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V.P. Humphrey Pledges End of "Balance of Terror"

Los Angeles, Calif., October 24, 1968 —-- Vice President
Hubert H. Humphrey pledged today to reduce the "balance of
terror" in American and Soviet relations.

In remarks to members of the South California clergy,
Humphrey said that our responsibility in this area is "above
all a moral issue. We cannot live forever in a world where our
safety and our security depend on a precarious balance of terror,"

Pledging to work towards the reduction in the strategic arms
race between the United States and the Soviet, he said that only
in this way can our resources "be turned away from war toward
the work of human development.,"

He cited America's "responsibility to the conscience of man-
kind," promising that as President he will "build a sense of
common trust” and "strengthen the moral bonds among nations and
peoples.”

He noted that ratification of the nuclear non-proliferation
treaty must be the first step towards achieving this goal, saying
that failure to do so may result in losing the race to "keep the
nuclear weapons out of the hands of the Nassers and Castros o
the world."

The text of the Vice Presidents' remarks is attached.
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REMARKS For Release: Thursday PMs
VICE PRESIDENT HUBERT H, HUMPHREY October 24, 1968
SOUTH G/ LIFORNIA CLERGY
LCS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA
OCTOBER 24, 1968

I have come to talk with you about the paramount concern of all our people --
our desire for peace,

We must end the war in Vietnam.

I have spoken to the nation about what I would do to achieve peace in Vietnam,
You know the content of that address in Salt Lake City.

And you can trust me to do as I said.

But even as we seek peace in Vietnam, we must look beyond to another urgent
matter,

We must stop the deadly race in strategic arms before it halts humanity.

For twenty years, I have triad to place limits on the momentum of the arms race.

I led the fight to end testing of nuclear weapons in the air,..while Mr. Nixon

"catastrophic nonsense,"

called the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty a "cruel hoax' and

I led the effort to create the Arms Control and Disarmament [ipency.

I have worked for years for the treaty to prevent the spread of nuclear
weapons around the world -- the Nuclear Non-Proliferation Treaty.

We now have that Treaty., But unless it is ratified, all our hopes for a world
not dominated by the nuclear bomb may be lost forever.

Mr. Nixon says he is for the Treaty, but is against ratifying it this year.

He says he is for the Treaty, but has reservations about it,

1 say this: If we now lose tais Treaty -- if we now lose the race to keep
nuclear weapons out of the hands of the Nassers and Castros of the world -- humanity
may never have the same chance apgain.

I also support the early beginning of talks with the Soviet Union to end the
race in offensive and defensive missile systems,

Unlimited additions to nuclear arsenals can make neither of us safer; on the
contrary, each extra unneeded missile, each extra unneeded warhead only brings
nearer the day when we will be unable to stop the plunge into nuclear war,

And, beyond that, I favor worldwide -- supervised and carefully safeguarded =-=-
reductions in arms and military expenditures so that man's resources may be turned
away from war toward the work of human development.

This is no idle dream. I believe it can be done.

This is, above all, a moral issue.
We cannot live forever in a world where our safety, and our security depend on
a precarious balance of terror,
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PAGE TWO

This is a balance of imsanity...an immoral balance, that undermines our very
claim to be civilized.

"For what has a man profited, if he shall gain the world, and lose his own
soul?" (Matthew 16:25-26)

There is another way to preserve our security and preserve the peace. I
am dedicated to this cause. The nations of the world must find their way through
the valley of the shadow of death, America must take the lead,

We have a responsibility to the comscience of mankind. It will not be easy,

It may take years...to build a sense of common trust...to strengthen the moral
bonds among nations and peoples...to save our souls, even as we save the world,

I ask your help...your ideas...your prayers, Our goals must be moral ones.,.
and the first of these goals is peace.

As the Prohpet Isaiah said: ''How beautiful upon the mountains are the feet
of him that bringeth good tidings, that publisheth peace.,”

That should we America's role in the world, When I am President, that will

be America's role,
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REMARKS OF HUBERT H. HUMPHREY
ST. PAUL'S CATHEDRAL

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA
OCTOBER 24, 1968

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Thank you very much, Rabbi Nussbaum
and my geood friend, Reverend John Simmons, members of the clergy,
ladies and gentlemen.

I have looked forward to this opportunity of visiting with
you. I shall try to divide our time so that we shall have an
opportunity for you to ask your questions and hopefully that I
may be able to provide you with some answers. _

This morning -- I will talk a little louder. I am trying to
save this voice for the last 12 days. When we are out on the
street rallies, it gets a little rugged. So I thought possibly in
the quiet of a church that we might be able to preserve the strength.

This day is a most appropriate time for us to discuss
reconcilation, peace, and the reduction of tensions at home. and
abroad.

This is U.N. Day. This is the 23rd anniversary of the United
Nations. It is also a day in which we once again reaffirm human
rights -- not only human rights here in America, which needs
constant reaffirmation, but the whole body of human rights as con-
ceived in the United Nations Charter and by those who have tried to
implement it.

