
FACTS .1\ BOUI' AL.A. BAHA : S SCHOOLS 

Alabama 
1. High School Completion •.•..•••.••••••• 66;; 
2. Selective Service Henta1 Test 

United States 
77. 8% 

failures .............................. 2h.l% 12.h% 

Southeast 

3. Per child expenditure ••••••••••••..••• $403 ()~th) $619 11th 
4 . l. "' [" r:(. • Local support •••...........••..•••.••• 2~..~ .1 o :J2 ~ 
5. Per capita property t ax ••.••.........• $32.99(5rth) $125. 96 

(Property tax is ma in local tax) 
6. Removal of sales tax exe~ptions Houl rl bring in $111,0nn ,ooo . 
7. other Sources of Revenue : 

(a) i ncome , (b) gross receipts, (c ) admissions , (d) alcoholic beverages , 
(e) cigarettes, (f) gas oline , (g) motor veh icle, (h) pu'Jl ic utility . 

8. Nine of 12 Southeastern States ar e giving teache rs sa l ary increases 
of $300- $1800 . The average Alabama· t eDcher's salary is : 
a. 50th in the United ·States ; 12th in the Southeast. 
b. $3,575 bel m-JFlorida 's avera ~e. 
c. $1,571 below United States'average 
d. $1,127 bel orrr Southeast average 
e. Belm; all union crafts ($l,nno- $h,nnn ) oxcept ymmon l abor. 



ANALYSIS OF COMPARATIVE GROWTH RATES -- OR WHO FORGOT WHO? 

1. Period 1946 t o 1952 

Inc ome tax returns filed in 1946 37,915,696 

in 1952 42,833,675 

Approximate 15% increase. 

Adjusted gross income in 1946 $118 billion 

in 1952 $196~ billion 

66% increase, or 11% per year. 

Salaries and Wages in 1946 $99 billion 

in 1952 $174 billion 

75% increase, or 12% per year. 

(Adjust f or inflation) 

2. Period 1952 to 1960 

Income tax returns filed increased from 42,833,675 

t o 48,069,985 

Increase of approximately 5 million 

Approximately 11% 

Adjusted gross income increased from $196.6 billion 

t o $297 bill ion 

A 48% increase, or 6% per year. 

Salaries and Wages increased fr om $174 lb1i 11 ion 

t o $258 billion 

A 48% increase, or 6% per year. 

(Wage earner lost to inflation) 

in 1952 

in 1960 

in 1952 

in 1960 

in 1952 

in 1960 



3. Period 1960 to 1966 

Number of returns filed increased from 48 million in 1960 

t o 56,709,076 in 1966 

ll~% increase 

Adjusted gross income increased from $297 billion in 1960 

t o $450 billion in 1966 

A 51% increase in six years, or 8~% per year. 

Salaries and Wages increased fr om $258 billion in 1960 

t o $381 billion in 1966 

A 55% increase in six years, or 9.2% per year. 

4. The Forgotten Man 

We do not have the Statistics of Income for 1967--however, the 
Commissioner's Report shows that 1967 t otal taxes collected was 
a 15% increase over 1966. 

Inc ome tax withheld by empl oyers increased fr om 42 billion t o 
50 billion, or 18%, 

- and the forgotten man--the self-employed individual--increased 
fr om 927 million t o 1,775 million--an astounding 91.5%! 

A small part of this is due to an increase in the maximum amount of 
taxes paid fr om $405.90 t o a maximum of $422.40. This f o llows a 
39% increase in 1966 over the 1965 self-empl oyment tax c o llections. 
The high inc omes increased as much as 70 or 80% during 1966. 

5. Comparis on of Income Levels 

A comparison of the inc ome levels demonstrates the dramatic increase 
in wealth during the recent years. In 1960, out of 48 million returns 
there were 5 million returns over $10,000; 20 million between $5,000 
and $10,000. The bulk of the returns (23 milli on) were on less than 
$5,000 adjusted gross inc ome. 

In 1966, with 56,709,076 returns , thereweremore than 13 million over 

$10,000, or a 260% increase over the six years. Between $5,000 and 
$10,000, there were 24 million, a 20% increase. There were 20 million 

below $5,000 or a 15% decrease. 



In 1960 the re was 89 bill ion AGI report ed in r e turns of more 

than $10,000. 

In 1966, there was 209 billion in the returns reporting mor e 

than $10,000 AGI -- a 135% increas e . 

In 1960 the r e turns between $5,000 and $10,000 reported $138 billion. 

In 1966 there was $181 billion. 

In 1960, the returns with less than $5 ,000 AGI had $69 billion inc ome. 

In 1966, it was $59 billion. 

In 1960, out of the $258 billion in wages, there was $56 billion 

in returns over $10 ,000. 

In 1966 , there was $160 billion over $10,000 -- a 204% increase. 

Since 1967 shows an even more dramatic increase, and 1968 seems 

certain t o f o llow the same pattern, it is hard t o tell where the 

f or go tten man is l ocated --

A. Has he moved up t o the high inc ome bracket and f or go tten 

his friends who cut out the eight year depression? 

B. Has he moved up t o middle class prosperity fr om the 

poverty level of the previous depression--and has he 

f or gotten what it was like back in the "good o ld days" ? 
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Republicans Hike Taxes More· Than Democrats 

In three of the last four year s (1964, 1965, 1967) a 
significantly higher percentage of Republican governors raised 
taxes in their states than did Democratic governors. 

For example, in 1967 alone, twice as many Republican 
governors raised taxes, even though there \vere an equal number 
of Democratic and Republican governors--25. Fully 50% of 
the Republican controlled state s had higher tax rates. 

In Alabama, taxes have been hiked in two of the last three years. 
In 1965, 70% of the Republican governors instituted higher 

taxes--12 Republican states ou~ of a possible 17. 
In 1964, four times more Republican governors raised 

taxes than did Democratic governors. Only 9% of the Democrats 
supported a raise. 

CONCLUSION: As with the crime statistics, not only is crime 
higher in Republican controlled states--so too 
are taxes, i.e. at least there have been more tax 
increases in Republican states than in Democratic 
states. 



Tax I ncrea ses -
Number of States 

Gover nors -
Number 

Tax Inc r ea ses -
% of States wi t h 
Democr at/Republican 
Governors 

I. 

D 

3 

34(.68%) 

9% 

TAX I NCREASES----REPUBLICAN versu s DEMOCRAT 

R D R D 

6 17 12 7 

R D 
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16(32%) 33( 66% ) 17(34% ) 33(66%) 17(34%) 25(50%) 25(50%) 

37.5% 51.5% 21% 12% 25% 
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Q. Some critics have spoken of the "old Humphrey" and othe r s 

have questioned your "liberal credentials." What is your comme n t ? 

(The SpivackReport, June 27, 1968) 

A. I can tell those nostalgic critics what hap pened to the 

"old Humphrey." I helped convert most of the traditional planks 

in the liberal platform into the law of the land--civil rights, 

aid to education, Medicare, housing, aid to cities, job programs, 

an Arms Control and Disarmament Agency, and a lot of other ideas 

that were once far ahead of their time. 

But these victories of the past only obligate me to fight 

for--and achieve--a new, up-to-date liberal platform--turning 

the impossible ideas of today into the law of the land tomorrow. 

That platform includes the right of every able-bodied American to 

a decent job; the right of every child to a first-class education 

from the age of four through college, on the basis of his ability 

to learn and not ability to pay; the right of every American to a 

wholesome and nutritious diet; the right of every American to a 

decent home in a decent neighborhood; and the right of every citizen 

to participate fully in governing that neighborhood--city, state 

and nation. 

This new liberal platform also includes a determination that 

America shall back up its desire for peace with foreign aid, 

creative diplomacy, courage and imagination, as readily as it pay s 

its defense bills. 
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Q. There is much talk about "New Politics." What do you 

understand this to mean and what relevance has it to the nation's 

internal and e x ternal crises? (The Spivack Report, June 27, 1'968) 

A. I t h ink the "New Politics" is very real and very healthy--

b ut perhap s not so new. It is a ~olitics of greater involvement 

of the individual--students, inner-city residents, suburbanites--in 

deciding their own destiny . Its roots go back to our Populist 

f orebears, to Jeffe rson, and beyond. 

Greater popular participation is enormously relevant to the 

crisis in our cities. Our urban problems ultimately cannot be 

solv ed b y decree s or largesse from the federal government--while 

the people sit on their hands. Federal aid is important, but it 

is nearly useless without local initiative and action in every 

community . As a former May or, I know that better cities and 

neighborhoods, better education, jobs, housing and health facilities 

are created where people live--and only with the active support and 

involvement by the peop le themselves. 
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Q. You .have been quoted as saying that you could lead a 

revolt if you were forced to live in a big-city ghetto. Isn't 

this just the position of the extremists who have brought so much 

violence and lawlessness to our cities today? (University of 

Mississippi, April 25, 1968) 

A. What I said was simply this: when people live in 

conditions, where the tenement house is rat-infested and the child 

is bitten by a rat, where the water is turned off, where the 

sewage and modern sanitary facilities are non-existent, where 

there is nothing but blight and filth and unemployment and 

degradation, those are the conditions that are almost, if not 

unbearable, ... inexcusable, in this great, great rich land of ours. 

And I said, if that happened to my family, or if it happened 

to my loved ones or myself, that I would have enough spunk and 

spark, I am sure, left in me to revolt. 

I didn't say, to commit violence. In fact, the very next 

sentence was: "But this does not condone lawlessness or violence" ... 

/~ peaceful protest or a revolt through peaceful processes is 

a great deal different from violence and looting and burning and 

arson. There isn't a single problem in this country that cannot 

be answered through the power of the processes of our democracy. 

Every single one of them can be handled that way. 

The greatest danger of this nation today is that we sometimes 

tend to let the extremists, on the left or the right, the black or 
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the white--that handful of extremists that are loud and volubie--

and at times unbelievably destructive--set the guidelines and be 

the leaders. I call upon the consensus of the great middle, 

which represents about 95 or 96 per cent of th Am · e er1can people, 

to establish its own leadership, and to try to do what is needed 

to be done in this country because it is right to do it, and not 

to have ourselves jogged into action, · 1 b s1mp y ecause of ... calls 

for rebellion and calls for revolution and calls, if you please, 

for violence. 

But let us, who believe that we can work these things out have 

our say for a change. Let's demand that we have law and order. 

And let's remember that a society that wants law enforcement 

and must have it, must also have conditions that produce law 

observance. When yo h 1 b u ave aw o servance, you have it because 

people find justice in the law; find opportunity in the law. And 

that is what we need to have ..• 
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Q. You have been quoted as saying you are a believer in the 

American dream. But as a black man, I do not believe in the 

American dream because the American dream does n o t believe in 

me. If you are elected President, what will you do to restore 

the Negroes' faith in America and the American dream? (Kent State 
University, May 3, 1968) 

A. Mr. Pickett, the only real reason I want to run for 

President is to be able to erase from your thinking and your soul 

and your spirit the feeling you have. I want to make possible 

what is an American dream. Some of the people that have been 
' 

called upon to fulfill that dream have not done their work. 

I know you are a good American and you are a good man, and 

I don't blame you for being discouraged; but may I say that 

there are some of the rest of us who likewise would like to 

feel that we are good men and that we have something to contribute. 

You know, there is a word that is used today ... in our cities: soul. 

Well, let me just say to this audience: democracy is not a 

political institution as much as it is a spiritual concept .... 

I am proud to say that I am a soul-brother. I have a soul, too. 

But I believe in human brotherhood. 

I know that our cities have ghettos, and I know that there 

are victims of those ghettos. I know that the black man has been 

the subject of humiliation and discrimination ... I would like to 

get all our fellow citizens thinking about each other in individual 

practice in such a manner that they consider United States citizen-

ship to include all of the rights for all of its citizens--black 
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or white. And I think we can do it. I want to see a man judged 

on merit. I knew Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., and he believed in 

the American dream. And he asked but one thing: that his 

children s~ould have their chance to be accepted on the basis 

of merit and not on the basis of race. That is the way I want 

it, too. 
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Q. What is your position on poverty in our nation and 

what would do about it during your four-year Presidential term 

of office? (National Association for Community Development, 

A. The problems that accompany poverty--unemployment and 

under-employment, poor education, discrimination, bad housing, 

inadequate health care--are a national disgrace which America can 

and must remP.dy. We have made important progress in the last 

eight years. But much more can be done. 

In my June 15 letter to Dr. Abernathy, I outlined some 

immediate specific ste p s I advocate to combat poverty : 

1. We should begin to act now on the sensible and attainable 

agenda set forth b y the National Commission on Civil Disorde rs. 

2. We must take prompt administrative and legislative action 

to establish food stamp amcommodity distribution programs in every 

county where severe problems of hunger exist, and make necessary 

adjustments and changes in our food distribution programs to 

assure an adequate, wholesome, and nutritious diet for those in need. 

School lunches on a year-round basis must be p rov ided every needy 

child as rapidly as possible. The time has come for a simple and 

direct declaration of national policy: every American must be 

provided enough to eat. 

3. Every American able to work should be guaranteed a job, 

with private employers providing job opportunities to the fullest 
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e x tent possible and the government making whatever back-up 

financing arrangements are necessary. It is time to begin a 

program of public service employment as set forth in the Clark-

01Hara legislation now pending in Congress. These public services 

are needed; so are the jobs. 

4. Congress should act without delay to include farm 

workers under the National Labor Relations Act. The right of 

all workers to organize and bargain collectively~ basic to 

our free enterprise system. For those who cannot work, public 

support should be provided on terms that insure personal dignity. 

I would submit comprehensive recommendations for basic reform 

of the entire welfare system to the next Congress, including 

repeal of the 1967 welfare amendments to the Social Security Act. 

5. The poor should hav~ much greater participation in the 

planning and administration of federal programs affecting them, 

including the employment of poor persons with demonstrated competence 

as federal employees. 

In addition to these proposals, I have advocated a full 

education for all children, from the age of four through college, 

with special emphasis on services for those from disadvantaged 

backgrounds. 



9 

Q. Do you favor a guaranteed annual income? (National 

Press Club, June 20, 1968) 

A. I would have to say that there hasn't been a real discus-

sion as yet of its full meaning. But if it's what I think it is, 

· I happen to be much more convinced that what we need is the 

guaranteed opportunity of a job. 

I believe that people ought to earn their living. 

I believe that those who are helpless and handicapped, those 

that are sick, those who are incapable of providing for them­

selves, deserve what is need for a decent living--whic h the 

present welfare laws do not provide. 

But I am not one who believes in a guaranteed annual income. 

I prefer to put my stake in and my voice on the side of providing 

jobs. 

10 

Q. Can we approach the problems of the cities without . 

focusing our attention on poverty in rural America? (Interview, 

Station WSAZ-TV, Huntington, West Virginia, April 28, 1968) 

A. There isn't any doubt but what much of the problem of 

the modern city t oday, with its ghettos and its slums and its 

poverty, 1s due to the seedbed of poverty in the areas of rural ... 

America. I've been Chairman of a Cabinet Committee for better 

than a year on what we call the urban-rural balance. This is to 

try to find ways and means of bringing modern technology, benefits 

of modern industry, jobs, recreati on, education, transportation, 

communication, to rural America so that you make rural America 

attractive. So that those who live there do not feel compelled 

by economic necessity or cultural drought to leave the rural areas 

and migrate to the cities. 



ll 12 

Q. How do you envision the future of the cities? (JL.___£. together. You can have a center of excellence--the center where 

News & World Report, May 27, 1968) high finance is, where the main offices are, yes. But then you 

A. The first thing we try to find out is: Can we reverse can have a whole cluster of communities around it that are nbt 

or slow down the population pressure upon the metropolitan area? just bedroom communities, but where you have industries, 

Obviously, we are not going to order people to stay in a certain libraries, public services, hospitals, medical centers, university 

place. Freedom of travel, freedom of choice--where you want to branches, community colleges--such things in each of these 

work, where you want to live--are accepted facts. So, let's 
neighborhoods, so that people can live and work and play and 

make that freedom of choice real. 
educate within a reasonable area. 

I'm going to be talking about how we upgrade--modernize--
We're learning that you can do these things. What we're 

rural America. How we build whole new communities that are 
talking about is not new, but government as such has not 

living social entities. How we provide an attraction, for young 
encouraged this. 

people in particular, to remain in communities of 25,000; 50,000; 

100,000 rather than to move to the cities of millions. I think 

it can be done. Government policy alone can have a great effect. 

F mple We Put a n environmental center in what they ... or exa , 

call the Research Triangle down in North Carolina. Look what's 

happened: Suddenly industries come in and a whole new area 

begins building up. 

That's one of the answers. You have to have a counter-magnet 

to strike an urban-rural balance. 

Nevertheless, people are in the big cities, and those cities 

have to be made livable. Now, my concept of the new urban 

America is a major city that becomes a confederation of neighbor-

hoods. In other words, you have to have jobs and people close 
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Q. What is the role of private capital in the rebuilding 

of the center city and the training and hiring of the unemployed, 

and how can business and government work in partnership in this 

enterprise? (American Management Association, June 3, 1968) 

A. I think you have to treat the underdevelo~ed areas of 

America ... with the same kind of philosophy and thinking ... that 

you related to the underdeveloped areas of the world ... 

We guarantee loans to encourage private investment overseas. 

We give technical assistance. And we have gotten away from the 

grant idea. We have what we call the development loan fund. 

