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It's always a pleasure to talk with friends --
or | should say with fellow members of the President's
Club. If anyone is a member of the President's Club,
| am.

Today we are in the midst of unprecedented
economic expansion and well-being in our country.
| think it is well for us today to take a look at where
we've been and at some of the things that have

contributed to our prosperity.
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Within a month, we shall be celebrating the 20th
anniversary of the Full Employment Act of 1946, In
the past five years, we have been realizing the vision
and the promise of that farsighted Act.

Five years ago, we took modern, 20th Century
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economics out of the doghouse and put it into the
White House. | think it should be plain to everyone
by now that it works.

| was interested to note a recent statement by
Arthur E. Burns, President Eisenhower's chief economic
adviser, who used to scoff at the so-called "new economics. "
Now he says that most businessmen -- and | quote --

"take it for granted that the course of the economy will

_—

be shamdwﬂ;re by governmental policies and

e ——

that the more serious mlstakes of the past can and will

be avoided.,"
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| would be the first to say that Arthur Burns
perhaps gives too much credit to government for our
prosperity. | think that the main credit belongs to the
creative energies of the American people.

Ours is an economy of private initiative. It
draws its strength from the competitive spirit of our
businessmen, the skill of our workers, and the productivity
of our farmers.

What's changed in the past five years is that
government has been doing its share of the job. By

———— —— e el

policies, government has helped prowde a framework in
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which our great productlve forces can have full opportumty
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for expression,
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We used to suffer from what | call a ""cha-cha-cha"
economy -- backwards and forwards, with a hesitation
step in between. We went through that kind of recession
three times in the eight years before 1961.

Now, as | speak to you, we're enjoying our 59th
month of continuous economic expansion. Since the
last recession ended in 1960, our growth has averaged

a phenomenal 5.3 per cent a year,

—— 2T
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— Unempldﬁ_éﬁ_t-,ma‘{ 4.1 per cent, is at its lowest
level in nine years. 73.4 million Americans have
civilian jobs, compared with only 3.1 million who are
unemployed.

-- During the last quarter of 1965, our Gross
National Product was running at the annual rate of
695 billion dollars, 6.3 per cent higher in constant

p—

dollars than in the same period a year ago.
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-- Corporate profits, after taxes, for the third
quarter of 1965 were up 18.7 per cent over the same
period a year ago.
-- |n addition, plant and equipment expenditures
in 1965 were 15.4 per cent higher than in [964.
These figures (and | could cite many more) add
up to economic strength -- strength for the peace which
the President is seeking in Vietnam, and strength to
meet our responsibilities at home and in the world.
Indeed, our economy is so strong that it makes the
old dilemma of "guns vs. butter" irrelevant.

To put the matter in perspective, the 12,7 billion

dollars in additional funds which the President has asked

B e

of Congress to combat aggression in Vietnam represents only

2 per cent of our Gross National Product,
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It is, of course, a much more substantial proportion
of our Federal Budget, which was published today.
But, by stringent economies in government, the
President has achieved a sound Federal Budget which
saves wherever we can to spend where we must.
We shall be able to meet our responsibilities in
Vietnam and at the same time go on building the Great
Society we seek.
Let me make this clear: If every program the President
has recommended in his State of the Union message is
enacted by Congress, the total deficit in our so-called

"administrative budget" will be only [.8 billion dollars --

—

one of the lowest in many years.

i Mﬁw@/ Gotovn e,
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4 On a cash basis -- which as the President has
pointed out, "is the way you and | keep our family

budget" -- the government will collect half a billion
‘—___N—-_h.—_-‘“\
dollars more than it spends.
i -8
Incidentally, this is/much more meaningful way

of presenting the government's accounts than the

traditional "administrative budget”, and | hope it will

| e —

win increasing acceptance in coming years.
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4 We have gone a long way toward achieving full
employment -- even though substantial unemployment
lingers in certain depressed areas of the country and,
for our Negro fellow citizens, is running tragically at
twice the overall rate.

Now we have the problem -- a welcome problem,
indeed, but still a problem -- of living with relatively

full employment,
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/ During the past five years, we have been drawing
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upon our reserves of unused productive capacity and

T i it ——

unemployed manpower. Now we are nearing the bottom
of both those barrels.

/\T he operating rate of industry is up to over 90

points, less than two points below the preferred rate
for manufacturing. Indeed, we should already be in
trouble here but for the foresighted measures taken by

this Administration -- the tax credit and the liberalization

of depreciation schedules -- to stimulate investment in

o SR

prod uct_i_\{g_g_apacity.

of skilled labor are already beginning to appear in some

On the manpower side of the equation, shortages

industries and some areas of the country.
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/ These are the classic storm warnings of inflation --

and they threaten the stability of our cost of living index,

which has gone up only I.7 per cent in the last twelve

TP e e e e,

months_.

In these circumstances, three measures are

urgently necessary:

Z * Careful respect by both management and labor

e S ———

for the wage-price guideposts.

Z * A stepped-up effort to put the remaining unemployed

to work, with accelerated training programs where

= e il

——

necessary. Since a very substantial proportion of the
unemployed are members of minority groups, sound economics,

good business and social justice converge here.
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. St_epping up produgt_jg_ity by the fullest possible

Services Act, enacted by Congress last year, can make

a big contribution. It can make the best existing technology,
already used by the most efficient companies, available to
industry across the board.

KLiving with prosperity . . . living with full employment,

s e bl ————

will require a continuing close working partnership between

government and business. President Johnson is whole-

S

heartedly dedicated to maintaining and strengthening
that partnership.

AThere will be sacrifices, of course. The President
has asked for a temporary suspension of t_rle exc_ise tax

cuts which became effective at the beginning of this month.

——
———
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/ And he has warned that, if the needs of Vietnam require

i e

it, he will ask Congress to provide additional revenues.
He has said:

"Time may require further sacrifices. If so, we
will make them.,"

But he has sternly and rightly rejected hard-hearted
and small-minded demands for sacrifices from those who
already have too small a share in our affluence -- the
poor, the sick, the ill-housed, the children at school.
And he has declared:

"I believe we can continue the Great Society while
we fight in Vietnam. But, if some do not believe this,
then, in the name of justice let them call for the
contribution of those who live in the fullness of our
blessing, rather than strip if from the hands of those

in need.,"
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These are some of the things that have been
on my mind today. | would certainly welcome now any

questions you might have.

### 44
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LA Seminar of the President's Club of
New York convened in the Royal Sallroom of the Americana
Hotel, New York, New York, on Monday, January 24, 1966,
at 1:15 p.m., e, Arthur Krds presiding, ]

CHAIRMAN KRIM: Honored Guests, and Fellow
Members of the President's Club of New York: Welcome bto
another one of our Seminars. Thie one was supposed to
start at 1:15, and I do beldve we have made it.

Before introducing the speakers who are
going to lead this discussion today, I would 1like %o
acknowledge the presence of some of our honored guests,

First, the Chief of Protocol of the United
States, Ambassador Lloyd Hand |Applause ]; Honorary Chailrman
of the Presldent's Club of New York, Mre., Herbert ILehman
lApplause |; Honorary Chairman of the President's Club of
New York, General James Farley |[Applause ]; the Executive
Dirvector and Acting Treasurer of the Democratic National
Committee, Mr, Cliff Carter lApplausej; the Administrator
of the United Natlions Development Program, Mr. Paul
Hoffman [Applause ).

The Chairman of the Democratic National
Committee has just advised us that due to weather conditions
he could not be with us., That is €rue, also, of the Chalr-

man of the New York State Democratic Committee, IBEut we



do have with us the Vice Chalrman of the Democratic State
Committee, Mrs. Mae Gureviteh, [Applause]

We have with us the Chairman of many events
of the President's Club of New York, #rs, Anna Rosenberg
Hoffman [Applause]; Chairman for the past two years of our
upstate division, Mr. Howard Samuels [Applause]; United
States Attorney for the Southern District of New York, Mr,
Robert Morgenthau [Applause]; and Assistant Attorney-General
of the United States, BEd Welsl, Jr. |Applause] Assistant
Attorney General awmi candldate for Congress, My, Orin Leh-
man [Applause].

We have with us two gentlemen who have con-
tributed so much to the administration of our city these
past years, the former President of the City Council,

Mr. Paul Serevane lApplause]; and former Comptroller,
Mr. Abe Beame [Applause].