I might add very quickly that I have been one of those in the
years that served -- in my years of sertvice in the Congress -- that
had diligently sought the ratificatins of the human rights con-

ventions because I believe thai thwo. resoluticons or conventions,

whatever you wish to call il.=-, vl croe again reaffirm America's
moral leadership on th¢ Daiul~ “wsuz of car time, which is the issue
of humanity and its c.> .- 20 (4~ “he 2arichment of the lives of the
people of this earth.

I have just lefl =2 I sarizst, 23 Rzbbi Nusshaum has said,
with some of your fellow citizenc., T will take just a moment to

summarize what I tried to say there abcut this election because I
am engaged in the business of trying to get elected, at the sane

We are really at a time ~- living in a time of crisis in this
country. That doesnil wesd t» bae dccumented to those of you who
have to live with it every day. A cxisis in race relations -- I

think a very serious crisis in the mcral values of our nation. We
are living in a time of unprecedented change and ferment. I happen
to be one of those that believes, however, that the nation is not
sick beyond remedy. As I have said from manv a platform, I do not
think this nation has lost its way. I think it is trying to find
its conscience.

This is no* 2 new experience for America, because if you are

a student of the - -ztory of this Republic, you kncw that we have
gone through mar: many times, many, many periods of violent change,
of grave disorde:. and of serious moral crisis. And we have been
able to ccme cvi i each, I think, a little better.

As a matt=: of fact, there may be some truth to it that a
great penrle musl o0 dome suffering -- possibly the anguish and
the suifaring of ~ww time, the suffering and the anguish as we make

decisions about h~ we want to live here at heme, whether it is to
be a community, cn¢ communiyt of Americans, or whether it is to be
divided cn the basis of race, or economic status -- that anguish
and that sufferincs T think can make us a better peopnle, if we make
the richt decicics

And I am t=)ing to men and women that have a great deal of
influence in this covntry. I know that you are idealists, and so
arm I. I have bean cre all of my life. I find myself in a rathecr
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ironical and paradoxical situation. Most of my critics for twenty year:
of ny public life have said that I was too far out, too far ahead of

my time. This has been my political liakility, according to my best
friends -- quote-end quote. And all at cnce the same man is supposed
to be devoid of ideas, lacking in vision, and lacking in idealism.

I just don't think so. '

I asked my mother about that not long ago, and she didn't think so
either. (Applause)

We are facing a time of election decision. Every candidate feels
I am sure when he stands for the highest office in this land that the
time that he is up for election is the great moment. But I have said
that I think we are at the end of an era, and we are approaching the da
of a new day. I think that is true in matters of international
relations as well as domestic policy. And it has led me to say that or
of the first requirements of the next President of the United States, ¢
least if I were Presicent, will be to reassess our commitments abroad
as well as to reassess our policies here at home.

I think we have made very great progress here at home in particul=
in recent years. I think the indicator of thatprogress is the fact
that some people seem to be so upset by it. When peorle see possihilit
of hope, they become more restless. It is only the honeless who are
apathetic. It is the people who never see any chance for improvement v
accept the intolerable conditions in which they live as being inevitahl
It is people who see some chance for improvement that refuse to accent
the incredibly bad conditions in which they live as bheing inevitable.

And so we see now, I think, all over the world a spirit of emanci-
pation. I think we see it in Bastern Furope. I think we see it in the
Soviet Unicn. I think we saw it in Czechoslovakia. I see represssicn
being used to put it down. I think we are seeing this spirit of emanc:
pation here at home, amongst our black Americans, amongst many nther
minorities -- the so-called Mexican—American, and the Puerto Rican
and many of the poor.

And I sce people today who say let's stamp it out, repression,
Soviet mentality.

But the spirit, the longing for individual identification, the
longing to ke identified as an individual, to be needed, to be wanted,
be a man, to be accepted as a person, to be free -- that longing cannc
be put down. You may temporarily subdue it, you may temporarily opvre
it, but the spirit, the will of mankind to be free, or at least to hav
some hope of emancipation is one of the dominant facts of recorded
history.

In this election we are going to determine, for examnle, what kin
of a Supreme Court you are going to have, ladies and gentlemen. And m
no mistake ahout it.

_In this election you are going to determine whether or not you
are going to pursue policies that really will try to get at the root
causes of poverty -- knowing how difficult it is, knowing the mistakes
that we will make. But also knowing that we can have some achievement
and some success,

In this election we are going to, Ireally bhelieve, decide whether
or not we are going to revert bhack to a cold war mentality, or ~hether
we are going to try to rise abhove it. Not foolishly ignoring the
dangers of our time, but rather trying to create a philosophy of
.peaceful engagement, where we are ever alert to danger, hut equally
alert to opportunity. '

I belicve that the arms race within itself is one of the fundamen
issues. But before I tocuch on that, which I have in some prepared

remarks, let me say once again -~ the question hefore the American
people in this election, which I helieve is more fundamental than
all the peripheral issues that most of us get to discussing -- bombing

not bhombing -- is whether or not we



Americans can live together in a community, as neighbors, as

fellow citizens, white and black, rich or pcor, to be together in
trust and in confidence, or whether we are to live in a society that
is divided, a society of aparthesid, a society of hate and suspicion
and doubt and fear, that is aggravated by cheap demagoguery, or

even high-class demagoguery. If you are going to be a demagogue,

I think you ought to be a crude one.