Now, I think that most of the capital that we need is in 

the hands of the private entrepreneur, in the hands of private 

finance. 

I want to see that capital tapped, but if I were a banker ... 

or if I were the head of a corporation, ... much as my heart would 

go out to the poor, ... ! have a responsibility to the people that 

invested in that business or put their money in that bank. 

Therefore, if those resources are to be used, in the areas 

of high risk, if they are to be used with people that need 

specialized care and training, there must be some kind of a 

back-up. 

And here is where the Government comes in. 

I want to see developed in this country what I would call a 

National Urban Development Bank, along the lines of the R8construction 
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Finance Corporation, that will work with private industry where 

it needs matching funds from the private resources, to move in 

with massive amounts of capital and technical know-how, into 

the slum areas. 
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Q. could you give us your views on how to apportion the 

direction of federally aided community projects among (l) the 

federal government, (2) state governments, (3) city or county 

governments, (4) neighborhood or constituent groups? 

(National Association for Community Development, 

A. My fundamental philosophy is that community projects 

ought to be run by the communities they affect. America cannot 

hope to solve its urban or proverty problems without the initiative 

and full participation of the people most directly concerned. 

I would give top priority to developing new and imaginative 

ways to achieve this greater degree of community involvement. 

When federal funds are involved, of course, there should be 

broad federal guidelines to govern their expenditure. 

As for intervening levels of government, I am all for their 

full participation and involvement as long as they can contribute 

to getting the job done. At best they can be an excellent source 

of additional funds, guidance--and that vital ingredient in our 

democratic system--political support. 

Occasionally, however, they are fettered by antiquated consti-

tutions and charters, outdated procedures, and an inadequate sense 

of urgency. In these cases, our task must be one of sitting down 

with local and state officials and winning them over as supporters 

of effective anti-poverty community action projects. 

·' ~~ 

16 

Q. Do you have some idea, roughly, of what your program 

for the cities will cost? (U.S. News & World ReFort, May 27, 1968) 

A. No. I don't think anybody does. 

Furthermore, money is not the answer alone. You've got to 

first of all have the planners, the designers, the concept of what 

you want. We haven't even agreed yet in this country as to what 

we want out of our cities. 

We've been going pell-mell. It's a sort of Band-Aid urban 

renewal. We go along, find a blighted spot, and we map out 25 

blocks and say it's an urban-renewal district. Adn so you get 

that planned out. By the time you've gotten the planning funds 

and you're ready to go to work, another neighborhood--maybe 75 

blocks--has become blighted. 

So you see, you have to have a grand design. 

Q. Obviously, this is going to take a lo·t of time-- (Ibid.) 

A. Yes, sir. 

Q. In the meanwhile, are we going to let the cities go up 

in flames? (Ibid.) 

A. No, sir. The first thing you have to understand is the 

necessity of law and order, and you have to be willing to pay the 

price for it--which means adequate police, decentralization into 

neighborhood police forces, integration of police forces, proper 

training in human relations, the massive use of manpower rather 
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than at times the massive use of gun power. You have to act 

quickly, and then you have to offer hope. You've got to be 

willing to let people see that there is some light at the end 

of the tunne 1. 

Q. How ~o you explain this fairly new tendency to riot? (Ibid.) 

A. You just have to remember that people now know that 

there is a better life available, that television and magazines 

and the like have made people understand that. The rising 

expectations are here, and therefore law enforcement today has 

to be coupled with the hope of social justice--and not only the 

hope, but some progress. And that's why we've got to work on 

these jobs for kids--good jobs, and training and education. 
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Q. What do you view as our present objective of the conflict 

in Viet Nam and the Paris talks? 

Monitor, June 24, 1968) 

(Interview, Christian Science 

A. My objective--and it is also the President's objective--

is a peaceful political--as opposed to a military--settlement in 

Vietnam. That is what we are seeking right now in Paris. 

I favor-and the President favors--an immediate cease-fire 1n 

Vietnam so the killing will stop--now. Hanoi won't agree. So 

the Paris discussions must go on in the environment of psycholo­

gical and military pressure which has become so much a standard 

Communist negotiating pattern. 

I hope that the American people will have the patience and 

tenacity to withstand that pressure and to support Ambassador 

Averell Harriman and Cyrus Vance in Paris--no matter how long 

their efforts may take--and it may take a long time. 

Now, one day that war will end. When it is over, I hope we 

will have learned some lessons from it--as I hope other nations 

will have learned. 

The biggest lesson is that, 1n this nuclear age, war is simply 

no longer an acceptable means of attaining political ends. I hope 

all nations may learn that the power of reason and accommodation 

will have to replace the use of force. 
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Q. Have you ever had doubts about the war? (Interview, 

Christian Science Monitor, June 24, 1968) 

A. Vietnam has been tragic. Every American, not the least 

President Johnson, has had anguish and doubt about that war. 

This nation has been trapped by events of past history with 

which we had little to do, but which compelled us to play a role 

in Vietnam lest we find ourselves playing an even larger and more 

dangerous role in a wider area. 

I have taken part in the policy discussions on Vietnam. I 

can tell you that the policy options have never left much room 

for maneuver. Nor has there been, until recently, any response 

by Hanoi which indicated any willingness whatever to come to the 

conference table. 

Now when we have that chance, I do not intend to say anything 

which might jeopardize it. I could not as Vice President, and I 

would not as a private citizen. 

Q. But what about your role in those policy discussions? (Ibid.) 

A. LMfy views in those discussions have not always been 

identical with the final decisions taken~ But that is equally 

true of all the regular participants in these discussions. This 

is inevitable. I have, however, as have the other participants, 

abided by those decisions. 

Q. What do you see as the long-range picture in Southeast Asia 

after Vietnam? (Ibid.) 
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A. After a political settlement has been achieved--and I . 

believe it finally can be--I look toward the time that all 

the nations of the area might join together, without respect 

to ideology, to meet the human needs of their citizens. We 

should help. 

I believe we should actively build peaceful bridges to 

Communist China--even if they are first rebuffed--in an effort 

to draw the Chinese people out of their unhealthy isolation. 

Beyond this, affecting Southeast Asia, but also other areas 

of the world, I believe we must be careful to shun any instinct 

to become a policeman. That means giving urgent priority to 

helping build international and regional organizations with a 

capacity for peacekeeping as well as peaceful development. 

And, on an even more basic level, I believe we must give 

active leadership in a worldwide effort to reduce armament 

expenditures and to re-allocate resources to the work of 

develorment. 

Finally, I think it is important--and here I am at variance 

with others--that we do regard Southeast Asia as important to our 

security. I have been there. To abdicate our responsibilities 

there would, I believe, be an open invitation for the same kind 

of trouble we have had to meet in Vietnam. 

The lesson of Vietnam is not that we should pull out and 

abandon our role in an important part of the world. It is that 
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we should more clearly think out, define, and play that role 

before future Vietnams can happen. 
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Q. Do you think the United States can afford another Vietnam, 

can afford to send troops to counter another Communist-backed 

insurgency in a country of southeast Asia, Africa or Latin Amer~ca? 

(Meet the Press, April 28, 1968) 

A. I think you have to judge that on the basis of what seems 

to be your own national interest and your own national security. 

I think it would be a very unfortunate thing if a man who seeks 

to be President of the United States were to tell the Communist 

world that they could go willy-nilly, without any regard as to 

what America would do with its strength .... 

I think there is a danger of over-commitment, but I also 

think there is a great danger 1n being unwilling to commit anything. 

The use of power influences decision, but the absence of the use 

of power also influences events. 
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Q. You speak of building bridges to Communist China in the 
l 'th We know that the government in Peking is anything a mono 1 •••• 

post-Vietnam period. How can we build bridges to such a hostile, 
but friendly and conducive to this kind of thinking. But 

aggressive country, and what should be the American posture with 
governments come and governments go. Who could ever have 

respect to the communist world? (University of Mississippi, 
predicted what has happened in Czechoslovakia? ... in the 

April 25, 1968) 
Soviet Union? ... in Rumania? ... 

A. Lb(et me use the analogy of history. 
I submit that time erodes even the worst of these institutions. 

I think it is fair to say that in the immediate postwar 
And it is our job to use that time ... 

period, the Stalinist Government of the Soviet Union was not 
I think that in the contest of ideas, that we have no reason 

very peaceful. It . was very imperialistic. It was very militant. 
to fear which idea will prevail. I know we have no reason at 

But nevertheless, your Government pursued the policy on the one 
all .... 

hand of containment ... but on the other hand, it sought every con-
There is today in China a revolution. We know very little 

ceivable way to build bridges of better understanding and 
about it. It is our job, as people in government and in this 

communication with the Soviet Union, and particularly its people, 
economy, to try to find ways and means, once again, of establish-

through the Cultural Exchange Program, through the Radio Free 
ing contact with a great people, the Chinese people, who, 20 

Europe, through our programs of culture and science and technology. 
years ago, were great friends of the United States. The 

And it has taken us almost 20 years to make the progress we have 
children of those families have been taught to hate the United 

made today. 
States. 

There isn't any doubt but that the central power of communism 
/ I think/we ought to try to contact those children; we ought 

in Europe today is Moscow. But there is equally no doubt that 
to do everything we can; we ought to be as ingenious as we can, 

the so-called communist monolith has been fractured, that that spirit 
to try to repair that imbalance. That is what I mean by building 

of emancipation and nationalism and of freedom which the communist 
bridges. Trade, cultural exchanges, scientists, journalists, 

police state thought it could submerge has broken through. It is 
writers, actors, drama people. We can do it, and we had better 

like a seed that seems to break out of the rock , and to flower .... 
make u~ our minds to get it done. 

Now, let's take a look at Asia. Peking is the center of the 

most militant form of Asian communism .... But Asian communism is 
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We are either going to learn to live with them, or some 

of us are going to die with them. And I am for living. 

26 

Q. What do you think generally of the role of today's 

youth in the present times of turbulence and social change? 

(Unive r sity of Maine, May 17, 1968) 

A. How many people in this audience know that last year 

400,000 university students gave freely of their time in 

charity work to the inner-city youth? ... ~is is another instance 

of what I call the volunteer generation. You generally hear 

about some of the things that are not too good. There isn't 

a person of my age in this room or any place else that can 

match what this generation of young people is doing in terms of 

community service and social concern. It has been students who 

helped ... break the back of segregation and discrimination. 

There are thousands of students today who are working at 

neighborhood youth centers .... You still have a lot of work to 

do, and I hope that if you feel that y ou have to protest you 

will go out and find somebody you can help, somebody who needs a 

little guidance and attention, some kid that never had a break, 

someone who should be encouraged to stay in school instead of 

being a drop-out, find some place you can go to work to help 

even the scales of justice a little bit and help us mak e sure this 

country is not two societies, black and white, separate and 

unequal. Help us make this country what it ought to be and what 

you and I want it to be--a united country, a united country in 

spirit, not necessarily ln every word, not necessarily in every 

thought, but in spirit, a united country that is dedicated to 

human betterment. 
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Q. Do you see reason to be optimistic about the future Q. If you were President, what would be your first priorities? 

of this country? (Interview, Christian Science Monitor, April 16, 1968) (Interview, Christian Science Monitor, June 24, 1968) 

A. It takes a lot of will to do a lot of things. I don't A. The relaxation of tensions and emphasis on reconciliation 

think we are drifting. We have been buffeted. But we have not and peaceful social /and/ economic development. That goes for 

as yet lost our sense of direction. There is a very definite the world, and for our own country .... 

sense of direction .... The civil rights movement, business com- So-called civilized society has been around for a long time. 

munity, churches, college presidents, joined in getting the It never will be truly civilized until nations, and people, 

Civil Rights Bil1 .... The House passed the recent Civil Rights stop building fences, stop stocking weapons, stop settling their 

Bill after it had been languishing for weeks. This is an ex~res- disputes by force. 

sion of American will. We sell ourselves short. We ought not to. I 've gone through l'f b d d 'th · · l e ran e as el er an lmpatlent young 

We expose our weaknesses, and maybe this is a sign of our health. man or a visionary .... I mean to put that ±mpatience and that 

Only the strong dare to discuss their weaknesses. vision together. And that means getting down to the hard work, 

right now, with the Soviet Union and, in the future, Communist 

China, of reducing the tensions that increasingly take our 

resources for the wrong things .... 

And we have to do the same thing right here in America--I 

mean getting down to the things that really count. I reject 

the notion that we have to be two nations, black and white--or 

two nations, North and South--or two nations, rich and poor. No 

responsible person wants that. There is a vast, silent group of 

Americans--a majority of many millions--that wants to make this 

country work, that wants safety and equal rights for everyone, 

that bears no ill will against other Americans. 

I think this silent America--an America still unaroused--can 

be aroused. I mean to try. That is why I went to the Poor 
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People's March--to build bridges, to show fortunate Americans 

that many of the claims of the poor are legitimate, and to show 

the poor that they are not shut off from the leadership of this 

nation , that the democratic system can work. 

So I would set to work, on my very first day in office, to 

pull this country together, and then, to see if we couldn't 

pull the world a little closer back to sanity and peace. 

30 

Q. If you were elected President, could the country expect 

a continuation of the trends and policies that we have known in 

the Johnson Administration ? (U.S. News & World Report, May L7, 1968) 

A. If a man is elected President, he puts hiw own imprint 

upon the country , upon the office that he occupies, and upon 

the policies that he enunciates and pursues. 

There is in this country a degree of continuity. I have 

served in the Kennedy-Johnson Administration as majority whip 

in the Senate and in the Johnson-Humphrey Administration as Vice 

President. The policies that we pursued, in the main, have had 

my act ive support, but I do not say that they are the alpha and 

omega. They are not Holy Writ. We would build on those policies. 

We would judge them and evaluate them .... 

The task of a President is to lead, and to lead means to 

persuade, to mobilize. It means that you get others to come 

with you, to stand in a front-line phalanx that moves ahead. 

(National Press Club, June 20, 1968) 

If I am permitted to be President of the United States, I 

intend to be President. I've noticed that most Presidents are 

just that. They really don't take orders from Vice Presidents 

or from anybody else. 

And if I have the opportunity to lead this country, there 

will be my ideas as I glean them also from others, as I tap 
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Last week I spoke to you about one of the campaign's 

major issues: how to achieve peace in Viet Nam. 

I spelled out my views on how I would proceed if a cease 

fire · and fruitful negotiations had not been achieved when I 

assumed the Presidency on January 20, 1969. 

I x~ERRR~ spelled out how I would stop the bombing as 

a step toward peace -- a risk fully within our national interest-­

and I laid down my proposals for a cease-fire, for de-American­

ization of the war, and for free elections in South Viet Nam with 

·all factions ~xxkxx participating. 

Tonight I want to talk with you frankly about the second 

major issue of the campaign -- one that ha.s yet to be discussed 

openly and honestly -- the issue of crime ·and the black problem. 

My record~Nx and my credentials on the issue of civil 

rights are well-xnown. All my life I have fought to assure 

every American the right to make the most he can of himself. 

Standing proudly on this record, I am ready for some 

straight talk tonight -- to whites and blacks alike -- on this 

~ensitive, even explosive, subject. 

Today more people are earning more money and living more 

comfortably than ever before in American history. 

Unemployment is at a 15 year low. 

Per-capita $ncome is at an all-time high. 

Record numbers of young Americans are attending college 

and their futures never looked brighter. 

Our older citizens have the security of medicare. 

Yet, in this time of unprecedented prosperity and domestic 

progress, Americans are gripped by a deep sense of fear and 

anxiety over the ·question of crime and violence. 

/ 
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Husbands ~X¥XR worry over the safety of their wives 

and childrenxx. 

Mothers are afraid to leave kheir homes after dark --

or to take their children to public parks during the day. 

Families fear for the security of their homes and 

neighborhoods. 

I understand these fears about crime and personal safety. 

And I know that the next President must do everything in his 

power to fight crime and vblence -- and to bring about a new 

sense of personal security so that families may live in safety 
I ' 

and enjoy fully the rewards of their labors. 
I 

For many white Americans, the source of their deep 

persona! anxiety is fear of black Americans. 

In their mind most street muggings and assaults are 

commmtted by blacks. 

They hear the black e x tremrests like Rap Brown or Stokely 

Carmichael preaching violence and hate. 

They see on TV or in their newspapers the lurid accounts . 

of riots, fire-bombing and sniping in the black neighborho·ods ~ 

of our £ities. 

It is this growing fear of crime and violence -- especially 

concern for one's personal safety-- combined with the fear of 

black XXM Americans that has become the overriding, but until 

now, the largely unstated domestic issue of this campaign. 

Above all else, a candidate for President must be honest 

with the American people. And the American people must be 

equally honest with themselves. 

J - i 
I 
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You must squarely face the question: What do you want done? 

I . don't think many white Americans seriously advocate taking all 

black citizens and sending them back to Africa or rounding them up 

and putting them in concentration camps. 

Most white Americans are decent, fair-minded people who are 

quite willing to give everyone a fair chance to succeed in life. 

But today many of these same fair-minded people -- people who 

supported recent civil rights legislation to end two centuries 

of discrimination -- are fearful of crime and fearful of blacks. 

And the result is fear, tension, frustration and violence. 

