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Thank you. I suppose that all of you have heard your boss
complain about you on occasion, and I've just given my friend
Ted Van Dyke a going over as I came in here. I said, "This
morning Bill Canell grabbed me out of my home and took me
literally from the breakfast table; I never even got there and
didn't have any breakfast." And I said, "Now you fix it up so I
don't have any lunch. What are you doing for dimnert" But I
think if I can spring away from the office tonight I'll maybe
make it. But if that coffee comes, you put some sugar in it.
I need some dextrose. My blood sugar is down and I'll sip on it.
I'm not at all sure just how it's best for us to proceed,
but I've been told that I might take a few minutes of your time
and we'll have whatever questions that you'd like to ask and from
there on we'll just hope it comes out all right.
We're coming into a very vital period in the Congress of the
United States, this, the Second Session. And I hope I need not tell
you that the best thing to run on when you're up for re-election is
your record. I know that I'm talking to people here today that helped
make possible the good record for members of Congress. In fact,
there isn™ a single Senator or Congressman, President or Vice
President or anyone else who can have that kind of a record unless

he has good staff. And people that are deeply involved in the

creation of that record as the principle. This leads me to say to
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you that the programs that are before the respective houses of
Congress are the platforms upon which we will have to stand and
defend our case in the elections of 1966 in these coming months.
And T hope that no one will feel any less enthusiasm for what
we're trying to do now than what we did a year ago. This means
we have to pass these programs.

Also it means that once we've passed them, we have to be
proud of them. Not because they are the -------- the omega,
not because they're perfection, but because they are better than
we've had and better than the opposition has offered.

I've spent two and & half hours this morning, well, in fact
I've spent the whole morning in consultation with different people
in government and outside of our government. An hour and a half
with a distinguished statesman of Japen, Mr. Tekyo Mikki (?), former
Foreign Minister, now Minister of Industry and Commerce, and old
friend of mine who is here for the meeting of the OECD, the
Organization for Economic Cooperation and Development. This is
an organization as you know of the more industrialized nations.

And then after I spent an hour and a half with Mr. Mikki,
I spent a couple of hours with the representatives of our Office
of Economic Opportunity, going over the whole program as it is now,
as we hope it will be. I mention these two areas because one is
domestic and one is foreign. In my visit with Mr. Nikki we talked
about the things that have been happening that we don't read much

about that are very very good.



We generally read about what the last battle in Vietnam is,
and we sort of keep a running casuvalty list every mOrning on
television. I've wondered whether or not a nation with our respon-
sibilities can be an expert in current events and sort of keeping
a morticians table and at the same time have any perspective.on the
world in which we live and the role of the United States in that
world. Frankly, I doubt it. I doubt that you can develop a sense
of constructive foreign policy if you are going to be in constant
turmoil over the latest news flashes. It's sort of like checking
on the health of your baby by teking the temperature, either orally
or rectally, every hour. Pretty soon that child will be a wreck.
I don't think that any mother who.loved her child would ever do that.
Also, a mother who knows anything about a child knows that temperatures
do vary. Every one of them isn't necessarily & crisis. But we insist
on every hour having the news. And the worse it is, the louder it
comes through the radio or on the television. In fact, people hunt
for the bad nevs.

Well, Mr. Mikki told me this morning about some of the good news.
He told me, for example, that this November, in Tokyo they will have
a meeting of all the agricultural ministers of the Southeast Asian
countries. He said,"Mr. Vice President, since I've last seen you'"--
and I've been with him two times in Japan this year, I saw him last
year when he was here with Prime Minister Sato--he said, "Since then

we've had the economic conference in Tokyo of all the e conomic ministers

of the Southeast Asian countries, We had the meeting in Soeul, Korea



of the nine Asian countries, Asian and Pacific countries, and
organized the Asian and Pacific Council. We've had subcommittee
meetings of these respective meetings. "We've made great progress,"
he said. "There's a new feeling of vitality in Asia. There's

a reawakening." Then he went on to say how discouraged he was that
in the meeting of DAC (?) or the OECD, that of all the countries
that were there, only four delegates ever mentioned Asia. He said,
"Why~ is that, Mr. Vice President, where half the population of the
world lives, why is it that ministers from all over the developed
areas of the world, primarily Europe and the western hemisphere,
only four of them mentioned Asia. Two of those were from the United
States, the Secretary of State and the Vice President.”

And I said that this is one of the problems that we're having
in the United States right now. We're a world power with a half-
world commitment. We're a world power with about a third-world
knowledge., Most everybody in the United States is sort of an expert
on Furope, a few have some interest in Latin America, fewer in Africa,
and fewer in Asia. This is part of our problem. This is why we
have people that are today in America that will defend Berlin to the
death, give every American all the resources of our country, pledge
everything to it--and maybe we should, and we do, it is a commitment--

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

And T said, "There's good news. You've brought me good news."



And he said, "the best news that Asia's had was the President's
speeh in West Virginia, at White Sulphur Springs, West Virginia, when
he pointed out that the United States was a member of the Pacific
Community, and that the United States was involved in Asia, and that
we looked upon Asia as a very vital part of the entire world order. "
He said, "This had more positive effect in Asia than anything that's
happened in recent years."

Now I want to Jjust tick off a few of the things--because I
know all of you know all the bad news--I1'll give you some of the
good news:

Asians initiatives by Asians.

Regional cooperation by Asians.

The Economic Conference in Tokyo.

The Political Conference in Sceul.

In Burma, Ne Win, the Prime Minister soon to be here in

Washington. A year ago, Burma was a captive, for all practical

purposes, of Communist China. The Prime Minister is now going

to pay us & visit.

A year ago, war between India and Pakistan. Today, these two

cou ntries at least making a determined effort to settle their

disputes amicably, to find their way to peaceful development.