(Applause.)

We are talking about human relations. And with all of our
desire for peace abroad, my fellow Americans, let me suggest that we
can set an example here at home. If we cannot find ways and means
to settle our problems here at home without violence, without
demagoguery, without pitting race against race, person against
person, what makes you think that you are going to be able to help
to settle it some place in the world where you can hardly spell the
names of the persons involved, or identify the areas geographically?

I think the best foreign policy, or at least the underpinning
of a great American foreign policy of moral leadership, is a position
of moral strength here at home, right here in our own communities.

We are trying to make this great experiment that we call our
democracy work. No people have ever been able to do it before --
under the complexities and the difficulties that we have. Here is
the nation of every race, creed and color, as you know. Here we are
with a mosaic of cultures, or should I say a variety of cultures.

The question is, Can we make it a mosaic? Can we make it America

the beautiful -- not just our hills and cur valleys and her
mountains which Ged Almighty put here, ¥ut what about we the people?
What about our relationships? Divine Providence has done very well

by us -~ except where we have loused it up. But what are we doing to
each other?

This the issue. :

And when I hear political leaders, or alleged political
leaders, or self-proclaimed political leaders, talk about our
programs that we seek to develop to help the poor as if somehow or
another they were a waste of effort and a waste of money, I wonder
then what kind of moral leadership do we have in this country. And
that is why we need to speak out.

No, government --- the government of the United States is not
here to see that those who already have too much have more. We will
~get that without the help of the government. The government of
the United States is here to be able to see that those who have too
little may have a chance to earn for themselves enough. We are not
only ‘interested in social security. We are interested in social
opportuniiy. I think we have some of us been the victims of such
a fear of insecurity that we fail to understand that the young people
of our time are primarily concerned about the visions and the
horizens of opportunity. And I believe that the greatest challenge
of tomorrow is not security, which I believe we can build into our
structure, but how do we open the gates of opportunity, how do we
give people a chance, how do we release them from the hondage of

despair and hate and poverty and disease and illiteracy, fear That
is really what we are talking about. And that is why there ought
to be a common bond between clergy and political leader -- at least
on these areas.

Now, the central issue that has concerned many o- you, and on
which you have spoken, and of course you have all spoken on what
I have, and much more eloquently, and with great scholarly knowledge--
when you campaign, you don't hzve much time for scholarship, I want
you to know. It is sort of like trying to give eight good sermons a
day. Did you ever try that?

(Laughter.)

And then may I say in the meantime trying to take up a

!



collection to keep the church open.

(Applause.)

I want to say just a few words about a paramount concern of
all of our people, and that is our desire for peace. And that is
the desire of people.

We have many ways of seeking it, The first thing we know is
that we have been -- we have suffered from the agony and the pain
and the terrible cost of a war that has lingered on in Southeast
Asia. So we must end that war. And as I speak to you now, there
are determined efforts underway by your government in the most
sensitive areas of diplomacy to find a way for a political solution,
a negotiated settlement. And I have had to be extremely careful
these recent days with the press. Any statement that a man makes
from a public platform that seeks to be president can either en-
courage the enemy or discourage the negotiators, or cause misunder-
standing or confusion., And if my reluctance to say some things
costs me my election, but it can still bring peace, then maybe
I will have served my country better than if I were president,
because what I think is important is to find a way to end this war,
and to do it in such a manner that the peoples that you have sought
to protect are not victimized and not destroyed, and at the same
time that our on security is adequately protected.

Now, I have spoken to the nation about this, from my own
heart, my on mind -- I am somewhat knowledgeable in the area of
foreign relations, having served for years in the Senate on the
Committee on Foreign Relations, and having been vice president for
four years, and serving on the National Security Ccuncil.

I spoke at Salt Lake City, gave my message on Vietnam. I no-

ticed in the paper this morning that one of your columnists called
Mr. Bill Henry said that "First of all, the major cbjective, the
possibility of a halt of the bombing of the north, is not the ob-
jective, it is just one step towards cur major objective, which as
President Thieu of South Vietnam pointed out is to stop the war."

Well, of course the whole purpose of stoppina the bombing is
to produce fruitful negotiations that might lead to «:ither shortening
the war or de-escalating the war or stopping the war. Then he goes
on to say, "Our secondary objective is in case of inability to stop
the war, to do what Richard Nixon described as to de-Americanize the
fighting. De-Americanization of the war seems to be a steadily-
developing success."

Well, I might just suggest to you that the first man in
public life to talk about de-Americanizing this war in this part of
the campaign, since the two conventions have been held, was not Mr.
Nixon. It was Hubert Humphrey. And when that happened, I was
taken to task in many places. But I have made it quite clear that
we can do it. I appreciate that Mr. Henry doesn't know how to spell
my name, But I want it quite clear, from this platform, that it
wasn't Mr. Nixon who said it. He was taking a very statesmanlike at-
titude of saying nothing -~ period. And you know it and I know it.
And I am here for straight talk.

But it was Hubert Humphrey, the man standing before you, I
was the one that said that we should and we could reduce the force
levels, that we could de-Americanize and should this struggle.