Let's keep on being honest with ourselves. The city of 

for example, has a Negro population of approximately 

• Of this number, about blacks have ----------------
never been inside a jail. In other words, about percent of 

just as you and I are. them ·are law-abiding citizens 

More than that, about 

never received a welfare check. 

percent of those Negroes have 

There are, however, about _________ who carry guns, knives, 

and other weapons. They have broken the law -- committed 

robberies, assaults and other criminal acts. 

So it is these not the , who must be 
· :t 

brought to justice. This pattern is repeated in city after city 

across this nation. 

One additional fact: The law-abiding majority of the blacks 

are just as anxious as anybody for better law enforcement. They 

should be FBI figures 

show that Negro citizens are the principal victims of crimes committed 

by Negro law breakers. 
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And they don't like black radicals -- the Carmichaels and 

Rap Browns -- any more than you and I do. Because they know those 
men would start riots -- and the first homes burned and the first 
stores looted would be Negro homes and Negro stores. 

Honesty_also compels one more comment: Much of the recent 
increase in crime has occurred outside predominantly Negro 

neighborhoods. Suburban crime, for example, is sharply on . the 

increase -- and here the criminals have often turned out to be 

white teenagers, many from homes and backgrounds where poverty or 
lack of education are unknown. 

·. We must be honest with ourselves -- both as to the fears which 
grip many Americans today -- and as to the real sources of crime 
and violence- in America. 

Only if we face facts can we hope to get results. 

My two principal opponents in this campaign have played heavily 
on the issue of crime and the black problem. 

The third party candidate, George Corley Wallace -- until he 
chose General Curtis LeMay for his Vice-Presidential candidate,. and 
thus raised the public's concern over nuclear war 

little else but crime and the black problem. 

had talked of 

George Wallac~ has appealed directly to these fears and emotipns 
felt by so many of our white citizens. He has said he would t~ke 

care of criminals and law-breakers. But he has never told us how 
except to hint that he would run over them with a car. 

I have already spoken out against these tactics of George 
Ber~ reject t~ Wallace -- and I intend to keep speaking ou:;1L~~ t ~r extremlsm 

represents just as firmly as I reject the leftist extremism of 

he 

the 
carmichaels and Rap Browns. And I am confident that most Americans 
reject them too. 

George Wallace governed a state with the highest murder rate 

in the nation; a state that ranked, according to the FBI, number 
in aggravated assaults. Could you trust him to make good on his 
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boasts and promises? 

My Republican opponent, Richard Nixon, has followed much 

the same course as George Wallace, although he has used more careful 

language. In the North he has mentioned the need for social 

justice as well as law and order. But in Strom Thurmond's South, 

he speaks very softly, if at all, of social justice. And he too 

has refused to face up to the more difficult task of telling the 

American people how he intends to make our streets safe and our 

neighborhoods secure. 

Last week, for example, he released a statement on crime. It 

contained four major recommendations. 

Mr. Nixon's advisors forgot to tell hi~ that three of his 

recommendations -- a "cabinet-level council" to coordinate Federal 

policy on the control and prevention of crime, a National Coordinating 

Center, and a National Academy of La~ Enforcement -- were already 

part of the Federal Government's program to fight crime. 

The only new recommendation made by Mr. Nixon 7- the only 

recommendation he had not copied from existing programs -- was to 

suggest a series of nationwide town hall conferences on crime 

prevention. 
·~ 

This sounds like either a call for the vigilantes or for more 

talk about crime. 

America doesn't need either one. The time for talking is 

over --we need action. And we don't need vigilantes. We need 

more resources in the fight against crime. 

And on this Mr. Nixon stands as silent as he stands on how he wou: 

get peace in Vietnam. 
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l No:: hoi·J do I propose to fight crime and prevent 

crime in this country? 

Soon after I was e elected mayor of 

runneapolis 1~~ I came to vlashington 

to ask the advice of J , Edgar Hoover about 

c leaning up rrJ .-1inneapolis--a city gripped by a. 

wave of organized crime , 

Mr . Hoover gave me some good advice--get the 

best man you can for police chief and then give him 

all the support he needs . 

I follo 'tred his recornmendation for chief and I \·rent 

back to Minneapolis to get the people behind him . 

I rode around the city at night in patrol cars 
L when they closed down 

with our police officers , ~ ~ vrent i·ri th biemf'H.tl!JX == .. 

gambling houses and illegal bars v.rhose operators had 
off 

ah.rays been a.b le to buy s:rorll!imPJ.rs. somebody . ~ 

:t 
I doubled police salaries--and~ told the officers 

I expected firsi-cl~ss work at all times . 
·~ 

We didn't finish the job overnight . It wasn ' t easy . 

I was even shot at twice by hoodlums who didn't appreci at e 

the heat . 

But \ve ran the 

we laid the ~~~ foundations for a decent city for 

all 

the 

people--an9 I ' m still pr~ud of ~his retcord . ·L 
(\ .1. 4 h.•~~-~~ ~ ,~.-\,_,( '-'- .__.__"""·rJ2 1.:..-l (,w_ I l\ }---<-- rv..~,..__.-1.. ~ 

I,~nten c to---dO.-the... same_.thing- ap, President of 

United States. 1--:i:-J:rt-end-t·o..::g-e~e.sults,. 

! 
I 

I 

"" / 



1 

,. 
I 

1 
I 

But I also intend to be honest. No President 

~a~RxaXXXN~±oo~~ ~ 
can promise that crime \·rill be ended. It m never has 

been. But. crime can be J reduced l~eatly) by the sv.Ji ft, 
~ 

sure and equal administration of ~~ criminal 

justice. 

Criminal justice is a three-step justice. It 

begins with the police. It proceeds with the courts. 

It ends--if the defendent is guilty--in prison. 
poli cema.n ' 

First, your local ~~lii nee,d help desparately. 

We give these brave men one of the most important jobs 

in society. Then we.pay them on the average of two-thirds 

of what is necessary to support a family in moderate 

circumstances. 

As my first act as President of the -United 

States, I intend to re-allocate the necess ary funds 

--estimated to be approxiraa tely $300 million- · ... to . 
-~ 

bring police salaries up to the FBI level. I think 

this is the most direct and effective way to demonstrate 

to every American that a Humphrey-~ uskie Administration 

means business. 

Y~~r local poli ce ne ed better professional training . 
--=:::::--' 

Here the Federal Government has ~~ made a start, but 

more must be done . 

/ 
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Your local police need better technical equipment 

such as automatic fingerprint identification systems , 

~-®- radio and ~u other communication eouipment , 

especially for foot patrolmen , and fast computerized 

information systems , 

As President , I will direct the federal government 

to help local police forces acquire this equipment. 

Second , we have our courts , We hear from some 

that they are the causes of crime , .. or that they 

c ondone it. 

Let's face the truth . Whe re our courts fail , 

they do so primarily ~~ for one reason: they are ' 

understaffed , overworked and overcrowded . 

In some cities two years pass before an arraigned 

man is brought to trial . Some of these people 

are dangerous criminals kNJ;~~~-®x and 0·w\-f ~ \y ·. should be brought to justice . If the courts could A 

handle their work load , they would be . 

The federal government can help--and at modest 

cost--by helping~ lavr y- schools trq.in more 

prosecutors , public de fenders , and other court officer-s 

and by advising local courts on the use of modern 

computerized enuipment . 

Third, prisons . 

1:.Jheri 75 peraent of all people arrested prove to 

be repeaters ,~ these ins titutions are not providing 

, .. / 
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adequate correction. 

Too often our prisons provide only custody, 

not rehabilitation. 

Too often, they are not institutions designed to 

help as many prisoners as possible and to protect 
~ 

society gx against the rest--not institutions to 

provide work and education--but merely schools for 

crime . 

As President, I would propose that the Federal 

Government provide assistance to our state and ,----
local correctional if<~-M institutions. He can ~ 

-w·:tn rehabilitate those offenders ·who can return to 
________.... ______.., 

society to lead F~~. ~x productive ~~ lives ~ree 
f 

~ttt (!t> 141:ti' . And we \·Till protect the ~ public 
.------- n . 

from those \'le cannot o.ur-.~ N c.~~- ,.. 

I would also expand the Federal Government 's 

attack on organized crime. The active participation 

of business and labor--increasingly the target of 

organized crime--must be enlisted in halting the · ~ 

growing influence of this pervasive form of crime in 

America. 

~, F~dera~ state
1 

and local agencies must be 

organized in a massive effort to stop the drug traffic 

in this country. 

This means an incre ase in enforcement personnel . 

<l ' J 
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It means a large scale program for treating 

drug addition and for rehabilitating the victimjs of / 

addiction onc e t he habit is broken . 

Finally , rioting in American cities must end . 

If there is looting and burning , xowxM•.iitRJ&ew~ 

it must be t -reated- and punished according to the la\..;s 
1~0 

a.gains t &e~-lifl£':; and arson . 

As President, I would provide additional 

training for National Guard units in riot control, 

te am1·;ork and planning . 

I would maintain small , highly=trained National 

Guard riot control units on ~ continual alert , 

for short-term serviCe in any community . 

And I would stand ready to respond to any 

legitimate call from states or cities for military 

manpoer in the event of massive disorders . 

These are the specific actions I would 

take as President to he~p us build a society 

of order and justice. 

· ~ 

I think there is in the American people enough 

co urage to resist appeals to fear--enough compassion 

to rejct repression--and enough wisdom to ignore 
_ __.., 

t he ~w demagogues . 

"""-Ame rica has serious problemsGV But ~e America 

) 
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has millions of decent people , white and black , 

millions of decent young sters , mi llions of people who 

want to live together in peace and reconciliation 

i n the land we love . 

It is to those million that I appeal . 

It is in them I put my faith . 

Crime is not a black problem ..• or a white 
(->!: 

problem~ . Crime is an American problem -~ to 
Q-9-Q... c---

be solved by the «~ American people . 
A 

We have laws--and if I am President they will 

be enforced . 

We need order--and if I am President we will have 

order . 

And \•Te need;\ liberty--and if I am President v:e 

wi 11 haves;; liberty too . 

The great work of civilization has always been 

t o maintain order in society and at the same time 

~ safeguard individual liberty . 
. ~ 

Hhat is at stake in. this R~t'l Presidential 
· ~ 

e lection is the quality of American life for years to 

c ome . 

It is the greatest political system on earth . 

It is the noblest freest social system yet devised ~ 

If ~ 
of bigotry and fear prevail, the ~~ voices 

we c an lose everythj_ng we havelaborec~ so hard to build. 

J . ' 
\ 
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I can offer you no easy solutions .. There are none. 

I offer you no hiding place , There is none, 

I can offer you only this--my credo--the words 

of that great American patriot 1Jathan Hale : 

"I am only one but I an: one . I cannot do everything 

but I can do something . And what I can do , that I 

ought to do , And what I ought to do , by the 

grace of God , I sa shall do . " 

Thank you and good night , 

- i 

J -· . 
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NOTES 

ACKLEY-SCHULTZE RECEPTION 

-Gardner Ackley and Charlie Schultze, now that you are leaving 

us, 1- am telling all my friends that the nation is in your debt -- not ours. 

I don •t know whether the New Economics wi II prove as "dismaP' 

as the old, but it is just as thankless. 

This morning I asked a friend of mine in the Congress what he 

thought of Charlie Schultze. He said: 'He just can't cut a budget. 

What's worse, he was against my rivers-and-harbors project." 

. ' 

-2-

At lunch I asked a labor-leader friend about Gardner Ackley. 

He said: "He can take his guideposts ..•. '' Needless to say, I 

assured him, Gardner, that you had. 

Now it was your job to please all of the people all of the time, 

and let me tell you frankly that you .have both been dismal failures 

in that regard. 

* * * 

.... . 

l· 

, . 
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More seriously, we are here tonight to thank and pay tribute 

to you both for trying to find the right answers, for finding a great 

many, and for not being afraid to say you didn 'f have them all. 

Together you have helped give this country a new notion of 

prosperity, and new opportunities to meet its responsibilities at 

home and abroad. 

-4-

know we can count on both of you for guidance in the 

future as we seek to apply that prosperity and seize those opportunities 

for the betterment of mankind. 

# # # 

"1 



HUMPHREY SPEAKER'S KIT 

ORDER AND JUSTICE 

The title of this talk is important. It is "Order and Justice" 

--not "Law and Order." 

That may seem a silly thing to argue about, but in a real way 

it cuts to the heart of this election. The choice this year is be-

tween a campaign of empty appeals to fear and prejudice and a cam-

paign of constructive proposals for action in the name of Justice. 

Richard Nixon has admitted publicly that in many quarters "law 

and order" has become a code phrase for low-keyed racist appeals. 

Yet it remains the central theme of the Republican--as well as the 

Wallace--campaign. 

And it has become the special favorite of the Republican Vice 

Presidential nominee--over the public protest of his party's sole 

major Negro figure, Senator Brooke of Massachusetts. 

This theme of fear, with its clear but unstated undertone of 

repression and control of the black minority is the product of the 
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Republican Party's compact with extremism and reaction. This com-

pact was signed in full view of the American people in Miami Beach, 

when the party's reactionary and segregationist elements--led by 

Strom Thurmond--dictated the choice of a nominee and a strategy. 

Fear--as Mr. Nixon well knows--is an easy product to sell. 

But let us examine this campaign of fear and put it in perspective 

with some facts. 

We hear a lot from Mr. Nixon about the increase in crime rates 

since 1961, when President Kennedy took office. The clever implica-

tion--never fully stated--is that the Democrats are responsible for 

this development, or have condoned . it. 

The "new" Nixon then tells us in hushed, dramatic tones of 

law-abiding American citizens afraid to walk the streets at night. 

The Republicans, we are told, will set all this straight; safety 

and snug security will return to the streets and homes of America 

if only Nixon is in the White House. 

Such is the campaign of fear. The facts, however, cut both 
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ways. Crime control is, as we all know, primarily a local and 

state responsibilty. Yet in the five states which have had Repub-

lican governors continuously since 1960, the amount of crime has 

risen 170 per cent--more than twice the national average. Of the 

15 states with the highest crime rates in 1967, 13 had Republican 

governors. Governor Agnew's Maryland had by far the highest rate of 

violent crime in the country in 1967, and violent crime rose 52.5 

per cent during his first year in office. And the highest murder 

rate in the country is found in George Wallace's Alabama. 

These figures do not, of course, indicate that Republicans 

are "soft on crime." The only thing they prove is that crime is 

entirely nonpartisan. Crime is not committed by governors or legis-

lators, Presidents or parties. 

Nor is it committed by judges. Demagogic attacks on our courts 

and on individual Supreme Court Justices constitute a strange way 

to encourage respect for the law . More important, they are based 

upon a complete distortion of the facts. 
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The Supreme Court has not "handcuffed" the police; it has upheld 

"stop and frisk" practices, limited electronic surveillance, photo-

graph and fingerprint identifications, blood tests, fairly conducted 

interrogations, and other means of combating crime. It has merely 

decided to affirm the clear mandate of fairness in our Bill of 

Rights, and to give to all Americans some of the means to defend 

themselves which rich and powerful defendants have always enjoyed. 

The FBI has for years been operating under the rules which the 

Court has now imposed on all law enforcement agencies, and the FBI 

remains our most effective weapon against crime. 

Mr. Nixon and Mr. Wallace seek to inflame and exploit the fear 

of violent attack on the street. But almost three-fourths of the 

violent crimes in this country are committed by persons known to the 

victims. They are not the work of marauding bands of outlaws; they 

are the product of personal passions and tensions, unleashed in 

part by the frustration and desperation of people chained to poverty 

and slums. 
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What solutions do the merchants of fear o£f er to the problem 

of crime? They do not offer hard analysis or concrete programs to 

control crime or to eliminate its causes. They offer changes in 

the personnel of the Supreme Court. And they offer tough talk. But 

tough talk without hard thought leads only to repressive, police-state 

methods. 

What do Hubert Humphrey and the Democrats offer? Hubert Hum-

phrey has presented a specific, carefully thought-out, 86-point crime 

control program. 

First, Humphrey offers support and assistance to state and local 

law enforcement agencies--real support in the form of money. Our 

police are handcuffed, all right, but not by Supreme Court decisions. 

They are handcuffed by a crippling shortage of manpower, by low 

salaries, by a lack of training, by the desperate need for modern 

scientific equipment, by a lack of cooperative mechanisms for the 

collection and exchange of law enforcement information. We ask our 

police to perform society's most dangerous tasks, without the necess-
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ary technical and human assistance. And we ask them to do it on an 

average salary which provides only two-thirds of what an average 

family needs to live modestly. 

Where do the Republicans stand? They crippled every provision 

in the federal Crime Control Act of 1968 for grants to states and 

localities for these purposes. 

The Democrats offer financial and research assistance to local 

criminal courts, struggling under staggering backlogs which delay 

trials, dilute the quality of justice and waste the valuable time 

of police officers, among others. 

Where do the Republicans stand? They attack court decisions, 

instead of attacking the problems of the courts. 

The Democrats offer financial and research assistance to states 

and localities to improve penal systems, to help rehabilitate offen-

ders and to hire badly needed parole officers. Violent crime is 

largely the work of repeaters; our correctional systems are failures; 

our prisons are really schools for crime. 
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Where do the Republicans stand? They cry out only for stiffer 

sentences--and nothing more. 

The Democrats offer strict gun control laws, to cut down on the 

thousands of murders, suicides, robberies and street crimes which 

could never take place if guns were not freely available to even 

the most tragically unstable members of society. An American dies 

of gunshot wounds every 30 minutes, and most of the policemen killed 

in action are murdered with guns. 

