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MiEETs "THE PRESS

MR. SPIVAK: The Democratic National Convention opens to-
morrow and our guest today for this special one-hour edition
of MEET THE PRESS is the Vice President, Hubert H. Hum-
phrey, a candidate for the Democratic presidential nomination.

Senator Eugene J. McCarthy was also invited to appear on
this program.

Interviewing the Vice President is a panel of six of the nation’s
most distinguished publishers and editors.

(Announcements)

MR. ROYSTER: Mr. Vice President, the Johnson-Humphrey
administration has consistently taken the position that you would
not stop the bombing of North Vietnam unilaterally, In faet,
President Johnson reiterated that in his VFW speech just re-
cently, and now in Chicago the McGovern-McCarthy forces have
come up with a peace plank which calls for an immediate halt
to the bombing, an early withdrawal of our troops from Viet-
nam, supporting the idea of a coalition government with the
Viet Cong in it. Could you run on such a platform, Mr. Vice
President?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : That will not be the plat-
form. That is a minority position, I am confident, in the Demo-
cratic Convention. I am happy to note that the McCarthy-Me-
Govern effort at the Platform Committee has made some change
from previous position. For example, there is no request for
a unilateral withdrawal on the part of the United States, which
I think would have been disastrous.

Secondly, insofar as the coalition government is concerned,
that has been, I’d say, somewhat reduced in terms at least of
its preciseness in the McCarthy-McGovern presentation.

My position on the Vietnam War and our effort to gain peace
is as it has been. I believe that we could and should stop the re-
maining bombing of the North if we receive indication that there
is restraint and reasonable response from Hanoi. I think that is
a common sense provision.




MR. ROYSTER: Would you as President, be willing to accept
a coalition government with the Viet Cong qmt as a part of the
negotiations if it were to come out of the Paris group? Would you

accept that?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : I believe in free elections.
I do not believe that the government of South Vietnam should
be designed and imposed either from Washington or Hanoi. 1
believe that if the people of South Vietnam want'to—whatevgr
form of government they wish, whatever they wish to elect is
their business. That is why we are there. We are there for the
principle of self-determination. We are not there to force Ameri-
can will or American convenience upon the peoples of South
Vietnam.

There isn’t any problem at all in my mind about the one man-
one vote, that all the peoples of South Vietnam who are willing
to accept the results of an election and who are willing to engage
peacefully in such an election process ought to be permitted to
engage in the political processes—

MR. ROYSTER: That would include the Viet Cong.

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : It would include all people
who are willing to accept the results of an election and engage
in the peaceful political processes of an election. That would mean
that those who are involved would have to renounce the use of
force insofar as being able to gain their objective.

MR. ROYSTER: You have said several times, Mr. Vice Presi-
dent, about Vietnam, you have mentioned the “lessons” we have
learned from Vietnam. That is the quote you have used. What
are these lessons you would apply if you were President of the
United States? Would that mean you would not get us involved?
Would vou not intervene in foreign actions? We would return to
isolation? What are these lessons we have learned from Vietnam?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : One lesson surely is not to
return to isolationism.—Isolationism has no place of responsibility
on the part of people or governments in the modern world. This
is a world that is more closely knit that ever before.

MR. ROYSTER: Do yvou think—the people who are urging us
now to get out of Vietnam, do you think they are being iso-
lationist?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : No, I use the term that you
offered, sir. I do believe there are some in our country today who
have become very frustrated with the world in which we live
because it does not yield itself or lend itself to prompt and quick
remedies, and they want to withdraw. But some of the lessons
I would imagine we will have learned from Vietnam are, for
example, the importance of the development of political institu-
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tions, as well as the application of economic and military assist-
ance. I think we have to be very selective in our commitments
as well around the world. I think we really have to assess what
is in our national interest, and then we need to ask ourselves be-
fore we commit forces or large sums of money or manpower:
Will these people really help themselves? Are they willing to
work together in cooperation with their neighbors in the region
for their own common defense or their own self-defense ?

I believe those are some of the lessons that we can gain out
of this rather costly and tragic experience.

MR. CANHAM: Mr. Vice President, do you think there is
somewhat of a conservative tide running in the United States?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : I think there is a tide run-
ning in the United States of deep concern over whether or not
we are able to face up to the many problems that confront us
today.

This tide lends itself, again, to the spirit of withdrawal, hope-
fully that we can just ignore some of these matters for a while
and that things will work out all right. I think that is wrong.

No, I do not believe there is a conservative tide. I think there
is a tide in America, a spirit that wants to see genuine,
step-by-step, steady, social progress. But they want to see it
without the destruction of institutions or of things or people.
They want to see progress with order, and they would like to
have a degree of order with progress.

I am concerned, as all Americans are, with some of the de-
velopments that we see when people become overly anxious, when
they turn to violence, which I think is the wrong way of gaining
?n)i social objective. This is what I believe the American people
eel.

I believe there is a basic goodness in the American people
that can be called into action, and one of the reasons I want to
run for President and one of the reasons I wish to be the Presi-
dent of this country is to call upon that basic goodness that can
help meet the problems of our times.

MR. CANHAM: How do you relate this feeling of concern with
the policies of this administration? Has it been intensified by the
policies of the administration or has it been not?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : Somebody said to me the
other day, he said, “You know, Mr, Vice President, you have to
recognize that we are in a great period of change,” and I said,
“That is constant. Change is inevitable. The only question is,
can you make change your ally? Can you in a sense fashion the
forces of change for constructive purpose?”

I think we have been doing that, and in a sense part of the
restlessness in America today is the fact that people now begin
to see that they do not have to live in the abominable conditions
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of poverty and slumism to which many people have been forced
in the past. They see that there can be a better day. In fact, this
very instrument that we are using now, the television, has
brought the message of the affluence of American society to the
poor and the rich alike. There are rising expectations in America,
and I happen to believe that one of the signs of the success of
some of the endeavors which our government has made and our
private enterprise system has made is the fact that there is this
restlessness, that what seemed inevitable in the past no longer
is inevitable and therefore it becomes intolerable.

MR. CANHAM: Doesn’t this restlessness in public thought
mean that the “ins” are in trouble?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : I don’t think so. As a mat-
ter of fact, I believe that we can demonstrate that we have made
tremendous progress in these last few years and that that pro-
gress merits a continuation of the leadership and the policies
that helped form the forces of progress.

I don’t want to burden you with statistical evidence, but the
results of our economy and of our government working together
—and I repeat, they have been working together, government
and the economy, as partners—the result of that has been
nothing short of astounding. Over ten million people, over ten
million people in the last four years have come out of what we
call poverty, and of that over three, almost four million of them
are black. That is a remarkable achievement. There has been no
coantry on the face of the earth that has ever made such an
achievement in such a short period of time.

I believe that policies that have given us almost—well seven
or eight years of continuous economic growth, policies that have
improved our educational structure, policies that have improved
the economic base of our people are worthy of continuity.

Compare that, if you please, with the previous eight years in
which there were three recessions that took a terrible economie
toll.

MR. COWLES: Mr. Vice President, just a moment ago you
spoke of change. I ask this question seriously, not facetiously?
All other things being equal, wouldn’t you agree that it is a good
thing for the country from time to time to have a turn-over of
administrations? For the past 28 yvears out of the past 36 the
country has been governed by a Democratic administration, and
for the past eight years the country has had a Democratic *ad-
ministration.

At what point might it not be clearly desirable for a change in
administrations simply so that new people, new ideas, new con-
cepts get brought into the executive branch of the government?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Mr. Cowles, change just
for the purpose of change is not necessarily a desirable develop-
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ment. It is the question of what does the change bring. You men-
tioned new ideas and new policies. There has been a continuous
line of new ideas and new policies that have come in with Demo-
cratic administrations. The fact is that when the Republicans
have had their opportunity, they haven’t had many new ideas and
they haven’t brought in many new policies. They have tended
to say Amen to what has been done before and say that maybe
they can do it a little better.

I believe that innovation in American public life, the creativity
in American government has been essentially the product of
Democratic leadership and Democratic administrations.

You don’t throw out a good coach because he has a winning
team, just because you say “Wouldn’t it be nice to see another
fellow down on the sidelines ?”

You do not do away with the business management and the
corporate structure that continues to improve the profits and
continue to improve the sales of the company just because you
say, “Well, wouldn’t it be nice to see a new figure ?”