We have three friends from Washington who
are going to be our lialson for the President's Club of
New York, Pirst is Miss Jerri Hair [Applause ], and then
Miss Dolores Hunter [Applause)] and Mr. Jerry Blaine
lApplause ],

The President of the City Counclil has just

come in, I understand, Mr. Prank O'Connor [Applause],



I am delighted to see in front of me the
Executive Committee of the Associlate Division. I would
to introduce the three Chairmen: Mr. Don Ohrsmen lApplause],
Mr, Seth Baker |Applause] and Mr, Harry Gould, Jr. |Applausel,

I am sorry that weather has kept some of our
upstate friends from being with us, but I am also delighted
to see that many of you new mewbers are attending this
Seminar, f'or the first time,

I don't think there could be any more im-
pressive a demonstration of the support of our President

for the objectives of the President's Club than tie pre-
sence here at his request of two of the most eminent states«
men in our country Yo lead our discussion today.

It has been & prime objective of the Presi-
dent's Club to help create an informed constituency, and
to maintain a eontinuing and constructive liaison between
the Preslident and his Administration, and their sup-
porters in New York.

I am happy to say that in the months im-
mediately ahead--that is to sey February, March and April--
there are a number of other events plamned in which various
of the members of the President's Cabinet and the Presi-
dent himsdf are going to dlscuss the programs and policies



of the Administration informaily with all of you.

Ithinkmallsmuaumwfruuﬂmnt
in playing our role in support of a truly great President,
and I also feel that we today share a special sense of
pride that we have supported an administration which poasts
two such great leaders as the vice President and the Ambas-
sador to the United Netions, who sre with us here for this
Seminar. lApplause]

AMWIshmxldlikatohnmﬁhesmnEr
over bo its Chalrman, our very own dilstinguished leader,
Mr., Ed Weisl, Senior, Thank you, lApplause ]

lir. Bd Weisl, Senior, assumed the Chair, )

CHAIRMAN WEISL: M-, Krim, Honored Cuests,
Ladles and Gentlemen: I want to express on pehalf of the
president's Club our very deep appreclation To the Vice
president, M%WMGMWMMMR&MW
mmoﬁfmtmumywmustomaktou
about the problems of The united States in 1bs relationshlp
to the Free World, I want to thank all of you, also for
coming here to participate in this program.

It is a source of gretk perspnal pride to
me Lo introduce the Ambassador to the Unlted Nations. He

and I were both born in the City of Chicago and raised in



what we call both the poor neighborhood of that great
city.

sut it ien't for that reason alone that I
express this personal pride, Ambassador goldberg is truly
a great and dedicated public sepvant, I don't know of many
people, if any, who would give up thelr gervice on the
gmﬁeatcmrtmwwmwummemm of the
president of the United States as Ambassador in that most
important job., [Applause]

1t is my great honor and privilege to intro-
duce mmmmm;mmmmmmm. The
Honorable Arthur Goldberg. |Rising ovation]

AMBASSADOR ARTHUR GOLDBERG: Mr. vice
president, my friends, Eddie Weisl, Arthur Krim, ladies
and Gentlemen: I am delighted to have this opportunity to
mutnmmnmommmemmmm. and
to have the unlque privilege of gharing with the Vice
president an opportunity to talk with you about what is
peally the overriding problem of our foreign policy, bthat
is the situation in Vietnam,

Eddie Weisl saye that we were born in the
same neighborhood in Chicago, and that is true, We call

1t "the wrong side of the tracks," but I was very interested



when I was in Britain recently for the President, to see
Prime Minis ter Wilson., 7They have a betiter term for if.
They say "The 111 side of the tracks.”

I think that maybe that is a great lesson
for us, that there is no wrong side, but there can be an
111 side, which the President and the Poverty Program and
his Administration are Grying to correct.

The Vice President, who has played a leading
role in the recent peace inltiative of the President, will,
I have no doubt, have something to say ©o you on that
gubject., I am going to make a few remarks about it from
my standpoint as your Ambassador at the United Natlons.

Many people have asked this question: Why
did the President engage in this peace initiative? There
is an overriding answer to that, and all answers are ultl-
mately simple answers,

The simple answer is, because the President
wants peace, He does nc;twantwar, He wants peace as
soon a8 peace can be concluded on honorable terms, There-
fore, he made the determination at the appropriate time to
make a strong public approach.

I will have a word to say about that attempt
to bring this very grave and very serious and very tragilc



conflict from the battlefield to the conference table,

Why was it done now, and why was it done in
conjunction with the Christmas Truce and the bomblng pause?
There is awry simple answer to that, too. It was not done
Just now.

We have had a continuing effort to conclude
a peaceful settlement in the Vietnamese War, The President
gave someé figures. He likes to keep these figures.

He said there were 300 conferences that
were held between the Secretary of State and other people
and various nations, looking for this result., I had to
call him and correct his figures, because in addition %o
the 300 of which he apparently had knowledge, I myself
had conducted 116 additional ones here in New York. Since
I have been here during the last six monthes I have met
with representatives of every country accredited to the
UN and 2 prime subject of discussion in my meetilngs has
been what might be done %o bring peace instead of war in

The figures go beyond the 300 conferences
the President talked about,

Why did we make a public demonstrétion?
People have asked about that--people out of bad motlives--



ealling it & propaganda circus, And many people have
ralsed legitimate questions, Is this the way that you
conduct diplomacy, by sending emissaries all over the
world; public emissaries? Does this not defeat the tra-
ditional way of going about business?

There are several answers %o that. The
first thing is that we live in the Twentieth Century. We
do not live in the Nineteenth or Eighteenth or Seventeenth
Century. Diplomacy ftoday is different from diplomacy of
another era,

And this is particularly so since we are
dealing with the Communist World, which is a different
world, and which does not conduct ite explorations in the
traditional ways that have characterized the diplomacy of
other perlods,

It was lmportant to communicabe the attempt
so that world opinion could be mobilized in support of
this effort.

It took more than three weeks--we are.mw
in the f£ifth week of the bombing pause--and 1t Cook more
than three weeks before the fact that there was a bombing
pauge was even adverted to in Moscow for the benefit of

the people in the Soviet Unilon,
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It took almost four weeks before this fact
was ever mentioned by Ho Chi Minh and his administration
in Hanol,

Public opinion and world opinion is not
inconsequential in trying to bring about objectives that
we were Gtrying to bring about. Therefore, that was the
important factor in the manner in which this was handled,

There were other subsidiary reasons, The
President said, I thought pretty well, that he had tried
putting & wig on Iuei but he had given that up and he
couldn't put & wig on me and Harrimen and (overnor Willlams,
That is quite true, As & matter of fact, when he asked me to
take: the trip I left in secrecy. I arrived in Rome in
gecrecy. 1 saw His Holineas the Pope 1n secrecy.

But I had to advise the Ibalian Government
that I was in Rome, and I bad to tell them that I would
call upon President Saragat and Premler lMoro and Forelgn
Minister Fenfani, When I left the Vatican and I communica-
ted with the Italian Government, in twenty minutes the whole
press corps in Rome called upon the Embassy.

There are reasons for that which are obvious,
The Italian Government has an important stake in the War
in Vietnam, and the Italian Government wanted 1t to be
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known, number one, that they were being consulted, and
nunber two, what their point of viewwas in 1%,

And so0 it was lmpossible to conduct these
meetings in secret,

The next question that has been asked 1s
why is it necessary, and why could this not have been
handled quletly through our Ambasgadors? There is an
angwer to Ghat, '

With reference to the Pope, we are not ac-
credited to the Vatican, There are channels of communica-
tion on the lower level that are used Lo convey meessages
back and forth, but the Pope cannot, under the protocol
arrangements applicable, where you are not aceredited, the
mmm#mtnthotﬁ-wn. Someone had to be
the emlssary for that purpose, and then talking in thils
family, I don't think our Ambassador could have got De
Ggulle back from his Christmas weekend, It required a
special emisgary from the President to get him back.