Where do the Republicans stand? They have consistently led the 

opposition which has stifled effective gun control action in Congress. 

The Democrats offer a vigorous assault on organized crime, a 

multi-billion dollar business which bilks the poor and "leans on" the 

honest businessman. In fiscal 1967 the Justice Department obtained 

1,166 indictments against accused gangsters, and the pace of the 

attack has been stepped up for 1968. 

Where do the Republicans stand? They have viciously attacked 

the Attorney General, but in 1960 under the last Republican Attorney 
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General, a total of only 16 organized crime indictments were brought. 

Most important of all, the Democrats offer a total national 

commitment to social justice. 

Hubert Humphrey and the Democratic Party have pledged to mobilize 

the financial, technical and human resources of this nation to eli-

minate the discrimination, poverty, hunger and illiteracy which breed 

despair. And Despair ln the midst of abundance is the seedbed of 

bitterness, violence and crime. 

The Democrats have been honest with t he American people. They 

have said that this commitment is a big and expensive one, but that 

it is one we cannot afford to refuse. 

Where do the Republicans stand. They have voted against every 

program, from Model Cities to rat control, designed to alleviate 

blight and despair in our cities. Richard Nixon rejects the expen-

ditures necessary to achieve social justice. His party has even 

led the fight to cut funds from Project Head Start. 

Of course Democrats are for firm and fair enforcement of the 
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law. But we do not believe that the way to achieve it is to join 

forces with those who for years preached open defiance of the law 

of the land in the name of racial segregation. 

We know--and you know--that true order will not be established 

until the achievement of social justice gives every American a stake 

in the preservation of this society. 

Hubert Humphrey is running for President, not for policechief. 

That is why our campaign is about "Order and Justice." 

"Order and Justice" is not for Hubert Humphrey a new slogan 

thought up to exploit a national mood and win an election. It is 

the theme of a political lifetime. 

When Hubert Humphrey became Mayor of Minneapolis, it was one 

of the crime capitals of the nation. He did not run for office by 

exploiting the fears of the people. He campaigned for office on a 

platform of racial equality, and as Mayor he established a Human 

Relations Council, a Fair Employment Practices Commission, and 

councils to promote police-community relations. 
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He also worked day and night with his police for firm, fair 

law enforcement, and doubled the salaries of his policemen. He drove 

the gangsters out, and when he left office, Minneapolis enjoyed inter-

racial harmony. 

Where was Richard Nixon during the 1940s and 1950s, when his 

party was cutting taxes and smothering Democratic attempts to face 

up to this nation's social responsibilities? He was out leading 

another campaign of fear, in which thousands of loyal Americans were 

tarred with the brush of communism and subversion. The only "new" 

thing about the "new Nixon" is that he has found a new fear to exploit, 

Where was Hubert Humphrey during those years? He was in the 

United States Senate, pressing for legislation on civil rights, hou-

sing, education, food stamps, and a whole host of other measures to 

open the doors of opportunity in this country to all Americans. 

Hard work is not very dramatic. And it is not as easy as the 

exploitation of public fear. But this country and the Democratic 

Party have faced down the merchants of fear before. 
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A fearful, defensive nation can only turn inward upon itself 

and tear itself apart--the question is only one of time. Such a 

course goes against the grain of the American people. 

Courage, compassion and commitment are needed--on the part of 

the voters as well as the leaders. If I know the American people, 

they are not ready to give in to the darkness of fear. They stand 

ready to carry on the fight for justice. 
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HUMPHREY -NIXON CAMPAIGN 

I want to get down now to the nitty- gritty of what this election 

is all about. 

Some of us are Democrats. Others of us are Republicans. 

All of us are Arne ricans. When we go into the voting booth every four years, 

we confront for an instant in nonpartisan solitude the ultimate question 

of who shall be the next President of the United States. 

Choosing a President is always serious business, and that 

is perhaps why election-year speakers uniformly paint a picture of unique 

national crisis. Sadly for this nation, however, the crisis we face today 

is not unique in our history. 

Ever since our white ancestors brought the first boatload of 

our black ancestors to these shores in chains, we have been forced 

periodically to decide whether we are one people, or wrrether we are 

divided--North and South, black and white, rich and poor. 
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Our answer to that question has always been, ultimately, 

the same. In 1860, America placed its trust and hope in a man who 

declared that "a House divided against itself cannot stand." Abraham 

Lincoln stood like a tower of patience and wisdom, "with firmness in the 

right as God [gave him] to see the right". This country decided, in a 

bitter and bloody civil war, that it was to be "one nation, indivisible, 

w:it:h liberty and justice for all. " 

Like the America of 1860, the America of 19.68 cannot escape 

from the repeated question of our national heritage. And as we choose a 

President in 1968, we would do well to reflect upon the qualities of the 

man we chose in 1860. 

Imagine, if you can, an Abraham Lincoln refurbished with a 

"new image" every four years. Picture, if you are able, Abraham 

Lincoln escorted to the podium to accept his party 1s nomination by Strom 

Thurmond--the only major racist candidate for President before George 

Wallace. 
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What would the first and greatest of Republican Presidents 

think today of his party's "Southern Strategy, " of its open wooing of the 

Wallaceites ? How '\m uld this great man, who governed "wl:h malice 

toward none, with charity for all," view the empty, repressive campaign 

of fear being waged by his party's candidates in the name of "law and order"--

a phrase admitted by Mr. Nixon to be a code word for racist appeals--

a phrase which Mr. Ag1mw has stubbornly refused to drop--a phrase in which 

there is no room for the justice delayed and denied since Mr. Lincoln's 

time? 

The question is not whether Mr. Nixon is personally a racist. 

He is not. The question is--where does Mr. Nixon stand on this question 

of justice for all Americans? 

Are we to believe the Richard Nixon who said in 1952--before 

the invention of the Southern Strategy-- "if a State did not adopt a system 

which did provide equal opportunities and equal facilities, then the federal 
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government in that instance w ould deny federal aid. I recognize that this 

involves an element of federal control, but I believe that this control is 

essential •... 11 ? 

Or are we to believe the Richard Nixon who told a Southern 

television hook-up in 1968--while going for the Wallace vote--that while 

he agrees with the school desegregation decision of 1954, local Southern 

school boards which have defied it for years should be free of federal 

influence, and that denying federal funds to enforce the constitutional 

mandate of desegregation is a 11dangerous 11 course? 

Is it so difficult to imagine Abraham Lincoln asking the 1948 

Democratic convention- -as Hubert Humphrey did- -to get out of the 

shadow of states 1 rights and walk forthrightly into the bright sunshine of 

human rights . 11 

No one has ever had to guess where Hubert Humphrey stands on the 

central issue of our times--not since he first ran for local office on a 

platform of racial equality and arrived in the United States Senate with a 
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pocketful of civil rights bills in 1948. 

There is no hidden meaning or negative connotation to Humphrey's 

campaign slogan-- "order and justice." He does not seek to ride a crest 

of fear to the pinnacle of power. He continues his lifelong appeal to the 

courage and compassion of the American people. 

He faces the problem of crime and offers a strong program of -

specific crime control measures. But he has made it crystal clear ·that 

we cannot achieve true order in this country until we achieve true social 

justice. He has told us that we cannot be one people until we create equal 

opportunity for all, and that the job will be difficult and expensive. Ani he 

has told us forthrightly that if we refuse that commitment, we cannot hope 

to preserve our heritage of liberty. 

This contrast between the candidates is not confined to the problem 

of human rights and ~qual opportunity; it extends along the entire spectrum 

of public interest. 
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Are we to believe the Richard Nixon who declared in the 1950 1 s 

that the Republican Party "would lose its self-respect and right to exist 

if it ever compromised on this basic is sue of human rights" or the one who 

led that party in the 1960's into a compact with Strom Thurmond? 

. . The Richard Nixon who talks of rebuilding our cities, 

or the one who categorically opposes the expenditures necessary to that 

task? 

. • The Richard Nixon who talks of health care and jobs and 

social security, or the one who opposed Medicare and housing and increased 

Social Security coverage and benefits while he was in Congress? 

• • The Richard Nixon who proclaims sympathy for the 

cause of labor today, or the one who campaigned for years against the 

unions, tarring them with the brush of communism? 

. . . The Richard Nixon who talks glibly of th e right to 

collective bargaining, or the one who pushed Taft-Hartly to passage over 
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President Truman's veto, who opposes repeal of 14-b and who has 

appointed two of the most flagrant perpetrators of anti-union unfair labor 

practices as key advisers in this campaign? 

. . The Richard Nixon who promises the farmer a full share 

in American prosperity, air the one who gave hiis full support to the 

disastrous policies of Ezra Taft Benson? 

• . The Richard Nixon who now claims to support conservation, 

or the one who always voted in Congress to reduce conservation appropri-

ations? 

. The Richard Nixon who praises rural electrification, or 

the one who pleased his private-power backers by voting time after time to 

cut REA funds ? 

Are we to believe the Richard Nixon who viciously attacked Adlai 

Stevenson's proposal of a test-ban treaty in the 1956 campaign as 

"catastrophic nonsense," or the one who heaped lavish praise on Republican 

efforts to carry out the suggestion soon after the election? 
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. . The Richard Nixon who today praises the Peace Corps 

as a foreign policy success, or the one who shot from the hip in 1960 

and blasted it as a "haven for draft dodgers 11 ? 

.• The Richard Nixon who said in 1956 that "our foreign 

aid is not designed to buy the friendship of peoples in countries to which 

our aid is given, 11 or the one who said in 1966 that "foreign aid is one of the 

most powerful instruments we have to reward our friends and punish our 

enemies 11 ? 

Hubert Humphrey is consistent and explicit in his record and 

statements on these and all issues. 

Humphrey introduced and put through the most important civil 

rights measures in our history. 

He has proposed a Marshall Plan for the Cities and a Urban 

Development Bank to finance the rebuilding of urban America. 

Humphrey introduced or co-sponsored Medicare, the Job Corps, 

regional development, food stamps, aid to education, increased Social 

Security benefits, and many other measures to improve the lot of all Americar 
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He has stood shoulder to shoulder with American labor in its 

great legislative battles. 

Humphrey has voted for high parity price supports, effective 

programs to reduce farm surpluses, increased conservation efforts, 

rural electrification, and more loans for our family farmers. 

He proposed disarmament initiatives- -including the test ban 

treaty--in the 1950's and has worked patiently and successfully for them 

ever since. Humphrey introduced the Peace Corps legislation in 1960, 

and has consistently supported foreign aid to assist less developed countries 

to harness their human and economic resources. 

Yes, there is only one Humphrey on the basic issues facing 

America, but we can not even confine our search for the "real" Nixon 

to the "old" and ''new" versions. There are several running around to 

choose from today. 

There is the Nixon who thinks Abe Fortas is "eminently qualified" 
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to be Chief Justice--and the one who thinks President Johnson shouldn't 

have appointed him. 

There is the Nixon who opposes filibusters--and the one Vlh o 

won't urge his party's Senators to let the Fortas appointment come to a vote. 

There is tre Nixon who says he favors the nuclear nonproliferation 

treaty, and the one .who opposes ratifying it now. 

Then too re is the Nixon who proudly took his case to the people in 

every uncontested Republican primary in the country- -and the one who 

won't take it to the people in televised debates now that there is an 

opponent in the field. 

Again, we find but one Hubert Humphrey. He is for the 

confirmation of Justice Fortas. He is for ratifying the treaty in the name 

of international sanity- -now. He is for televised debates. Period. 

It is possible to disagree with Hubert Humphrey, but never to wonder 

where he stands . 

Are we prepared to bestow our nation's highest honor and the 
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dignity of its most cherished office upon a man who gegan his political 

career with two of the dirtiest campaigns in recent history? He is the 

man who tossed the ugly ; word "traitor" at a President of the United 

States, and who cast aspersdons on the loyalty of every opponent he 

faced until even he caught on that the American people condemned that 

kind of mudslinging. 

I mention the old Nixon campaigns, not because a man should 

be denied public office in 1968 for something he did in 1952, but because 

they are a key to the "real" Nixon. The "new" Nixon has merely found 

a new way to exploit the darkest fears of a Lroubled people. It is not a 

question of the "old Nixon" or the "new Nixon. " What we see today is 

the same Nixon, dressed up in a slick new package--a package designed 

on Wall Street and put together on Madison Avenue. And that new p1.ckage 

is as empty of real substance as the old one was. 

The record of Hubert Humphrey stands in stark contrast for all 
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Americans to see. His path to po~ r is not strewn with the victims of 

slander. While Richard Nixon was out honing his newest campaign 

techniques, Hubert Humphrey was engaged in the hard work of higislation, 

learning the difficult tasks of government. Hubert Humphrey today does 

not appeal to the fears of America--but to its courage. 

So let us focus again on that moment of nonpartisan solitude 

in the voting booth. An election is like a camera. In that instant we 

must ask ourselves what kind of man we want to be President of the 

United States. The moment can never be relived- -the choice can never 

be re-made. In that instant the raw nerve ends of a nation's concerns 

are exposed for all to see. This year, will America in that instant 

show its fear--or its courage? 

How will history judge our performance? Will it be recorded 

that November 5, 1968, marked the date when America lost its nerve, 

gave up on its noble experiment and gave in to the subtle merchants of 

fear and hatred and division and repression? 
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Or will it be written that on that day America honored its 

tradition of courage and compassion and unity and liberty, and decided, 

once and for all, that it was one nation? The choice is in your hands . 
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THE ECONOMY 

There was a big sign at the Democratic National Convention 

which read, "Promises Made . . . Promises Kept." That is the 

truth of Democratic performance in strengthening the economy. 

In 1960 John Kennedy and the Democratic Party saw an 

economy sluggish and stagnant after eight long years of Republican 

indiffe renee and they promised to get this country moving again. 

They did. 

After three dangerous and crippling recessions during the 

Republican Administration, this country has enjoyed seven and a half 

years- -90 months- -of unbroken economic growth. That is the longest 

such period on record. 

In 1960 our rate of economic growth was so slow that we 
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were seriously worried by Khrushchev's threat to "bury" us economically. 

Under the Democrats ; our rate of growth has more than doubled. The 

Russians don't talk about burying us any more . 

In 1960 we were afraid of our own technology. Our rate 

of unemployment was so high and automation posed such a threat that 

we were seriously dis cussing an artificiailly short work week and early 

retirement to spread the shrinking number of jobs around. 

Vigorous economic expansion under the Democrats has once 

again turned American ingenuity into an ally, instead of a foe. 

An economy is not just a matter of cold numbers and statistics. 

It involves the needs and the hopes of people. Let's look at the record of 

Democratic performance and see what it means to people. 

The first thing a man needs is ,a job. Between 1953 and 1960, 

under the Republicans, expansion of the economy added roughly four and 

a half million jobs. But ;that expansion could not keep pace with the 
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growing munber of Americans who needed jobs. Unemployment rose by 

two million during those Republican years . 

In the eight years of Democratic leadership beginning in 1961, 

ten and a half million new jobs were created. This vigorous expansion 

more than outstripped the growth of the working population, so that we 

have now wiped out the job deficit of the Republican years . There are two 

million fewer people out of work today than in early 1961. 

The first people to feel the impact of a recession are working 

men and women in such key industries as construction, steel, automobile 

manufacturing, tran sportation, and others . They are laid off in large 

numbers at the onset of a recession. 

This country hadimr recessions in the past 22 years--and 

three of them came in the eight Republican years. A Democratic 

Administration has not only meant more jobs for the working people of 

this country; it has meant job security. 
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There is no prosperity for the worker unless his job pays 

him enough to feed, clothe and shelter his family and to educate his 

children. 

In the first quarter of 1~61, the spendable income--after 

taxes--of the average family of four was running at an annual rate of 

$7,768. In the second quarter of 1968--after seven years of Democratic 

leadership--this same family of four had $11,672 to spend after taxes--

an increase of almost $4, 000. 

Inflation--both Republicans and Democrats know- -is indeed 

a serious problem, and it does eat into the value of the working man 1 s 

dollar. But here is an important fact: The adjusted per capita spendable 

income in this country rose $711 between the first quarter of 1961 and 

the second quarter of 1968. That is real gain--taking into account increase( 

cost of living. 

That means that the average family of four could live and eat 
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as well in 1968 as it had in 1961--and still have $2,844 left over. That 

gain is enough to send a child to college for a year, or buy a new car, 

or make a substantial investment toward horne ownership--without 

borrowing or dipping into the savings. 

The net financial wealth of American households- -as sets and 

cash minus debts--increased more than $500 l:lJJi:=:J.lion between 196J-and 

1968. With adjustments for rising costs, that is a real rise of almost 50 

percent. 

The average, middle class American family is not the only one 

with a stake in preventing a return to hidebound Republican economic 

policies. The increase in real personal income in the last eight years 

has lifted ten million persons out of the shadow of abject poverty to a 

plateau of at least modest economic independence. 

And the minimum wage has been raised twice--over strong 

Republican opposition. The minimum wage and Fair Labor Standards 

laws lave been extended to cover 13 million workers previously unprotected· 
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again over strong Republican opposition. 

Democrats identified--for the first time-- 11hard core 11 

unemployment, and then tackled the problem head on. They started 

on the immediate problem with programs of manpower retraining and 

job placement. In 1968 over a million people benefited from Democratic-

sponsored training and employment programs. 