To the contrary, you try to keep them, I think we have got a
pretty good record of performance. New Presidents come. If I
am permitted to be the President of the United States I will be
the President in my own right with my own personality, with
my own way of doing things, with my own ideas and my own
policies, not to destroy the past, but to build on the past.

There is a continuity in government, and I think that con-
tinuity is healthy.

MR. JOHNSON: Mr. Vice President, legal discrimination in
the United States has been eliminated for some time by the
striking down of discriminatory laws by the Supreme Court and
by the passage of new civil rights laws by the Congress, and
vet many black Americans find themselves far away from total
equality. I would like to know, if you are elected President, what
do you propose to do to implement these laws and to help bring
about total equality? What would your program be that would
be diigerent from that which has been done by previous Presi-
dents?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Mr. Johnson, as you know
I have had quite a hand in the fashioning of the policies that
thus far have become public law or statutory law. I have tried
to be throughout my public life a leader in the field of civil
rights. We have a good body now of public law. There isn’t any
doubt about that. Now it is a matter of the application of it,
and it is also the matter of the acceptance and the practice of
it by the American people. I think we can say that it does little
good to have equal employment opportunity laws if a man isn’t
trained for a job. You cannot banish discrimination in employ-
ment until you banish the illiteracy and the condition of being
unskilled. So what do we do? We step up our programs of train-
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ing and education as never before. We encourage bla}ck entre-
preneurship so that the members of the black community can be
owners of property as well as just job holders. We include into
the decision-making processes of the community and the govern-
ment itself black representation on a larger scale than we have
ever had before. Above all what we seek to do is to give real equ_al
opportunity, not just in theory or in the_statute books,_ but in
the practices of life, in the neighborhood, in the community, and
in every area of human endeavor.

MR. OAKES: Mr. Vice President, I would like to know how
vou consider the proper role of the United States. in the world.
A few weeks ago you were quoted as saying this: “We don’t
want to get in the position of being the world’s pollceman.” But
a few months ago you were quoted as saying this: “What kind
of a world do you think it would be if the United States didn’t
stand guard?”

I would like to know really what is your position?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : I don’t think there is any
contradiction at all, Mr. Oakes. The world’s policeman would
mean that wherever there is any trouble, anyplace, we would go
around and try to put it down. Obviously we do not do that.
There are civil wars in countries, there are civil disorders and
rebellions which are not our business. But we do feel that we
have made some contribution to the kind of a world that you
and I would like by the fact that we have had forces standi_ng
guard in NATO, not as a world’s policeman, but as a defensive
force in common alliance with people of like purpose.

I believe that is quite clear. I believe that it is fair to say that
Organization of American States does not make us the world’s
policeman, but it does permit us to stand in cooperation with our
neighbors in Latin America under the Rio Treaty and under
other agreements we have to see to it that there is peace and
stability in this hemisphere.

The world’s policeman carries with it the kind of an onus and
responsibility which I don’t believe that the United States wants
or should have, namely, patrolling the world. We seek not to
patrol the world. What we seek to do is to help the world build
the conditions which lend themselves to an enduring peace, but
we also seek to stand with our neighbors and our friends of
common faith against forces of aggression. I believe that that
policy has served the interests of the United States and the
cause of peace.

MR. OAKES: Do you believe in the spheres of influence
theory? That is, that, you spoke of the Latin American—our
relations with Latin America. Do you feel that our intervention,
for example, in the Dominican Republic represented an expres-
sion of the sphere of influence of the United States in this area,
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and, I would like you to compare that, for example, to the inter-
vention of the Russians in Czechoslovakia, as an expression of
their sphere of influence in Eastern Europe?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : I do not endorse or include
in my thinking the concept of the spheres of influence. I know
there are areas in the world in which we have had a long and
traditional relationship, such as in Latin America. I believe that
there is a great deal of difference between the Soviet aggression
in Czechoslovakia and the United States coming to the Domini-
can Republic, First of all, we entered the Dominican Republic
under a resolution of the Organization of American States. We
were there in conjunction with other units of the Organization
of American States. We went there because American personnel
and the personnel of other countries were being threatened and
their lives were being taken. There was open rebellion, and there
was every reason to believe that there was to be an invasion or
at least the subversion of Communist and Castro influences. It
is very different than coming into Czechoslovakia where you
were supposed to have had a government that invited the Com-
munist forces of the Soviet Union to enter. That, of course, is
just not true. I believe now we have had evidence that the so-
called request of the government of Czechoslovakia for Soviet
forces never took place. I don’t believe there is any comparison
whatsoever. Under one instance, we went there for protection;
we went there under the Organization of American States. We
withdrew our forces promptly; a free election has been held. The
Dominican Republie, today, has had the democratic processes
at work. To compare that with Czechoslovakia and the Soviet
Union, I think is to deceive the American people.

MR. VAIL: Mr. Vice President, you have mentioned at vari-
ous times several able men you would consider for Vice Presi-
dent, including Senator Muskie of Maine, Mayor Alioto of San
Francisco and others. At this late date, I presume you know who
yvour choice is. Would you be kind enough to let us in on the
secret?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: If I were to, you would
surely have some story,

MR. VAIL: Yes. That is what we are here for.

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: The fact of the matter is
that something of this seriousness—and I do take it very seri-
ously—is not something that is quickly resolved. There are
many men that I consider to be extremely capable and able. I
have not tried to play games with the Vice Presidency. I have
made no commitments to anyone anywhere, nor have I excluded
any region or any area. There have been a number of names
mentioned in the press. Some of them I have referred to and
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alluded to on programs such as this. No final decision has been
made. I can just tell you one thing: If I have that opportunity
to make my choice or at least make my recommendation to the
Democratic Convention, it will be a man who is thoroughly expe-
rienced in government, one whom I really believe could take over
the responsibilities of the Presidency and handle them well.

I believe the nominee of a political party for the office of Presi-
dent owes it to the American people to give to the American
community, to the American citizenry, as a vice presidential
candidate, someone who is experienced, mature, responsible,
someone who is capable of fulfilling the responsibilities of that
high office.

I think that is more important than geographical considera-
tion or any kind of political adjustment or accommodation that
vou have to make, and I will act accordingly.

MR. VAIL: Sir, what about an open convention? Is there any
possibility of that?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : It seems to be rather open
now, Mr. Vail. T am not so sure but what it is so open that some
people feel we won’t be able to tidy it up, but I think we will.
There is all the openness that one could ever hope for. There are
hearines before the Rules Committee, the Credentials Commit-
tee, the Platform Committee. Every conceivable effort is being
made and has been made—and I have made those efforts—to
see that this convention was open to all the candidates and all
the delegates without any favor or privilege.

MR. VAIL: Mr. Vice President, what 1 meant was, is there
any possibility of your throwing the question of the vice presi-
dencv open to the convention if you are the nominee for Presi-
dent?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: I happen to believe that
the man who is selected as the nominee of the party for Presi-
dent ought to at least make known his personal selection and
his personal choice.

That can always be subject to challenge, as it was for example,
in the Republican Convention. I recall, that Mr. Romney received
a number of votes and his name was put into nomination. But
I believe that one of the responsibilities of the nominee of the
party is to at least let the delegates know his personal selection
and choice.

MR. VAIL: Mr. Vice President, could you possibly tell us a
few of the men that are within consideration?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: You have done about as
well, Mr. Vail, as T could do. I have just simply laid out the
boundary lines that there is no restriction on area or geography.
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What is important, I think, are the qualifications and the expe-
rience and the talents of the individual that we select.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Vice President, may I ask you a question?
President Johnson seems to believe that if he ran again the
country would remain divided and his move towards peace would
be suspect.

In view of your close identification with him and the Adminis-
tration, why do you think that what applied to him doesn’t apply
to you also?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Because I have not been
President. This is not to detract from President Johnson at all,
but he has had to make the tough decisions, Mr. Spivak. That
is, it is President Johnson that has had to call the shots, so to
speak, that has had to face up to the responsibilities of the man-
agement of our affairs. The Vice President of the United States
does not do that.

I knew when I became Vice President that we only had one
President at a time and that I ought not to act like the President
nor should I try to pretend that I am President. I hope that I
can go to the country, and I say, T hope I can go to the country
and to unify it as best as possible and to lead this country to
good performance, to higher standards. I think I can. I have a
deep affection for the American people. I have a profound belief
in their basic decency. I have a great respect for their common
sense and the basic judgment of the American people.