[ zaughter ]

And I don't think that Prime Minister Wilson
--and I know my wife and I agree with him--I don't think
that an Ambassador could have gotten Prime Minlster back
from celebrating his twenty-sixth wedding amniversary, 1



say this, perhaps, in a facetlous way to illustrate a
point,

It has been traditional and important,
where matters of greatmoment are under way, to add the
prestige of the President's emissary. That is nothing
personal. Our Ambassadors in those capiftals could have
made the presentation just as effectively as I did, but
the fact that the President sent an emissary added emphagls
h@tmmatmﬁmwa.

Now, there is another reason for this. From
the day I came down to the UN, I was told by friendly coun-
tries, m—a..lim countries, and unfriendly countries,
that the key to a peaceful resolution of the Vietnamese
conflict was & bombing pause, and what I was told was that
you have to understand the Asian mind, face 1s involved.
Ho Chi Minh will not come to the conference table so long
as our bombers are ranging over North Vietnam,

We made it very clear, right even then,
that we have no desire to have our bombers ranglng over
North Vietnam, that we could work out reciprocal arvange-
ments to stop that, since the bombing was in response to

But that apparently got us nowhere, It gob



13

us nowhere, although many of the people, countries with
whom I spoke, conceded the loglc of that statenems,

Nevertheless, it was sald, "Well, even if
it is true, America is big encugh and powerful enough to
go anpther step down the road; stop the bombing; give a
pause of & reasonable duration,” and then they would come
to the conference table., That was the key.

Well, we have stopped for thirty-one days
and nothing has happened, We had hoped something would
happen, frankly.

I am reminded of a statement by Sir Francils
Bagon, in which he sald, "Hope makes & good breakfast but
not a very good supper,” I think we are pretty much in
that situation right now. We don't have the supper of
our hopes at the present time,

Now I see & new theme developed from many
of the same pecple who have bold us that if we paused in
the bombing that that would bring about a conference and
& peaceful solution, Now the theme 1s that, "Well, you
have done that, but now there is another factor. That
factor is the vepresentation of the Vietecong at the
pargaining table,” America would now say that the Viet-
cong could be represented at the bargaining table, and
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that would open the way to & conference. That is the new
theme,

That was not the theme that was advanced,
I mist say, earlier, before our bombing pause. It was
the bombing pause.

I think thee is a very simple answer o
that., The President has sald very categorically that if
there 1s & desire on the part of Hanol to make a peaceful
pettlement, this would not be--and I am quoting him exactly
--"gn insurmountable problem.” Now people say, "Well,
what does that mean?" I answer only in my own terms, the
terms drawn from my experience, for example, in the labor
fie1d, which I am sure Jack Potofsky would share with me
1f ne sat down to a conference table at negotlations repre-
senting a trade union, and I said to the employer, ‘Well,
we have got five points, The first 1s we would like the
money; we would like some wages. We have other important
points, "

If the employer at that point were to say,
"A11 pight; on your first point, The money element will
not be an insurmountable problem; let us go on,” I would
go on because that would be enough an indication to me
that there is flexibility in that area, and that that does
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il

not bar the way o a setbtlement, And so this, %o me, 8%
iesst, is the answer to that problem.

The real guestion involved is a very basle
one. Is there & will %o settle this in negotiations where
all these problems--répresentation and all these other
problems--could be discussed and could be settled by nego-
tum.mmm,atmt, the will ies only unilateral
will on the part of the United States,

Finally, I would make one other observation,
and that is this. We know we haven't heard anything. We
don't know what will be, But we do know this: That the
American policy here must be & constant polley. Peace
mm#wemymwcemnuymtmmmm,
in which event we must continue to menifest our plain de-
termination that we will settle only at the conference
table and not be forced out, and we will not be forced out,

put then we mist continue a constant pursult
of 2 peaceful settlement, and that pursult muet be constant
and unremitting, because that is the objective of American
foreign poliey.

We do not desirve to annihilate even the
Communist regime in the North.

An old Greek said that the sensible purpose
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of war was not to annihilate the enemy, but to teach him
to mend his ways. That, really, is the purpose of American
policy.

We seek to teach the Communists to mend
thelr ways, not to believe that they can ride over smaller
nations and impose their will by subversion and terror and
force,

And so we must continue our policy, It is
difficult; 1t is arduous. It is palnful and it is Lragle,
but no one has made any other sensible suggestlon,

Regardless of what happens in this initla-
tive, we will have succeeded in one major thing, and I
think the people of the world are convinced of the great
sincerity of the Ameriean purpose. Thank you. [Applause]

CHAIRMAN WEISL: After the next speaker
has completed his address, the audience will be asked to
submit questions to each of them,

1 now have the honor and the pleasure and
the privilege of introducing our next speaker, Iast night,
when the wind was blowing, and the rain and the snow was
falling, I had great fear and apprehension that he would
not he able to get here,
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that old song that we all used to sing when we were
younger, and which some of us still sing, which says,
"o matber where he goes, the sunshine follows." [Applause]

He is 2 great optimist, He is & men of
indefatiguable energy, which is only exceeded by hls capa-
uwmmzummmmmmmmw
that to the world.

It is my great privilege and honor o
introduce to you the Vice President of the United States.
[Standing ovation]

VICE PRESIDENT HUBERT HUMPHREY: Thank you
very much, Eddle Welsl. Our good friend, Arthur Krim,
and ny esteemed colleague in the service of this country,
a very great American and an unususlly capable diplomat,
him, and I know that iz the way you feel,

Somebody once asked me, at a gquestion and
answer period at one of our universities, "What 1s the
attitude of President Johnson toward the United Nations?"

I said, "1 think I ean answer your question
in & very subjective and yet objective mamner. The Presi-
gent of the United States thinks enough of the United
Nations and its role in Amerdcan diplomecy, and its
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purposes and its contributlon %o world peace to have asked
one of the most distinguished of our lawyers, a man who
had a lifetime job on the greatest court in the world,

to become our Ambassador to the United Natlons, and I
think that is the best testimonial to the faith in the
United Nations that our Government and your President has.,"
|Applause ] :

I am going to read a few lines fronm the
new budget message today. This is a Seminar, It is not
an oratorical contest, and we are not here to convince one
another.

We are here to study and think out loud.
One of the blessings of the Democratic Party and one of
the great good fortunes of the President's Club is the
fact that we reserve for ourselves the right of some inde-
pendence of Jjudgment., We have never asked for unanimity.
We have got a sense of unity, where people may on occasion
disagree, as we have sald, without being disagreeable, but
at the same time do thelr own thinking, and ultimabely we
hope out of the refiner's fire of crosg~examination and
gquestion and answer, find some common objectives and pur-
poses.

Today, the President of the United States
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sent to the Congress his Budget Message for fiscal 1967.
Now that Budget Message is in your hands, In fact, you
nave received it before it was even presented in the
local or the dally press.

A budget message is generelly looked upon
as a rather dull statistical document.

When you see it as it is placed on the
desk of a Senator or Congresswan, or a Member of the
Cabinet or the Administration, it does look 1ike a vexry
imposing and at the same time dry, heavy, uninteresting
document, but it is not. )

I think the first words of the President's
Message on the Budget tell us what it really means. He
said, "A budget 1s not simply & schedule of financial
accounts. It is & program for action, The program of
the Federal Government which this Budget recommends 1s
grounded on these fundamental premises:
mwmumﬁmmatwcmm“mtwm
fully prepared to meet the costs of opposing aggression.

"In domestic affairs we are debermined to
press confidently forward toward the Great Soclety, bub
we shall do so in an orderly and responsible way, and at
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a pace which reflects the claims of our commitments in
Southeast Asia upon the nation's resources.

"The budget for 1967 bears the strong
imprint of the troubled world we live in.”

From there on out the rest is detall. There
ummedefmsmmmanMowr
the statistical facts of This budget, even though they
are quite evident, and in a very real sense very lmposing.

Bubt this 1s & budget that aligns, or should
I say delineates the use of the resources of this nation,
Oneé fact stands out above all, that Awerica's military
pmrisonlyasmtaaiamialmmaMchaw.
and we have learned that lesson over many years of history,
that the military is but the cutlng edge of the strong
welght of our economy and our sense of mocial justice.

And zo in this Budget Message, as well as
in the other messages that the President will present to
this Congress, in the second session as he did in the
first session of the Eighty-inth, you will have domestic
policies and programs which have definite international
implications.