And they tackled the long-range problem by declaring broad-

scale, total War on Poverty. They moved to head off tomorrow1s 

11hard core 11 une mployment by providing education, housing, food, jobs 

and civil right s far today 1s children of poverty and discrimination. 

What is the Republican record? They tell us they are a gainst 

unemployme nt and for equal opportunity. But they have consistently 

voted against e x tending the heart of the War on Poverty--the Economic 

Opportunity Act-- by margins in the House of Representatives of 82 per 

cent in 1965, 88 per cent in 1966 and 84 per cent in 1967. 
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They tell us they are in favor of equal educational opportunities, 

but 73 per cent of them voted against aid to education in the House and 

in 1968, 64 per cent of them in the Senate voted against funds for Project 

Headstart. 

They tell us they are for revitalizing urban America, to do away 

with slum conditions which breed despair and stifle initiative . Yet 

look at their record: 

. . . 93 per cent of them in the House opposed the creation of 

a Department of Housing and Urban Development. 

• . 81 per cent of them in the House and 7 3 per cent in 

the Senate ~ted against tl:e Hou sing and Urban Development Act of 1965 . 

. • 88 per cent of them in the House voted against Model 

Cities, and 87 per cent of them in the House voted against a $40 million 

rat control bill. 

The Republicans tell us they are for continued agricultural 

prosperity and attacking the causes of rural poverty. Yet 85 per cent 
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of them in the House voted against the Food and Agriculture Act of 

1965, and 81 per cent of them in the House voted against the Appalachian 

Regional Development Act . 

They tell us they favor ad~quate protection of the consumer 

from fraudulent and dangerous practices. Yet 68 per cent of them in the 

Se nate voted to recommit and kill the Fair Packaging and Labeling Act, 

52 per cent of them in the House voted against establishing a National 

Commission on Product Safety, and 83 per cent of them in the House 

voted to water down the Administration's Meat Inspection Act. 

American busines cannot afford a return to the three " R's " of 

Republican economic policy-- retrenchment, recess ion, and retreat. 

It used to be that the Republicans, even if they were not the party of the 

little man or the average middle class man, could at least lay claim to being 

the party of the businessman. That time is no more . 

American business has enjoyed a veritable Renaissance of free 

enterprise in this country in the last eight yea rs . Corporate profits 
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have more than doubled, whole new industries have blossomed, and 

the horizons of our economic growth are truly unlimited. 

The choice for the future of the entire American economy, 

then, is clear. It is a choice between the vigor and the far- sighte'd 

policies which have brought us to our present level of growth and 

prosperity, and the outdated and defeatist policies of the Republican 

Party which held us back in the 1950's. 

It is more than that. It is a choice between two men. 

Hubert Humphrey, the most creative legislator of our times, 

was the author--back in the 1950's--of many of the progra:ra s which 

have reduced unemployment and spurred economic growth and has 

been a principal architect of the successful Democratic•' economic policies 

of the past eight years. 

Richard Nixon, who spent six y~ars in the House and the 

Senate without developing or sponsoring a single major economic measure, 

served his apprenticeship in national economic affairs at the Cabinet 
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table with the Republican apostles of recession- -and today offers 

little besides the ponderous policies which failed this country tragically 

inthe 1930 1s andagaininthe 1950 1s. 

Most ilnportant of all, this election po.ses a choice of directim 

for the future. There can be no prosperity for Arnerica- .tomorrow 

if millions of its people are left behind today---cut off by poverty, 

dis ·crimination, hunger and illiteracy. We cannot afford to waste 

these human resources, and our economy will crumble with our social 

institutions if\ we choose the path of indifference and retreat. 

Hubert Humphrey and the Democratic Party are pledged 

to mobilize the financial, technical and human resources of this 

country in the great work of rebuilding our cities and rehabilitating our 

underprivileged citizens. In that pledge lies the only hope of lasting 

prosperity and growth for America. That promise, like the others 

we have made, will be kept. 



1968 is a year of decision for America and the world. 

:It is a time of chal~enge, but it is also a time o£ unparal.leled 

opportunity. 

Grave issues of peace, unrest, deprivation and hunger face us 

both at heme and abroad. But, as never before in our history, 

we have the p~·ilr to meet the chal.lenges, to resolve those 

issues, if we ~~e the right decisions. 

First, let us decioe now to turn away fran the counsels of doubt, 

dissention and despair. These have. no place in the American 

heart .. 

l~'ho should \>~e doubt? why should we d~epair? 

No people in the history of the world have achieved as much as 

we have .. 

~~ are all rightly concerned about unemployment, hut r~~ember. 

more .Americans have jobs today than ever before in history. 

we need to do more, but 'When you consider the tremendous strides 

\tie have already made , especially in the past 4 years, there 

is no reas~~ to despair, no room for doubt . 

w~ will succe&i. 

More older Araericans are protected under social s ecurity and 

~Iedicare. 
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Mi1lions more young Americans are getting a good education Yas a f' 
/1 1'1 o~t-fl ~ 

1'4 cJ 1'1~"" f):S ~ ~'1 eft restllt of the Elementary and se-condary Act. -f~ ,~-r.,"tfo Mf'P' 
rfi~ ~{< --rr1 t f I 

More Americans are getting better health care~~~~~~~~ 
t'fo~ 

These are just a f~~ of the tremendous achievements of the past 

four years. 

Are we content \'lith these achievements? 

No, of course not. 

Americans are always seeking to negotiate a better contract and 

we will never be content until democracy's house is 

complete. 

But, those who de~ that record distort the truth. 

They discrGdit the very ideals that you and I have fought for . 

They cheat l'.mericans out of pride and progress and shake their 

confidence in our nation 's ability to face tl1e future. 

Dissention, doubt, and despair - that is the litany of those 

who sell America short. 

Don't ~ell ~~eriga shprt ! 

we have the skill , the stren9th and the resources to build a 

bet~r world than our fathers ever draamed of , if we decide to 

do it. 

Once we h ave resolved to go forward in this way, wa must make 

the rr..ost important decision of all , t.;ho will lead us. 



~~at kind of a President do '~ need? 

wa need a t.:ise, cor:1passionate and e._'l{perienced leader . 

We need a man with the strength and maturity to guide this nati~& 
on a firm but flexible course of peace. 

We need a man who understands and respects our great democratic 
institutions. and, at the same time, has the creative ision to 

build upon them for a better world. 

We need a man \iho shares our £aith in the A."!lerican spirit and \'lho 

brings joy and confidence to his task. 

Above all, we need a man who can bring together all the diverae 
parts of our society and can unite us to meet the future with 

hope and determination. 

When we ask ourselves who that man is, there can ba only one 

answer ·- only one decision for 1968 -- Hubert H. Humphrey , the 
next President of the United States. 

Over · the ------years that I have been a Member of Congress, it 

has been my privilege and my pleasure to \·lOrk. "''ith Vice President 

Humphrey, first, \1/hen he \·tas Senator and later when he became the 

most active Vice President in our "hisbory~ Let me s·t.ate my firm 

belief that there is no more able and oxperionced administrator, 

no more creative and responsible legislator, no more decent 
and compassionate man in this nation today . 
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If you want to know \'.'hat Hubert Humphrey ' s accomplishments have 

meant to this nation already 

••• Ask the senior citizens who have received modern medical 

care -- with dignity -- under Hedicare . · Hubert Humphrey first 

proposed this program in 1949. Today, more t11an 25 million 

hospital bills h ava been paid and more ·tl1an 5 million patients 

have received doctor ' s services through it. 

• • • Ask the nearly 4 mill.ion needy college students who h ave 

rece ived Federal financial help. More th~& a decade ago, the 

Vice President proposed these programs which are now incorporated 

in the t:rational Defense Education Act • 

••• Ask one of the 1/2 million unemployed youth who got jobs 

l ast year as a result of the program spearheaded by Vice President 

Humphrey as Chainn~~ of the President ' s Council on Youth 

Opportunity . 

• • • Ask the one million disadvantaged children \>lho no\"1 have a 

cl1ance to succeed because of the help they got through the 

Headstart prograrn which the Vice President guided through Congress 

when h e ,.;as l•lajority ~~ip. · 

•• • 1\.sK. the \'lorkers who have gotten job t raining and upgraded 

their skills througll the Jo):~ Corps pro...1ram, \'lhich ,.,as pioneered 

by the Vice President i n 1957. · 
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.... As}~ the farmers, the small businessmen, the laborers, all 

l~ericans ~o have benefitted fr~~ his progressive, creative 

legislation over the years. 

The list of Vice President Humphrey • s achievements is too long 

to give in detail here today. 

Xn foreign affairs, be was the author of the Nuclear Test Ban 

Treaty v1hich now binds 100 nations in agreement not to test 

nuc!ear devices in the atmosphere. 

He was the first to propose the establishment of the Peace Corps 

and the Food for Peace Program, which puts fo..merica ' s surplus 

food to work for peace by fighting hunger and deprivation around 

the \vorld. He bar; carried out irnpi>rtant missions overseas for 

his President, missions that have taken him to every continant -­

to meet with national leaders from every major nation -- in 

search of peace. 

*** 
One of Arnerica •s most distinguished political analysts summed it 

up pretty well last month when he said : 

"If Presidents \'lere elected l'Y the thousand best­

informed oen in Washington on the basis of who would 

ma"-e the be~t Presido.nt, (Hubert Humphrey) would be 

number one ••• " 
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Now, of course, Presidents aren •t e l ected that l11ay . 'l'bey ara 

elected by millions of l\lnericans in all walks of life \'lbo vote 

for the man they think would be th~ best President and l et 

rna tell you Vice President Humphrey i s purnber. one there ~· 

Because of his so~id reccrd of a~;ieveocnt extending ba~< a 

quarter of a century, Vice President Humphrey bas earned the 

trust and support of men and \"/omen from all wa~k.s of life, fro!il 

every part of t he country. 

Young and old , black and White , business~men and labor, farmer 

and city d\.;eller, al.l \o;ho ·share his pride i n l',merica, his 

enthusiasm for the future , and his vision of a better world 

all these are reaching out to Hubert Humphrey . 

In bis speech on April 27 announcing his candidt'la-.:r , Vice President 

Humphrey set forth a pledge - a pledge with which I and all 

~~ericans can march on to victory -

.,I. shall base evarything I do on cne c onviction: That 

.this country, \"lork.ing in a spirit of unity, ean 

overcome any obstacle in finally realizing the fullness 

o£. freedom, tlla prize of peace , and the happiness of 

hu.rnan opportunity - here and in tlH~ world .'* 



MEDICARE 

QUESTION: 

ANSWER: 

Medicare has become an integral 

part of the lives of many of our people. 

It has been my feeling that in general 

terms the program has been effectively 

operated. What is your evaluation of 

the program's operation to date? 

The first year and a half of 

Medicare has been very successful on a 

National basis. Over 19 million of our 

older citizens -- virtually all of them 

have the comfort of knowing that most 

of their bills will be paid by the 

hospital insurance part of Medicare if they 

have to go to the hospital and 17.9 million 

of them can also count on help from the 

voluntary medical insurance part of the 

program in paying any substantial doctors 

bills whether or not they go to the hospital. 

It is safe to say that Medicare has 

largely eliminated a major threat to the 

financial security of elderly Americans 

throughout the Nation. More than 7 1/2 

million hospital bills have been paid 

and some 28 million bills under medical 
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insurance -mostly doctors' bills. 

Letters I receive tell the story of 

the great success of this program. Letters 

from older people telling of benefits 

received and letters from their children 

telling of burdens relieved. I am sure 

that you too have received such letters. 

Let's look at Nedicare in terms of 

benefit amounts. In the first 18 months 

croperation the program paid out more than 

$5.5 billion. 

The success of the Medicare program 

has involved the cooperative efforts of 

the Federal and State Governments, the 

many hospitals and other institutions 

providing health care, physicians through­

out the country, and private insurance 

organizations, particularly those that 

are helping to administer the program. 

Nearly 6,900 hospitals, accounting for 

about 80 percent of the country's hospital 

beds, are participating in Medicare. 

Nearly 4,400 extended care facilities and 

nearly 1,900 horne health agencies are 
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participating. 

Medicare has done more than help 

older people pay their medical bills. 

It has set the examule of insuring a wide 

variety of h e alth care services -­

posthospital extended care, outpatient 

services, home health care, and physician 

services wherever provided as well as 

inpatient hospital services. This means 

a reduction in health care costs because 

of the provision of less expensive 

substitutes for institutional care, and 

it means better health care because it 

gives the physician the opportunity to 

prescribe the most appropriate level of 

care without regard to the patient's 

economic resources. Other insurance 

programs are now increasingly extending 

protection to posthospital extended care 

and home health care and other parts of a 

comprehensive health insurance program. 

Because of Medicare, hospitals 

throughout the country are now open to 

minority group members on the basis of 

equality. High quality standards from a 
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health standpoint have been insisted on 

for institutional participants of the 

? rogram. Although the Medicare program 

covers only 10 percent of the population, 

it has meant for the first time access 

to high quality care for many minority 

group Members and has meant higher 

quality standards in many institutions 

for all people. 

Because Medicare affects so many 

people, it has helped to focus attention 

on the sharply rising costs of medical 

care for all age groups. The Administration 

is very much concerned about this problem 

and is supporting a number of programs 

which we believe will improve the quality 

of medical care as well as reduce its 

cost. . · ' Por example, under a prov1s1on of 

the 1967 amendments we will be experimenting 

with various methods of reimbursement to 

physicians, organizations, and institutions 

participating under Medicare, Medicaid and 

child health programs; the experiments will 

b e designed to provide incentives for 

economy while maintaining or improving 



MEDICARE -5-

the quality of care provided. 

I know that our older Americans 

are living a little better because the 

1965 and 1967 Social Security Amendments 

have increased their benefits by 23 

percent in addition to Medicare benefits. 



... 
CRIME - PUBLIC SAFETY AND LAW ENFORCEI'-1ENT 

(IUES1'ION: 

ANSvmR: 

Turning to another serious domestic 

problem, it seems to me that the crime 

rate has been rising alarmingly fast. 

Quite frankly, in this day and age, it 

is my opinion that we should not only 

concern ourselves with getting a man 

safely to the moon, but also with getting 

him safely to the corner drugstore. What 

can be -- and what is being done to meet 

the growing crime problem? 

One of the things that could and 

should be done to meet the problem of 

crime in our society would be to enact the 

Administration's legislative program on 

this subject. As you know, on February 7th, 

the President sent a message to Congress 

"To meet the challenge of crime to our 

society . " He entitled that Hess age 

"To Insure the Public Safety." It con­

tained 22 distinct and meaningful proposals. 

High on our list of priorities is the 

enactment of the Safe Streets and Crime 

Control Act that was sent to the Congress 

last year for action. That proposal is 
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basically an aid program to state and 

local governments to help them to improve 

all aspects of law enforcement, including 

programs for police, prosecution, courts, 

corrections, crime prevention and 

community relations. 

We have to recognize that while the 

Federal Government may be able to assist 

the states and communities in developing 

law enforcement programs, the Federal 

Government cannot and should not substitute 

its authority for that of the states. 

State and local governments have the 

responsibility for dealing with crime in 

the streets under our constitutional system. 

There is no authority for the establishment 

of a national police force. However, the 

Federal Government can, if the appropriate 

authority is granted, assist local law 

enforcement officials through education 

loans, assistance in developing better 

training programs for law enforcement 

officers, in the construction of new 

facilities, and in the acquisition of modern 

e quipme nt. 
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On the same day that the President 

sent his Crime Message to the Congress, 

he signed an Executive Order giving the 

Attorney General authority to coordinate 

the criminal law enforcement activities 

of all Federal Departments and agencies. 

On that occasion he stated: 

"Americans -- of all races -- want 

and deserve better law enforcement." 

I think that is a most important point 

to make. Crime is not a racial problem. 

The people living in depressed urban 

centers suffer far more from crime than 

those of our citizens living in better 

communities. In every survey conducted 

in our Negro communities - better law 

enforcement was the top priority item. 

Ahead of jobs and ahead of better housing 

and even ahead of education. 

Furthermore, crime, basically, is 

not integrated. Most crimes of violence 

are committed by and against people who 

know each other. Those who commit crimes 

of violence more commonly do so against 
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members of their own race. Relatively 

few major crimes are interracial. Those 

are findings of the National Crime 

Commission's Report of one year ago. 

The recent Riot Commission Report 

states that: " ... The majority of law 

abiding citizens who live in disadvantaged 

Negro areas face much higher probabilities 

of being victimized than residents of 

most higher-income areas, including almost 

all suburbs. For nonwhites, the probability 

of suffering from any . . . [major] crime 

except larceny is 78 percent higher than 

for whites." 

Time will not permit a full discussion 

of all of the points in the President's 

Crime Message, but I think it would be 

useful to just list a few of them: 

Auto Theft Prevention Act, a Gun 

Control Act to prevent the mail order sale 

of firearms, Federal Anti-Riot Act of 

1968, the Juvenile Delinquency Prevention 

Act, and new legislation to fight drug 

abuse and big time gambling. These are only 

some of the steps being proposed. However, 
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even if all of the proposals were 

enacted, the problem will still have to 

be solved in each state and in each 

community. 

What are we doing about the causes of 

crime? 