I have a feeling that with that kind of attitude, plus my own
ideas and policies and programs I will advance, that I can
be a healer, that I can help unite this country. I hope to be able
to do so.

MR. SPIVAK: Mr. Vice President, there are many indica-
tions, of course, that the Democratic party is badly split. Why
do vou think you can unite the country since it seems impossible
to unite the party?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: I don’t feel that unity
means unanimity. I think we have to differentiate. Unanimity
means of one mind. The unity that I seek is of one spirit. I
believe that there is a basie spirit in this country of reconcilia-
tion among most people. Now, there are some extremes. There
are the extremists on the left and on the right. I guess that is
about the easiest way to identify them. There are those who
are the segregationists, the white supremacy crowd, and there
are the others over here who are unwilling to work with the
institutions of government or society, the extremists. I doubt
that vou can bring them into this circle of unity, but I do think
there is a vast majority that can be appealed to, in which there
are a large number of independents that are neither Democrats
nor Republicans. I intend to make my appeal to them.
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MR. ROYSTER: Mr. Vice President, on the question of this
division within the party—both parties have it—you have criti-
cized Mr. Nixon for accepting support from Senator Thurmond.
You coined a very nice phrase: “Nixicrats.” But you have de-
seribed Governor Maddox as a good Democrat. You have Senator
Eastland and so forth in your party. Do you accept support of
Governor Maddox and Senator Eastland of Mississippi as part
of this unifying the party?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Mr. Royster, there are all
kinds of Democrats. That is one thing that we were commenting
on a moment ago. The Democrats seem to have ways of getting
into a good deal of ferment and difficulty and battles and fights,
particularly just before a convention and during a convention.
This is as traditional in the Democratic party as the Fourth of
July is for the nation.

There is a great deal of difference between saying a man is
a Democrat than there is having him be your advisor and the
man that you clear things through. I do not clear things through
Governor Maddox. Governor Maddox says he is a Democrat. I
take him at his word. There are all kinds of Democrats, but I
do not join in an alliance with Governor Maddox. I do not clear
it with Lester as Mr. Nixon clears it with Strom.

(Announcements)

MR. CANHAM: Mr. Vice President, of course I couldn’t
equate in any way the Soviet position in Czechoslovakia with
ours in Vietnam, not at all. But there appear to be a few signs
this week end that the Soviets are getting ready to cut their
losses in Czechoslovakia, to pull back to some extent. Looking
with all the advantages of hindsight, don’t you think the United
States should have started to cut its losses in Vietnam a number
of years ago?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: It is my view that the
United States has sought repeatedly to try to bring this struggle
in Vietnam to a prompt and quick ending. The Soviet Union
went into Czechoslovakia in really naked aggression, no matter
how you look at it. The United Nations I think has pretty well
deseribed in its resolutions what has happened.

We went into Vietnam, not as the aggressor, whatever any-
body may think about our policy, but we went there under treaty,
under commitment and to resist an aggressor. We have con-
tinuously offered ways and means to bring this struggle to an
end. In other words, if vou wish to speak about ecutting our
losses, we have offered to North Vietnam time after time ways
and means that the losses could be cut, that this struggle could
be brought to an end, that a cease-fire could be achieved, the
troop withdrawals could be brought about, that free elections
could be held and even under the Geneva Accords, how we might
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very well project a long-term peace for all of Southeast Asia. I
believe that our record is pretty good in that. The problem we
have had is that we haven’t been able to get anybody on the
other end of the line to be willing to agree with us.

MR. CANHAM: If the situation is in fact stalemated as some
people think it looks like, how long do we continue this business?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: We are in Paris now hope-
fully to find some way through negotiations to bring this strug-
gle to an end. Mr. Dubeek and Mr. Svoboda are now in Moscow
hopefully trying to find some way to bring that struggle to an
end.

MR. CANHAM: Do you know that Mr. Dubcek is in Moscow?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: That is what I read in
your papers, gentlemen. I really hope that is the case. May I say
that if the Soviet Union shows a willingness to come to some
reconciliation of the differences between Czechoslovakia, upon
which it has aggressed, and the government of that country, it
will be setting a good example for North Vietnam, because North
Vietnam can come to some kind of an agreement with the United
States. What have we asked for, for example? We have said:
Let’s reestablish the demilitarized zone, That is not a farout
request. That could lend itself to substantial improvement in
the negotiations. We have said: Let’s see if we couldn’'t have
some deescalation of the fighting on both sides? That is a rea-
sonable request. All of these have been turned down by North
Vietnam. It is interesting to note that North Vietnam is about
the only Communist country outside of the Eastern bloc coun-
tries that are involved in the aggression on Czechoslovakia that
supports the Soviet Union today in this effort.

MR. CANHAM: Do you realistically expect any progress until
after the election?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: I do think this, Mr. Can-
ham: I believe that the candidates who are nominated by the
respective political parties owe it to the American people and
owe it to the men in the field in Vietnam to make it crystal
clear to Hanoi that they are not going to get a better deal—
they are not going to get a better deal out of either one of the
candidates, of the Republican or the Democratic Party, than they
are going to get out of the present situation.

In other words, I do not want any word of mine or any plat-
form of the Democratic Party giving the hope to Hanoi that if
they just hold out and continue the fighting, continue the killing,
continue the attacking, continue the shelling of the cities, that
somewhere down the line they are going to get a better deal from
Hubert Humphrey or from Richard Nixon. I want them to know
they are not going to get a better deal from me. I am perfectly
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willing to sit down and negotiate in good faith, to walk the extra
mile in honor and in decency, but I would not want an action
or a word of mine to be interpreted now or in the days to come
to Hanoi, that if they just stick with it and keep killing our men,
keep shelling those cities, that somehow, somewhere down the
line they are going to get it easier from me, because they are not.

MR. CANHAM: Suppose I am an American voter and I am
very unhappy about the Vietnam war and I want to express a
dissent, a perfectly legitimate dissent with these policies.

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Yes, sir.
MR. CANHAM: For whom can I vote?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: You can vote for one of
four candidates, I suppose. There will be Mr. Wallace, there will
be Mr. Nixon. I don’t think you are going to find that your
dissent will be very effective there. I think you can vote for
Hubert Humphrey, for the man that you are talking to, vote
for me.

MR. CANHAM: Is this dissent, really?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : Knowing that in that vote
I will do everything that is within the possibilities of the
protection of our forces in the field in Vietnam and will do every-
thing that is possible in the name of common sense to find an
accommodation between ourselves and North Vietnam at that
peace table. But I do not believe the American people want the
next President of the United States to either unilaterally with-
draw or to leave our forces subject to unlimited punishment from
the North, or in any way to make adjustments or political con-
cessions that would make the sacrifice that we have made in the
past seem meaningless. I just couldn’t put myself in that posi-
tion, Mr. Canham, and believe that I was worthy of public trust.

(Announcements)

MR. COWLES: Mr. Vice President, I'd like to return to this
subject of change. A few minutes ago, in response to my earlier
question about whether a turn-over of national administrations
from time to time wasn’t a good idea, you suggested, I think,
that each new President brought with him in a new adminis-
tration a certain amount of change.

What new characteristics or differences or changes would you
foresee in a Humphrey administration different or changed from
the administration of the past eight years?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Change does not neces-
sarily mean an abrupt cleavage from the yesterdays. It means
that you learn and you build from the experiences that you have.
New conditions come. New forces are at work in every year.
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Just the sheer impact of science and technology itself, if there
were no human relations involved, brings us a degree of change
that we have to cope with.

For example, the change in the sharecropping of the South,
the change in cotton, in agriculture, has brought a tremendous
change in the South which has projected itself into our great
urban centers with the mobility of people.

What kind of changes would I see? I happen to believe that
what we call the urban erisis has come into its fullness now.
For a long time we knew it was here, but now all at once it is
here with sudden impact, and we now realize that whoever is
the next President of the United States, Mr. Cowles, [he] must
come to grips with this matter in cooperation with state govern-
ment and local government, with the private sector. It can no
longer be put off. It has been put off piecemeal over a long period
of time. That is one change.