For example, I am one that belleves that
the Civil Rights Act of 1965 was our most important act
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of forveign policy in recent years, in this century. I
think it has had a greater impact upon our foreign re-
lations than almost anything that we have ever done, It
surely stands with the creatlon of the United Natlons and
the Marshall Plan,

Iikewise, I am convinced that our fiscal
policies, the new economics, as it is called, this flexl-
bility in the tax structure, this release of capital for
the purposes of Investment and the creation of jobs through
investment, the fiscal policy is as vital to our national
security as the adding of another five, tem, fifteen divi-
sions to our military establishment. You can no longer
separabe them; they are intertwined.

And for people to try to get up and dis-
cuss domestic polley without reference to foreign polley,
or foreign policy without reference to domestic policy
is only to prove that you haven't answered the Twentieth

Likewise, for us %o discuss anything tim t
we do as 2 nation without its reference to other nations
is to ignore the fact of international interdependence,

Some of the facts that are before us are,

I think, worthy of your consideration. Our economy has
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percent, which is a sustained growth rate,

I want you to recall that only & few years
ago, when we used to get together, we were talking about
the recession that we were getiing out of, or the one
we were getiing lato.

We had three economic recessions of serious
consequence in eight years, from 1953 to 1961, and we were
in a recession in 1960,

The very state I was privileged to repre-
gent in the Senate had in its Northeastern section a rate
of unemployment as high as 25 percent. Today it is one
of the fully-employed states of the Union, including the
very area of Northeastern Minnesota.

We used to talk about it as being sort of
Haha-cha-cha economles”; one step forward, pause, and one
step backward, but the pause got a little longer each
time and so did the step backward.

Then we set to work with some new--I won't
say new thinking, but the application of some real sound
thought, and we liberated, so to speak, the dynamism of
this economy. It speaks for itself. The rate of invest-

ment is incredible,
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We are going to approach the $700 billion
economy in 1966, We were running at the rate of $695
blllion gross national prodict in the last quarter of
1965.

There lsn't any doubt about the forward
fhrust of this economy. In fact, the forward thrust is
such that our concem now, is how do we learn to live with
this prosperity, without having the prosperity be adulter-
ated or corrupted or weakened by inflation.

- We have some lessons that we can learn,
here, and some that we think we can apply.

The budget for this year runs at about
$112.5 billion, Actually, I belleve it is $112.8 billion,
if I am not mistaken,

In that budget we have given an honest--I
want you to undernﬁand these words--an honest accounting
of everything that we can foresee. One cannot predict
with certainty what the mtmﬁtmml situation will offer,
but we have tried to give to the Congress an honest ac-
counting; an honest prodection of every foreseeable situa-
tion, including domestic and international.

lMany people have been worried that because
of the troubles in Southeast Asia, could we continue our
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programs of the Great Soclety., Yes, that is the advantage
of having a strong econony.

As a matter of fact, the percentage of the
Federal budget related to gross national product is lower
right now Chan it was four years ago in the new budget,
and the statistics in this budget message will show it.

The percentage of gross natlonal product,
the percentage of the budget, the relationship of the
budget to our total production, is not a burden that we
cannol carry ratherreadily i1f we have the will %o do it.

I want you Uo know as business and profes-
sional people, many of you, that about seven or eight wonths
ago the President of the United Stabes called upon about
every Cablnet officer, not by suggestion but by order, to
trim every departmental budget of all obsolete and unneces-
Sary programs.

We have saved, in this past year, $4.6 bil-
lion of oid programs that had.dost theilr meaning, or that
could be converved and put over into the private sector of
the economy, or where there were direct Government loans
that could be private loans with Government guarantees.

There is §$5.2 billion of new money in this
budget, $4.6 billlon of savings. I speak now on the domestic.
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side, The actusl increase is $600 milliion,

Figures are very confusing. I will simply
give you one more that I want you to rerember, tint the
cash budget--and that is the lrind that you and I have, how
mich do you btake in and how much do you spend--the cash
budget, including everything, has a $500 million surplus
in the Budget Message of 1967,

This $500 million surplus is important, be-
cause this iz 2 bit of a damper upon an economy that 1s
rather heated.

We are trying to use the tools of fiscal
and monetary policy as a way and a means of directing the
energies of this economy, without golng into direct control.

There isn't a person in this room that
really wants the &w;mnt of the United States to exer-
cise control over prices and wages and the allocatlion and
flow of materlal,

We have learned, now, through the past twenty-
five or t:hirty years, much more about the management of an
economy and, indeed, even our most severe critics agree to
it. The Chief of the Council of Economic Advisers under
Presidént Eisenhower, Mp., Burns, who was highly criftlcal

for a period of time of some of the so-called new economlcs,
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has sald within the month that the policies that the Govern~
ment pursues are the policies which ultimetely determine
the viability of the economy,

And so we can honestly say to you that you
can have both guns and butber, That is a simplified phrase,
and I think it is a 1ittle bit out of style. Bubt what we
are really saying is that we can fulfill our international
regponsibilities and press forward with the Great Society,

You can't do everything all at once, but
you can uake forward advances, And to those that have
concern about what are we going to do about the War on
Poverty, we are moving ahead, What are we going to do
about the problems of our cities? We're going to move ahead,

What are we going to do about 2 host of things
--medical research? We are moving ahead; we are not moving
ahead with .a mad race, but we are moving ahead with measured
steps. ;

I am convinced that we will get more for the
dollar out of that kind of measured response to the needs
of our country than we would by pell-mell and rushing for-
ward without the proper administrative structure to handle

the many difficulties that beset us, |
I want %o just comment a bit on this mater
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of the danger of inflation, because 1t is talled about 80
mch,

I am no real economist; I want you to know
that, even though I have had my share of the theoretical
stuly of economics.

An economy that is approaching the levels
of ours, where your industrial capacity is now being used
to aimost 90 percent of ite total, and an economy where
most of the people that are available for gainful employ-
ment are employed, that economy does have some problems
that could be said, "What are we seeking to do."

wgmvaapoolaflﬂmmtinmtumlay-
able at the present time in our highly industrialized,
automated soclety. We are seeking to train that pool., That
is what the War on Poverty is about in part,

Our training programs, and these trainings
programs are being matehed with industrial needs. They
are not just training programs for the sake of g:l.vhwm-
body a 1ittle slip of paper and saying, "You have been
trained, the Government has helped you." They are training
programs designed to meet the needs of American industry
now,

We have a substantial pool of unemployable
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labor at the present time, To make unemployable labor
employable labor requires basic schools and basic tools
of literacy, reading and writing, and some practice or
some habit in terms of modern work discipline, Through
Manpower Tralining, through the Job Corps, through the
Neighborhood Youth Corps, through the Adult Iiterscy Pro-
gran, through @pprenbiéeship training, through on-the-job
training, we are training thousands and thousands of men
and women to f111 tb_e gaps, to f£ill the needs of an ex-
panding economy.

We are 2lso asking labor and management to
follow some guldelines related to productivity on wages :
and prices.

Your Government has the responsibility to
the general public. When the Government of the United
States sees the economy moving off too sharply in a price
rigse, it has a duty to try to do something about 1it.

" We have had wonderful cooperation from
American business and American labor., There are those
‘that would 1ike to promote a controversy. That is alweys
the situation, _

But I can tell you that the American busi-
ness community and the American labor movement are working
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wa.it:h your Administration and your President to see to it
that this economy does not get out of hand, because any-
body who has any thought at all about economics knows that
short-term gain in inflation calls upon you to pay a long-
term price in terms of lack of purchasing power and pos-
sibly ultimate unemployment,

| There is a sense of statesmanship here that
is within the leadership of the great economlc forces of
our counbry.

To be sure, some would violate it, There
are always those that do, That 1s where the Government
comes in, to see that that doesn't happen.

We are going to do everything we can to
promote productivity, This is why we still maintain the
investment tax credit. This is why we still maintain our
tax laws that have released a great deal of capital, be-
cause productivity permitted adjustments in the economy
in terms of wages, and algo permits business to hold down
prices,

And while you are reading a great deal
about prices going up, may I say that for every company
that is raising prices, there m two that are holding
the line and lowering them., You are golng to be seeing
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some examples of this, so that the economy is not out of
balance,

I want to include an observation or two
on the international front, because as I said, you cannob
separate these.