While we seek to deal with the 

problems of crime, we are also moving 

to treat some of its causes. We are 

trying to work these problems out with 

private industry. In his Manpower 

Message in January, the President outlined 

a program for providing employment for 

some 500,000 hard-core unemployed over 

the next three years. It is planned that 

this program will be worked out with the 

cooperation of industry. 

We are inaugurating programs to 

provide 6 million new housing units over 

the next 10 years to replace the sub­

standard housing in which 20 million of 

our fellow citizens now live. We don't 

want to just treat the symptoms; we seek 
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to eradicate the disease. 

We have done much to improve edu­

cation. In the past four years, we have 

more than doubled the expenditu~of 

Federal funds going to improve our 

schools than were spent in the previous 

100 years. Such legislation, sponsored 

by this Administration has brought special 

educational and health services to nine 

million of our poorest children in all 

our fifty states. New library and 

instructional materials have been made 

available to 43 million children and 

1.7 million teachers. That's another 

form of crime prevention. 

We have also inaugurated housing 

and transportation programs, providing 

people with better places to live and 

a means of getting to jobs. You know this 

was one of the major problems of the 

Watts area in Los Angeles. We now have 

public transportation, as a result of 

Federal grants, which is taking people 

from Watts to jobs in Los Angeles. 

We have by no means solved these 

problems, but we have made fruitful beginnings. 
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PEACE AND INTERNATIONAL SECURITY 

QUESTION: 

ANSWER: 

All Americans are concerned about 

the War in Vietnam and the seizure of an 

American Naval vessel - the Pueblo -

by North Korea. But on a number of fronts 

the prospects for international cooperation 

and peace are much brighter. Would you 

care to comment on some of the more hopeful 

aspects of the world scene today and some 

of the initiatives in which you and other 

Administration officials ar~ involved that 

hold out the hope of preventing conflict , 
and tragedy in the future. 

During last year we were able to 

achieve agreement in the Kennedy Rouna 

negotiations for a great reduction in tariff 

barriers. 

- At Punta del Este, Uraguay, Presi-

dent Johnson met with the presidents of 

the countries of Latin America and basic 

agreement was achieved on economic inte-

gration for Latin America. 

- In Asia, the Asian Development 

Bank has begun its operations with our 

assistance constituting only about 20 
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percent of its capital. Over 60 percent 

of its funds come from the countries of 

Asia and the remainder from Western 

European countries. 

- By and large we enjoy the warmth 

and friendship of the people and the 

leaders of the African countries. 

- During the Arab-Israeli War last 

June, the "hot- line" between t; ~·ashington 

and Moscow was used for the first time. 

A cease-fire was achieved and there was 

no "great" power confrontation. 

-In 1967, we achieved agreement with 

the Soviet Union on a consular treaty, 

the first commercial air agreement, and 

a treaty banning weapons in outer space. 

- The President's representative, Cyrus 

Vance, was able to assist Greece and Turkey 

in relieving the tensions that had arisen 

between them. 

While very serious problems persist, 

I am certain all would agree that the 

actions and initiatives I have mentioned 

are the building blocks of peace. 
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Above al~ else, our greatest concern 

this year is the difficult conflict in 

Vietnam. What is your impression of the 

feelings of other Southeast Asian coun­

tries? Do they agree with us on the 

danger? 

There is no doubt as to the support 

we receive from the countries of Asia. 

Prime Minister Sato of Japan, President 

Marcos of the Philippines, Prime Minister 

Lee of Singapore, and President Park 

have all expressed their nations' support 

for our effort. That is by no means the 

end of the list. The Australians, the 

Thais, and the New Zealanders have also 

expressed their support. 

This commitment to our joint efforts 

in South Vietnam goes beyond mere words. 

There are now approximately 60,000 

Australian, Korean, New Zealand, Phili­

ppine and Thai troops or.the ground in 

South Vietnam. Additional pledges of 

support from Australia, New Zealand and 

Thailand will raise that to over 70,000 
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troops. That is to be compared with 

the maximum figure of 48,000 non-U.S. troops 

assisting the South Koreans at the height 

of the Korean War. 

The countries I have mentioned, as 

well as other countries of Southeast Asia, 

are keenly aware of the dangers confront­

ing them. Many of them were fighting 

Communist subversion and aggression long 

before we entered on the scene. Burma, 

Malaysia and Indonesia have fought long 

and bitter battles against Communist sub­

version. Laos and Thailand are even now 

being subjected to the pressures of 

external aggression. These countries not 

only agree with us as to the dangers 

confronting them, but it is tneir land 

that is the battleground where the fight 

against aggression is being waged. 

We are being tested in Asia. We 

have succeeded to great and grave respon­

sibilities. Our ability to assume these 

responsibilities is not in question. It 

is our will to see them through that is 

being tried. 
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Do you see any progress toward 

greater strength and cooperation among 

the Southeast Asian countries? Will 

these countries be able in the future 

to stand on their own feet and resist 

subversion and violence? 

In addition to their cooperative 

efforts in combating external aggression, 

the countries of Asia have under their 

own initiative formed the Asian Develop­

ment Bank. This is a multi-national 

financial institution. It has been founded 

with a capital structure of one billion 

dollars. More than 60 percent of that 

amount was contributed by the countries of 

Asia. We have made a 20 percent contri­

bution and the remainder has been pledged 

by countries throughout the world. None 

of the Communist countries are partici­

pating in the Asian Development Bank. 

This is a massive self-help effort on the 

part of the Asian countries, begun by 

Asian initiative and largely financed 

with Asian capital to provide a coopera­

tive program of regional development. 
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Uasic programs under consideration are 

in the fields of regional communications, 

transportation, and power development. 

I think that the joint effort in 

Vietnam, coupled with the effort by the 

Asian countries in the Asian Development 

Bank, are a clear indication of their 

positive actions to achieve economic 

development and their willingness to 

assume the responsibility to resist 

aggression. 



ECOOOMIC POLICY 

QUESTIC!i: We are living through the longest period of 

ANSWER: 

steady economic growth in our country's history. But 

even so, we still face some serious fiscal policy 

questions • The costs of the war added to the expenses 

of government for a rapidly growing population here 

at home have caused budget deficits and other inflationary 

pressures. 

We can all agree on the necessity for restraint 

in spending and in wage and price pressures, but a 

tax increase is much more controversial. Would you 

comment on some of the factors behind the President's 

tax increase proposal to the Congress? 

As you have indicated, this is the beginning of 

our eighth year of continuous economic growth and 

prosperity. From the time that President Kennedy took 

office in 1961 through the current administration of 

President Johnson, we have increased the number of 

jobs in this country by almost 9.5 million. There 

are now over 75 million wage earners in the country. 

Back in 1961 unemployment was running at a rate of 

6.8 per cent, almost 7 per cent. Currently, our 

unemployment rate of 3.5 per cent is at the lowest level 

in fifteen years. Our wealth, or really our ability 
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ECONOMIC POLICY (cont.) 

to produce wealth, our gross national product (GNP), 

has risen an astronomical $300 billion in this seven 

year period, approaching an annual product of $820 billion. 

Perhaps the enormity of this wealth can be 

understood only by comparison . The value of the 

goods and services we produce every year exceeds that 

produced by all the developed countries of the world 

combined . In fact, the increase in our gross national 

product this year over what it was last year, that 

increase alone (about $50 billion), exceeds the total 

gross national product of most of the countries of the 

world. Specifically, that $50 billion increase is greater 

than the eross national product of all the countries 

of the free world except for the United Kingdom, France, 

Germany, Italy, Japan and Canada . 

With this ereat wealth have come grave and ex­

tensive responsibilities, both at home and abroad. 

The pledges that this administration has made to the 

American people are being kept. Federal expenditures 

to education are double what they were over the pre­

vious 100 years. Social Security and Medicare benefits 

have risen 35 per cent over the past four years. 

Proerams of opportunity and hope have lifted 12 million 

people out of the waste and degradation of poverty. 

But that job is not done - despite our great efforts 
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ECONOMIC POLICY ( cont.) 

over the past four years we are j ust beginning to 

turn the corner on what generations of neglect 

have done to our great cities. To delay action is to 

shift these great responsibilities to our children 

and our grandchildren. The bill is really past due 

and there i s no way that further delay on those 

obligations can be justified. 

In the same manner that we are trying to squarely 

face our obligations at home we are keeping the pledges 

made to the people of Vietnam and Asia to stand ¥rith 

them in opposing aggression. In so doing, we are 

keeping our pledge to the American people to maintain 

the peace , for the peace cannot be kept by ignoring 

aGgr ession. 

He have the intelligence, we have the programs, 

we have the wealth to meet our. commitments • Hmrever, 

we must also have the will to meet them. The President's 

proposal f or a mode st tax increase is an expression of 

our \orill to meet our obligations responsibly. The 

proposed tax increase will reduce our budget deficit 

by approximately $12 billion. 

I n sum then, the tax increase will permit us 

to meet our obligations at home and abroad while 

safeguar ding the health of our economy f rom the 

dangers of inf lation. 
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ECON0!'-1IC POLICY (cont.) 

Q.UE~1TION: 

1\Wi\-TER: 

I have come to agree, reluctantly, that we 

must have a tax increase. But there is strong 

opposition to any tax increase at all. Hhat do 

you feel vrould be the result if Cone;ress decided 

against a tax bill this year? 

The greatest danger to our unprecedented 

prosperity is inflation. So far this has not been 

a serious problem. While there have been increases 

in prices, these increases have been at rates below 

price rises in all other major industrial countries, 

and have been off set by marked increases in productivity. 

Hovrever, in the past bvo years those previous 

relatively minor price increases have risen to rate 

increases of betvreen 3 and 4 per cent. Thus, the erosion 

of o~rr prosperity through inflation has become a real 

danger . 

To meet this problem the administration is 

seeking a modest temporary tax increase. The 

proposed increase 'vill automatically expire on June 

30, 1969 . For individual vrage earners the proposed 

tax would amount on the average to less than one cent 

for each dollar of' income. For the corporate tax 

payer, the tax increas e vrould amount to about a f ull 

cent for each dollar of income. The proposed tax rate 

f or people and business es restores les s than half the 
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t a x cut that was granted in 1964 and 1965. In 

othe r words, even after the tax increase is 

grante d our tax rates will still be lower than 

the y were in 1963. 

The proposed tax is designed to strengthen 

our economy and to insure our continued pros­

perity. If we are successful in curbing infla­

tion, the price of U.S. goods will be more 

attractive to foreign buyers. Greater purchases 

of U.S. goods will improve our international 

trading position - this in turn strengthens the 

dollar as an international currency. This is 

particularly important as the dollar, today, is 

the linchpin of the free world's international 

monetary system. Billions upon billions of 

dollars are held by foreign traders today bec a use 

they have faith in the value and stability of 

the dollar. We must assure them that such faith 

is justified by fighting inflation through the 

proposed tax surcharge. 

If we do not act to increase taxes as 

proposed we may be faced with additional monetary 

restraint - that's just a fancy way of saying 

"tight money". "Tight money" puts the squeeze 

on those who have to operate on credit - farmers, 

small businessmen, home builders and State and 
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local governments. If we go that route we 

will be faced with further increases in 

interest rates and a possible disruption of 

our financial markets. Instead of imposing 

a tax which is spread equally throughout the 

economy, "tight money" in effect imposes a tax 



ECONOMIC POLICY (cont.) 

QUESTION: 

ANSWER: 

inequitably and less efficiently than the program 

proposed by the President. 

Finally, I think we must simply recognize that 

we cannot keep faith in meeting our obligations 

and at the same time accept any major cuts in propose~ 

programs. Neither our defense needs nor our social 

priorities can be compromised. 

We have the means to fulfill our obligations • We 

can do so responsibly by accepting a mode~t increase 

in taxes. 

I sometimes feel that our intense concentration 

on economic problems and the solemn tones used in 

discussing them tend to create the false impression that 

we are on the brink of disaster. 

Don't you agree that conditions are a lot less 

painful than those we faced a few years ago when we 

were searching for ways to stimulate growth and cut 

the tragic unemployment that plagued so many thousands 

of communities? 

I know that you are correct . We have the means 

and the talent in this country to end the waste and 

misery of poverty whenever we decide that's what we 

want to do. We have the obligation to see that 

opportunity for good jobs and comfortable housing is 

not denied any of our people. 
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As a nation that has cr eated 9 .5 million j obs 

and increased our 8ross national product by $300 

billion in the past seven years, I know that we are 

capable of finding e;ood 1 vrorkable and fair solutions 

for our problems. We have taken some giant steps 

in that direction over the past four years. The 

problems we ~eek to resolve are scarcely new. They 

are compound~d by the neglect of many generations. It 
1 

is coinr, to lake a lot of planning, hard work, money 
! 

and a little :time before "'e 1 re finished . We have made 
\ 
' 

a e;ooCI. start with nevr ideas and bold programs. 



YOUNG PEOPLE 

Q.UESTION: 

ANSWER: 

I'd like to ask you a general question, if I 

may. Many people are saying today that the American 

spirit of self-help is eroding ••• that our people 

today expect others to do their work for them, as if 

the world owes them a living ••• that our youth 

lacks self-discipline and ambition. Do you agree 

1-dth that kind of evaluation? 

Absolutely not. More people are gainfully employ­

ed today than ever before in the history of this coun­

try. The prosperity we are now enjoying - and have 

enjoyed without a break for~he last 84 months- is 

based upon the spirit and hard work of those 75 million 

wage earners. 

As far as our young people are concerned, I wish 

we could hear a little bit more about their efforts in 

the Peace Corps, in the Teacher Corp, in Vista and Head 

Start and in community action programs. Young people 

are enrolling in the Job Corps seeking new opportunity. 

I wish we could hear more about these thousands 

and thousands of young people working to make a better 

\vorld - they typify the American spirit. I have faith 

in them, as I know you do. 



ELECTORAL COLLEGE REFORM 

QUESTION: 

ANSWER: 

I'd like to begin by asking a 

question about one of the problems that 

has plagued the nation since the Consti­

tutional Convention of 1789 -- the manner 

in which we elect the President and Vice 

President. There are proposals to do 

away with the Electoral College system 

and substitute direct, popular election 

of our two highest officers, and there 

are proposals for the reform of the system. 

What are yoQr views on this? 

Before we get to that, I should first 

like to acknowledge the important accom­

plishment in obtaining the adoption of the 

25th Amendment to our Constitution pro­

viding for Presidential succession in the 

event of the resignation, death, or dis­

ability of the President. The significance 

of that accomplishment is characterized 

as "an effort to guarantee continuity 

within the Executive Branch of Government. 

It is designed to provide that we shall 

always have a President physically and 

mentally alert. Second, and of equal 
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importance, it is to assure that whoe ver 

the man be, there will be no question of 

legality of his authority to carry out 

the powers and duties of the office." 

It was certainly a most worthy achievement. 

Now coming back to your question. 

As you know, the Administration has pro­

posed Electoral College Reform. The 

Administration's proposal is more modest 

than the complete abolition of the Electoral 

College system substituting the direct 

popular election of the President and the 

Vice President. 

We have proposed both in 1965 and 

1966 a reform of the Electoral College 

system along the follmving lines. 

In the first instance our proposal 

would eliminate the possibility that an 

" independent" elector could cast his vote 

in a way other than what the people have 

intended. 

Second, if a Presidential election 

is thrown into the House of Representatives, 

the present system empowers the House to 

elect a President from the three top 
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candidates. However, each state casts 

but one vote. In this manner, the least 

populous states have the same vote as the 

most populous. The Administration pro­

posal would eliminate this possibility. 

In the third place, under the existing 

system, while the House elects the President 

in these circumstances, the Senate elects 

the Vice President. This of course raises 

the unhappy possibility of a President 

and Vice President from different parties. 

We would remedy that. 

Fourth, since the District of Columbia 

has no representation in the Congress under 

these circumstances people of the District 

would be deprived of their right, under 

the 23rd Amendment, to participate in the 

election of the President and the Vice 

President. The Administration's proposal 

would eliminate this inequity. 

Finally, existing law does not provide 

for what should be done in the event of 

the death of the President-elect or the 

Vice President-elect between the election 

and the county of the electoral votes in 



JOB CORPS 

QUESTION: 

ANSWER: 

There are some Federal programs for 

which it has been difficult to obtain 

public acceptance and interest. Now 

that this acceptance and interest has been 

forthcoming, it has been necessary to 

"cut back" on the funding for many of 

these programs. A prime example of this 

is the Job Corps Program. Now that it 

has been started we are told that there 

are not enough funds to operate it. This 

type of administrative activity "fuels 

the fire" of those who believe that this 

and other programs are poorly planned. 

Would you comment? 

I think we have to put that shoe on 

the foot it fits. The facts are that 

the President's request for funds for 

the Poverty Program were severely cut 

by the Congress for the current fiscal 

year (fiscal 1968). If you will bear 

with me, I'd like to review for you just 

what has happened. 
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The President had requested $2.060 

billion for the Office of Economic 

Opportunity for the current fiscal year. 

Congress cut that request by $285 million 

and earmarked for transfer to the 

Department of Health, Education, and 

Welfare an additional $10 million for 

vocational education. 

Furthermore, the Administration has 

responded to Congressional desires for 

special impact programs for the hard-core 

unemployed and an Emergency Food and 

Medical Program by allocating $30 million 

to these new projects. These actions 

necessitated a cut of $327 million from 

the President's original request for 

the Office of Economic Opportunity. 