A recognition in Asia at long last that the important thing is

agricultural development, that industrial development will have

to take a third priority and maybe a fourth: first agricultural
development; second, infra-structure, which is ports, harbors,
roads, ete.; third, light industry; and fourth, heavy industry.

This is one of the best pieces of news, because this means
there can be systematic development.

Indonesia, only a year ago literally a Communist Chinese

satellite; today it's making its break for freedom. Yes,
with violence, with bloodshed, but at least it is making a
determined effort to stand on its own feet, soon to come

back into the international community a member of the United
Nations, hopefully, again and the International Monetary Fund.



It's making progress.

The new awakening in the Philippines under a new President,

Ferdinand Marcos, an articulate, intelligent, strong voice

in Asia.

The tremendous economic breakthrough in Korea and Thailand.

Korea has had an economic growth in the last three years of

cber 8 per cent. It is on the verge of one of the most

fantastic economic developments of any country in the world.

And Taiwan is running T to 8 per cent and now extending

foreign aid and no longer receiving it. These are a few of

the develoments.

Australia and New Zealand coming into the Pacific community

and recognizing that they are no longer just members of the

Commonwealth but are members oa a larger order.

And the commitment of the United States to this area.

Now we could spend & lot of time on this, but I thought I'd
Just run through a few of them because there is some good news in
the world. And if you have to loock for it, the Scriptures say,
"Seek ye the truth." You really have to look hard these days, you
really have to seek it out. There'’s a lot of good news.

I heard son good news in the Poverty Program this morning.
Let me tell you just a little that I heard.

Job Corps: The average income of 10 per cent of the enrollees
in the Job Corps (had jobs before they came to the Job Corps some time
in their life)--their average hourly wage was $.80. Those same
Job Corps graduates today that are coming out of the Job Corps
have an hourly wage of $1.T71.

The retention rate of an enrollee in the Job Corps center is
T1.7 per cent ( ?). The retention rate of all students in

high school is 68 per cent. So when you hear about Job Corps enrollees

dropping out, remember that more of the middle income young people



drop out of high school than of the deprived young people dropping
out of Job Corps. And every one that came into a Job Corps camp
was & drop out before he got there.

Get the figures. 68% of all young people that enter high
school as a sophomore from Jjunior high school drop out. 68% remain,
I should say. 32%ndrop out. T1.7% of the young people entering
Job Corps remain, 28.3% drop out. Pretty good.

The rate now of employment of Job Corps enrclees is very high.
Industry is picking up these young people., I wish that I could remem-
ber all of the facts that were just given to me just a little while
ago and it isn't that everything is hunky-dory, it doesn't mean
that everything is going beautifully. In some areas of America
there are incidents that cause trouble. There are 106 some Job
Corps camps around the country, both conservation and the camps
near cities, and of those about 25 or 26 have had some troubles.

There have been over 75,000 enrolees come through Job Corps
camps. (90 some thousand applicants that have been processed).

I think there's a good deal of good news, if you'll just
lock at it.

There are well over a hundred thousand people in the United
States who had never before ever participated in a community
decision that today are members of committees and advisory groups
and decision groups deciding the future of their neighborhood and
their community as a result of the War on Poverty. Literally

hundreds of thousands, they say up to five million people's lives
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have been affirmatively, constructively helped and touched in
eighteen months of Job Corps activity -- not Job Corps but
War on Poverty activity.

I mentioned to the officers that were over to brief me
this morning--we went through the projections for five years
ahead as well as what we're doing now--I said to them, I'm
glad you're giving me some of this information because there's
criticism in Congress that we haven't done well enough. But I
want to tell you something. A friend of mine is a large
stockholder in a large bank. He told me that in the first
eighteen months of this huge bank they lost money, hundreds of
thousands, millions of dollars. And at this nineteenth month
they began to almost break even. They figure by the end of two
years they can break even.

Now we haven't had two years of the Poverty Program yet,
and we've made some progress. Now I tell you this because so
many purists, so many perfectionists among us imperfect people
these days--we have people who keep saying, well, we haven't done
enough. I can only way this. We've done a whole lot more than
anybody else has ever done. And if Einstein's Theory of Relativity
is worthy of science, it is also worthy of social science. I
saw the budget figures today. As to what does your government
put into the American economy to help poor people--farmers, workers,

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

etc., the total package this past year was $24 billion. That's quite



a lot. Total amount, $24 billion. That includes all the programs.
Public housing programs, every kind of program that you can think of
that goes to distressed areas, or to poor people, or to people of
low incomes, or people under pensions or Social Security.

Now somebody's going to say, well, that isn't so much out
of a $T40 billion economy, and it really isn't. But you know how
much we put in two years ago? $13 billion. So in the two years
that the Congressmen that you have something to do with around here,
you've almost doubled it. So when I hear somebody say we ought to
do a lot more, I say, "Thank you, I agree." And we're going to, if
you give us a chance. But in the mean time, I'd like to ask you
what did you do, since you think we ought to do more, what did you
do when you had your chance.

Or better yet, let's just take a positive look at it and say
it is true that we ought to do better and we ought to have higher
standards, we ought to want to do more, we ought to want to make this
& bigger country, a better country, a more just country, a finer
country, bulbb we are making considerable progress. And I'll tell you
something, my dear friends, you're here to work for your congressman
and you're here to help us as Democrats (most of you, at least, I hope
all of you). And you're here to help this administration. In doing
80, we think you are going to help the country.

I don't think you're going to help your boss get re-elected
by reminding everyone of the inadequacies of the Administration.

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

out. If you think you're proving yourself to be intelligent, and
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objective, and noble and intellectual by trying to outdo them on
criticism, then I must say I don't think you're working for the
right person and you ought to resign.

The best thing that you can do is to try to point out what
we're doing that is being done well. And then you go to your boss
privately if you don't think things are being done too well, and
tell him, look, I'd 1like to share a thought or two with you.