I think another great change is coming over us, and I think
we have now found that we do have ways and means of alleviat-
ing what we call poverty—not just the poverty of the purse, the
poverty of the lack of income, but the poverty of spirit. We
found out through some test runs, through Project Head Start,
through a Job Corps, through Upward Bound, through VISTA,
through the Teacher Corps and through other things, that there
are things that we can do to lift the level of life and the standard
of life for people. I want to see those experiments, and I think
they have been primarily experiments, I want to see them refined
and applied in a much larger way. Those are just a couple of
the changes.

MR. COWLES: Mr. Vice President, I think we would all agree
that the problems change or the circumstances change, but in
what specific ways do you foresee your policies or the kinds of
men in your administration differing from the current adminis-
tration?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Mr. Cowles, I know every-
body wants to have a fight and wants to have us differ from the
previous administration. I am not a fighter in a sense. I try to
be a reconciler. I believe we have a lot of fight promoters in the
country. What I believe we need now are a few people who can
bring about reconciliation. I have offered for example on cities
a very specific proposal, a Marshall Plan for our cities that is
different from what the present administration has in current
law. It builds on the Model Cities, but it goes beyond it.

That is one of the changes.

I have suggested, for example, that we ought to have day care
centers across this country to help working mothers. I have
suggested pre-school education, that we have learned from an
experiment in Project Head Start.

Those are some of the changes. Another change that we can
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have is that no one in America need starve. For goodness sakes,
a country that has an abundance of food ought not to have a
single child that ever goes to bed hungry. We have had some
that go to bed hungry. We have started the program. We made
some progress. We have been building. I believe it is my job,
if I am elected President of the United States, not to tear down
the house in which we have been living, but to make it better,
to try to make it more adaptive, to try to make it a more livable
home for the American people, to try to adjust it and adapt it
to the needs of our time.

What is another change? The change that a man who is
President of the United States must say to the American people
that we must be one nation, not two; not split and unequal. As
John Johnson, Mr. Johnson, asked the question here a moment
ago about our civil rights legislation. Yes. Civil rights legislation.
But we now must have the practice of human rights and the
practice of human equality, and I believe the President must use
his authority, his influence, his prestige, to make it crystal clear
that it isn’t just a job for a black man that is required in Amer-
ica. But it is entrepreneurship; it is ownership; it is dignity; it
is self-respect and it is the willingness to take him in as an equal
partner in the great American experiment.

MR. JOHNSON : Mr. Vice President, one of the major issues of
controversy among politicians this year has been a definition of
law and order. I'd like to know, what is your definition of law
and order that would be accepted by both the black and white
communities?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : I speak of this subject not
as a theoretician, but one who gave a community law and order
and at the same time I brought with it a sense of social justice.

I do not believe that the only thing that you need to have in
America are repressive measures in the name of law and order,
but I do believe that the first duty of government, Mr. Johnson,
is to protect life. That is the first responsibility. It is to see to
it that we have conditions of order in society so that the pro-
grams and the processes of equality and social justice and oppor-
tunity can be at work.

I put it this way: civil order and civil justice. They are one
and inseparable. We do not want to live in a police state, and we
surely cannot expect to have law and order just by people going
around saying we ought to do more for people and we ought to
be kinder and more compassionate. They come together. You
cannot rebuild a city if it is burning, if there is looting, if there
is crime, organized, and lawlessness going on throughout the
city, but likewise, you cannot very well put down the crime, and
you cannot very well, over a long period of time, have stability
and law and order if you have the conditions in a community
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that create the infection of violence and lawlessness and erime.
So we must come at it with both hands, so to speak. '

On the one hand, yes, enforcement of our laws, respect for
the law, improvement of our law enforcement agencies, coordi-
nation of those agencies. But I want the same zeal, Mr. Johnson,
for the improvement of the living conditions of the people as we
had in the improvement of the law enforcement conditions for
the total community. They need to come as twin efforts, as
simultaneous efforts, and if I am permitted to be President of
this Icountry, I hope to bring that message to the American
people,

MR. JOHNSON: Just one other question, Mr. Vice President:
On the Kerner Commission, as you know it was appointed by the
President, and it made a report which said that much of the
problems in the urban crisis, many of the problems are due to
white racism. As far as I can determine, the administration has
been rather silent on this Commission’s report. What is vour
assessment of the report?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : First of all, the Commission
was appointed, as you noted, by the President.

Secondly, the report has been taken into each department
of the government for its implementation, to see what we are
presently doing to implement it, what more needs to be done.

Thirdly, I believe that the basic findings and recommendations
of the report are sound. 1 regret to say that there are in America
patterns of discrimination, and we know it.

What do the kids say? Tell it as it is. Now, the fact is that
there are patterns of racism in America, and that is what we
were talking about a moment ago. This we must cleanse our-
selves of. We must get away from it, and why not? Not only is
it morally wrong, but it is economically wrong.

I happen to think that the greatest resources of America yet
on tap are to be found amongst our poor and our needy, white or
black, and might I say that the question of poverty and of the
lack of respect for human beings is not related simply to the
black community. There are more poor whites than there are
poor blacks. There are more roor rural people than there are
poor urban people. I believe that in these great areas of poverty,
and they are limited fortunately, in America—there are great
human resources yet untouched, untapped and undeveloped. I
want to see that they are developed and brought to the forefront.

MR. OAKES: Mr. Vice President, hecause it is so vitally im-
portant, I am returning to Vietnam.

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : Yes, sir.
MR. OAKES: What is the difference between your position
and that of Mr. Nixon in respect to Vietnam policy?
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VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Both of us feel that we
ought not to say anything that will jeopardize the position of the
negotiators on Vietnam. At least that is my understanding of
Mr. Nixon’s position. I believe that I have emphasized, Mr.
Oakes, during the entire Vietnam conflict, the importance of this
country, of our government and, indeed, of our allies, of trying
to improve the social, economic and political framework in
South Vietnam.

I have talked, as you know, about the so-called “other war.”
I have said there are two struggles. There is the military front
on the one hand, and then there is the war that deals with the
lives of the people, with the saving of the lives of the people.

I have a great deal of concern about the refugees, for ex-
ample: a great deal of concern about the necessity of land re-
form in Vietnam. I have spoken up from time to time about
the necessity of our government being willing to walk that extra
mile, as in the bombing halts that we have had in the past, the
bombing pauses. I do not recall that Mr. Nixon has put himself
quite on the line in that way.

MR. OAKES: But we do have a live war going on?
VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Yes, sir.

MR. OAKES: And you said recently and again a few minutes
ago that you believed in a policy of restraint?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : Yes ,sir.

MR. OAKES: And reasonable response?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : Yes, sir.

MR. OAKES: As a condition for a bombing halt.

If the de-escalation or the slow-down in operations of a month
or so ago had been seized upon by the administration as an in-
dication of a tacit response by Hanoi, could we not have possibly
made progress toward this goal of which you speak in the same
way that President Kennedy did at the time of the Cuban crisis
in respect to the rather doubtful message that he received from
Khrushchev?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY : I don’t think they are at
all analogous, Mr. Oakes. I wish I did. T examined the lull, which
is what I think you are referring to, very, very carefully, and
my experience tells me that we have had the same situation
before other increased attacks. There was a lull in December
before the Tet offensive in January. There was a lull in earlier
spring before the step-up in attacks in May and June, and I be-
lieve that we now see that there was a lull before the increased at-
tacks that we have had in recent weeks and recent days.

On Friday of last week there were over 60 separate attacks on
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cities in the Northern area and around the demilitarized zone.
It has been general throughout all of Vietnam.

I wanted to believe—I want you to know quite frankly—I
deeply wanted to believe that that lull was a political signal.
When I examined the evidence that comes to me as the Vice
President of the United States, I could not come to that conclu-
sion. I believe it is fair to say now in retrospect that the lull was
not a political signal, that we are going to have to wait yet for
some political signals.

I can say to this audience that we did during that period of
time go to the North Vietnamese and say, ‘Would you be willing
now to talk about reconstituting the demilitarized zone as a DMZ
area?” “Would you be willing to do that as a—sort of one of the
ways of demonstrating some restraint and reasonable response
that could let us proceed for the stopping of the remaining
bombing ?”

They said, “No.”

“Would you be willing to talk about the stopping of the use
of artillery over the DMZ?”

They said, “No.”

Every single proposal that we made—and the American public
must know this—every single proposal made by Mr. Harriman
and Mr. Vance was summarily rejected. I do not consider either
Mr. Vance or Mr. Harriman to be hawks in the parlance of our
time. I think they are men of peace. I think they are dedicated
diplomats to the cause of peace.