The costs of Federal programs are 

frequently met both from the current year's 

New Obligational Authority and from 

obligations made in previous years. Thus, 

cost is often a better financial measure 

of the magnitude of program operations 

than New Obligational Authority considered 

alone. 
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In 1967, the Job Corps o perated a 

program costing $340 million which was 

financed by a substantial portion of 

prior years funds along with the $209.2 

million in FY 1967 New Obligational 

Authority. 

In 1968, Job Corps projected 

essentially the same program for a cost 

of $317.5 million, a reduction in cost 

of $22.5 million, due principally to 

the absence of major facilities costs 

and other start~up costs for new training 

centers. However, because of a decrease 

in the amounts of funds available from 

prior year obligations, the projected 

requirements for New Obligational Authority 

in FY 1968 were increased $85.8 million 

to $295 million. 

For seven months, the Job Corps has 

been operating at the obligational rate 

of $295 million. This level has now 

been reduced to $285 million -- as a 

result of the Administration's response 

to Congressional desires for special 

impact programs for the hard-core 
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unemployed -- and the recovery of $10 

million, in what amounts to just the 

last quarter of the fiscal year, can 

be achieved only by the immediate cur­

tailment of operations on a much larger 

scale than would be necessary at a point 

earlier in the fiscal year. 

In a training program like the Job 

Corps, the major impact of a reduction 

of dollars results in a corresponding 

reduction of manyears of training, in 

spite of the fact that economies have been 

made first at all other possible levels. 

A decision to reduce training by one 

manyear taken on the first day of the 

fiscal year can be implemented by closing 

out one space. However, when the decision 

comes late in the fiscal year, several 

training spaces may have to be closed out 

in order to produce the resources required 

to finance the equivalent of one manyear 

of training. Hence, the relative severity 

of the program cut resulting from a 

reduction of only ten million dollars in 

New Obligational Authority available to 
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the Job Corps when the reduction is made 

in the latter part of the fiscal year. 

To determine which Centers would 

be closed, the Job Corps evaluated all 

98 male centers and ranked each on the 

basis of the following seven criteria: 

l. Operating costs 
2. Length of stay of enrolees 
3. 30-day dropout rate 
4. Reading gains 
5. Math gains 
6. Placement capability 
7. Community Relations 

Although one of the centers to be 

closed is the Swiftbird Conservation 

Center near Eagle Butte, South Dakota, 

the decision to close this center did not 

rest upon an evaluation of center effec-

tiveness. Unlike the fifteen other 

centers to be closed, this center never 

received an input of Corpsmen, and to 

activate a new center -- and thus to 

increase the number of manyears or man-

spaces -- in the fa~ of fifteen centers 

closures, would be neither logical, nor 

economical. Thus, considerations named 

above required the deletion from our 

program of projects like the Swiftbird 

Center. 



JOB CORPS -6-

For fiscal 1969, the Job Corps 

anticipates an appropriation from the 

Congress equal to that required to 

operate the program at the present level, 

without the activation of new centers 

(other than those model community voca­

tional education schools and skill 

centers required by Title I, Section 

113(c) of the 1967 Economic Opportunity 

Amendments), and without the reactivation 

of those centers recently closed. 



RURAL DEVELOPMENT AND AGRICULTURE 

QUESTION: 

ANSWER: 

QUESTION: 

The migration of people from farms 

and small towns to the cities, how massive 

is it, and is the decline in farm jobs 

the major factor in this movement? 

During the 1950's some 600,000 people 

a year moved from the farms and non­

metropolitan towns and cities into our 

urban areas. During the first half of 

this decade this migration rate dropped 

dramatically with non-metropolitan areas 

losing an average of less than 120,000 

people a year. Improvements in agricultural 

efficiency, which have contributed greatly 

to economic growth and national prosperity, 

also released phenomenal numbers of farm 

laborers from agricultural production. 

Over five and a half million farmers and 

farm workers (5.7 million) left the land 

between 1940 and 1966. Many of course, 

found their way to our larger cities. 

This liquidation of farms which 

transfers millions of people from the 

countryside to overcrowded, congested 

cities, do we have to accept this as 

inevitable? 
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ANSWER: This diminishing of farm jobs i s a 

c ontinuing process - a fact of life i n 

every indus trialized nation in the world. 

New technological breakthroughs 

appear just around the corner in a number 

of agricultural fields, including tobacco. 

A whole new generation of machines is 

already beginning to appear in the frui t and 

vegetable field. 

It is estimate d the need for farm 

labor will drop another 45 percent ove r 

the next 15 years. Furthermore, so many 

farm workers already have so little to d o , 

earn so little income, that one out of 

three are virtually unemployed. 

r~ny farm workers who move to the 

big cities have no other skills, no 

preparation for city life. In effect, 

their migration is frequently only a 

transfer of their problems from a rural 

setting to a more concentrated, more 

visible urban s e tting . They seek what me n 

have always sought - opportunity for the 

pursuit of happiness. 
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QUESTION: 

1\NSWER: 

But is this inevitable? Can or is 

something being done about it some-

thing to stop this forced exodus to the 

cities? Or do we want to interrupt this 

trend? 

To answer you in order; No, this 

exodus is not inevitable, and something 

is being done to reverse the tide, to 

explore the issues. 

Two months ago the Vice President 

and the Secretaries of six Federal 

departments met to explore this growing 

problem of people/space imbalance -- the 

interrelated twin ailments of urban 

impaction and rural decline. 

The objective was to start a national 

dialogue that would help decide this 

urgent question of living space for man. 

Is it good for the people and the nation 

for 70 percent of us to live in cities 

that cover less than 2 percent of our 

land? If no~ why not? 

Should we formulate a national 

policy to divert new economic growth, 

and therefore people, into non-impacted 
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QUESTION: 

ANSWER: 

towns and cities, or should we intensify 

our efforts to improve our cities? The 

fact is that we must deal with both. 

This meeting was a first infant step 

toward charting a national course for our 

people and their land -- a course that 

could make it possible for 300 million 

~~ericans to live tomorrow in better 

conditions than 200 million live today. 

But we are not waiting for an end 

to this dialogue before we act. We are 

at work try~ng to strengthen and revitalize 

the economy, the countryside, with its 

towns and small cities, to help their 

people build new homes, create new jobs, 

obtain new public services, and expand 

their cultural opportunities. 

Do you believe our countryside and 

small towns can be saved - and how? 

Certainly. Rural areas possess 

the potential for significant development 

in the years ahead. As we have already 
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indicated, just in the next thirty y ears 

our population will grow by about 100 

million; we will be a nation of 300 

million. We are going to have to do some 

pretty intensive planning just to meet 

the needs of all those new folks. For 

example, today our dependable supply of 

fresh water is about 315 billion gallons 

a day - at the turn of the century it is 

estimated we will need close to 1, 000 

billion gallons a day, three times the present 

supply. Now we are doing something about 

that. Since January 1964, the Federal 

Government has made grants of $271 million, 

under the Federal Water Pollution Control 

Act to help communities to build sewage 

treatment plants. These projects will 

improve some 16,000 miles of streams 

affecting 17.5 million people. 

Under the Water Quality Act of 1965, 

water quality standards are being set for 

interstate and coastal water ways. We 

also have the Clean Water Restoration Act 

of 1966, which provides new incentives 

for states, in partnership with industry 
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and the Federal Government to d eve lop 

comprehensive plans for pollution control. 

At least in the area of water 

pollution, I think we have made a good 

start. The programs currently being 

operated affect 60 percent of our land 

area and over 85 percent of our population. 

Another a§pect of our current 

activity which I think is not always fully 

understood is the extent to which programs 

of the Department of Housing and Urban 

Development actually affect rural 

communities. Perhaps we ought to change 

the name of that department to Housing 

and Community Development, because HUD 

programs are available and function in 

both small as well as large communities. 

Furthermore, that department recognizes 

the critical importance of rural community 

development. 

Again I think some specific examples 

are illustrative of the point. About 90 

percent of the advances made for the 

Public Works Planning Program are made to 

communities under 50,000, and more than 
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50 percent are made to communities 

under 5,500. Under the Public Facilities 

Loan Program for the construction of 

municipal buildings, bridges, water and 

sewer projects, all loans are restricted 

to communities under 50,000 and 96 

percent of all projects assisted under 

this program have been to communities 

under 10,000. Of the 850 communities 

participating in urban renewal programs, 

more than half have been to communities 

under 25,000. The Housing and Urban 

Development Act of 1965 provided the 

first insured housing plan program for 

rural areas. Under the Demonstration 

Cities and Metropolitan Development Act 

of 1966 (Model Cities) authorization is 

provided for land development mortgage 

insurance for develope rs of entire new 

towns and new communities. 

Certainly we haven't solved all of 

our problems, but I kno·,y you ag ree that 

we are tak ing some impressive steps to 

meet these needs. Our rual communities 

are now going to grow and share in our 

great prosperity. 
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QUESTION: 

1\.NSWE R : 

What are we going to do to imp rove 

rural life? 

We can greatly improve the quality 

of rural life; we can expand the oppor-

tunity in rural life so that people 

driven by desperation will not merely 

transfer their problems from a rural 

setting to an urban one. 

In his message on agriculture of 

February 27th of this year, the President 

stated that: 

"Too many rural communities have 
bee n by-passed in the climb to abundance, 
the poverty of its people standing in 
stark contrast to the .wealth of the 
land." 

To bring new prosperity to rural 

America the President has proposed a 7-

point program: 

1. Permanent extension of the Food 
a nd Agriculture Act of 1965, the backbone 
of our support programs for the farmer. 

2. Continuation of the Food for 
Freedom Program through 1971. 

3. Creation of a National Food Bank-­
a security reserve of wheat, feed grains 
and soybeans to protect the consumer 
agains t food scarcity and the farmer 
against falling prices. 

4. New bargaining authority for the 
fa rme r, to give him a stronger voice in 
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se tting terms and conditions for the 
sa le of farm products. 

5. Aid and hope for the small farmer. 

6. Continued revitalization of Amer­
ica's rural heartland by improving men's 
lives through decent housing, better jobs, 
and more rapid community development. 

These programs proposed by the 

Administration are directed to creating 

jobs and new opportunity in our rural 

communities. The President has directed 

the Secretaries of Commerce and Agri-

culture to develop e xpanded credit pro-

grams for firms seeking to locate new 

plants in rural areas. Under Presidential 

di rective, top priority government loans 

are to be given for the construction of 

industrial buildings in rural a r eas . 

Additional recommendations are made for 

manpower training, rural cowmunity planning, 

increased Federal programs for rural 

community water and s ewage development 

and the crea tion of additional community 

centers where rural residents can have 

access to p r o grams designed to help him 

and his fami l y . 

The fact of the matter is that we are 



RURAL DEVELOPMENT -10-

in process of formulating a national 

policy that will both enrich the lives 

of rural residents and urban dwellers 

We have no choice. We must do both. 

We are doing just that. Eight of 

the 63 Federal Model City grants went 

to cities of under 50 thousand popula­

tion. Programs of planned coordinated 

development will be inaugurated in each 

of these communities. What we learn in 

thosecommunities will help us in improving 

the quality of life in other towns and 

cities. 

We have defined our problems in this 

area. We already have significant p ro-

grams operating. I am confident that we 

are moving in the right direction for 

improved communities of tomorrow. 



FOOD FOR FREEDOM 

QUESTION: 

ANSWER : 

What do you see as the major contri­

butions, problems, and projects of the 

Food for Freedom program? 

As you know, the Food for Peace 

Program was inaugurated in 1961 based upon 

the following premises: 

- The sharing of our great food 

resources was morally right. We could 

not expect stable economic and political 

development where hunger persisted. Of 

the world's children under six years of 

age, 70 percent suffered from malnutrition. 

- We could not expect low-income 

economies to be good commercial markets. 

The Food for Peace Program not only 

built s tability, but created new markets 

for American abundance. For example, 

Japan, one of the early recipients of 

PL 480, is now the biggest cash customer 

of U.S. farm products . 

Early in 1966, President Johnson sent 

to Congress a wide-gauged message proposing 

a Food for Freedom program designed to 

encourage the upgrading of agriculture in 
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the developing countries. As a result 

of those proposals, the program is on 

sounder footing today. 

The new objectives of the Food for 

Freedom program are two-fold. It shifts 

the emphasis of the previous program from 

surplus disposal to one of planned pro­

duction for export. It further requires 

efforts on the part of foreign countries . 

to increase their own agricultural pro­

duction as a condition for receiving PL 480 

support and encourages them to undertake 

population control programs. 

I might note in passing that over the 

past four years many hundreds of 

millions of dollars worth of agricultural 

products have been exported to developing 

countries from American farms. So that in 

addition to helping our friends throughout 

the world under this program, we are also 

helping the farmers of America. 

An increasingly apparent aspect of 

our food aid program - apart from the war 

on hunger under which we have helped 

hundreds of millions of people - is the 
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fact that it is one of our most impo r tant 

long-range market development tools. 

Food aid helps needy countries "buy the 

i time" they need to . develop economically. 

Millions of people learn better food habits. 

Countries that achieve economic development 

almost automatically become commercial, 

dollar-paying customers for our farm 

products. We have seen this happen with 

many countries - Spain, Greece, Israel, 

Taiwan and South Korea. 

A short time ago, the largest single 

export sale of U.S. rice was agreed to 

between the Rice Growers Association of 

California and South Korea, a former 

recipient of Food for Peace shipments. 

Last year we signed agreements with 

the Government of India providing for the 

shipment of 8 million tons of grain. This 

will bring to 50 million tons - mainly 

wheat - the amount of grain we have sent 

to India since 1951. India is moving ahead· 

· with a number of actions to improve her own 

food production substantially. We can be 

more optimistic about India's food 
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situation today than we were a year ago. 

1967 was a year of progress. The 

developing nations are placing a greater 

emphasis on agriculture. Food aid, no 

longer free, is exchanged for commi tPJents 

by the developing nations to improve 

agriculture. During 1967, the U.S. signed 

food aid agreements with 22 developing 

countries. 



NY . CIT FOR HKH 
TAPE BEGINSt 

TO JOHN STEWAR 
FROM GUS 'IYLER 
REt VP SPEECH 
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RECENTLY• I VISITED INDEPENDANCE MISSOURI• TOGETHER WITH MY RtlfNIN6 MATL SENATOR MUSKI Ee TO SPEND A FEW MINUTES WITH THAT GRAND OLD MAN OF THE DDIOCRATIC PARTY• HARRYXXXXX PRESIDDJT HARaU s. TRUMAN• 

AT ONE MOMENT• AS 1 LOOKED /4T THE LINCOLNWSQUE FI6UR£ OF SENATOR MUSKIE AND THJ:XUDXS JACKSONIAN RUGGEDNESS OF PRESENCE OF HONEST )' ABE AND OLD HICKORY• 

BOTH OF THESE• LINCOLN AND JACKSON• THE FOUNDING FATHERS OF OUR T\0 GREAT PARTIES• WERE MEN OF 1HE PEOPLE. WHO GOVERNED IN TROUBLED TIMES• THEY WERE ABI.E TO BRING CREATION OUT OF aiAOS BECAUSE 1HEY HAD A FtlfDMDJTAL FAI1H IN THE 800IMESS MD THE GREATN£SS Of THE AMERIC­AN .PEOPLE• 

'IHEY SAW IN THE CHALLENGE OF OXXPROB..DtS THE CHANCE FOR PROGRESS• IM THESE TROUBLED TIMES I ASK bCH OF YOU TO JOIN' WITH ME IN A REAPTIRMATION . OF THAT . FAITHt NOT to CURSE THE DARKNESS BUT TO LI GiT A CANII..Ee I APPEaJTO THE SILINT MAJORITY OF AMERICA TO VOICE ITS BELIEF IN THE DECENCY OF OUR DEMOCRACY. TO GO TO 'IHE POLLS THIS NOVEMBER l .N 111£ SPIRIT OF FAITH NOT FUR. IN 1HE SPIRIT Of' HOPE NOT HATE• IN THE SPIRIT OF JACKSON. Ll~COLN AND ROODKXX ROOSEVELT• IN THE SPIRIT OF THE PIONEERS WHO CROSSED OCEANS• MOUNTAINS AND DESERTS TO OVERCOME ALL OBSTACLES TO BUILD A LAND WITH LIBERTY AND JUSTICE FOR ALL• 

IT WAS IN THAT SPIRIT TOO• THAT I VISITED PRESIDENT TRUMAN WHO OVERCAME ALL QDDS TO tiUf AN ELECTION. Wl:IO OPENED 'IHE HAND OF MERICA TO REBUILD THE ECONOMY OF A BROKEN EUROPE. WHO OPEMED THE HEART OF MERICA 10 BIND THE WOWDS OF A WAR•TORN \10RLD• . 
I TURNED TO RIM FOR INSPIRATION AND FOR ADVICE• HE GAVE B01H .. TELL 'Dt THE TRUTH"• HE SAl D. "EVEN 1-F IT HURTS"• I INTEND TO DO Z JUST THAT• TO TELL IT LIK£ IT IS• YES• EVEN IF IT HURTS• THE HARSH TRUTH IS THAT WE LIVE IN A TIME OF POLITICAL CRISIS THAT IS \ORLD WI DE• 'mE OLD ORDER CHAN ~ES TO MAKE WAY FOR 'tHE NEW• THE \IORLD IS CONFRONTED WITH A NOIEROVS NEW GENERATIOtl NEW ttiATIONS NEW TECHNl QUES• NEW MEDIA, NEW . 1 DEAS• AND EVEN NEW 1 DEALS• THE WORLD IS PASSING 1HROUGtnXXXXX TKROtJCJi THE GROWING PAINS OF A NIW YOU'TH. GROPING TO FIND I TSiLF" STRUGGLING TO ESTAII..ISH ITS IDDITlTY• OUT OF THIS GROPING AND GRASPING AND GROWING ON THE PART OF 11iE NEW GENERATIONS AND NEW PEOPLES HAS ARISEN CONJiLICT • BETWEEN NATIONS AND WITHIN NATIONS, WHEREEVER THEY MAY BEe 

IN FACING THIS FACT OF WI SXXX WIDESPREAD CONfLICT WE MUST STAKE OUR FIRST PRIORITYt IT IS PEACE• 



THE ANSWER TO CONJiLICT IS NOT TO ESCALATE THE WAB EITHER HERE OR ABROAD• WHETHER IN OUR CITY STREETS NOR IN VIETNAM• WE MUST FIND TKE PATHS TO PEACE• IN A SOCIETY AS COMPLEX AS OURS• INTERNAL STRIFE CAN PARALYZE AND DESTROY US. WHITE OR BLACK• Rl CH OR POPORXXX POOR. IN ~D WORLD ARMED WITH NUCLEAR POWER. INTEBNATIONAL STRIFE CAN EXTERMINATE MANKIND! 

