed upon amongst

our allies and oursclves.

Now, as tc Cuba. Cuba represents a source of militant
infiltration in Latin Amerlca. We have been able to curk
much of that. Cuba also has a psycholcecgical impact in this
country that other Communist regimes have not had, and Cub2
is a threat to Venezuela, to Central America, 1c is a threat
to each of these countries politically, not militarily as such
pbecause 17 it moves militarily 1¢ will be stopped cold. But
politically, and ideologically. So we have sought by economic
restralnt and by the limltation of goods to Cuba, by working
with our allies in the Urganization of American States
to strangle or at least to slow down the Cuban economy, and
thereby hopefully to change the situation in Cuba and 1if
we can't do that to isoviate 1t.

Furthermore, to prevent the infiltration of Cuban
infiltrators, Communist agents within the Iatin American
sphere.

I think our policy with Cuba has been rather succe551ul
The O0AS recent meeting has proven that.

As far as Cummunist China is concerned, they haven't sought
to trade with us. They are agegressive, they are irresponsible,
they are war-like, and I do not believe that they have
demonstrated any fitness to be a dues-paying member of the
family of nations, and I don't think that we ought to try to =
encourage them or strengthen them in any way.

Q: Senator Humphrey, =--
Senator Humphrey. Yes?

Q: -- knowing your leadershilp in the Clvil Rights fight,
would you care to make any observations as to the extent of
the so~called backlash among various ethnic groups 1in this
country at this time?

Senator Humphrey: I am sure that there are many people
in all waliks of life from different ethnic origins that
have mixed feelings about the relatlonships between the races.
There are some people that frankly feel the Negro is going
too fast, ¢trying to gain too much in too short a time. There are
others who feel he has been very patient, and had to wait for
too long.



There are some pecople that Just don't like colored
people, and you have to face up to these realitles. There
arec some people who just don't like their fellow whlte people.

{Laughter)
There are just some people who just don't like.
{Laughter)

Now, some places wWe run into people who just don't like
people of other religions than thelr own.

I don't deny that there 1s some of what you would call
the backlash in terms of the feeling, the emotional feeling,
because of civil rights. I think 1t is more in the south,

I might add, than any place else.

But to be specific, I think if you go into the areas of
Gary, Indlana, and Milwaukee, or Buffalo, places that have
been mentloned from time to time, or Chicago, that you will
find that some of these groups that are known as ethnic.
groups wnile they may have some feelings about the civil rights
issue they have other feelings that are overriding. In other
words, they may not like what President Johnson did when he
signed the Civll Rights Bill but they liked other things that
he dld a whole lot more, and they add 1t up, and they measure
it off, and every indication that I have seen indicates that
they are golng to vote overwhelmingtly for Presldent Johnson
in the traditionally democratic areas wherc the so-called
backlash 1s supposed to prevail,

I don't think we ought ©o ignore it. I think it 1s a
fact, and, therefore, it secems to me that what 1s needed today
is both candidates for Preslident, both of them saying that
they are for law and order and saying it very loud, 1t seems
to me they ought to indicate and promote respect for the law,
because make no mistake about it, 1f Mr, Goldwater is elected
President of the Unlted States he 1ls going to have to 1ift
his hands and put his other hand on the Bilble and say he 1s
going ©o live up to the law. That he 1is going to enforce the
law. That he is going to abide by the Constitution, that he is
going to enforce the statutes, and he wouldn't be able to
repeal the Civil Rilights Act overnight. Congress never does
anything that fast.

(Laughter)

So he has got a job, if that day should ever happen that
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is indeed, to my way of thinking, a rather unlikely set of
circumstances. But 1t might, 1t could.

I would, therefore, urge the two candldates for Presldent,
and I am sure that President Johnson has done this, I know
I have, I know that Senavor Ellender has, I Mow that Senator
Russell has, these were men who fought against the Civil
Pights Act -~ they have asked that people abide by the law.
‘They have asked people to work within the law, and they haven't
gone out after the law was passed and said it stirs up
bitterness and hostillty and violence and tenslon,which is
only @ way of saying, "Slc em." I think we need today people
who ask people to respesct the law a they preach to us about
law and order, That will help a little on the backlash, too.

Q: Senator Humphrey, talking about understanding reality,
T suppose one of the most unrealicticthings that confronts
America today is our refusal to recognize the fact that
today over 800 million people live behind the Bamboo Curtain.
Why?

Senator Humphrey. Thils is a considered policy of our
government around which there are many differences of view,
The late John Foster Dulles, in one of his publications before
he became Secretary of State,sald that weaigh®% to recognize
the Communist regime of Chlna, not because he thought
Communism was good, but simply because 1t ought %o be recognlzed
Just as the Mexicans and British generally recognlZe on the
basis of the de facto regime.