I pointed out that the ARVN was being strengthened, it was being
given equipment, that it should provide more for its self-defense,
and that when I became president, one of my first steps, if there
was no peace by that time in Vietnam, would be to meet with the
leaders of South Vietnam and to work out a 'systematic program of
reduction of forces, the de-Americanization.

If I haven't done anything else in this campaign, I have been
able to get Mr. Nixon to come out with one positive constructive
suggestion about Vietnam. And I think that is a substantial



contribution.

(Applause.)

I also said that we needed totally free elections, supervised,
with all elements in South Vietnam. I said that we had to have --
that we had to have withdrawal of foreigr troops. I have also
pointed out to you that during these years as vice president I have
been an adviser -- I have been a member of the team. The National
Security Council doesn't take a vote, and even if it did, remember
what Lincon once said about the Cabinet. "The vote is eight nays, one
aye. The ayes have it."

(Laughter.)

There is one spokesman in this country in the field of
foreign policy. There is one commander in chief, The Vice President
of the United States has a lot of responsibility, but very little
authority. I don't know if they put that seal there, but they
generally do. And if they have or haven't, I will just tell you a
little bit about it. The vice presidential seal has an eagle just
like the presidential seal. The eagle doesn't look as strong and as
healthy, and it is another way to keep the vice president humble.

(Laughter.)

The Constitution provides adequate ways of doing it, but
this is just an extra effort. That vice presidential seal shows
that eagle, that American eagle, with one little old sprig of olive
branch, one little olive branch, just a kind of emaciated looking
one., Looked like it didn't have very much growth. And over there
is one little arrow, in the other set of claws. I told a group the
other day that were hollering at me "Peace, peace," I said, "well,
you give me as many olive branches as you have got in the
presidential seal, and I will get you peace."

(Applause.)

It is pretty hard to do it with one little sprig, just one
little old twig hanging out there. And somebody asked me what -
that one arrow was for. And I told them that I hadn't made up my
nind until only recently. Then I saw a billboard that said "Nixon's
the one," and I thought maybe --

(Laughter.)

Well, I will come back to you on this. I merely want to say
that you must understand that the highest priority of the Humphrey-
Muskie Administration will be to secure peace in Southeast Asia.

We know that we must do that.

(Applause.)

But even as we do this -- and this has become the symbol of
peace -~ let me tell you there is something even more fundamental
going on, and more dangerous. If you had peace tomorrow moerning
in Southeast Asia and every American were brought home, you live in
a dangerous world. And you live in a world in which the area of
danger or the level of danger goes up every day. In the Middle East,
one of the most dangerous areas of the world, where there is the
possibility of confrontation of the super powers ~-- look what
happened in Czechoslovakia. Look at what has been happening in
Latin America. Plenty of areas of danger. And I know that we
become fixed upon certain areas. But let me assure you that you need
te have a broad vision, a vision of all of mankind. Therefore I
think that one of the major objectives of the next president of
the United States must be to stop the deadly race in strategic arms
before it halts humanity. And let me level with you. The next
president of the United States is going to have to make some basic
decisions with armament, because for years plans have been on the
drafting board in the Pentagon and in other pentagons around the
world as to just what the new level of armament will be, the new
kind of sophisticated weapons. And they will cost billions. And,
more importantly, they raise the level of danger.

L]



Now, for 20 years I have been a fighter trying to place
limits on the momentum of the arms race. And with the exception
of a few of you clergymen, I haven't had much help.

It has been pretty hard to get a lot of people steamed up
about that. I led the fight for seven years in the United States
Senate to end the testing of nuclear weapons. The Nuclear Test Ban
Treaty. And I took all the boos that a man ought to take for lead-
ing a good fight. I remember the man that runs against me in this
campaign, that called my efforts a cruel hoax, a catastrophic
nonsense. But thank gcodness President Kennedy and Vice President
Johnson didn't listen to Mr. Nixon -- they listened to Adlai
Stevenson and Hubert Humphrey. And when that treaty for the Nuclear
Test Ban Treaty was signed, the President of the United States gave
me the pen and said, "Hubert, this is your treaty." Now, that is one
of the building blocks of peace.

You know, we say blessed are the peacemakers. It takes a long
time to make peace. Some of you have been preaching religion a long
time, and you still have got a lot of work to do. You haven't con-
verted them all. You haven't even got the basic message through.
And neither have I. We are working -- we have got an uphill struggle,
not only politically but spiritually, I might add. But that doesn't
mean that we don't keep at it.

I led the effort to create the Arms Control and Disarmament
Agency, and it is a fact, and it was the first nation to get one.
Today there several others that have followed our initiative. I
have been the representative of this government in three conferences
at Geneva on arms control, the represcentative of your government
at the United Nations in the crucial years of 1956 and '57. And I
might-say to you, Rabbi, at that particular time I was a friend of
the Statec of Israel. You know, it is plain talk. I didn't wait
until I ran for president to f£ind my new incentives. I have had
these incentives when it was so unpopular that about the only people
that I could come to and tell my story to were those of you that
were used to listening to confession, or willing to at least give
consolation.