We have tried and we must continue to try. Two weeks ago,
three weeks ago, Mr. Oakes, I had reason to believe that maybe
we were going to make some progress. I found those hopes
dashed, not by the United States, but by North Vietnam.

MR OAKES: You don’t think the risk of stopping the bombing
might be less than the risk of going on and not stopping it?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: I know that the men of
good will and of deep and dedicated feeling to this country of
patriotism feel that way. I must say there are honest differences
of opinion on this, but here is my view: All we are asking for
from North Vietnam, as the President put it, is some little sign
that if we were to stop the remaining bombing they would at
least seriously discuss with us some of the problems which exist,
like the demilitarized zone. We have gotten not a signal. I think
that the American people are fair minded people. I think they
feel that we have a right, since we have presently limited our
bombing to—78 percent of the area excluded from it. 90 percent
of the population of North Vietnam is excluded from the bomb-
ing. That was a unilateral decision on our part. 1 think the
American people now feel that we have a right to expect some
way, directly or indirectly from North Vietnam some restraint,
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some reasonable response, some indication that if we were to stop
all of the bombing it would lend itself to peace.

In the meantime, Mr. Oakes, we have a half million men in
Vietnam, and we have a large number of them in the I Corps
area right south of the DMZ. If we stop that bombing above the
demilitarized zone, I think we have to ask ourselves how many
more tons of equipment, how many more thousands of men come
in unmolested across the demilitarized zone to attack the men
we have in the I Corps area and the First Corps area just south
of the DMZ. I have to think about that.

MR. OAKES: But Secretary
MR. SPIVAK: Gentlemen, we have less than three minutes.

MR. VAIL: Mr. Vice President, to sum up Vietnam, on what
points, if any, do you disagree with the Vietnam policies of Pres-

ident Johnson.

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: I think that the policies
that the President has pursued are basically sound. I believe that
those policies have been directed towards a political settlement.
They have been directed towards negotiations. They have been
directed toward the development of constitutional government in
South Vietnam. They have been directed towards the peace and
the security of all of Southeast Asia, the development of the
Mekong River, for example. I believe that those policies have
contributed to some stability in that area. I believe today that
Indonesia is doing what it is currently able to do in part because
we have taken a stand in South Vietnam. I believe that South-
east Asia will be a more secure and a more stable, vital area of
the world if the war in South Vietnam can come to a political
settlement as we are trying to get it in Paris.

So those policies I do not believe have been wrong.

There may have been some nuances of differences if I were the
President of the United States, but I must say to you gentlemen,
to play President is not a role for a Vice President. Maybe a
Senator can play President, but the Vice President of the United
States has a special responsibility because he is the partner of
the President. One thing I have tried to do is to respect the limi-
tations of that office. It has great responsibility with little or no
authority, and I believe that I would have served to injure the
cause of the United States and to injure this republic if I were
to have injected myself with any little differences that I might
have had into the public arena. I have had to present those points
of view privately in the councils of this government, and I think
you men know that I am not exactly the silent type, that I have
been willing to present them on the occasion when I thought they
were needed.
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MR. VAIL: Mr. Vice President, if we may just quickly change
the subject for a moment to the question of youth. You men-
tioned a moment ago that the kids say, “Tell it as it is.” In 1970,
50 percent of Americans will be 25 years old or younger. This
past year there have been a record number of student revolts. A
strong student protest movement has been evident in student
support for the late Senator Kennedy and Senator McCarthy.

Obviously the nation’s youth is dissatisfied to an extent with
the way things are being.

MR. SPIVAK: I am sorry, gentlemen, our time is up. I am
sorry to interrupt.

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: I had a good answer for
you.

MR. SPIVAK: Thank you, Mr. Vice President, for being with
us today on this Special Edition of MEET THE PRESS,
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~HHE.

.Royster: Mr. Vice President, theJohnson-Humphrey Administration

. i ey

has consistantly taken the position that you would not stop the

bomblng of North Vietnam unilaterallyx-in fact President Johnson

s ¥
Just reiterated that in his VFW speechfrecently And nowin Chicago

the McGovern-McCarthy forces have come up with a peace plankk which

(8
calls for immediate® halt to the bombing’ﬁnﬁ early withdrawal of our

troops vrom Vietnam)&ai:a%m&a&iﬁi&x&g&x&xzuamx supporting the idea
cong

of a coalition government with the vietmzm in it. Could you run on

such a platform, Mr. Vice President<

tHﬁHH:. Well, that wi% not be the platform. That's 3 minority position,

I'm confideng in the Democratic pesxssx convention. I'm happy to note Lha{

the McCarthy-McGovern efforts at the platform committee has made sone

change from previous position. For example, there's no requesp for a

unilateral withdrawal on the part of the United States, which I think
would have been disastrous. Secondly murihaxExrir=fathe in so far as the
coalition government is concerned that has been somewhat reduced in terms
of at least its preciseness 3in the McCarthy-McGovern presentation. My

position on the Vietnam & war and an effort to gain peace is as it has
\.-remaining/
been. I believe that we culd and should stop the;boml?g of the Vorth L

«&x¥m- we receive indication that uh%g is restraint and rgﬁonable response
from the <¥an#h Hanoi. I think that's a common sense provision.

{MQ: WOuld you as President be willing to accept a coalition government

with the Viet Cong in as part of a negotiation.Zzfix, if it were to come

out of the Paris group? Would you accept that?

\ tha

k HHH: I believe in free elections. I do not believeﬁthe Government of

L

South Vietrnam should be designed and imposed *m either from Washington or

=
Hanext. @ore )
—-——"-/
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Hanoi. I believe that if the people of South Vietnam, whatever form
of government they wish”to elect is their business. Thkat's why we're
there; we're there for the principle of self-determination. We're not
there to force American will or American convenience upon the peoples
of South Vietdy%. Now there isn't any problem at all in my mind
about the one—man~one~votej that all the peoples of South Vietnam ﬁ%e
willing to accept the results of an election and were willing to
engage peacefully in such an E%iection process ought to be permitted
to engage in the political process.

lQ: That would include the Viet Cong'?

(;ﬁﬂﬁl It would include all people who were willing to accept the results
B es
of an election and engage in the peaceful political procesgzﬁ? an
election asxgxmesnsxsf . That would mean that kkembaEnzziysd those who
were involved wuld have to renounce the use of force in so far as to be
able to gain their objective.

ififfpow you've said several times, Mr. Vice President, & about Vietnam
that-the lessons we have learned from Vietnam, is a quote that you've
used, what are those lessons that you would apply if you were President
of the United State. Does that mean that you would not get us involvqu
you would not intervenzin foreign actions, we would return to isolation,
what are these lessons that we§§§ye learned from Vietnam.

LEEE:_ Well one lesson is surely not to return to isolationism. Isolationism

has no place of responsibilityign the part of people or governments on

=y
the modern world. This is a world that is more closely knit than ever bejfore
P s %t

Lgiw*po you think the people that are emdging usgto get out of Vietnam,

do you think they're being isolationists.

-~

HHH: No I usedthe term that you‘ﬁﬁm offered.

o

(" More )
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HHH: I do believe that there are some in our country today who have

become Qery frustrated with the world in which we live because it does
not yield itself or lend itself to prompt and quick remedieshﬁgd they
want to withdraw. Some of the lessons that I would imagine that we will
have learned from Vietnam are, for exmaple)the importa&%ybf the
development of political institutions as well as the application of

ecnomic and military assistance. ﬁ@fhink f have to be very
he W€
selective in our commitments as well{arouﬁav I think we really |
A3E G
have to assess what is in our national interest. And then we -have
Lorces 7N larzi

to ask ourselves before we commit ouphsums of money or -eur manpowef;
will these people really help themselvexs? Are they willing to work

together in cooperation with their neighbors in their region for their
.7 (;.*,.‘L.A.l et "

own common defense and their own self-defense. I think those are sone

of the lessons we can gain out of this rather costly and tragic experience.
Wt q
Cannon: Mr. Vice President, do you think there is sg?me kind oﬁTCOnservative

tide running in the United Statest) -
) durp comue 0 on?