It is my view that because of the large numbers of
Chinese natilonals in vast areas of southeast Asla, Malaysla,
Victnam, Indonesia, Thailand, and elsewhere, that if we,
the United Status of America, 1n light of thelr vicious attack
that has been made upon us by the Chinese Commnnists both
on the battlefleld and through propaganda, 1f we were to
recognlze or in any way to condone or encourage recognitlon of
Red China or acceptance of Red China into the UN as a member of
the Security Council, for example, that we would be dolng a
great disservice to tii: cause for which we have glven so much
of our treasure and our efforts, the cause of freedom.

I know that there are 800 milllon behind the Iron Curtain.
There are other contacts with Red China. The French, the British,
and thelr contacts haven't been very fruitful. Therefore, I
do not support realistically or not, I think I am being
a reallst. The realism, as I see it, 1s that to recognize
Red Chlna would be to encourage the Chinese in other countries
to be more sympathetic to the Communilst-oriented or soclalist
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oriented regimes, that it would only strengthen the hana
of Comnunist China 1n its propaganda efforts, since we,
the Unlted States of America, are the major non-communis¢
power, democratic power.

Alco, I might add that at the present time wlth the
fragmentation of the Sino-Soviet Bloc that it might be very
wise and prudent diplomacy to have our reclationships wilth
the Soviet Unlon and to have them firm and reliable as we refuse
to have open diplomatic relationshlips with Communist China.

I belleve that there 1ls some possilbllities of a successful
diplomacy in that posture.

Q: Senator, would you explain the background of the
Americans for Democratlc Actlon? I think some of these
gentlemen would like to know the background as you have told
it to me a time or two.

Senator Humphrey: Well, I have been reading a good
deal about that little organizacion.

(Taugnter)

.iv really has gotten out a lot of good publicity. I must
gay when I was active 1ln 1t we tried ©to recruit members but we
have never done as well as Senator roldwater and Mr, Miller,
they have given us more publlcity and more interest in’'this
organization than anybody ever, ever did.

Mr, Nixon came in a poor second on that.

The ADA was established, I believe, in 1947. It was
established for one purpose primarily. Many of our -- you recall
the election of 1946, you recall the Progressive Party, the
candidate of that party was Mr, Wallace. I never dld feel
that Henry Wallace was a left-winger or a Communist, but I
regret to say I think he was used. I know the kind of people
that were in the Progressive Party manipulating it. Some
of them were from my State.

I also know what happened to the Farmer-Labor Party
in the State of Minnesota. I also know the leftist, the
Communist infiltration from 1945 to 198 in the Democratic
Party, Democratic Farmer-labor Party in Minnesota, and a.jbody
who lived in Minnesota knows what we had to do about it.

And I led the flght long before there were any others
around that got this blg fever about how we battled the Communists.



12

We had it out in my State. The labor movement was infilltrated.
I went to see Mr, Philip Murray on the 1lth day of May,

1947 in the William Penn Hotel in Pittsburgh, and said to

Mr. Murray, "I understand, sir, that you are a man of Roman
Catholic faith." I had never met him. "I understand that

you believe in good free trade unionlsm and I want to tell

you something about your organizaticn in Hennepin County,
Minnesota, 1t 1s Communist-infiltrated. I am the Mayor of
Minneapolis. I don't intend to have them run my city,

any more than I intend to have the hoodlums or the gangsters
run 1t. They are taking out after me, and I want you %0 Kmow
that I am golng to take out after them. There can't be two
people running Minneapolls, there can't be two groups in charge
and what is more I don't llke what they stand for, and it 1s
about time that somebcdy called a halt to it. And I don't

want to be branded anti-labor or a red-baiter because I am

not. I ama friend of labor, honest labor unionism, and I think
that I am a pretty good American, but I am going to wage war

on these people."

Mr. Murray put his arms around me and said, "I have been
waiting for a man like you for 10 years," and he said, "I am
going to send two men to Minnesota, one of them Darrell
Smith and the other Smiley Chatek,'" both of them living
today, 'and we are going to wage war right now on that
organization, " and we set to work to clean them up.

A little later the APA came about. We had a meeting

in Pittsburgh. There was a group known as the Unlon for
Deniocratic Action first. What was 1ts purpose? To work in
liberal organizations to clean out the Communists, extreme
leftwing influence, to bring in a number of people that were
intellectuals, I maybe dldn't qualify in that category, but

to bring in people at least who were sound, progressilve
American liberals who could be for.a housing program without
being a Communlst, who could be for fair employment practices
without belng a Communist, who could carry the llberal banner
of American politics wilthout being a Red, and we said we are
going out and win, fight this war. And we went out in the
labor ovement, in the political parties, in many of the
volunteer organizations in the country, and we cleaned them up.
As 2 mtter of fact, the ADA ought to be getting a medal, instead
of the abuse that it has been getting.