(Applause,)

We have been working the last few years for another treaty;
by the way, one of the treaties that we signed was the treaty to
prevent the orbiting in space of weapons of mass destruction. Now,
when did that -- what was its genesis? Its genesis was out of the
Subcommittee on Disarmament of the United States Senate led by the
man speaking to you now. I went around this country. I spoke right
out here at the University of Southern California on that matter in
the year 1958. We kept at it a long time -~ 1960, in the campaign
of 1960. &aAnd the treaty is a fact. It was signed. Arthur Goldberg
was our representative at the United Nations that did the work there,
a good deal of work. It took us eight years to get it. Now we have
a treaty now called the one to stop the spread of nuclear weapons.
Its' technical name -- the Treaty on Non-Proliferation of Nuclear
Weapons. 2ll it means is top the spread of the weapons, don't put
them in the hands of anybody else. Stop the spread of nuclear
technology. Remember, your government since the Baruch plan, since
1945, has been trying, because it knew the dangers of nuclear
weaponry, to get some kind of international agreement to put a halt.
to this kind of arms race. Now, that treaty was consummated. I
went to Europe in April last year, not this year -~ a year ago, to
six countries, to work on Article 3 of that treaty, because Article
3 is what we call the inspection article. And I am a knowledgeable
.man in this field having worked with the Berkner Committee and with
;others on it and knowing a little bit about it. And we came out of
those discussions with Mr. William Foster, the head of our Arms
Control Agency, with a treaty that is sicgned by 80 nations today.
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It was our idea, it was a followup on the test ban, it was a followup
on the treaty to prevent the orbiting of weapons of mass destruction.
And that treaty came before the United States Senate and the leader
of the opposition party in this campaign said he was for it but not
now. And when I appealed for a joint statement, as my being the
leader of the Democratic Party as a result of our convention, and
he being the leader of the Republican Party as a result of his
convention, I said let's the two political leaders call upon our
partisans in the Congress to do something about it. But the answer
was no, not now. '

The works of peace. If we lose this treaty, which we may .--ve
lost the Versailles Treaty -- and we stand with a great sense of’
guilt for the failure of the League of Nations -~ if we lose this
treaty, we may lose the last chance we have to stop the spread of
nuclear weaponry, because there are between six and ten nations now
that within the next three years -- six of them within the next two
years, another four within the next three to five years -- that are
capable of nuclear weaponry development. And as that spreads, just
imagine the peaceful world we would live in if Mr. Castro and Mr.
Nasser had a fistful of nuclear weapons this morning. We almost
went to war to prevent it.

I also believe that we need to, despite all the toubles in
Eastern Europe, proceed with the beginning of talks with the Soviet
Union to end the race in offensive and defensive missile systems.
Now, the simple fact is that as you build your offenseive capacity,
the other man builds his defensive capacity; as he builds his
defensive capacity, you huild ycur offensive capacity, and the fact
of the matter is you do not gain more defense or offense. What you
do is it is a mad rece. We have been trying to hold back on it.

Beyond that, I favor worldwide, carefully supervised safe-
guarded reductions in arms and military expenditures, so that man's
resources may be turned away from war to the work of human develop-
ment. I think the next president of the United States must have
the courage -~ I ropsat -- have the courage to dare to seek worldwide
reduction in armaments. This world of ours is today being bled by
the cost of the armament race. Now, we cannot live forever in a
world where our safety and our security depends on the precarious
balance of terror. This is really the balance of insanity. And
what we are really talking about now is trying to bring some moral
purpose. And I think that America nust take the lead. And I am
dedicated to thai sovrse, The nations of the world must find their
way through the wvalley of the shadow of death. And we have a
responsibility fcr the conscience of mankind to try to find that way.
And it will not be easy. It may ever take vears. But I ask your
help. And I ask your ideas. I ask o yoar thoughts and your
prayers. I know that cur goals mush be ozl ones, and the first
of these goails is %o find a way to build vh2 building blocks of
peace.

Now, with tial, I present you a™ lLz=z% a synopsis of some
of my thoughts., A»d T welcome your quach:ons,

Thank you very rmch.,

REVEIFND STMMONS: We will have atout 15 minutes for
guestions. Will you please rise and identifyv vourself and ask your
gquestion. Mav we have the first question.

Are there cuestions from the audience, the clergy, that would
like to be asked? gtard up and ifentify yours2lf and ask a question.

QUESTIOE: Peow cdo we answer the loudmouths who talk about law
and order?

REVIRTND OTMSN3: Wow do we answer the loudmouths that talk
about law sand ovdoex?