The first thing that this great nation
needs to do is to believe in itself and 1i¥s purposes.

The nation today is represented through its
Government and through its President, There is a deter-
mined effort on the part-of powerful forces oubside of
this country, wrking within this country, to try to destroy
the credibility of this Government, of your Government's
. actions and policies.

There is another way of putting 1t, They
are trying to destroy the sense of integrity, your bellef
in the integrity of this Government,

There were those that sald, as Ambassador
Goldberg pointed out to you, that the President's peace
initietive was just so mich razzle-dazzle, public relations.
Nothing could be further from the truth,

I have had the privilege for one year--this
ig just a few days beyond our first anniversary--of sitting
with the President and the Cabinet and in the National
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Security Council,

The members of the Cabinet that sit at
the National Security Council--and Ambassador Goldverg is
a member of the National Securlty Council, and mr of
the President's Cabinet--and I have been at the same meet-
ings that Ambassador Goldberg has been at, and he has been
at some meetings I haven't, and I have been at some Chat
he hasnt't attended.

Bat I can tell you that the decision-making
process of this Government, and the decisions being an-
nounced by the President, and pronounced by him are not
decisions that the President just takes some afternoon,
on his own,

The decision-making process brings into it
that flow of information that the President recelves,
candid comments by Ambassadors, and sometimes many more
people than that,

I have heard the Ambassadors speak up in
these meetings time after time,

We are not asked to just give a yes, In
fact, the President of the United States goes so far as
to appoint an advocate of the opposition point of view.
Sometimes he designates a member of the National Security
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Council te plead the other point of view 1f he feels he
is not getting enough controversy about the factors that
make up the decision,
There are no hasty decisions--none. Ewry
decision 1s one that 1s gone over with meticulous care
and painful agony. Because every time in Soubheast Asla a
decision is made, it is life or death.
And when I hear people talking so easily,
"Ave we going to escalate the war," like "Are you going To
go out and walk around the block,"” these are not decisions
that are taken lightly. "Are you going to continue the
bombing pause," as 1f somehow, this was something you Just
figured out some afternoon, and you're to answer the re-
porter's question the first time he pute 1% to you, and
you are talking about the 1life of a nation, You are talking
about the Bmiﬁl of the worlid, possibly.
You don't answer these gquestions wllly-nilly.
"How many men are you going to put in South Vietnam? What
are you going to do? Are you going to move across the
17th parallel?” They are asking these questlons like a 2
sophomore in high school,
These are decisions that arffect your child-
ren, your lives, your business, your nation, and these
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decisions are not arrived at just to please a newspaper
reporter, or to make copy, These are declsions that tear
at the very heart of this republic,

This is why the President of the United
States must have the best advice he can get, Furthermore,
that is why, because these decisions are so delicate, that
there i1s a concerted effort on the part, particularly, of
Peking and Hanol to discredit the President of the United
States; to discredit the credibility of our position, to
try and get you to have lack of faith in the integrity of
our purpose,

It is amazing how many people who listen to
that kind of chatter gnd nonsense. I hope that you realize,
as I'm sure you do, that there has never been a President
of the United States that was a warrior at heart., He is
no hawk, Republican or Democrat, hawks and doves--what a
simple way of explaining a complex situation, How easy it
is to use these phrases,

I only want to say this, that our purpose
is what 1t hae always been, all through the history of this
country. It hasn't changed, It 1s the purpose that Wood-
row Wilson had, It is the purpose that Pranklin Delano
Roosevelt had, It is the purpose that Herbert Hoover had
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that Dwight Eisenhower had and that Harry Truman had, It
i1s the purpose of peace,

It is the purpose of Trying to maintain an
order in which freedeum can survive, It is the same purpose
that we have had, historically, of self-determination, It
is what we owrselves believe in, the right to make some-
thing out of our lives.

Wnen I hear people say, "How can you be for
peace and at the same Time use force, " I say, "What do you
think was our purpose in World War II--just to connuer
Burope--just to destroy Hitler?"

Our purpose was peace., Our purpose was a
bebter and more peaceful world, If it wasn't why did we
rehabilitate Germany and Japan?

In fact, our enemies of twenty-flive years
ago have beeén the greatest reciplents of our benevolence.

The purpose was peace, and you do net al-
ways contribute to peace by letilng The bandits run loose,
You do not contribubte to the pemce of the City of New York
by locking up the Folice Depariment, and you do not eon-
tribute to the peace of the world by ignoring the fact of

aggression,
You have to believe, or at least seek out
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the faets that make you believe, or bring you to the be-
1ief that Zggression has taken place. I belleve it.

I get many letters from pesple saying, "I
am very disappointed in you, Vice President Humphrey. I
used to belong to the ADA or I used Go belong to the
Liberal Wing of the Demogratic Party, and you surely have
peen a sorry disappointment to me," I have heard that a
1ot of times,

1 answer meny of these letters. They say,
"I thought you were going to speak up." ue.u.ican.
Arthur Goldberg speaks up.

But his job as Ambassador is not to stand
out heve some place on Fifth Avenue and say, "Gather
armm,m.wmetmnmmm.“

pirst of all, the President wouldn't be
hearing him anyway. What he does is to speak up on any
point of view he has where 1% counts.

I have said on any number of ocoaslons
mtxmmwtmmwmwmmnmmmuﬁmt
in his office than five hours outside, alongside the fence,
carrying & sign. I don't think that is going %o help 2
bit, or not much.

The fact of the matter is that we lmow
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aggression has taken place, We think that we have learned
some lessons about aggression,

We are not in Southeast Asla only because
of South Vietnam, We are in Southeast Asia because we
do not believe that miibical decisions ought to be made by
use of brute foree,

 We are in Southeast Asis because we believe
in the commitment to the Charter of the Unlted Nations, and
we are in Southeast Asia because we believe that aggression
unstopped is sggression that is conbtaglous,

I can tell you after having been in that
part of the world that I den't know of a single country
that doesn't think that what we're doing in Southeast Asia
is not necessary, Some of them, for their own domestic
political purposes, weighing the political opposition,
will sort of say, "Well, you ought to quit bombing," or,
"You cught to talk to the Vietcong."

But I want to ask this question: Do you
think that India doesn't think we ought to be there? I
can tell you from personal conversation they know we need
tolbe there. Do you really think that Japan doesn't think
we ought to be there? We provide the defense for Japan
today, you know., Do you think that the Pnilippines are
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of the opinion that we are wrong in being there, that
Thailand and Burma do? I can tell you who thinks we
ought not to be there~--the Communist forces,

And when you get right down to where you
git down, as Arthur Goldberg does, with a lot of the
heads of state, and youmt it right up to them, "Do you
want us to withdraw?" they will put their hands up and
say, "For goodness' sake, don't even bring up the thought!”

We say, "What do you want us to do?"

"Well, we don't lnow."

We have pleaded, in fact, One of the
missions that Ambassador Goldberg and I had was fo ask
people, "What else do you think we can do? What would you
do? Please tell us; we want to do what is right. We don't
want to trigger war. We don't want fo be 2 part of war,
Tell us what do you think we ought to do?”

I have asked at least a half-dozen heads of
state that myseif, and I am sorry to have to tell you I
didn't come back with much advice, except Just, "Don't
give up, " from every one of them.

I ask you to do one thing above all: Be-
mthntmmmtuummmmu-y&

are.



When I read some of the mail that I re-
ceive, I almost can weep, because there are people that
really Eamw--and iy sure they re&lly belleve; at
least they have been encouraged to belleve--that somehow
or other we aze Jjust making the decisions because this is
the easy way out,

The hardest thing to do is to be President
of the United States, bto commit American manpower to
Southeast Asiz or any place else. IEvery decision is a
gamble,

The easgiest thing to do would be for us
mwmmmmmgwmmmw
om._uwaunthndmmhwnmmm;mm
while other people chew up the world. Well, I am here to
te1l you we don't intend to do that, [Applause] So you
wmmmwmammmmqmmw. I am
sure that some of you have some questions,

I trust, after we leave this meeting, you
will feel that you have spent a worthwhile perlod of
tmmmmtmnwaemt-mmwm
Administration who knows what he is talking about, the
Ambassador, LApplause]

CHAIRMAN WEISL: After listening to the
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distinguished Viee President, and the distinguished Ambas-
sador, I can think of no greater tribute to the judgment
and the wisdom of the President of the United States

than his selection of Them as literally partners in this
great effort., lApplause]

Now the Time haes come for questions., Wr.
Benjamin, do you have a question?