I'm Vice President of the United States. There may be
sometimes that I might have a moment of disagreement with some-
thing that the Administration's doing. But if I had, or have, I'm
surely not going to stand up here on the Washington Monument or the
Lincoln Memorial and say, "Gather ye, my friends around!...

I'm going to go talk to the people in the Administration that I
ought to talk to inside the Administration and make my fight within
there. Within the confines of the Administration.

And recognize that you never get everything you want, that
after all, family life, community life, or national life is a series
of adjustments and compromises and realignments. And once that a
decision is made you have two choices, and only two: either to
support it or have enough guts to go out @mnd try to defeat it.
Don't you go wobblin'! around, you know, trying to straddle that old
fence and pretend that you're really for it but you're not, and you
ought to be but you aren't, and all of that nonsense. That doesn't
prove that you're courageous--it proves you're confused.

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

Democratic well from which you are going to have to drink.
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And finally, I would say that I don't think one proves
himself to be courageous, progressive, or liberal by enjoying
defeat.

Now let me explain that rather definitive statement. T
know that I've heard many pewple say, 'Well, I'd like to have gone
along with that bill, but it didn't go far enough so I had to vote
against it." Or, "I think the Administration has done pretty well,
but they haven't done well enough, so I feel I simply have to
criticize it." Now that doesn't make you an intellectual. And it
doesn't make you a liberal, It doesn't even make you a conservative.
Just as I said a moment ago, it just sort of makes everyone feel
that somehow or another you don't really know what you want or what's
going on. Or maybe that you want much more than anyone could
possible do ever, and that you're setting yourself up as some sort
of pinnacle of purity around which all folks should rally.

Really, there's others that qualify for that and don't try
and crowd in on their Jjurisdiction.

I've been in Congress quite a while and I was one of those
who would fight hard for what I thought was right. Real hard.

And many, meny times vote for what I knew was only half right. But
half right was better than no right. And we'd inch along.

Franklin Roosevelt was considered to be the greatest liberal,
progressive, radical President that we've ever had. And everything
he did was just & beginning. Everything. His Social Security

program would have been denounced today even by Barry Goldwater.
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Franklin Roosevelt--all he did was Jjust break through the inertia.
He Jjust barely got a little old start. Twenty cents an hour minimum
wage. Coverage, practically nothing. Just a few, very few, workers.
We've made fantastic progress. You've heard again and again. We've
doubled the funds in aid to education in the last two years. We've
more than doubled the amount of money in aid to health in the last
two years. We've made real progress. And all I suggest to you is,
if you'll stick with it, and if you'll remember +this, that if your
Congressman is a new Congressman, & first term Congressman, that
what he needs more than anything else to do a real job for his
constituency is re-election. That's what he really needs.

And I say that to you because it takes a little time, and a
little experience and a little seniority around this plhace to be
able to carry through some of the dreams and ideals that you have.
And most of us have a lot of dreams and ideals. I've had many
people say to me today, well, where's the liberal program, Mr. Vice
President. I can't understand what's happened to liberalism,"

I'11 tell you what's happened to liberalism--it's in power. And that
disturbs some liberals.

But it hasn't by any stretch of the imagination completed its
assigned duty or its work. Medicare--a wonderful beginning. But you
and I know we're going to have to improve hospitals and nursing homes
and more doctors and medical technicians. There's a great Jjob yet

+to0 be done. But we made the break.

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

gquite sure what we're going o do. We're trying to get a demonstration
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city bill out, and if you really want to dig your teeth into
something, get that bill passed. Get our rent supplements passed,
and our teacher corps passed. These are new liberal programs.
This is a part of the new America. But much of what we've been
fighting for for twenty-five years is now the law of the land.
But like in the days of Franklin Roosevelt, it represents a
beginning.

We' re going to do much more in the field of education than
we 've done thus far. We're going to do much more in the field of
medical research than we've done thus far., We've just begun to
do something about the pollution of our lskes and our streams,

Jjust barely begun to do something about the pollution of our
atmosphere. We're just now beginning to think in terms of metro-
politan areas. We used to go around putting band-aids on cities,

a little urban renewal here, a little public housing there. Now we
know that we have to rebuild them. Not only physically, but in many
other ways. An American city ought to be the finest manifestation
of man's creativity. The citly was the dream of primitive man to have
his contact with culture. We ought to make these cities instead of
cesspools, beautiful sparkling lakes of magnificence, and culture and
education and commerce.

That's what the program's about in the future, and we're
beginning to make it. We've got a Department of Housing and Urban
Development., We've got some bills up here in Congress that we've
been kicking around for months. And the task that we have is to pass

those bills and frankly admit it's Jjust the beginning.
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It's just like my wife trapped me into building a house.
Somebody said to me not long ago, "you know what a family house is?"

I said, "No."

He said, "Well, it's like yours. It's a series of patios
enclosed."

You know how they do it fellows? They get you to get a house,
then somebody says that we ought to screen the porch. And a little
bit later, then we ought to enclose it. And after you have that they
say, "Where is that screen porch we were going to have?'' So then
you have to go out and put some gravel in, take up a piece of the lawn,
put a piece of screen around it, then Mom says, "You know, wouldn't
it be nice if we could Jjust have a vinyl floor there. We'll have
to put in concrete or something, and then we'll put some vinyl in
there or asphalt tile and then we could screen that in."

And the next thing you know, you've got & new room--several
thousand dollars later. Now this is the way we build programs. A
series of patios enclosed. ©So don't be depressed or in any way
unhappy about the slowness of progress. I'm one of the most restless
human beings in Washington but I see our country doing fantastic things.
I don'tthink anyone else is doing a better job. All we need to do is
have our own standards, our own ideas as to what we want to do, and then
proceed directly to accomplish them.