HHH: I think there is a tide runniqﬁin the United Statesﬂpver wherthers

S

we are able to face up to the many problems that confront us today. This
tide lends itself, again, to the spirit of withdrawal, hopefully that
we can jusﬁ’ignore some of these matter for a while and that things will
work out%g;iight. I think that is wrong. No I do not believe there

y in America,
is a conservative tide. I think there is a tidey/a spirit that wants

to see genuine stephby—stegjsteadyrsocial progress but they want to see
it without the destruction of institutions , or things or people. They

want to see progress with order, and they'd like to have a degree of order
_ 5
with progress. I'm concerned as all Americans ar%)with some of the developmen

More
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that we x see when pexople become overly anxioua when they turn to

violence, which I think is the wrong way of gaining any social objectiveg

/

This is what I believe the American people feel. I believe is a basic
goodness in the American people that can be called into action. And cne

of the reasons I want to run for President and one of the reasodﬂé I

—

wish to be President of this countryzis to call on this basic goodness
that can help meet the problems of our times.
k“Q: How do you relate this feeling of concern with the policies of this

Administration? Has it been intensified by the policies of the
»
(oot
Administration or has iginot?

{ 5(\’(.{{
\HHH; _Well, sé%omebody said to me the other day khak you know Mr Vice
| you have to recomgnize that
President/we're in a great period of change and I said "that is constant

Change is & inevigtablej; the only questioqﬂisjcan you make change your

ally? Can you in a sense fashion the forces of change for constructive
purposes? I think we've been douing that, and in a sense,part of the
restlessnes in Americai today is the fact that people now begin to see

that they do not have to live in the pr¥sxky abominable conditions of

poverty and slummism to which many people have been forced in the past. |

They see that there can be a better day. In fact this very instrument
‘%'['\.-;\." WL BALR wes vy RO = L G_LL»\HZ',;L v —

haxes brought the message of the affluence of American society to the

poor and the rich alike. There are rising expectations in America and
the
I happen to believe that one of the signs of/success of some of the
' which
endeavors &m&/our Government has made and our private enterprise

system has made is the fact & that there is this restleéEEness, that
what seemed inevitable in the past no longer is inevitable and therefore

it becomes inteolerable.
!

L

Q:

_“WE??Sn't this resétlessness in public thought mean that the "ins" are
e P
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in trouble?

HHH: _Well, I don't think so. As a matter of fact I believe that we
cén dﬁ%ﬁonstrate that we've made t§%éndous progess in these last fews
years, and that that progess merits a continuation of the leadership
and the policies that helped formszfd the forces of progress. I don't
want to burden you with tﬁg_sﬁg%istical evidence ,but the results of our

economy and of our government working together, and I repeat they've

been working together)government and, economy as partners. The result of

n
2
that has been nothing short of astounding. Over 10 million people-over |\<
ﬂ'U\_CCrt;\-
tw the last U years have come out of what we call poverty, and of that ijdi

,are
almost 4 million of them hayzxkssri/black. Now that is a remarkable

achievement. There's been no country on the face of the earth
that has nma ever made such an achievement in such a short period of
time. I believe that policies that have given us almost 7, 8 years

of continuous economig growth, policies that have imqayved our educational
«the o
structure, policies that have impﬁﬁved-&ar/ecnomic base of our people,
‘that, if you please,
are worthy of continuity. Now I compare £h&Z/with the previous 8 years
that took
in which there were 3 recessions wi%;&§aﬂh¥a terrible ‘economiec toll.

Cowles: Mr. Vice President, just a moment ago you gzaid spoke of change)
and T ask this questionzggyiously, not facétiously, all other things
being equal, wouldn't you agree that it is a good thing for the country
from time to time to have a turn-over of ﬁ%%%istration; Now for the pasp
28 years out of the past 36, the country has been governed by a Democratic
Administration. And for the past 8 ye:hrs the country has had a Democratic

might it not axeclearly
Administration. MNsw at vhat point mmiuxik be/desirmable for a change in
¥eumivdodmedden administration simply so that new pecple, nezw ideas, new concepts
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get brought into the executive branch of the governmentz

L‘HHH Mr. Gouleu, change just for the purpose of change is not necessarily a
e e Ib!s the of T Anc
desirable developcmﬁn $im question i=y what doesachange bring .. You
\
ia
menti ned new ideas, new policits, {;ere¢s been a continuous line of new

ideas and new policikes that have come in with Democratic[%dministrations.
The fact is that when the Republicans have had there opportunity, they haven't

had mny news ideas and they havngt brought inmany new policies, They have
tended
ammptud/to say amen to what has been done before and say that maybe they

can do it a little better. I believe that innovation in Ame rican public
1life, that’ creativity in American im government has been essentially = the
product of Democratic leadership and Democratic administrations. Now you

don¢t throw out a good coach because he has a winning team, just because
\ fellow
you say wo.ddn't it be nice to see another gzyfﬁown on the sidelines,

You doﬁot do away with e business management in a corporate that continueg

to improve the profits and continues toﬁnprov; the sales of the company
Just because you saxxagéidn't it be nice to see a new figure. To the
contrary,you try to keep idu tééi; I think we've got a pretty good record
of performance, Now new presidents come, If Iém permitted to be the

President of the United States, I¢ll be the President of-tlm=Ymited-States;
‘IZde in my own right, with my own xigkik personality, will- my own way

of doing things, with my own ideas an my own policies. Not todestroy
/

the past but to build on Zkthe past., There¢a a continuity in goverrment

and I think that continuity is healthy. 1
| Mre Johnson:_ Mr, Vice Pxresident, legal dqéérmination in the United States
‘-h;; been eliminaté for some time by the striking down of d:scrlmlnatory laws
Court and be the passage of new civil@ rights laws b;?gonpreso.

{

by the Suprene
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Ané yet many black émericans find themselves far u away fr?m total equality.
cJwhat ((Go
I would like to know if you are elected President i L,w#mm=./you¢d propose

to do to implement these laws and to help ?O bring about total equaﬁ { e (JOAJ('JH
12( ' “"!'-.:«.Jm \"l(‘- L,L‘ll,(.‘ 1R 7 j

what would your program we that would be different from‘prevlous presidents?

L\_HHH' Well, Ypr, Johnson, as you know, I¢ve had quite ﬁﬁa d in the fashion-

i

ing of prlmc policies that thus far hebe become public law or statutory
law., I¢v§ tried to be throughout my public 1ife a leader in the ficld of
civil rights. We have a good body now Zm of public law. Lhere isngt any
doubt abeout that. Now itgs the matber of the application of it and it is

also thﬂmatter of the acceptznce and the practic?of it bY the smerican
—€71
peoples I think we cen say that is does little good tohave/equal % employment

opportunity law if a man isng¢t trained for a job. You can not banish

.
discrimination in employment until you banish the illitracy and the condition

of being unskilled. So what do we do; h; step up our programs of training
and education as never before, We encourage black entrazepreneurship

so that the members of the black community can be owners of propgerty

as well as just job holders. We include in to the decision meking processes

of the community and the government it _self black representation on a larger
Above all
scale than we¢ve ever had before. &lhwoipldwwhat we seek to do is tfgive

theory or in
real equal opportunity, Mot just in/{he sbtatute Qﬁpks s but in the practices
of life, in the neighboorhood, in the comnunitVfL;n every area OE;gEEEdVO?e
}5; _Mr. Vice President; I would like to know how youn consider the propger
;;18 of the United States in the world, A feu weeks ago you were quoted
as saying this: "pe don¢% want to gel in the position o%geing the worldg;

More



policemen kimuzxf." Bub a few months ago you were quoted as saying this:
. !
"What kind of a world do you think it would if the United stibes didngt stan)

/
guarde"” Now I¢d like to know what really is your position?
LHHH- ‘r'ell, I don¢t think there’ds aly conb 5 radikiction at all, Mr, -Aoks.
S
The vorld's policeman would mean that wharg/pver there-werd any trouble

e

anywiere, anyplace,.we would go around and try and put it down. Now
obviously we do not sy dothat. ‘here are civil wars in couhtries, there

which .
are internaly civil disorders, and rebellions Zlzt/are not ouﬂ/bu31ness;gﬂﬁt

we do feel that we have made some contribution tg&he kind ofaiorldhégut

and I woul? like by the fact that we¢ve had forces standing guerd in NATO/
not as a world¢s policemen but as a defensive forces in common aliiance with
people of like purpose. I believe that¢s g quite clear. I believe that

it¢s fair to sy that the Ggganizatiun of Ame ican States does not make

us the worl¢s policemmns Gﬁt it does permit us to stand in cooperation

with our neighbors in Latin America under the fio Trealy aad under other
agreements that we have to see t&it that there is peace and stability in this
hemisphere. “he world¢s policeman carries 3§;h it the kind or a onus and
responsibility #hak which I dongt believeﬂgﬁe United States wammts or should
have{"Gﬂamelytsiitrolling the world, hé seek not to patrol the world, what
we seek to do is to help the world build the conditions that lend themselves
to an enduring peace. Bubt we also sesk to stand with our neighbovrs and o U1

e "'-\,,.\
friends of common faith against forces of agression and I believe/ghat

policy has served the interest of the United States and the cause of peace
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Q: Mr, Vice President,;of course I wonldn't equate in any way
— Al U

the Soviet position in«@hsshwesbusiesos

with curs in Vietnam, not

atall, But there appear to be a few signs this weekend, that the
.’I-‘,-‘a' 2 AR PAE e

Soviets are getting ready to cut their losses in Shwmebssssize, tO
pull back to scme extent. Looking with all the advantages of hindsight,

don't you think the United States should have started to cut its losses

&n Vietnam a number of years ago?