MR, BENJAMIN: I have questions from the
floor, For Ambassador Goldberg, the first cesse bombing
was so short, the North did not know about 1t until the
time was over. The statement that it had taken all these
weeks for the North to tell its people makes me wonder
whether another equal time would force a knowledge of
favorable action.

AMBASSADOR GOLDBERG: You have to dis-
tinguish between a goverament letting its own people know
about 1t and a government itself knowing about it. The
Hanoi, and for that satter Pelping, but Hanol, have
directly known about the President's peace inltiative
when the American people knew about it, which was when
we left on our peace mission., That is about a month ago.

As you have heard, and frankly, as we did
not want to say, except that our credibllity was challenged,
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as the Vice President has indicated, by a rather gullible
college professor who went to Hanol and who asked a ques-
tion and who credited the answer he got by Van Phan Dung,
when he asked whether we have directly commnicated with
Hanol, and got an answer which said, "No."

Then he came back and was prepared to tell
the Amerdican people that we had not directly communicated
~ with Hanoi, which is not the case,

It became necessary, then, to make a state-
ment, Interestingly enough, he made another statement
whlch he mlght have reflected upon after the first state-
ment that turned out mot to be patisfactory.

He sald Van Phan Dung had fold him with
great ginceritly that there were no North Vietnamese forces
in The South, and because it was sald with such great sin-
cerity he believed it,

The fact of the matter is that the I.C.C:,
which iz the Internatlional Control Commission, not ue,
bubmma@'mamcmm, reported a long
time ago that formal military units of North Vietnam were
in the South; so that there wac plenty of time for the
Covernment of Hanol Lo know what our intentions were,

It has been more than thirty days since a
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direct communlcation was made to Hanol, indicating what
our intentions were,

CHAIRMAN WEISL: Do you have any questions?

MR, LEVIEN: Yes, Mr, Welsl, we have a
gmtmqummmm.wewmtrytammm
that appear to be the most interesting,

Mr. Vice President, you have stated that
the Administration feels that we can continue what you
describe as the "guns and bubtter" policy.

I think we would like to lmow whéb your
reacltion is to the attitude of Congress with respect to
this,

VICE PRESIDENT WMPHI'EY. I believe the
Congress will, in the main, support the President's
program. I say this not out of loyalty to the President,
as much a8 oul of knowledge of the Congress,

The President, as you know, has asked for
about & §4 billlion increase in our tax revermes, which
will come from holding Lack on the application of certain
eéxcise tax reductions, and the speedup of collectlon of
certain taxes,

Then there 1s about another §7 billion of
increased reverme that comes automatlcally out of the
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blllion of new money.

With the money availlable that comes in
under those terms, and with solid support for the tax
program that the President has presented--and that is a
fact, that there is broad support for the tax program—-
I Chink you will find that the rather reasoned and bal-
anced program that the Presldent has presented will be in
the main adopted, I am speaking now, primarily, of those
features of the Great Scclety Program that relate to air
pollution, water polliution, urban redevelopment, poverty
program, the education program, the medical program,

Actually, there is §$3.3 billion of new
money strictly on urban, relating to urban life in this
budget,

I guess most of usmiwould agree that that
is rather essential, It will undoubtedly be, I think,
You can't say, "undoubtedly,” but it will be adopted
with very few or minor alterations.

MR, BENJAMIN: Goldberg, to
contlnmue this diversifilcation from Vietnam, even if only

for a few mimutes--because moet of the questions are on
Vietnam--there are three guestions with respect to Red
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China, Would you comment on the advisability, soon, of
our Government saying publicly and eandidly the conditions
upon which we would vote for The admlssion of Red China
©o the United Nations, ¥hus converting a negative posture
into a popitive one, and perhaps thereby winning back to
our side some of the countries that have in the past few
years swltched or altered their position?

There 1ls another guestion in the same
general area: How can the Unlbted States prepare, between
now and the next sesslon of the {eneral Assembly, to defeat
attempts to expell Nationalist China from the United Na-
tions and to seek Communist China?

The third one is in the same area, If
Red China is finally admlitted Co the United Nations, and
Nationalist China permitied to retain ifs seat, what do
you think would happen to membership in the Security
Council?

JR GOLDBERG: Our Government's

position about Red China in the United Nations 1s not
very complicated, We have no conditions about Red China
coming into the United Nations, except one, and that is
that it adnere to the Charter of the United Nations.
That is a very simple statement which 1s
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applicable to all groups, We would apply it to any group
to which we belong.

People arve inclined to overlook that, They
are inelined, because of not analyzing the problem to
say, '"Well, America is stuck on a bad position, She ought
o get out of 16."

Red China's Germs for adwission to the
United Natlons are terms that are not aceeptable Go us
and should not be acceptable to any member state which
really believes in the United Nations.

These terms are these. This is the ques-
tlon. No. 1, we have sald it ought to rencunce its view
that war is the appropriate of settling international dis-
putes. The Chinese are unwilling to do that. The official,
expressed, repeated view of the Chinese is, as has been
sald by Chedr leaders, political power grows ocubt of the
barrel of a gun, and that no type of war is excluded as
2 matter of international poliey, including nuclear war,

That is inconsistent with the Charter of
the United Nations, and that, of course, is horrendous
for the very survival of all maniind,

The second statement of the Red Chinese--
and, by the way, you shouldn't just dismiss these because



45
they have repeated them several times, is that we must
apologize for our United Nations' activities in Korea,
that there must be an apology by the U.S. and by the
United Nations for its action taken to defend the freedom
of Korean,

I don't imagine there is anybody who would
expect us Uo apologise; anybody in his ridght mind, and we
do not intend to apologise for what was the most courageous
act, and one which was in a great sense maintaining peace,
the intervention in Korea to defend liberty there.

The third thing is they say we have got to
expel from the United Nations, as a condition for admis-
sion, all of the imperialist puppets of the United States,

We don't know what they mean by that, but
they have in other circumstances indicated what they mean
by that. They mean, for example, that since they support
what the Indonesians were attempting to do in Malaysia,
that you would have to expel Malaysia from the United
Nations.

Malaysia was admltted to the UN by unanimous
vote as an independent state, éntitled to admission, Pre-
sumably, they have another 1ist, undisclosed, of member
nations of the Unlited Nations who have to be expelled.
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I have sald, and I repeat, Red China is
the one keeping 1tself out of the United Nations, not the
U, 8. I wish I could get that message across, bécause
there seemsg to be some misunderstanding about it, They
are the ones who are keeping themselves out,

Many people of goodwlll have said; "We
ought o have a two-China policy. We ought to admit
them both,"

The simple answer to that is that a two-
Cidna policy is not acceptable to Red China, They have
made 1t very clear that they will not enter the United
Nationsz on the basls of & two-China Policy.

It 1s a very academlic question for us to
get into a prolonged discussion as to whether we will
support a two-China policy when the Red Chinese have made
it very clear that they will not countenance a two~China
policy. Proof of that was what took place at the UM this
time,

The proponents of the admission of Red
China offered & resolution which was ambiguous, about
whether it was a two-China or not, They prepared it;
they didn't offer 1it,

The Cambodians were the principal opponents,
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They were specifically told by the Red Chinese that they
could not offer such 2 resolution. The resolution which
was offered was a one-China, not a two-China resolution.

What is going to happen in the fubure I
Chink will largely be determined, again, not by what the
United States does bul by what Red Qfna does, If Red
China continues 1ts pollcy of aggression, if as seems to
be apparent 1t 1s the country that is standing in the way
of a peaceful composition in Vietnam, I don't believe
they will be admitted to the United Nations. lApplause]

MR, LEVIEN: Mr, Vice President, some of
us had the privilege last week of hearing your impressions
of some of the individual worldd leaders whom you met on
your recent trip, There are several people who are very
much interested in having your personal impression of
Hr, Kosygin.