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

some questions. You go ahead and toss them at me. Don't hesitate.
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Speaker: Mr, Vice President, Perhaps in some cases it isn't too
helpful when the Congressmen criticize the Administration, but what about
the Administration criticizing Congress? This week, I think, the
President called in some of the Appropriations Committee members and
expressed concern that they were spending more money than the Administration
had asked for. This created some difficulty back home for some of the
Congressmen, so how would you suggest that a Congressman reply to this
criticism from the Administration?

Humphrey: Just take it. (Laughter) I understand your concern. I
think it can be said that what I was trying to refer to was that if we
make it appear what we've done that is constructive to make it look like
it was less than constructive, it doesn't help anybody. I could reslly
show you that we ought to do a lot more in federal aid to education, but
there's a limit to how much you can do at any one time out of a national
economy as well as what the people can absorb, as what the school system
can absorb, Jjust merely what you can take and that's what I was trying to
get at. I understand the concern that some Congressmen have had over the
meeting there at the White House. The President feels very strongly that
if five to six billions of dollars over his budget request are added to
the Appropriations Bill, that it will have a very serious effect on the
economy, inflationsry-wise. And he is concerned ebout that. And he
called in the Congressmen to ask them to see what they could do in both Houses
of Congress to put some restraints on, He didn't say to do less than the
Budget.

Now I've heard some of the boys around talking and I know a few of
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them went out there and I can see them drooling saying "ell, now, we
can go back and just raise the dickens with those Democrats and make them
cut the budget.” No. The President said, "Look, I want my budget, and
I can take a little more." He didn't say less than the budget. So if
your Republican friends say to you, "Well, now, we just ought to cut
back. You heard what the President said.” The President didn't say to
cut the Poverty Program. He said, "I want at least what I asked for in the
Poverty Program.” The President didn't say to cut the school progrem.
He said, "I want at least what I got in the school program.” And he
also said, look, he's been around Congress, he said, "I know that there are
adjustments that can be made in the budget and will be made in the budget,"
but what he was saying to the Congress was, "Watch out. If you add an extra
six billion dollars onto this budget, we are going to have to do one of
two things: either have a massive deficit at the end of the next fiscal year,
which has an inflationary impact of itsown in a tight economy, or we're going
to have to have a tax bill and do you want to have to vote on one of those
before you go home?” (laughter) So that when you get off the train,
they'll say, "Now what did you do for me?" And you say, "Well, I passed
a tax bill." (laughter) I said train because I'm not sure that we'll be
£lying.

But your question is well put, sir, and I understand that there was
some embarrassment, and I'm sure the President meant none, It was
hopeful that that meeting would be looked upon as sort of an inside
meeting, but it got a little outside, didn't it?

It's Jjust like I noticed here. It sald that everything is off the

record. And I'm going to tell you that will be the first time that I've
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ever experienced that....(laughter) All, right. Anybody else?
Yes, ma'am.

Speaker: What do you think of the move to transfer the Head Start
Program from the Poverty Program over to the Office of Education? The
Senate Subcommittee on Labor and Public Welfare is voting to do that.

Humphrey: I think it ought to be in CAP. I think it has a good start
there and that's also the Head Start program involves more than just the
education area, it involves the whole community. I've said about the best
thing ebout the Head Start Program -~ amongst the better things -- is,
number one, you've found the needy child., You're not only giving this
child some educational attention, but some emotional attention, some health
attention. And then the child. After you get that child into Head Start, the
teachers finds out how poor a teacher he or she is and has to change teaching
methods. And we've improved teaching techniques. Teachers at first
they've recognized. They say that this is the greatest experience that
they've had for improved teaching techniques and methods.

Then from there on, if you follow that child back from whence the child
came, back to the neighborhood and the family, you get at the source of the
problem. Because Project Head Start alone, even if you keep that child in
school ten months or & year or eleven months, if that child has to return to
the same abysmal surroundings with no change in that pattern of
environment, Head Start will have limited effect.

So the best thing about the Head Start is that it ties in the social
workers, the community. It ties in the social sgency, the whole business of
rehabilitation of individuals, adults and neighborhoods. That's why I

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

SPeaker: Mr. Vice President, apparently the long, hot summer is
back in Chicago, Cleveland, Brooklyn, last night. The President, when he
discussed the D.C, Home Rule Bill -- and many of us are concerned about
that -- said that if we don't get such a bill this year, there may be long,
hot summers here in Washington also. It's sort of a three-part question.
What is the Administration going to do about home rule? Second, what are they
going to do @bout the Morse amendment? And do you think that Home Rule
has a chance this year in Washington?

Humphrey: I don't know that it has a chance, but it ought to have. And
the Administration is solidly for the Home Rule and has supported and
has passed the United States Senate, and it is my view that if Senator
Morse adds his modified bill to +the Higher Education Bill, that the
Administration will be in full support of it.

I think we need Home Rule in the District of Columbia. I think it's a
shame that we don't have Home Rule in the District of Columbia. I don't
think you're going too -- people think you're going to have a better city
without it. I believe they're wrong.

Now, may I add about the other cities., We have two or three
developments here, as I see it, are very serious. The riots, the violence,
These cannot be tolerated. We all know that. You have to use law enforce=
ment agencies to stop that sort of pillaging, riot, violence and destruc-
tion of lives and property. You have to use police. You have to
occasionally, even regrettably, call upon National Guard, because you cannot
permit a social structure to be torn apart by lawlessness and violence.

We Jjust start there.



-19-

But, once having said that, you and I know thateven though much of
this violence may be created even by teenagers that get out of hand, some
incident, and it is., And sometimes by plain hooligens. There are festering
sores in these communities. Whorehouses, slums. I've been very outspoken
ebout this and I'1l continue to be, because I think that the greatest
danger in Americe today is slumism. I think it's the "ism" that really is
plaguing us right now. And by slumism, I don't mean just delapidated
buildings, even though that's part of it, broken down neighborhoods, the
physical structure., That certainly is a part of slumism.