VICE PERSIDINT HUMPUREY: The first thing I want to make clear
is that ¥ have bhad zome euperience in the matter of law and order.
iy friend Lere, the Reverend John Simmons, was pastor of the church
in North Minneapolis when I was mayor of Minneapolis. The mayor of a

0
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a city has to deal with these problems. Law enforcement, the police
power, is essentially under our constitutional system the responsi-
bility of state and local government -- at least within the tradi-
tions of the Constitution. I think we have to be very careful now
that in the frenuzy that some have over the matter of violence and
lawlessness that we do not precipitously move towards a national
police force. The central government has plenty of power without
having the president of the United States becoming a super sheriff
and a super chief of police. Responsibility for the fight against
crime, for enforcement of your laws, is essentially a local
responsibility., The Federal Government has of course some areas in
which it has responsibhility against organized crime that is inter-
state in nature -- kidnaving, narcotics. There are certain areas in
which the Federal Cov.oainrent can do a great deal. But the cry of
law and corder, my friend, is frequently used by some people in

this country as another way of saying put the Negro down. I just as
well lay it on the line. Now I want to make it clear about myself.
I am not a man of violence., I don't believe that you settle problems
by violence. BAnd I don't think that any man that seeks to be
president of the United States can for a single minute condone it.
He must take a firm stand against all forms of violence. And he
must use the prestiqe of his office, the moral stature of his

office to seel obszivance of the laws by the people, and, if called
upon, in dire emexgency, to lend the resources of the Federal
Government wheyvs they ar2 reguised to suppress violence. Because,
‘regrettably, the neornle who =2:e ti2 first victims of violence are
the poor themselvwaz “Whoso are the cnes that suffer the most. So
we just rule out -- Juast =z::zin ruie it cut.

And guerrijla mcvoements assocs this country, black or white,
and we have got soiwe of byt =~ Azgpicable, and we cannot permit
a nation to be tex: 12uiful of people who think that they
can take the law int> Etneic o hands, whatever kind of group they
may be, whether #liey ara black cr white. And we do have some ex~
tremiets on both =idzs. e just have to understand that.

8ut in belween those limited number of extremists is the
great bulk of #he American people that want to live together.

tiow, ¥ howe 1aid down a program of assistance to our law
enforcement ofiirzic.  and that program includes not merely bettex

relioe —-- Decause yon ure going to get what you pay
for. ITn il oitv of Washington, . €., we increased the salaries
of our pciice depaxtmeni vhare we hiad over 400 vacancies, and the
400 vacancies were filled like thzi:,

Bi't what we need also is boettzy tiy=ining. We need a higher
quality of person™:l., U2 need now cnlv trv-axx: in the techniqueD
of how tc subdue cwim: and b
act, and how to -~ how to use
G %
K|

2a
*xizad by o 1

lr\

your tcole ox youx weapons, ahatever

you may have. in cise of need, PBnk w2 n:=ed training in human re-
lationz . Yo need 4Lvaining ir what sz ths wights of the policemen
and the wighte of Zhe <itize

nl
e howve got a lob of p2ople tndsy tha? sav, you know, that
ay the righue of the eitizen. Just

thare iz tco meh zoresin ov
remember, with a gowerivi aovernmant. fZsdaral state and local,

the rights of a sitizon are very imzreiant. BAnd the police officer
needs to be txainad a3 to what his duties ava and his xighls are,
-

L
X
e
e aye aad tho yigoks are

and what tlio 4dati i that citir=ar, Just
that wryy fine live. But that police officar has to make & spot
deecigicu. Thak 1T Why you need elisr police. :

Moy, I s in oosts money. IAnd vou don't get law and order

by puttixng & vaeps: eristar on saying svppont your police. 2nd
you donft b lzw and ordaw by *talking ahont it as if some of this
iz somd Yoy €9 voipt out that most 57 the crime is committed

by one particular group in this couniry, which is of course not

!



true because the crime is not committed by the blakecs, my white
bretheren. We have done ourselves up pretty well on this. We
are quite far ahead. And may I also say that there is a relation-
ship between violence, lawlessness, and poverty.
Mr. Nixon said not long ago that one of the countries in
the world where there were a number of poor people is Ireland and
they didn't have a very high rate of crime. That may be true. The
Irish are a great people. I simply want to say this: that there
isn't a sociologist or a statistician or a political scientist, or
a man of any knowledge that knows anything about human behavior
that doesn't know that the greatest amount of crime is committed
vne aveas of the poor, by the poor, against the poor. So there
some X1lnZ of a relationship between crime, lawlessness, and
poverty. come kind,
¢ progysa Lf order, yes, but justice, yes. And I want
pecple who ~ee fow lav 2nd order to remember that there are some
cther lews., Foxr examble, there iz a law on our books that is
cziled the Full Imployme ent Act. Ve have building codes. We have
health c2dsz. We have all kinds of laws that are supposed to
protect vezople and see that they have a decent home in which to
live, se i iz nct a rat-invested tenement, to see that there
s sanita? . 713 kinds of it, T want those laws enforced, too.
And as the pres:(ent ~f the Unized cstates I am going to try to be
& 1

Y =
=20 U
",

I=te

an educsa 2 ths Americin psople as wail as their leader, to point
cut that B will metils ﬁotHAug in v:_li.c , but we can settle a
geaat deasl L geduih end andess cruding znd forbearance, and we will

enforce the low,

I wrand oo s MY S8 5 euﬁo"cod it as mayor of
Minneapolis,and @3 ors ¢var 2oi3 I didn's, And, believe me, I
cracked dovar on cortnlized cpriee sipset crime, and violence. There
was no rzom for in Lome Loadie Mot in the meantime I sent my
police department Lo who wryersity to take a course in human re-
1ntlons And we orjansz2d -~ {appdlause) -- we organized the first