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: I can give a
personal ilmpression of Mr. Kosygin without going into
the matters that were discussed. I met Mr. Kosygin for
the first time on the occasion of the funeral ceremony
for the late Prime Minister Shastri,

We were in the President's tent, so to
speak, at New Delhi, and I merely paid my formal respects



to the Premier of the Soviet Union, and during that
moment had a chance to extend to him the appreciation and
fhaniks of the President of the Unilted States for the con-
tribution to peace that took place at Tashient,

I want to make 1t quite clear that our
Government supported that effort, as you know. In fact,
Arthur, you may recall that when President Ayub was at
the White House, the President of the United States made
it crystal clear thal we looked wilth favor upon the met-
ing at Tashkent.

I have the feeling that one of the reasons
the meeting took place is because of some¢ of the actions
that took place in our own country, where we frankly cut
off aid be both countries, Pakistan and India, and bold
them they had betbter start to settle thelr dispubes, that
we weren't about ready to finance their wars,

I explained to Mr, Kosygin that the Presi-
dent of the United States had indicated to me that if
perchance I should have the good fortune of meeting him,
that he wanted me to convey our congratulations and ap- -
preciation,

on that oceasion there was very little
chance to talk and to really get to size up the person,
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Ieter on--the next day--I was walking in
the garden of the Presidential Palace, and I happened to
come across Mr, Kosygin and hls daughter. His daughter
is a very charming lady, & woman 1n her thirties, who

We had about & forty-five minute visit
that ranged from politics to weather. There was an af-
finity there with the weather in Northern Minnesota and
Moscow. |Laughter]

We were able to discuss that, and also the
ceremonies of the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty in 1963, when
I had first met Mr, Kosygin, and a few other matters of
lighter vein,

I found Mr. Kosygin on that occasion to
be a much more relaxed man than the day before. I Think
he was very tirved, and I am sure somewhat shocked over
the tragie death and untimely death of Prime Minister
Shastri,

I want to say that all the reports that
we had in India led us to belleve that Mr, Kosygin had
performed very well at Tashkent, I belleve in glving
people credit where credift is due,

Mr. Kosygin worked tirelessly and
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apparently very objectively, and in an impartial menner,
and made a real contribution to the agreement that was
arrived at in Tashkenf.

The afternoon mgeting was 2 much more
formal one, when Dean Rusk, Secretary of State, and
Ambassador Bowles and myself wet with lr. Kosygin and
the Soviet Ambassador to Indla, and the Under Secretary
of State, or the Mindster, Deputy Minister of Foreign
Affairs, of the Soviet Union.

But X found Mr. Kosygin to be a methodical
man, a sort of menagerial type, just as you have had ex-
plained--unemotional,

He was not like Mr. Khrushchev, who you
never knew just what was going to happen. Mr, Khrush-
chev was more oubgolng, much more dramatic, mich more
wibh many gyrations of emotions and personallty.

Mr, Kosygin was frank, candid, respectful,
By and large, I thought he was a person who knew what he
was doing and was prepared to defend his own case with a
conslderable amount of a2bility and firmness, so you may
know there was no expression of emotional bitterness or
emotlonal entagonism.

MR, BENJAMIN: Considering what we have
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learned about face, and about the significance of world
opinien, why not use simple words to express simple ideas,
namely directly lnwvlte VietCong to the negotiating table
instead of saylng that 1t 1s "no ineurmountable problem, "

AMBASSADOR GOLDBERG: This relates to, I
think, a more profound questlon, and that is how you en-
gage in negotlations. When you engage in negotiations
you use the simplest words possible, That was that we
are prepared Co negotiale unconditionally., You can't be
more simple than that, which means that any matter that
1s on the agenda, and any matter, can be discussed, and
any matter can be disposed of,

What is implied in this question is that
we ought o publicly go through the whole items of nego-
tiations., The place Uo do that is to negotlate at the
negotlating table.

I venture a very simple prediction, and I
am quite confldent from what we know about it, that if
we did say this then there would be a new point raised,
We would be negotiating publicly and in a forum which is
an appropriate forum.

I think, in fact, the President went
pretiy far in this direction when he made that statement.
All that is required, it seems to me, if anything, is to
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say you want to negotiate. Now let me illustrate this,

Other people have sald, "Why don't we
make it clear that we are ready to go back to Geneva?”
The President said that we are ready to go back to
Geneva, In Qeneva the VietCong was not a party, The
ones who were partles at the Geneva Conference were the
several governmentes--Chinese, ourselves, the United
Kingdom, France and the Governments of North and South
Vietnam,

Ard B0 you run into & lot of inconsis-
tencies, They were ready to go back to Geneva which
people would then say you ought to do, and then other
people would say, "You're ready to go back to Geneva,
but what about the VietCong? You say the VietCong
were not parties at Geneva,’

We tried, in fact, to meet that, I wrote
a letter o the Security Council and I posed it in two
ways, I sald, '"We are mdy to negotiate unconditionally
or on the basis of the Geneva Couference,”

The reason for that was very plain, If
we had merely said the Geneva Conference, that in itself
imposes condltions because there were registered parties,

The answey To that 1s, you don't negotiate
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that way. You just don't negotiate that way., You say
in negotiations, "We are ready to negotiate uncondition-
ally," and then all matters are at the conference table
because you have to get inbo other problems, If you

say, "We are ready to have the VietCong at the conference
table, " what about ofher groups in South Vietnam who want
to be heard? What about the Buddhists? What about the
Montagnards? What about other groups?

Then, 1f you get inbo that, you see, which
would have to be considered when you start to negotiate,
then people will gay, "Wait a moment. You are so dilut-
ing your answer on the VietCong that you are not sincere,”

S0, really, the very best thing is to say
that you are ready to negotiate unconditionally. And by
the way, the President said something in the State of the
Unlon Message that apparently nobody paid any atbention
to, because it is very significant, He sald, "We are
ready bo negotiate with the Government and groups con-
cerned,” That is a pretty fortheoming statement, That
would be ny answer,

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: May I add this
has been spelled out a half dozen times. I heard the
Ambassador, when he came back from his overseas visitations
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saylng that not only were we prepared to negotiate with
North Vietnam and groups concerned, and that North
Vietnam could have with it whom it pleased to represent
that side of the guestion, but also that we were prepared
to put on the table--I believe these are your words--the
fourteen polnts that we have, the four points that North
Vietnam has and the fourteen points that South Vietnan
has, that every single item was negotiable,

What disturbs me is why our fellow-
Amerlecans don't seem to glve us credit for the fact that
we are willing Go negotiate on these items, If anybody
can find oub what Hanoi is willing to negotiate on, 1t
would be a very interesting assignment, |Applause]

There is no problem with us negotilating.

You get kind of weary explalning about
your negoftlating position., Sometimes I would like to
find someone who came back that would indicate that Hanoi
was willing to negotiate, We haven't said we weren't
willing to negotiate the four points.

In fact, the Ambassador said that 1t is
negotiable, UWe haven't sald that we were unwiliing,
that we were going to dictate who would be on the opposite
1list of negotiators, We have not said, "You can't have
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Ho Chi Minh, or you can't have So-and-So,”

We have said, "You bring whomever you
wish any place, anywhere,"

I heard the Secretary of State say on two
occagions that I recall, recently, and under very import-
ant circumstances and with very important personages,
"I am yready this afternoon to go to Geneva to sit there
and wait iIf you can assure me that anybody wilill come and
see me," That is a pretity direct statement,

What do we get--the chill of silence or
the rash of arrogant, belligerent rebuke, I think we
nave a lot of patience, |

Mi. LEVIEN: A question has been asked on
a little different level, which I am sure will be of
great interest to the pecple here, and which I'm suve
received serious conelderatlion and thought, That is:
What is the effect of the bomblng pause and the Lruee,
and the things that have happened on the morale of the
men in the fleld and the commanders in Vietnam?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: I belleve it
is fair to say that our commandeérs have acted with
wonderful spirlt and excellent diseipline., I wonder .
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how many of you know that during the so-called pauses
and truces that our forces have had to take casualties
and atbtacks, ours and the Scuth Koreans?