I meen deprivation. I mean lack of education, lack of opportunity,
lack of jobs, the vicious cycle of welfarism. You stay on, generation
after generation. The feeling that you're not wanted, that there's no place
for you, that you've been shoved around. And there's a growing hostility and
bitterness., And all of this -- I put it in one word called slumism. And
this can't all be corrected by Jjust building new buildings, even though
that would help. Or by opening up green areas, even though that would help.
It's a whole process of rehabilitation, getting people to feel that they
are something. The constant question: What am I7 Who am I? ZAnd to be'
able to answer it in one's life, in his own heart and conscience.

We're seeing this in the sickness today. It's just broken out. As I
sald to a group not long ago: We cannot have, with modern communication,
with television, radio and the press and publications and the mobility that
we have today. You can't have a neighborhood over here that is affluent, and
beautiful with parks, and the garbage collected, the houses nice, everything,

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

£ilth, broken down neighborhoods, you can't have two Americas -~ you just
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can't!

Now we broke down segregation in this country by law. We said that
public law that required segregation was unconstitutional. We have
sald there is only one citizenship, Now I want to say to you we've got to
say there's only one America., There can't be an America for the poor --
white or black. And by the way there are more poor whites than there
are poor blacks., It isn't just racial -- unless you want to call it bi-racial
and tri-racial; we have a lot of poor Indians and poor Mexican Americans
and poor Puerto Ricans. You cannot have two Americas, the other America
that President Johnson spoke about about & year ago at Howard University
and my America where I live the good life.

And this is what's beginning to happen, just like in the world in which
we live, I said here the other day that I was privileged to be your
government spokesman before the OECE, This is a very important meeting and
I'11 be quite frank with you. I was very disappointed in the coverage
of that meeting and disappointed with the coverage of my particular
speech, Because I spoke for our government, not for Hubert Humphrey.

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

and poverty and 1t is. More then any "ism." That's the greatest single

threat to world peace, and as the gap widens between the rich nations and

the poor, that threat contimues, Thank goodness that Pope John XXIII said

it so somebody will believe it. (laughter) He said that in a world of constant
want there is not peace. And he went on to say that as this gap widens, the
fabric of peace is torn more and more and it is!

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

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

your country. And it's widening in Chicago, and in Omsgha, and in Minneapolis
and in St. Paul and in New York and in Philedelphia snd in Washington and

in Pittsburgh and you name it -- every place -- Ios Angesles, That

gap widens, And we have to find some answers. Otherwise there'll be safety
for no one.

So I have been receiving a little criticism of late for being rather
outspoken on this subject. But I shall continue to be outspoken, because I
think the very safety of this country's at stake. And I believe that it is very
difficult for the United States to go preaching eternal verities around the
world gbout what we ought to do about self help and how the poor ought to be
helped and how we ought to help rebuild the world if you're not really
going to prove you can do it here where we speak the same language and live
in the same country. Most of the world is made up of colored people --

people that are non-Caucasian.
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Well, now, if the United States of America wexe the minority of non-
Caucasians can't do something about them, what about thé rest of the
world that we're supposed to be helping? 1 have a very sincere feeling
about Ehe foreign policy and domestic policy are on e and inseparable.
I think the greatest act of foreign policy in recent years was the
passage of the Civil Rights Act in 1964. add that to the Peace Corps.
These are the two greatest single foreign policy progrems that we've
had in recent years. Well, I don't want to get on xm my favorite
-topic. I'm filled with this one. And I intené to keep at it until

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

applause) Yes, sir.

Here on the Hill many of us are concerned about the plans to extend

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

effort?

H: Well, I think the West Front needs modernizatién and I think it is
2 seriously deteriorated. I know that if any other building in town
were in this shape they would have had it closed up a long time ago.

And that is a factual statement.- It is a menace to life and 1imb the

whether
way it is right now and I don't know/%f they are letting anybody walkout

there now these days or not, but if they are: they ought to be forewarned,
because that building is off kilter as much as 6" and the Founding Fathers
were delightful, wonderful men, but I've looked at scme of the stuff that
they poured in those walls. It must have been some conflict of interest
back in those days (laughter) It will be modernized -- or I should say -- -
renovated —— and I must say that I haven't been quite as excited as some

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

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



evaluatton_and;most likely will have it. But 1 was around when we
voted on the East Front e argued long enough on the East Front, so
we didn't get a garage, and if we were going to build that same garage
we argued about in the S?nate in the East Front it would cost wwice as
much now to build it as-ii.did then and we should have built it then,
and 1 heard everybody say‘oh, don't. You'll do something to the Capitol.
You'll ruin it if you put in the East Front{, The bewt thing that's happened
to this Capitol since they built it was the East Front. (laughter). That's
a fact; it's beautiful, marvelous. What's wrong with marble? It's
better than limeftone any day. Unless you're in the limestone business.
(laughter). 1It's beautfful. Now I don't know . I'm not an architect.
1 don't know all about how far they ought to go and all that sort of
business, but I know the architects are pretty much like Protestants,
they don't much agree with each other. They really have a lot of different
points of view. I do know that the\iaég Front ought to be repaired. I .
don't think it would hurt if it had some gice marble. I don't think you'll
destroy it's historical significance. They repaired Westminster Abbey
and didn't destroy it. It wes __ they had to repair it. T domkk
believe thet there'spa need of more space and there will be a need.
This 4s & growing country. And then I'1l let you dn on a secret.
There has Bnever been a public building in this town constructed
that someoody wesn't esgainst. You go around and take a look at the
history. See what they said sbout the Supreme Court Building when
they were building it? Why, I dc;n't want to repeat it here. TIt's
mixed mmwekxy company. You remember what they said sbout Franklin
Roosevelt and the Jefferson Memorial? It was unbelievable.\\ why?
Yow could they do tht?// But they did it thank goodness. They were
opposed to the Washington Momument. And what about Harry Truman's