2 :1on an the United States. We passed the

i x States. 8o we did =zomething about it.
And wher T had & police cificer that uttere? a few racial or
religicus siurse, I fonad out about i, and T gave him 90 days
without pay - cul. Ahnd you would o zurprxiscd how fast they catch
on,

) M. Vice Prazidact, you enumerated a number of

trecuble spots around the world, cnd ancrget them you menticned very
: 3 = the rotantially most danger-

v bhrieflyr what your

ant 2 tha United States in

¢rzziicks in that same

£z Oone response?

jet planes to

@ Jonnenr Adwinistration has said we
I believe nos the Secretary of
coaan 't pann hhat we should sell the
e T, fxud there seems to be a

: «ioi, How do you feel about it?
2L vigat. One more in that general

that general area. If not, he will uake
2 time for one more question c¥ter this one.
a5 JENT HUMPHREY: I like to get a cuestion like

w2 know, I started out being iaceveste” in this

-

of the selliins of

s
SOOIV

awen <X the worid when I was still mayor of ry oily, «ud befc:rz that
when & was o onilessor of political science .l int2rnational re-

lations & uolalioster College. We know -- I said it is a ‘trouble
|
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spot, it is a danger spot, and it is. The reasons are quite
obvious. The Soviet Union has been pouring arms into the Middle
East for the past several years. In fact, it has been doing so
since 1956, after the struggle then in 1956, The State of Israel
has attempted to maintain a balance of force so that it was able to
repel attack and to defend itself. During many of those years our
government has been helpful in economic assistance and in the
sale of some weaponry. Since the six-day war of June a year ago,
the Soviet Union has re-equipped the United Arab Republic, has re-
equipped other areas -- Syria -- has been helpful in Irag. And I
won't delineate them all. But a vast amount of armament has come
in, plus technicians.

ihe State of Israel has been unable to obtain peace negotia-
hurt would recognize some security of frontier and boundary.
listed ost what I thought were the six main points, six
-~ 1L wented to see as a basis of settlement in the
trkn- my man here from my staff to give me
»li, bhacauvse again may I say that o

story that I gave to the
intecvlew, namely, one, the

‘e State of Israel., It must be
@, sovereign state.

]’;.

i
ze oouantries must be

°niv pave frece navigational
including the Suez Canal and

powntd e hest if we could end the
LotowaE eow's have some chance for

spdlens of thalt crea for peaceful

wunity pogt asaist in solving

L ol oz used for human
DS Cﬂv?":ﬁilon. Now the
: get an arms
government of
arca in which
o three times as
TLEtaE R chg Mxddle East to talk
nd sinde yooo oasventt sast 2 Lo w2t 4, and since
growing imbi trarc o meeems el Tt Sodirn sophisticated
s2ts and ths suse Rart gmes dase sasee zwailable to
vhe Arab couniriias . §OAELGY %Y {HAY L3%y that the State
going to iw aule te Lawe muy bens ad securing peace

of it .
and | i:le o defrout LEasln Ye b Jine vy =a Iy, gell it - they
asrarg for a cafih. my Uhe ouwngs ey ane ot asking for
L Tavcstance.  Mhaw sve asiiov: (ap w8 wiglic to buy what is
S T 2 overy qualiiosTi. Ligiesisls ceperrouic jet known as
Seerom Sok,
¥ivw . hat bhas been v ocwroioan? oL when I started to run
T papzacent, But this kot resa s 20sivion a long time in
this guosewant, 'n the ar: Han?“ ~it this government., Last summer --
tihet the = .te of Israel shz':ld heve the right to buy the kind of
et sneluiing the Phantom jet, by which it o 2’d defend
teoid. 401 I k2lieve that it is in the interest: .7 =ome
Ltzbiisss 21 that area, because the minute th-" L. enemy of

~s that they can attack quickly and ““a:.:+*ingly, without
wing able to properly defend hersel’™ -+ '~ !i2 most
ipment, that day that war will sta;i:.
fiuii; we saw that before. And we ought o lzzrn some lessons.
In the meantime, we ought to encourage every way we can for these



11

4
’

Vi

states to come to some agreement, bilaterally, ultilaterally, the
Jarinyg Commissicn, and as you notice, the State of Israel of late
has been giving a great deal of cooperation in the U.N. trying to
bring this about. And when I am your president, and I intend to be,
I intend to lend my good offices to that.

(Applause.)

REVEREND SIMMONS: One more, and then we really -- otherwise
we will get in trouble with other people.

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: My fault.

REVEREND SIMMONS: Don't worry about that.

QUESTION: I would like to ask -- being alert to the dangers
all over the world as you pointed out so very well, what would you
as president do, for example, had the Czech invasion taken place,
with Yugoslavia being invaded and so on, without necessarily getting
us into a hot war?

VICE PRESIDENT HUMPHREY: Well, one of the things I did not
talk about, which I should have, I would like to, if I might, commend
to your attention my address to the Commonwealth Club in San
Francisco on what I called the new strategy for peace. I wish
that we could get a little more emphasis on the issues in the
campaign rather than on the histrionics, all of which we are
guilty of, I qguess. %We got lots of emphasis upon the mood of the
electorate, But what we need to have is scme emphasis on the
issues.