I might add the South Koreans gilve a
mighty good account of themselves, and so do the Australi-
ans; bubt we were not excluded, We were not Included in
some of thls,so-~called truce,

But our coumanders have exercised almost
perfect discipline upon our own forces, and our men have
shown great gpirit and high morale, even durdng the pause,

There have been honest expressions from
our commnders in the fleld that the pause may very well
be causing some bulldup in South Vietnam,

In fact, it 1s no secret that we have been
watching this very carefully, and you can rest assured
that your President and and thils country are not golng
to jeopardize unduly the sgafety of our forces, but we
think--and I believe that I speak for all of us--that
we gre as willing to make sacrifices for peace as we are
willing to make sacrifices on the bvattlefield to obtain
that peace,

We are making some sacrilificen, make no

mistake about it, I want to tell you, if you WEX®
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Frésident of the United States, and a week from now or

two weeks from now a massive VietCong attack takes place,
Mmumwamsmum,mﬁlensmmdy
says, Wen,ummmmtupmmm
would never have Mpm,"mithamzm

happy position that your President has, particularly when

not only strengthened the understanding of Ameriean policy
internationally, but I believe that 1t has answered the ar-
gument of even members of the Communist Bloc who sald, "I
mmutonlyabopmbmbins, maybe then we could get
negotilations under way, "

Imaemmaam¢m1memat
mmmmummsw. Hanol has been
mighty busy, these last few days, mmnmngnmzoe.
1 happen %o believe that you have to have infinite patience
mmungtmamartopeau, and we have exercised that
patience, and we continue to exercise that patience,

What the ultimate decision will be;
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what the Government will do; what the President will do
I am not at liberty to say, even if I knew, nor should I
say,

I want to give one other word, though., I
met over 250 boys in the hospital at Clark Air Force Base
in Manilla, I want to tell you if you want to go through
an experience, you want to see that, These are boys that
are four to five hours off the battlefleld. These are
fellows that have been blown to bits, many of them, and
they are there, really, to determine whether any of them
can be moved to another hosplital, Some willl be malntained
for a while,

I never heard one single word of complaint
out of any man that could talk to me, Every single boy
that I talked to spoke up and knew why he was in South
Vietnam, understood the purpose that was ours, and every
one of them had high spirit and high morale, Every one of
them had faith in the undertaking that we were presently
engaged in,

I want to tell you it was a credit to that
generation, and I couldn't help but add that it is quite a
tribute to the soclety from whence they came, because young

men who act the way these fellows act did so because they
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were conditioned by an environment in which they live,

These are top-grade soldiers, and besides
that, they aregood cifizens, and the most uncomplaining
individuals that anybody ever met in their l1ives,

I was mighty proud of them. I just couldn't
resist being overwhelmed, and yet I saw them with their
legs off, their heads cut open, and thelr guts spllled out,
It wasn't an easy thing to see,

Every one of them I talked to was brave
and confident and optimistic and said, "All we ask is that
you stand back of us,” That 1s a pretty good record.
[Applause ]

MR, BENJAMIN: Ambassador Goldberg, what
do you think of the enclave theory of Vietnam as announced
by Senator McCovern and (eneral Gavin and others?

AMBASSADOR GOLDEERG: PFlrst, these are very
serious proposals that are made, Actually, they relate to
something much more fundamental, and that 1s this, These
proposals have a posture in which there 1s general agree-
ment, and that is that there can be no "withdrawal,"

general Gavin's statement was that, Senator
Mansfield said the same thing., There can be no withdrawal.

Now there is a second postulant on which
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everybody is agreed, so that the areas of disagreement
are not that great, It really reduces itself to this
question: What is the most effective way to maintain
your presence so that your presence can be the force that
will make for a settlement based upon honorable terms?
That is really the argument,

Here, the policy of the United States has
been consistent, It is consistent throughout. It includes
Preaidentlmdg's policy, as well as President Johnson's
policy. That is that you maintain a sufficient force so
that you cannot be forced out, and so that you can bring
the conflict to an end by political means.

The Government has never subscribed to the
view, as I tried to say earller, that our object is to
upset Che Government of Hanoi, even though it is a Communist
Government,

The object is to maintain sufficient American
forces so that terror cannot be the determining factor, but
that self-determination can prevail,

That is the conmitment which has been made,
and that reduces itself to & military-civilian decision as
to what 1s the best way to do that,

There I think wée have to rely apon the



61

Judgment of The President after he gets all of his counsel
and advice from military commanders,

What 1s significant about his juigment is
fhat 1€ has always been a very restrained judgment, e
have only deployed limited means throughout, in South
Vietnam, Nobodydoubts this, General De Gaulle made a
statement to me I don't want to repeat, but 1t was a very
simple statement. He said that there can be no doubt of
the power of the United States to do anything that would
have to be done in the South., He does not subscribe to
the view, despite the French experience, that America is
lacking in the power to make its will manifest, There
are dangers in exercising that power, over-involvement
in the warj extension into a general war.

There are also dangers in not using enough
power To make your presence felt, That 1s really what is
involved in that question.

CHAIRMAN WEISL: The hour is getting late
and we are compelled o confine a question To each of the
gentlemen,

MR, LEVIEN: I guess it is my Surn, Mr,
Vice President, what is your feeling and the feeling of
the Administration with respect to the failure of those
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nations who feel that what we are doing in Vietnam is
proper and right to send additional help in the form of
more milltary aild and Uropps and aid, and do you think
there is anything that can be done by our administration
to further that?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: This question was
posed yesterday on the "Meet the Press" program that meny
of you may have witnessed, where there were reporters or
commentators from Germany, England and Italy as well as
the United States, to Secretary Rusk.

We do have, of course, the presence of
better than thirty--I forget, Arthur, the exact number--
thirty nations in South Vietnam,

Many of these--almost all of these--are
with noncombattant or nonmilitary units,

I might add that the presence of medical
teams in work with the refugees and with the orphans is
very important., I 1s as much & part of the general effort
in South Vietnam today as the military effort itself,

Those nations that aid in technical assis-
tance, that are trying Yo help us in the program of paci-
fication to rebuild the villages, as these villages are
torn apart, to rebuild the schools, to rebuild the out-
patient clinics, the public health facilities--all of these
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matters are of vital importance, When nations help us
with these things, and help the South Vietnamese, they
are helplng us.

Of course, we have the troops of New Zea-
land and Australia, of Korea and ourselves, as allles in
South Vietnam, Each government has o make its owm deci-
sion on these matters, We have appealed quite frankly to
a number of governments:to now offer whatever assistance
they could offer. Some of them have some constitubtional
limitations, such as I believe both Germany and Japan,

Others are making some commitments that are
rather important in thelr present circumstances, For in-
stance, the British have thousands of troops in Southeat
Asia in Malaysla, which 1s very important, and thelr troops
are a general part of the overall defense,

Thailand iz making a very singular contri-
bution to the security of the area, And so 1t isn't as
if we are there all alone,

I want to say that we welcome what assis-
tance we can get, but we are not in a position Go demand.
We are only in a position to request,

I wouldn't he 2 bit surprised if other
nations are doilng some refhinking, and what thelr decisions
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will be is not for me to prognosticate, These are rather
sensitive matters,

MR, BENJAMIN: Ambassador Goldberg, in view
of the reported requests by obther heads of state to con-
tinue our peace offensive by not bombing North Vietnam,
how long can we honor these requests and yet not permit a
buildup of forces and materiel by North Vietnam, which
eventually will cause additional loss of life to the United
States' forces?

AMBASSADOR GOLDBERG: I think the Vice
President answered that guestion very directly. This is,
of course, a decision, ultimately, that the Pregsident has
to make. There are risks involved., There are risks that
MWMnmanﬁngammmmmlomdas
the one we nave had.

Thirty-one days is a good deal more, by the
way3 I discovered in my going around the world, Than was
anticipated or even requested., Request was frequently made
for & bombing pause of two or three weeks.

The President, in the letter sent to members
of the Congress who wrote to him this weekend, I thought
stated it pretty well, that of course we have to be mindful

that our troops are there in South vietnam and our allles
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are there, and we cannot confinue in a military menner
which would jeopardige their ultimate securiby. I suppose
that i1z the only answer I can give,

CHATIRMAN WEISL: May I take this occasion,
again, Go thank on behalf of all of us the Vice President
and the Ambassador for coming here and giving us this op-
portunity Go learn so much in sc short a time of our
problems, [Applause] |

Mey I also call your attention Go the fact
that T omitted, during the mention of distinguished visitors,
the neme of Arthur Leavitt, the Comptroller of the State of
New York. lApplause]

IThe meeting adjourned at Ghree p.m, !
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