'L-a.Lcony':) They went through two yeers of roaring stout that. Now
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1 don't nowW whethear this present one fits in that saxde category,
-yt I do know that if there war any building in this towm ytnat
everybody agreed to, it‘;bizi tora down long 880 (1aughter). When
Mr., Hoover vuilt all these puildings down pPenneylvaniea Avermue
in his administration, they were opposed 1o those, toO. This is
a wonderful city for opposition. There are more £ight promoters per
gquare foot in this town (1aughter). When I go out to Minnesota,
cverybody's kind of peaceful, nice, they 1like each other -= most
of the time. And you can build & building out there end people
really don't care too much, But I care about this Capitol. b §
Jove it. xixkx It is our nistorical shrine.: It 1is the people's
government, ond we gon't want to alter it's basic design, DOT do
we want to change 1ts basic plan, But I dou't think you prove yours
celf & lover of nistory, Just to 1et it fall down. I think you do
heve to make repalrs and I think ji?u ought to try to make it soO that
it's usab €. ind quite frankly, th;y ought to put some water wountalns.
n. They aidn't have waier fountaina back in John Adaxs' jey,butl'm
for them now and I +hink they're bere 1o stay. (laugheter, applause) .
and I've hwed 8 jot to say about this cepital. 1've thought ebout getting
come flowers out around here 1OT :éilte. Thet was vefore Mrs. Jonnson
on teautification. Everett Dirkson +oolr me out On that. I didn't
wnow the Alffereace fetween flowers and ghrubs, but 1 knew there ought
+o ve something outeide vesidec dgirt. I think there ought to be
outasde cafeierias, and cafee. W should it only te in London anc
peris; We iR help build those all over {he world, why not nuild.
one here? (laughter: applause) If you xnow where I stend on the
Jest Fromt, vou're petter then I think you are. (applause, 1avghter) .

I'a for i%s improveuwent. Yes, sir.

e e
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Mr. Vice presdent: HOV 4o you LeBU reel that the e oced sy 1ib2rals,

mxxjmcﬂhl ~an hendle t‘n:fn:e:.f challenge ot thie leftl == the third
pET LY challenge”
treditioncl
g: dow «o I feel that the ax il 1ileral shcald hrndle the new
chellenge frod the new lefh, I giess I8 what you're..
ir ferm
speaker:/ tnird parrty.d.
H: A third perty’ Go right ahead and fight your gusles out for
wnat yol pelieve, orazanize. One of ths procieas with most of
us in politics is thet when we S°S€ a new Torce coming up, W€
stend in amazenent and wonder wny 1t happened, instesd Of going outl
e
+o djeat it. Get Tusy, organize. Stand your ground. Teach
your programs. You're gonng nhave opposition. I'a just as 8701 have
it from The ncw left as from the old right. Je've alweys hau it
one way or another. I don't think jt's reall; & Vver’y serious threet.

Much of what's coming in from the co-called nevw left my ®8¥Y well

£ind its W&y in modified, ad justed into the politica.l, gocial, economic

)

.

life of this nation. v 73 < 4
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And it might very well find its way, modified, adjusted
into the political, social, economic life of this nation and
what many people call the new left is just a kind of a vitamized
vitality of young people that are a little overly rambunctious
according to a man of my age. I can remember when I was
_considered one of those of the new left of center. They said
nice things about us then too.‘ But truly I think that the
real -- that there's very little real menace except in
limited instances if you organize your progressive liberal
forces to do battle and not run from it and try to get a
guilt complex that some how or another you've done nothing.

I'm not going to apologize to anybody for my record of
public service, not on your life. When 1 hear some people
coming up with so-called new ideas I say look-it I had that
one fifty years ago and forgot it, now what do you want to
talk about? We don't have to apologize. We've made a
record in this country and you don't prove yourself to be a
liberal by being ridiculous and you don't prove yourself to

be a progressive by adyocating something that is far beyond

anything that anybody can possibly tolerate. Now ydl‘*i‘%ﬁf)ng'rﬂE§m+—
it

to advocate/is there, but we don't necessaryly have to accept it.

I happen to think that the Johnson-Humphrey administration is

the most liberal political admiristration that this country

has had for a long time and I'll take my stand on it and I

think we've got a record that can prove it. We not only

have talked liberal, we've delivered and when you deliver th&

groceries ..... (applause)
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. that 4
Mr. Vice President: You mention/the riots are in place ofimxtkak
vere
they are meant to provide for Cleveland and Chicago/a racial riots.
also especially

But amit this sotrto of kills the chances for Home Rule/in D.C..xsusid But do you
HEXAFERXXENREaXERIREEXNEXEXYANIAd AxIHEL

actually thing these aie racial-wide?

Humphrey: Part‘ly, but khexe not totally, but I don't see the
relevance to Home Rule problem in D.C. unless it's simply that if
you don't give people a chﬁeke to have something to say about their
pent
own lives that you have pemrrd up tension and frustration that can
explode. 1 think that's what the President was referring to. Now
I don't think that we should try to pass Home Rule on the basis of ’
frightening people one way or another. 1 think we ought to pass it
on the basis of democratic government. A city this size ic
entitled to have representatives government. We believe in that
and the fact that they lack a representative government produces
many problems and tensions is a supplementary fact, but we ought
to do what we qught to do because it's right to do. \1 don't hink
we ought to feel that we have to extend Food for Peace if just
because if we don't the Communists will get there. 1 think hungry
people ought to have an opportunity if there is food available to
be fed. I think it is morally right and 1 happen toTBink that in
the long term it is politically right so possibly we'd be tetter
off on occasion if we —— T think on all occasions -- if we contem=
and
plated a program that we believe is desirable mx needed simply
because it is needed. You kawe can't always depend on the Communists
to frightenxkemy.you. He may decide not to. And you can't always