{ A: It's my view that the United States has sought repeatedly to try
to brigfing this swruggle in Vietnam to a prompt and quick ending. The
A e, A .

Yo

Soviet Union went into in really naked aggression.

No matter how you look at it, and the United Nations, I think, has
prettyjﬂr well described, in its resolutions, what has happened. we
went inthietnam, not as the agéressor (whatever anybody may think about
our policy) U' but we went hhere under treaty, under committment, and
to resist an aggressor., Now we have continuously offered ways and means
bring this struggle to an end. In cther words, if you wish to speak abo
cutting our losses, we have offered to North Vietnam., time after time,
ways an?&nans that the losses could be cut, that this struggle could be
brought toc an end, that a cease-fire could ke achieved, that troop
wirhdrawals could be brought about, that free elections could be held,
and even under the Geneva accords, how we might very well project a
long-term peace for all of Scutheast Asia, I believe that our record
lepgutasny praneeier--

is pretty good in that. fhe problem that we've had is that we haven't
been able to get anybody on thew the other end of the line to be willi:

to agree with us,



(Q: Well if in fact the situtation has become stalemated as some people %h

- s
| SRS _ o

think it looks like,hw-lg do we continue this business?

| A weel, we're in Paris now hopefully, to find some way 1n ncgotiatlons

to brlng this struggle to an end. Mr. Dﬂbﬂckﬂck and Mr.. Slcbovada are
r
in Moscownow hezep hopefully to find some way to bring their struggle

to an end R v

:Q: Do you know that Mr. Dubeﬁheck is in Moscow?
= "

A: Well, that's what I read in your paper; Gentlemen. I hope that-'s
the case. I really hope that's the case,May I say that if the Soviet Union

shows a willingness to come to some reconciliation of the differences
[

between Chezkoslaovakia upon whizh it has aggressed, and the government of

that country, it will be setting a good example for North Vietnam. Bszzau
A
Because North Vietnam can come to some kind of\agreement with the United
States. Now what have we asked foy for example? We've said, let's

re-establish the de-militarized zone. Now that's not a far-out request.
un
That could lend itself to substantial improvement ﬁﬁ the negot-iations

We ve said let's see if we couldn't have some de-escalation- of the
{('/I H)’

é&ﬁhﬁlﬁg on both sides. That- is a reasonable request. All of these have

been turned down by North Vietnam. Now it's interesting to note that

Noth Vietnam is about the only Communist country, outsidg of the Easterh

block countries that are involved in the aggression on* C"hzqklogyggia}m

that supports the Soviet Union today. in this effort.

Q:



- 3

(xQ: Do jou really expect any progress until after the :lection?

(.

A

Well, I do think this, Mr. Cannon,. shat I believe shat the candides

i — A

—

who are nominatedpy their respective political par:ies owe it to

American people and cwe it tec the men in the field in Vietnam to &

o)

1t c¢rystal-clear to Hanci that they're not geing t) get a better
cut of either oneﬁoffthe candidates of the Republi-can or the
Democratic Party than they're golng to get out of fhe present situ
In other wcrds}l dc not want any werd of mine or acy platform of t©
Demoeratic Party givirg the hcpe to Hanol that if they just held ¢
continu%ﬁthe Tighting, continue the killing. contianue the attackin
contiinue the shelling of the cities, that somewher:z dcwn the line
they're going te get a better deal from Hubert Humphrey, or froﬁ
Richard Nixongz I want them teo know they're not going to get a bett

deal from me, I am perfectly willing te sit down and negotiate ir

3

good faith, tc walk the extrs mile in honor
a
woula not want an acticn oryword of mine to be interpreted now or

1id in decency, but I

o

the days tc come to Hanoi, that if they just stieck with it and kee
killing fbur men, keep shelling those cities, that somehow, somewl
dowr the line they're going to get it easier from me, because the)
not.
very.
Suprose I'm an American voter, and I want t¢ .... and I'm ’?x unhe
aboat the Vietnam war, and I want tc express a diessent, a perfectl
legitimate dissent with these policies, fer whom can I vete?
H 1
~f Aalad

You can vete for cne of four candidates, I suppose; Chregpeied-] be Mr
'.-\g S X, ‘l_

Wallace, UregesZ be Mr. Nixon -- I don’t think thét you're going t
fini that ycur dissent will be very effective there ~- I think you

can vete for Hubert Humphrey, for the man that you're talking to,

.7

you can vote for me ...



&E- Is this dissent?

/

!IA:

.knowing in that vote that I will do everything that's within

{ e \field -

S

r

'Q

the possibilities of the protection of our forces in the Pidwsvwf in
Vietnam, and will do everything that's possible in the name of commen
sense to & find an accomodation betweem“ﬁ%@%@ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁamggﬁgﬁ'ourselves a
and North Vietnam at that peace table,ﬁﬁz do not believe that the
American people want the next President of the United States to either
unilaterally withdraw, or to leave our forces subject to unlimited

punishment from the North, or in any way to make adjustments or PEEEs

political concessions that would make the sacrifiees that we made in
e

the past seem meaningless, I just couldh't put mEsdedf mysélf in that

position, Mr. Cannon, and believe that I was worthy of public trust.

ANNOUNCEMENT

Mr. Vice President, I'd like to return to this subject of change.

R e

A few minutes ago, in response to my earlier aguestion about whether
a turncver of national administrations from time to time wasn't a
good idea, you suggested that, I think, that each new President
brought witﬁ}%ihim in a2 new administration a certaiﬁi%%}amount of
change. Now, what new characterfstics, or differances, or changes,
would you foresee in a Humphrey administration, differmsat or changecd
from the administration of the past eight years?

Well, Mr. Coles, change doss not necessarily mean an abrupt cleavage

\\A: el

from the yesterdays, it means that you learn and you build from the
experiences that you have; new conditions come, new forces are at work
science and)!
in every year. Just the sheer impact oﬁ?pecﬁnology itself, if they
were no human relations involved, brings= us a degree of change that
we have to cope with. For example the change in the sharecropping
has

of the South, the change in cotton agriculture in the South,,aﬁgnﬁx
: >

brought a maw tremendous change in the South, which has projected
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s )

ts

w

1f irnto our great urban centers with the mobility of peocple. Now
what kind of changes would I see? Well, I happen to believe that

we c¢all the urban crisis has come into its fullness now. For 1

48

time we knew it was here, tut now ali-b%#x at once -&#m 1t's here u
sudden impact, and we Jssewe now realize that whomever is the next

President of the United

[¥7]

tate

m

» Mr, Coles, must come to grips wit

- =T ) -
this matter in ag@e Cooperation with -&@e Ltate governmentx

I thirk we've now found that we do have ways and means of allavia’

what we call poverty; not just the poverty of the purse, the jove:

o Y&l ARF & e, ; T Soa
of the lack of income, S B cut the poverty c¢f spirit. We four

L o N A

8t runs, Project Headstart, ames 2
though

ra Bound, through VISTA,/the %$eacher Corps, and :hrol

other Things, that there are things that we can do to 1ift the
level of 1ife and the standard of 1life for pecple - I want to ses
experiments, and I think they've been primarily experiments - I v

o P - ""\ 1 T ) -
to see them refined and applied in a2 much larger way. Now Lhesex ¢

o

are just a ccocuple of the changes.