Surely some members of the ADA are more liberal, more
progressive than I am, many people in publlc l1life. I have
disagreed with them many times. I disagree wlth them on the
whole matter of Red China; they are more with Mr, Dulles, I
disagreed with him on that. I don't think that makes .
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elther Mr. Dulles or ADA Communists. I didn't think that made
the man that asked the question one, either, It is a very
thoughtful question.

ADA never believed in unilateral disarmament and those
people who say so know it, It supports NATO, it supports
SEATO, it supports our efforts in Cuba, it supports a strong
military posture, it supports civil liberties, it supports
civll rights, 1t supports Federal Government programs. It
has a checklist of what programs 1t believes are good for
America.

They generally add up being programs advocated by a
Democratic President. I generally come out voting for most
of those programs. I hope that I smll always have the
privilege of not only voting for them but sponsoring some
of them.

Thils organization represents an independent progressive
group of people 1in American public life. Men like Reinhold
Nelbuhr, the great theologlan, Bishop Scarlett, Wilson
Wyatt, Leon Henderson was one of the early ones; men like
George Meany, Walter Reuther, Eleanor Roosevelt, Adlai
Stevenson, Eugene McCarthy. I think these are all pretty
decent responsible people.

You may not agree with some of theilr points of view. But
to have an attack upon this organlzation as if 1t were a
Marxist, Communist-oriented, soclalistic organization is an
insult to the intelligence of responsible, thoughtful Americans,
and those who peddle that kind of %trash have disqualified
themselves, 1t seems to me, from public trust or public faith,
and we Intend to see that that happens.

(Applause)
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Q Do you think the Democrats will carry all 50 states
in this election?

Senator Humphrey. No, I don't. I doubt that we can do
that. I think there are many very hard-fought battlegrounds
yet in this election, and while I hope we will have a substan-
tial victory, I sincerely doubt we would be able to fulfill
the standard that you have just raised. I will bring that
up to the President and may make him campaign a little harder.
We may caich a counle of more.

Q Senator Humph XY ~-
Senator Humphrey. VYes.

] == it has been the policy of the Government that Ameri-
Can newspapermen were not permitted to go to Red China
because the United States would not accent an equal number of
Chinese newspapermen coming over here.

Would you favor a change in that policy?
Senator Humphrey; Yes, sir.

Q

Thank you.

Senator Humphrey. I think it would be a good idea to have
Some good observations made and I am not afraid of anybody ob-
serving our country.

Q Senator Hunihrey, maybe I am not updated, but why is
President Johnson seemingly so reticient about Jjumping on
Senator Goldwater for his inconsistency on the one hand of be-
moaning violence in the streets in northern cities but not
saying a thing about bombings and beatings and burnings in, for
rample, McComb, Mississippi?

Senator Humphrey. Well, I had the feeling that the Presi-
dent in his comments about Mr. Goldwater's statement was com-
menting about Mr. Goldwater's statement wherever they may apply.
I think the question might be why is Mr. Goldwater more
interested in talking about the violence in Harlem and a little
less interested in talking about it in some other narts of the
country.

The President comments upon the statement of the contender.

Frankly, the most reassuring thing I have seen is the tre-
mendous acceptance and compliance with the law, with the Civil
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Rights law. This is the first year in the history of America
that every state in the Union has now made some effort towards
desegration of its schools. We have gone a long ways.I only
wish that we can get people to understand that to break these
patterns of habit, these long-established customs, is a major
task and what we need today are people to inch along, so to speak,
but keep moving along. We can't make a solid all at once break-
through., I have learned in the Congress of the United States
as one of the floor leaders that while you surely would like

to go much further than you are apparencly going to go, that
the important thing is to get your foot off the brake and start
making some progress.

Progress begets progress, paralysis begets paralysis, and
retreat begets retreat.

So, Hubert Humphrey's point of view has been make some
progress and come back for some more. ‘It ieeps you busy, too,
and gives you something to do.

(Laughter.)

Not only that the other fellow sometimes doesn't feel so
bad if he has to yield a litcle and you havz time to condition
him for the next jolt, do you see?

Q Senator Humphrey, yesterday Senator Goldwater said
that President Johnson had been flying recently without his
code clerk, his code clerk was in a plane 15 minutes behind him,
and he implied this was a dangerous thing. Do you know anything
about the alleged incident?

Senator Humphrey. I am sorry, I did!'t quite get that.

Q Senator Goldwater yesterday said that President
Johnson had made a flight recently but that his code clerk was
not in the same plane with him ~- this was a dangerous situation
in case any message came through immediately.

Do you know anything about this?

Senator Humphrey. Gentlemen, I really don't. I am not trying
to duck the issue.I guess I haven't had a chance to see the
President enough lately. He has had me campaigning. You
remember what he said in Atlantic City, he told all those good
folks that everybody is going to go home and take a rest, but
not Senator Humphrey, and believe me he has really given me the
task. I don’t know how I even got back to town today.

Thank you very much. (Applause.)

SLIL LTI,
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