depend on a riot or lawlessness to friphten you either. There are

some kinds of things that ought to be done just because they ought
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‘to be done. For example, the right to vote. I know that the right
to vote got an impetus out of the Selma demonstrationms, but the
right to vote and the protections of that right was a moral and
political right for 100 hears or more. We were just late. We
shouldn't have needed Selma. It did trigger some action and
I suppose this is the way a lot of things are done. I used to
say thatégﬁfhave two kinds of politics: physiological and
psychological; empty-stomach, full head; little stomach, empty
head. I think that's a broad genEralization that has an awful
lot of relevance to cer\tain things hhat have happened on occasion.
But I hope that we don't al¥ays have to be in pain before we
do what we ought to have done and I hope that once we start to
feel good that we don't quit doing what we ought to be continuing
to do. |

in
Ques.: I read in the New York Times, I think it dms ke 1965 . that some
96,0688 South Vietnamese troops deserted their own army. i wonderdi_
65 3 thai?iZS valid and,if it is,if it indicates anything?
Humphrey: 1 think it's suppesed most likely somewhat valid. 1 think

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

’I;ét would be -- the word desert meanS§to go to the North -- but they

their their little oountry farms.
had left khexe military forces and gone back to ihetsmidtrhantuBeiTy
has

But most of those are what we call popular forces. There haxe been
little or no desertion from the South Vietnamese regular army or
popular forces or militia. They have three groups —- little or none

to the North. This is the most significent fact. What happens is ¥

+hat when the harvest season comes along -- like they did during
it'e
the Civil War - this is an old _American habit ,—- and by the way/an

's_whak why they alwavs 1k about French leave. That's

old french habit. 'lhal:jl



a fact. That's where that wmxi#x phrase\ came in when the French trained
in the colonial days the Vietnamese. They expected every so often that
most of the Vientmaese colonials would leave axgm and go.home in the
harvest, if they had a celebration or a birthday or a funeral ar a
mational holiday or a holy day or something}they left. And this is

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

service —- World War 1 -- every onee in a while someone would say

"Well, he not only went AWOL he just took French leave," which sort

of meant that there was sométhing mxx more interesting ianaris than

there waggon the Marne/ He went back to see her, you know; That

was French leave. And that is actually the dultural fact of the
Vietnamese military life. Now these Vietnamese that you speak of.

1 think that number may be large, but I wouldn't argue over the

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

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

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

They come and go.

But many of them came back. What is most interesting is the rate of
desertabn from the NortH to the South. And more significantly, it

seems to me, is what happens to the refugees. Now if yoﬁ can use the
argument as we have in America that the East Germans voted with their

feet and that the East Berliners voted with their feet, namely that

when they got a chance, they went West. They couldn't have a kmaky vote
and we went around for years in America saying wkagk well if you really want
te know what's it like in East Germany just remember the hundreds of thousand
of Esst Gemmans that voted with their feet. They walked out of East Germany
into West Berlin and from there into West Germany, and that is as valid
point. A million South Vietnamese have voted with their feet. They have
not gone to the North, to the wmxkiks "Worker's Paradise'". They have come
south even under the government that many people have criticzed in the

South. They have com e into the Saigon area, into the Delta area where the
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Govemnment does exeecise coatrol. 1 wouldn't want you to think that_we're
always satisfied with everything that a government does, but again in this
world there are alternatives and choices and you sell them a choice between
God and the devil. 1It's generally a choice between degrees of imperfection.
And in this instance the desertion rate from the North has grown rapidly.
This is one of the most encouraging develoae in this preéenF militgry
sitaation. It runs now at about twice what it did six months ago. And

six months ago it ran about three times as muéh d;;it did a year ago so
that ghe-desertion.raté from the North Vietnamese régula;'units and .the
Viet Cong is going up. The French leave of tﬁe South Vietnamese forces
depends on two things: when they héﬁé holidays and wheﬁ they have

harvest. And if they have a big harvest and a big holiday they havé

a lot on leave and they're gone for a few weeks and a few months some
times, then they're regrouped and many of them fill them.back in, aﬁ out
30% of them return voluntarily. Another groupis sort of picked up again,
vou know (laughter).

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

the war on Vietnam is that it is draining money from the programs of
poverty, housing, etc. which are probably, as yog‘ve described them,

4s the causes of some of the riots. How do we answer these criticisms?

- Q don't answer them. It's fact. 1 don't deny that. Iidon't deny
that if we didn't have the struggle in Vientma we'd have had a balanced
budget this year. Tne federal government had a surplus and we could ha e
put another $sibillion dollars into the poverty program ki most likely.

v
Another half a billion doMlars into education, if yo"ve got the congress

n
to vote for it. 1I've noticed arcund here at times that maly times that
we are all excited about what we could do if we didn't have to spend

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

get some of it put back into the proper channels. The same boys that are



going to relieve you of the defense expenditure don't get quité so enthusiastic
to help grandma or the little grandchild. But I think that there is some

validigty to what you've said. Now having agreed with what cirtics say,

§ ; )
namely that if we hadn't had the ‘strugg;é in Vietnam we'd haveibeen

able to do more of this. I can say to épﬁ?thét'if we didn't have the

Soviet Union threatening'us we'd have been able to do a lot more things

: : occasions
too. And if we hadn't of had Berlin crises on two or three kzsex. I
[ . . e . 4 -
g b JIE. 2. even