I think our country did all that it could in the instance of
the Czech crisis. I must say that while there are those
jingoists that think that we ought to have moved in, we don't
need another war. And we deplored it, we went to the United
Nations, and I thought Ambassador Ball did an extraordinarily
good job in that instance. I think we did as much as we could.

In the instance of Yugoslavia, I think it is prudent on my
part, as a candidate for president, not to be answering too
many "iffy" questions., I will say one thing about Yugoslavia. It
is a strong nation, and they are stubborn and powerful people. I
have a feeling that the Soviet Union has -- will takc a second
look before it would move on a sturdy little country like that. And
some of the fears that we have had about other arecas have not
materialized.

It is to the eternal credit of this President -- I want to
say I know that President Johnson has many people that are
vitriolic critics. But let me say a word for the President.

During all of these four years with which I have been associated
with him, he has never once spoken in angry, in passion,
demagogic terms of the Soviet Union. He has tried to ease the
cold war. He has tried to find ways and means of reconciliation,
of peaceful engagement.

By the same token, he has also understood the importance --
and I think for us right now -- the importance of seeing to it that
our NATO alliance. is a viable, effective instrument -- not
merely of defense, but of political action as well, of peaceful
engagement. And I have addressed myself to that.

I think, sir, if I may say rather immodestly but never-
theless truthfully, I have given very, very intricate and detailed
attention to the Far East, to the whole matter of multilateral aid,
development ~-~ as the Pope said, the new name for peace is
development.

The Middle East, Europe, Eastern Europe, the United
Nations, and what we could do to strengthen it. And I wish that we
could get a little more -~ a little more currency, a little more
knowledge of these positions. But I can assure you of one
thing, that the greates 'task of a president is not to accumulate

‘I
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power, but how to restrain the use of it. That is his greatest
task. The power is there. Sometimes it has to be used. But his
moral qualities will be tested, not so much by the use of the
power as by the restraint of its use. And I hope that I will be
that kind of a man.

(Applause.)
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SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA CLERGY
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA
October 24, 1968

A | have come to talk with you about the paramount

concern of all our people -- our desire for peace.

We must end the war in Vietnam.
| have spoken to the nation about what | would do

to achieve peace in Vietnam. You know the content of

that address in Salt Lake City.

E= =

. MIW7 % 77;“7‘



-2 -

And you can trust me to do as | said.
But even as we seek peace in Vietnam, we must
look beyond to another urgent matterg

ZWe must stop the deadly race in strategic arms before

it halts humanity.

L For twenty yearfj | have tried to place limits on the

momentum of the arms race.

Z_ | led the fight to end testing of nuclear weapons in

the air ... while Mr. Nixon called the Nuclear Test Ban

——

Treaty a ''cruel hoax" and ''catastrophic nonsense."

A | led the effort to create the Arms Control and

Disarmament Agency.

R—

A have worked for years for the treaty to prevent the

N———T T

spread of nuclear weapons around the world -- the Nuclear

TR ———
RS b e,

Non-Proliferation Treaty.

e —
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LWe now have that treaty.o But unless it is

ratified, all our hopes for a world not dominated by the

T — =

nuclear bomb may be lost forever.

C Mr. Nixon says he is for the treaty, but is against

ratifying it this year/ He says he is for the treaty, but

has reservations about it.

| say this: [f we now lose this treaty -- if we now

lose the race to keep nuclear weapons out of the hands of

IS, ——

the Nassers and Castros of the world -- humanity may never

. e

have the same chance again.a
KI also support the early beginning talks with the

Soviet Union to end the race in offensive and defensive
— I

missile systems.

-
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z Unlimited additions to nuclear arsenals can make

neither of us safer; on the contrary, each_extra unneeded

missile, each extra unneeded warhead only brings nearer

the day when we will be unable to stop the plunge into

—

nuclear war.

e

A( And, beyond that, | favor worldwide -- supervised and

carefully safequarded -- reductions in arms and military

expenditures so that man's resources may be turned away

———

from war toward the work of human development.

This is no idle dream. | believe it can be done.

This is, above all, a moral issue.

z We cannot live forever in a world where our safety, and

_—

our security depend on a precarious balance of terror.

T Y

{ This is a balance of insanity ... an immoral balance,

that undermines our very claim to be civilized.
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"For what has a man profited, if he shall gain the
world, and lose his own soul?'" (Matthew 16:25-26)

LThere is another way to preserve our security and

preserve the peace.

Z | am dedicated to this cause.

The nations of the world must find their way through

the valley of the shadow of death.
Z_Amerlca must take the lead. = @'
We have a responsibility to the conscience of manklnd.

& will not be easy.

It may take years ... to build a sense of common

— G

trust ... to strengthen the moral bonds among nations and

peoples ... to save our souls, even as we save the world.

S——
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| ask your help ... your ideas ... your prayers.

/\ Our goals must be moral ones ... and the first of

these goals is peace.

As the prophet Isaiah said: "How beautiful upon the

mountains are the feet of him that bringeth good tidings,

that publisheth peace."

That should be America's role in the world. When | am
President, that will be America's role.

# # #
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