WE MUST BEGIN OUR SEARCH FOR PEACE WITH A DECLARATION OF INTER• DEPENDINCEt WE ARE DEPENDANT UPON ONE AN01HER AS PEOPLE IHO Ll VE IN THIS NATIONJ WE ARE DEPENDANT ON EACH 01HER AS A NATION 1HAT LIVES IN THIS WORLD• . 

THERE . CAN BE NO LASTI~G PEACE FOR ANY OF US t.NLESS 1HERE IS LAsTING PEACE FOR ALL OF US. 

MY PLATFORM FOR 1968 CAN BE PUT IN ONE WRD• THAT WORD IS ....... 
I 00 NOT MEAN PEACE IN VIETNAM ALONL ALTHOUGH THAT MUST BE AND SHALL BE MY FIRST ORDER Or BUSINESS• 1 DO NOT SIMPLY MEAN THE BUILDING OF BRI D6ES OF UIDERSTANDING TO ALL 1HE NATION OF THE EARTH• I MEAN PEACE IN OUR OWN NATION• AS WILL• I MEAN CIVIL PEACE IN 1HE COMMVNITIES OF AMERICA• I MEAN PEACE ON EARTH BUILT ON GOOD WILL AMONG MIN• . 

1 ALSO SAY TO YOU THAT WHERE 1HERE IS NO GOOD WILL 1HERE CAN BE NO REACE• BUILD JAILS AND RAISE ARMIES. SWING CLUBS AND DROP BOMBS• BUT IF THERE IS NO CllOD WILL• THERE CAN BE NO PEACE• 

CONFRONTEO WITH CON Fl. I CT• ON A \IORLD- WI DE SCALE. Dl FfERENT PEOPLE WX WILL REACT IN DIFFERENT WAYS. 

1HE TYPICAL DICTATORIAL WAY IS TO REACT WITH REPRESSION• 
THE TYPICALLY DDIOCRATI C WAY IS TO ACT WI1H REFORM• 

ALL ARE ARGEED• OF COURSE• 1HAT THERE MUST BE LAW AND ORDER • • NO SOC I £TY IN THE . WORLD CAN TOLERATE THE OUT LAW AND Dl S•ORDER· THE ISSUE IS "WHAT" AND "HOW" 1 WHAT KIND OF LAW AND HOW .KEEP THE ORDER• 

WI BELEIVE IN OUR DIMOCRACY IN THE KIND OF LAW 11lAT WILL ALLOW EVERY IJ\ItAif BEING THE FtLLIST OPPORTUNITY TO Ll VE AND GROW AND DEVU.OP HIS GOD-GIVEN RIGHTS AND TALENTS• LAWS THAT DDIY SUCH OPPOR­TUUTT ARE LAWS 'lliAT PROMOTE DIORDER• WE ALSO 81l..lEVEi IN OUR DEMOCRACY. THAT VE MUST SEPARATE THE TRULY GUILTY FROM THE TRtlLY INNOCENT AND NOT APPLT THE PRIM I Tl VE RULE OF GUILT BY COLOR. OR BY RELI GION• OR BY AGE• OR BT MTOTHIR ro• OF ASSOCIATION• WE BELIEVE IN INDIVIDUAL-NOT COLLECTIVE GUILT• THE INDISCRIMINATE USE OF PUNATI VE POWER CAN ONLY PROMOTE DISORDER• 

'IHE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES ACCURATELY DEFINED THE ROLE Of' II)VERNMENT AGENCIES IN COUNTERING VIOLENCE liiEN HE SAl D RECENn.Tt 

"AN EXPRESS MANDATE TO THE ENTIRE POLICE COMPLDIENT TO USE THE INIMtM FORCE NECESSARY TO EXECUTE LAVJilL ORDER • TO REFRAIN FROM I Of EXCESSIVE FORCE• MUST BE UNDERSTOOD BY EVERY OFFI~KB• 



3 . "IT IS THE DUTY OF LEADERSHIP AND LAW EHFORCEMENTTO CONTROL VIOLENCE NOT TO CAUSE IT• TO SEEK WAYS Of RELIEVING TINSUON~ NO TO LOOK FOR A Fl GHT" 

IN OUR DEMOCRACT ,TOO~ TKE PRIMARY JURISDlCATION FOR MAINTAINING ORDER RESTS WITH LOCAL - NOT WI1H FEDERAL GOVERNMENT• IT IS IRONIC 
~ TO SAT 1HE LEAST~ TO HEAR PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES WHO HAVL . FOR YEARS .. BUM MAKING A FETISH OUt OJ' STATE'S RIGHTS~ PROCLAIM ·THAT THEY WOtLD USE 1HE PRESIDENTIAL POWER TO POLICE THE STREETS OF OUR TOWNS• ONE OF TRESL MOST IRONICALLY~ IS AMAN WIO WAS GOYENOR OF A STATE WITH THE HIGHEST MURDER RATE OF ANY STATE • 1HE ~ION• HECOlLD MGT MAINTAIN ORDER IN HIS OW STATE WHERE HE HAD THE POWER BUT NOW PROMISES TO MAINTAIN ORDER IN EVERT COXXX CITY AND STATE WKERE HE WILL NOT HAVE THE POWER• 

YES. THERE IS SOMETHING THAT DIE FEDERAL GOVT CAN DO ABOUT LOCAL LAW INfORCIMENT• IT CAN PROVIDE FUNDS AND IDEAS FOR MODERNIZING POLICE ME1H8 DS~ FOR UPGRADING ,PERSONNEL• FOR GIVING DIE POLICE A POSITIVE ROLE IN TKE COMMtJUTY• AT PRESENT••Wi CALL ON OUR POLICE TO PERFORM DANGEROUS MD DELICATE WRif AND WE .ASK TKIM TO DO IT WI1H OUT WORN METHODS ON OUTWORN SCALES OF PAT· A POLICDIAN 'S LOT IS• INDEED. NOT A HAPPY ONE BUT TO EQUIP THE POLICE TO DEAL WITH ITS PROBLEMS WL IN THE FEDERAL OOVERNMDIT• MUST BE PREPARED TB PAY THE BILLe AND ONCE MORE IT IS MOST IRONIC TO HEAR THE CALL FOR LAW IMFORCPIENT COM£ FROM THE SPOKES• MAN OF A PARTY THAT HAS SO CONSISTENTLY RESISTED mE EFFORTS OF THIS ADMINISTRATION TO GET NECESSARY FtlfDS FOR NEEDED SOCIAL SERVICES. INCLUDING LAW ENFORCDIENT• 

I SAY THAT THE MISUSE OF THE LAW AND ORDER CATCH•l!ORD IN THIS CAMPAHM IS A PERIL TO THE MERI CAN PIDPLE a . IT IS AN APPEAL TO FEAR tMDERSTANDABLE FEAR TO SUBSTITUTE THE · REPRESSION FOR REFORM. 

I SAY I BEWARE OF THOSE WHO EXPLOIT DISORDER TO SEIZE THE POWER TO EXTINGUISH DISSENT• 

AS A MEMBER OF THIS AI»UNI STRATI ON. MY EARS ECHO WITH 1HE VOl CES OF SXX DI SSDfTe YET I STAND BEFORE YOU TO ASSERT THAT I SELl EVE IN THE Rl GHT OF DISSENT • NOT FOR SOME BUT FOR ALL• 

MERICA IS BUILT ON DISSENT• IT WAS BUILT BY 1HOSE WHO DISSENTED WITH THE WAYS OF 01HER LANDS TO ·cA]pt CONE HERE. IT WAS BUILT BY THE SIGNERS OJI' THE DECLARATION OF lNDEPINDDIVE tHO Dl SSENTEl> FROM 'l'HEI R MOTHER LANDe IT WAS BUILT BY MDI AND WMEN WIO EVERY Ji'OUR YEARS• WINT TO 1HE POLLS TO EXPRESS THEIR Dl SSDIT FROM ONE AN01HER• THIS GREAT STATL IN WHICH I NOW SPEAK• WAS POtiiDED AND BUILT BY MEN AND WOMEN . aiO DISSENTED F'ROft _OTHER RD.. I GJ ONS AND 01HER LAWS• Dl SSENT IS DIE DYNAMO OF A DEMOCRCXXXX DEMOCRACY• 

WHEN THE PEOPLE OF A NATION CAN MOVE 1111:8RXXX 1HEIR HEAD IN ONE DlllECTlON ONLY• IN 111E AFFIRMATIVE UP AND DOW• 111EN DIE PEOPLE HAVE LOST THEIR FREEDOM• WE WANT A NATION WERE 1HE PEOPLE CAN SArNO AND WHERE THEY SAY NO IMSTINCT.I Vll.Y TO THOSE WHO SEEK TO TURN ORDERLY POLICE POWER INTO A DISORDERLY POLICE STATE• 

OUR POLITICAL DEMOCRACY R£STS ON DIREE GREAT Rl GHTSt FREEDOM OF SPE ECH• FREEDOM OF ASSm..AGL AND FREEDOM TO VOTE• A GOVERNMENT nlAT DENIES 111£ & BASIC tftEEDO•S IS ALSO A FOJIII AXX OF TYRANNY OF A NOISY AND NOISOME MINORITY 



WHEN A GROUP OF HECKLERS, NO MATTER HOW Rl GKTEOUS 1HEY MAY BELl EVE THEIR CAUSE TO BE.t SHOUT DOW A SPEAKER, 'I'HEY ARE DENIXXX DENYING 'I'HEM THE rREEDOlC OF SPIECHe 1 F 111Ef BREAK UP A MEETIN6 OR CONVENTION, THEY ARE DENTING 11fE FREEDOM OF ASSDIILAGE• AND 'liEN THEY TKREATDI TO SI T•IN THE VOTIN6 BOOTHS ll.ECTON DAY UNLESS FORCIELY REMOVED THEY ARE DENYING THE FREEDOM TO W TE• 

IF THE TYRMNY OF A MAJORITT.t IN THE FOHM Of' OOVERNMENT IS OPPRESSIVE THAN THE TYRANNY OF A MINORITY, IN THE FORM OF MOB ACTION, IS EQUALLY OPPRESSIVE. 

DISORDER IS NOT DISSENT - INDEED, DISORDER - ESPECIALLY ORGANIZED ~ISOBDER• IS THE ENEMY OF DISSENT• DESTRUCTION IS NOT DEBATE•INDEED tHE VIOLENCE OF DESTRUCTION CAN ONLY SILENCE THE VITALITY OF A DEFA IT IS POSSIBL~ NO DOUBT, TO EXR..AlN THE IMPATIINCI, EVEN INTOL• ONE MOM SKIPPED & SCRAMPLED . WILL eo BACK 

VITAL 1 TT 0 F A DEBATE• 

IT IS POSSIBLE. NO DOUBT" TO EXPLAIN THE IMPATIDJCE, EVEN INTOL• ERANCE.t OF SOME REB!l. YOUTH IN THE MANY LANDS WHERE THEY HAVE TUBNED DISSDIT 1N10 DISORDER• BUT TO EXPLAIN IS NOT TO EXCUSE., ESPECIALLY IN A LAND OF liiHERE THE AVDIUES OF PROTEST ARE OPEN• WE MAY EXPLAIN 1HEIR 11111.8SEXPLOSIVE FEELINGS BUT WE VXX CANNOT EXCUSE 1HI:IR EXCESSIVE ACTIONS• 

A FREE SOCIETY CAN TOLERATE NEITHER A POLl CE STATE NORMXXX NOB MOB RULE• I SPEAK THESE HARSH TRUTHS• OUB TROUBLED ANI) CON JiLl CTED WRLD.t THE FLIGHT OF 1HE FEARFUL RULE OF REPRESSION, AND THE POLITICS OF PROVOCATION - 1 SPEAK THESE HARSH TRU1'HS, NOT BECAUSE THEY ARE . . POPULAR, BUT BECAUSE 1HEY MUST BE SPOKEN• THEY MUST BE SPOKEN BEfORE IT IS TOO LATE• 

DENTIFICATIONt 

NY CIT FOR HHH 

WHEN 1 STARTED TH 1 S CAMPA I GN I XSU'JIDD STATED THAT EVDI IF IT COST MY POLl TICAL Ll FE, I WILL MAKE NO COMPACT WITH EXTREMI SIM• I REPEAT IT NOW, BECAUSE NO ELECTION IS WORTH WINNING It THE PRICE WE PAY IS OUR FREEDOM. 

IN THE CLASH BETWEEN EXTRREMIISM LIES THE DANGER OF DEMOCRACY• 1HE EXTREMES MEET ON A COMMON GROUNDI THEY BOTH LIKE TO WIPE OUT 1HE MIDI1E• 'IHEY WOULD BOTH LIKE TO 'EMBITTER 1HE TOLERANT AND GDIEBOUS HEART OF AMERlCAJ THEY WOULD BOTH LIKE TO HASTIM THE VIOLENT CONFRONTATlONJ THEY WOULD BOTH LIKE TO SETTLE MATTERS BY RIOT RATHER 1HIN BY REASON• 

1 CALL UPOM YOU TODAY TO TURN BACK 11U S Tl DE 0 F ~.REASON • I CALl. UFtl ON Y TO REAFFIRM YOUR FAl TH IN THE WAYS OF FREE MDI• 1 CALL tJPON YOU TO US YOURX.SU VoTES TO EXTERMINATE THE EXTRDII STSe 



nu: NATION HAS DONE . IT BEFORE • AND INOUR LIFETIME• BEFORE 1HIS 
PRESENT POLITICAL CRISIS WE WERE FACED A GENERATION AGO WITH AN ECONOMIC 
CRISIS• . THE ECONOMY COLLAPSED AND SO DID OLD IDOLS AND IDEAS• MEN FELT 
FUTILE AND tKt:Y WALKED IN . FEAR• tHE CRISIS VAS WORLD-WIDE AND., IN MANY 
LANDS., THE DAY OF THE DDt AGO GUE HAD FORMED• 

THOSE OF YOU WHO Ll VED TROUCil THi 1930'S KNOW 111£ STORY WELL., ONLY 
TOO WELL., AS DEMAGOGUES SOUGHT SCAPEOOATS DXUDxa&I:PTO BECOME 
DICTATORS., ENSLAVING THEIR OliN PEOPLE AND IMPERILUIG THE PEACE OF THE 
WORLD• 

WE HAD OUR OW DEMAQ)GtJES• TOOa PROIII SI~G SIMPLE SOLUTIONS• BUT IN 
OUR OWN FASHION WE CHOSE ANOTHER WAYt THE WAY OF FREE MEN. WE WXXX 
Q.ECttD FRANKLIN De ROOSEVELT • 

HIS WAS NOT THE WAY OF REPRESSION BUT THE WAY OF REFORM• HE IMDER• 
STOOD THAT 1 T WAS A NEW DAT HE IMACTD A NEW DEAL• HIS ANSWER TO THE 
ECONOMIC CRISIS WAS NOT FEAR BUT FAITH• NOT HATE BUT . HOPE. NOT BULLETS 
BUT BREAD• 

WE FACED CRISIS BEFORE • AND WE TURNED 1HE CHAOS INTO CREATION• AND 
WITH YOUR HD.P• W£ WILL DO IT AGAIN• 

, , , , , , , 
END OF SPEECH .. • • ANY MISTAKES MADE•••PLS EXCUSE• •TRY TO MAKE OUT TO 1HE BEST OF U'RE ' ABILITY• THANX . 

~y CIT FOR HHH 
axaxax 
GA AND ACK OR END 

NY Cl T KHH/M END 
DEN FOR HHH DC 

NY CIT FeR HHH 
SORRY WE WERE DISCONNECTED 
ACK 

YES WERE HERE BUT 1M RtnNING 2 MAatiNES 

WAS THE MSG RECEIVED WITH MO SCRAMBLES OR PILINGS !NIT? 

YES 1 T WAS OUT 
NY CIT FOR HHH 

DDJ FOR HHH DC 
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