remember one déy in the Senate whemx.on obne afternoon without/any hearings
S o o R ; i
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we voted $6 biliion more just like'that;éﬁq;i éhink'm& friend ﬁvér here
will remgmbef, Chet, §ou remember'j%;g aé;;gly as 1 do when in 1961 in
the Berlin Crisis we.h;d to put bi}l}ohé é;lQéllars.on Qccagiqn. We
surely could have done a whole lot.mﬁrélﬁhderqﬁaf}y Truman if we hadn't.
gf had the struggle. No doubt about wt. fwe“spent billions, billions.
How much? About 90 billions of dollars_tota;iing. and 160,000 casualties;
There isn't any doubt in my-mind_but I want to say that I think we did
right in Koree and I'll tell you something else. We could have had a
whole lot money for a lot of other things if we hadn't had.tolfight
Hitler, no doubt about it. War is expensive business. And if we didn't .,
t
have to have foreign aid, we'd have some more money, BAXXR save some
other people. I happen to think that foreign aid is maybe made it
we had ‘ i
fbs;dble S0 thatﬁkais gt least somewhat of a more peaceful world. ' We |
have thus far averted World War III and that's been no small task. There

have been am number of singular foeeign policy accomplishments and no

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

Y v
morning, distinguished diplomatg, I said)‘my dear friend,-we' we were
A
talking on Vietnam -- I said 1'll give you a promise right now. If you
can get Ho Chi Minh -- and youtre a bit closer to him than I do (laughter) —-

If you can deliver Ho Chi Minh in Tokyo to talk about peace, 1 will -promise

you that I can deliver President Johnson or Dean Rusk or ARthur Goldbere. anv
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counterpart. The threat to peace -- and let's get ic clear right now —-—
the roadblock to peace is not in Washington and it's about ti;e that thle
country made that manifestly clear. What more can you expcet fnr from a
head of state than you've heard from your President (applause) whb has
said these words: I will go any place, anywhere,;anytime,-unde:.any-
auspices to'meet with anybody te'bring abou; peace, Newrehét's your
government's position. Now you can say. that»we ought not- to be bombing.
w; SE B

Some of you say that and. some of you say that we ought not’ to escalate We

don t think we’ ve escalated we think we've met eacalatlon or whatever

.
P R & ;

your view may be. You go ahead and say it. We are prpared as of thls
moment. This second. lf you can get the North Vietnamese to get to step
infiltrating their forces, we're prepared to stop our bombing adb}we're
prepared for a cesation of Eastﬁ;i.écs and-we're prepared to negqtiaﬁeQ

Can you get Ho Chi Minh to say that? 1 speak as Vice President of fhe
United.States. I don't speak up idly to you. 1 know what the position

of this goeernment is. And I must say to yoe what I've said to many.

I believe in the right to dissent. I believe .in the right to advocate.

I believe in the right of protest. I've been a part of disseﬂd, My life
has been a part of protesting movements, but once in a while it would be
nice if somebody would carry one of those cards to someone who.needs to. see
it. (laughter) You've convinced us. (laugheter) It isn't a matter now

of say who made the mistakes. Let's just assume that both sides made
mistakes. I said to Mr. Meekie: "You don't need to worry about that gou've
been critical of us in Japan on occasion. That was your privilege. Let's

Can
forget about that. <Xet's start as of this minute. Sher you take my message

N 1/

" He said, well we've tried. I said

and do anything with it? Can you..
I know. &So did the CAnadians try, so did the Pope try, so did Harold
Wilson try, so did the President of Indiam trv. I spent hours with the

President of India and he's as peaceful as any man can be. (laughter)
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And your government has literally f£ir pled, pleaded; As'of thi; hour;,‘
we just had Arthur Goldburg on another mission do1ng the same thlng,

get a chance to sit down and talk. And_irhear a lot of this amongst

our liberal communitf. Well, we ought to be. EveryxX resolution that

comes from a liberal, democratic group says, ¥k you must qnxxxinu

‘{

press for peace. The ADministration must{;;ggs for peaeh. ﬂFine. How

much more press do you want us éo do? Eﬁup%i We are,pressfgg for

: : e B Boeg o RC 4

peace But I think that it's about time that the sac1aitidemocraticL

Iliberal, progr2951ve humanitarian forces of Amerlfé*iegltﬂe other {i-‘
* Y 4

‘side hnow that we expect them to do a little pre551nn-for peace. That s

what needs to be.. .1 told théSwedish Prime Hlnlstar'the very same
thing I'm telling you mow, and he's a dear friend of mlnexxxx Cause most 5 i
of the social democratic countries have been very critical of us. I .
said, fine, you be critical of us. That's your right. But would you - |
mind taking a look at the other side of the coin? And maybé.yoﬁ can

use your influence. You've convinced us. You've convinced us.that iii ghis

-war L :

g2azr ought to be stopped. You've convinced us that we ought to have peace.

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

Vietnam. You've convinced us that wé're perfectly wjlllng:ltltto take

8
a Vietnam that designed its own goveqnment. I1f they wish to unigte North

and South that's their business. gfiifvulllng to accept a new Geneva
Ccnference. We're willing to sit down with anybody, anywhere, anytime,
aayplacé and discuss anything. Now what more do you want to convince us
to do except to give up, which we don't. And 1 think that young Democzats
and leaders in the Congress ought to get on this tack and go with it. Tt
daggrkx isn't a matter of whether we've done evervthing that's right.

MxWar is not a summation of acts of kindness. War is a dirty pusiness.

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



making some mistakes. The question is how do you get one side that i
refuses to come fo the confefeﬁce table. What did Mr. Ho Chl_ginh say

: : AR B {
the other day? Why did hepay after we made another Viet --- we'#l |

r's

fight,” amdxfxgh fight, and_fight; Well, if that's what they waﬂt;
As we have said a number'éf.times; This nation is not-weak,:buf
we're paﬁient, and we're réétrained, but we're also ;esélutg..'And i i
I think that the sooner that the world understands Ehat e meaﬁ
business, my dear friends, the sooner that everyboéy.undersf;ﬁds-
'fhgt{gﬁis.naiion'has;ﬁo_desire except for peace, but we mean business .

in the pursuit of it, .even on the battle field, the sooner this war

will come to a conclusion.

Well, I think thatds about enough. Thank you. (applause)
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