,_

Mr. Vice President, I think we'd 23ll agree that the problems ¢hang
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irn what specific ways do you fess

E#x forezee your policies or the kinds of mern in your administrat:

Well, Mr. Ccles, I know everybody wants tc have a fight and wznts
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in the sense; I try tc be a reconciler. I believe we have a lot ¢

fight pro moters in the country; what I think we need now are & few



= .

pecple that cen bring about reconciliation., I have offered, for

o
[&]

example, on cities, a very specif proposal, a Marshall plan

for our cities, that is differsnt LI than what the present

administration has in current law. It vullds on the Model Cities
but it goes beycnd it. Now that's cne of the chan iges. I have

suggested,Tor exapple, that we ought to have day-care centers 2
acrosg this ccuntry to @51p working mothers; I have suggested
pre-schocl ecducation that we learned from an ezperiment in Proje
Headstart. Now those are some of the changes. We surely know
that another change we can have hx is that no one in America need
starve. For goodness sakes, & country that has an abundarice of
food ought not to' @ hav a single child that ever goes to bed hur
We've had some that have gone to bed hu#gry. Now we have started
the progranms, we've made some progeess, we've Dees building., I
lieve thatix it's my Job, if I'm elected Presidnet of the Unitec
States, not tq tear ¥ down the house in which we buiild, ¥ in wh:

we've been -ps it mo:

captable, To try to make it a more Lismalids home for the American
people, to try to adjust = it and adapt it to the needs of cur tir

What's another change? The change that a man who is,iéesident of
£

United States must say to the American pecple that we must be one
nation, hnot twe) not separate and unequal. As Jchn Johnson - as

Johnseon asked a guestion here a moment ago about a@ our civil

rights legislaticn ~ yes, civil rights leg giglation - but we now n
have the practice of himan rights and the practice of human eque

and I believe Eh® the Presidént must use his authority, his &#influc
hils prestige, to make it crystal clear that it isn't Just a goo i

a biack man that's reguired in America, bup it's entrepreurship, i



e

)

cwnerghip, it's dignity, it's self-respect, and it's the willingness

tc take him in &s an equal partnsr in the great American experment.

o

Mr. Vice President, one cof the major issues of controversy among
politicians this year has been a definition of law and order. I'd
like to know - what 1s your definiticn of law and order? that would
be accepied by both the black and white communities?

f?k of this subject not as a theoriticlan, but as one who

law and order and at /
3 e Che same time brought with it a sense of

sceial justice. I do not believe thst the only thing you nsed to ha

in America %% are reppessive measures in the name of law and order,
- L] - .
but I do buskdssm believe that the first duty of government, Mr. Johns:

i8 to protect life. That's the first responsibility. It is tc see tc
&

\ hav
it that we kﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁgconditicns of order 1in sociéty so that the program:

end the process of equality and eg; ad—> social justice anc
opportunity can ke at work. I put it thig way- - clvil order and
civil justice -~ they are one and inseparable. We do not want to live
in a police state, and we surely & cannct expect to have law zm and
order Just by people going srcund saying we ocugth to do more for
people and we ought tc be kinder and more compassionate. They come
together; you cannct rebuild a city if it's burning, if there's
looting, 1f there's crime organized and lawlessness going on throught

out the city, but likewise you cannot very well put down the

erime and you cannot very well over a long period of time have

i

"

stability and law and order if you have the Qﬁ%ﬁ%ions in & community
that create the infection of violence zand lawlessness and crime; so
we must come at it with both hands, so to spegk; on the one hand,yes
enforcement of our laws, respect for the law, improvement of our

law enforcement agencies, cocordination of these agencies , but I want
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the same zeal, Mr. Jcoiwnson, for the improvemnt of the living
conditions of the peoplz as we nad inp the-@mprovementjﬁifin the
law enforcement conditicns for the total community. They need t
eome gs twin efforss, as simultanemus';;;;;:E:efforts, and irf I .
permitted to be President of this = country, I hope to bring that
message Lo the American people.

Q: Just one other question, Mr. Vice Presédent,.§§;% the Kerner
Commiszsion, as you know it was appointed by the President, it mad
a report which said that much of the problems in the urban crisic
thatr many of the problems are due to white racism. As far as I ¢

dete has been rather gilent on this

sk
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Coutiission's report. What is your assessment of the report?

A: HEH: Vell, first of all, the commission was appeinted by the ¥
noted
President, as you kmews Secondly, the report has been taken ikmxx

- ""’ .
intc each department of the government >

for its implementaticn
to see what we're presently do ng to implement 1t, what more needs to
be done. Thirdly, I believe that the besic findings and recommendatic
cf the report are sound, I regret tc say that there is in America

atterns of discrimination and we Xnow it. Now what dc the kids say”
-

Tell it like it 13? Now the fact is that there are pateterns of racis

%)

in American. And tha'ts what we were tslk:i ng g abecut a mement ago.

-3

hls, we must clense ocurself of. We must get

n

way from it, and why

nov ? Not only is it morally wrong, but it's eccnemically wrong. I
orf

happen tc think that the greatest resources &ﬁ Americam yet to be

9]

tapped are e re found among our poor, our needy, white or blske,

and might I say that the gquestion of poverty and the lsck of respect

for human beings are not related simpl 1y to the blqﬂd community. There
24T i

are mere poor whites than there a“g pPlacks, there are mordfgﬁéal

than there ara%urban pecople, 1T believe that in these great azreas of
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[

pverty, and thersy're limived fortunately in America, that great

T o
hyman rescurces, @ untouched, w# untapped, undeveloped, I want
see thet they're tapped and that they're brought to the forefront.
Q: (Cakes) Mpr. Viece President, because it's so important, I'm rett
to the item of Vietnam. What is the difference betwsen your positi
and that of Mr., Nixon'sf in respe®tt to Vietnam policy?
HHE: Well both of us feel that we ought not to say anything that v
jeopordize the position of the negobtliators in Vietnam. At least th
my understanding of Mr., Nixon's position. I believe I have emphas:
during the entirc Vietrnam conflict the importance of thédcountry, ¢
our gq%rnment and indeed of our azlles, of trying to improve the soc

and economic and political framework in qouth Vietnma. I've talkec

as you know cf th& so-called

- * ~ - 4
war. I've sald there are two v .ctruggles. There is the militar
front on the one hadnd and then thers is the war that deals with tb
lives of the poeple, with the saving of the lives of the people. 7T
) , ——
put a great deel of concern em-about the refugees , for &xample, ¥

a gred deal of concern about the recessity of land reform in Vietnc

I've spcken up from time to time about the neeessity of cur govern:
i i u};,x:.siw_,z
s 10

Cepsplasts Deing

that we've had in the past, the bombing pauses. I do nor Pfecnll &

walk that extra mile as in the tumbing h-

Mr. Nixon has put himself gquite cn the line that way.
Q: Well, we do have a live war going on and you said recently and

again a few minutes ago that you “el eve ? po L“V ¢f restraint ¢
1

Lf
5> aeomdike MH{ 6 hsom Gyrsg ¢ i
reasonable reqpéEQS(“ﬁwﬁr" bk -eccal ation  or the

slowdown of operations uf a month or 5O &gC had beer se¢lzed upon b}
‘{:“‘) }\\ ‘khu-Ja‘A_t; .e-_., E it

Administrationias a tdcit resmmponse by Fanol. cculd we not have

posisibly meus P¥Ter-vL toward tnia goal of walch youx speak in the

same way that Pres. Keinnedy did at the time of the Cuban crisis in
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8ave beet: willing to present them on the occasion that I thought the:
were jeeded.
Q: Mr, Vice President, if we may just quickly change the subject for
& nomeat to the subject of vouth. You mentioned a minute zgo that th
kids say, tell it W is.  Tn 1970 50% of Americans will he 25 year
i
©ld or yolinger. This past yeapr theve have a record number of student
Toavolis, a stong student protest movement has been evident and stude.
=support for the late Jenztor Kennedy and Senator McCarthy., Obviously
the naticn's youth is dissatisfied with the way things are teing....
Hoderator: I'm so%ry gertlemen, our time is up,

EY, I

i

ad 2 goold anser “or you too.
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