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MARTIN LUTHER KING, JR. This is a name whose greatness
has touched the lives of millions of men throughout the world. Mont-
gomery. Selma. Birmingham. Chicago. Stockholm. Washington. Atlan-
ta. These cities all knew his greatness.

MemPhis.

His body is gone, but his dream lives on. His life ended in the
ultimate repudiation of his philosophy of non-violence, but his spirit
could not and cannot be ended.

It is this spirit which the Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial
Lecture Series seeks to perpetuate. The emphasis of the series is on
seminal thought. Each year, the King Memorial Lecturer will address
himself to a subject of importance to the future of mankind and the
advancement of civilization. In this way, the students at the University
of Massachusetts help to memorialize the man, to perpetuate the
quest, and to realize the dream.

The Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Lecture Series is jointly
sponsored by the Distinguished Visitors Program and the Senior Class.

HUBERT H. HUMPHREY

HUBERT HORATIO HUMPHREY, the thirty-eighth Vice Pres-
ident of the United States, first achieved national prominence when,
at the age of 34, he was elected mayor of one of the nation’s largest
cities, Minneapolis, Minnesota. In 1947 he was re-elected by a margin
of two to one, winning the largest majority in the city's history.
Humphrey was elected to the U. S. Senate in 1948 and returned in
1954 and 1960. In 1964 he was elected Vice President.

Humphrey's first act as Mayor of Minneapolis in 1946 was to
establish a Human Relations Council, one of the first in the nation.
He was also responsible as Mayor for the enactment of the first
municipal Fair Employment Practices Act in the United States.

At the Democratic National Convention of 1948, he risked his
political career by leading a floor fight for a strong civil rights plank.
It was the adoption of this plank which caused Strom Thurmond to
bolt the party and run as a Dixiecrat. In the Senate, he consistently
championed civil rights legislation. Many of these bills, called
visionary at the time, are now incorporated into law.

Among them are: Anti-Lynching in 1949; Commission on Civil
Rights; Fair Employment Practices; Prohibition of Jim Crow in Public
Transportation; Outlawing Poll Tax in Federal Elections, all in 1951;
and many more. He was a strong supporter of the Civil Rights bills of
1957 and 1960, and in 1964 he was floor manager in the Senate for
the Civil Rights Act of 1964. In recognition of his two decades of
leadership in this field, President Johnson made Humphrey coordinator
of all Federal civil rights programs.

Other iegislation Mr. Humphrey sponsored include the Peace
Corps, Food for Peace, the 1963 Nuclear Test Ban Treaty, Medicare,
Job Corps, War on Poverty, Department of Housing and Urban
Development, Federal Scholarships for College Students, National
Council on the Arts, and others.

Mr. Humphrey currently teaches at Macalester College and the
University of Minnesota in St. Paul and Minneapolis. He is an honor-
ary alumnus of the University of Massachusetts, having received an
honorary doctorate during the Commencement Exercises of June, 1966.
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Two weeks ago this country observed the first anniversary
of the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr. The

tragic death of this heroic figure in the worldwide struggle

e e
for freedom, justice and peace was remembered in many ways.,
4 v _—
ﬁﬁ'/; z Across America and across the seas, people of all races --

the rich as well as the poor -- marched and sang and prayed

and spoke of the unfinished work for which Martin Luther

e

King, Jr. gave his life.

o ~ (Am k) G4,
R a:rzt—r:r#ffaél»»QL72
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Faey-ceiehnalodetiratmaimeife, Dr. King had demonstrated

how one man, by the force of his character, the depth of
e .. - r—.

his convictions, and the eloquence of his voice, can alter

—_— ’

the course of history( Apd=trrremembering=this life_the
W‘

APeople stopped their daily routines to ponder what
Martin Luther King had brought to this country and what

this country had yet to do to achieve his dream of an America

reconciled and reborn.
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distorted Dr. King's life in

waysiLToo much of t

death was that pffear rather than of gri

re subtle, but equally tragic,

e

————

reaction to Dr. King's

initial wh

these pegpfe Dr. King had become primarily a réstrainer of

egroes instead of a dedicated fighter for equality and justicej
. e —

A

LMartin Luther King was, to be sure, an apostle of non-

violence. But more fundamentally he was an apostle of social

justice by means of non-violent direct action. ( To be non-violent

while sitting on the sidelines is easy enough/ To be non-violent

in the midst of a battle is something else.
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All too often, the comfortable people in our society
applauded Dr. King's message when he stressed non-violence
but turned a deaf ear when he brought up the hard realities

of social justiceM%M Aeread

LThis nation must come to understand that non-violence

for its own sake, unaccompanied by visible and

social change) can only produce escalating tensions in our

society and a corresponding erosion of our capacity to solve

these problems peacefully and within the framework of law.q

F And

in this natjoa*S economic, social and political life.

-
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lThe test of a people’ like that of a man, is not how

it accepts good fortune, but how it responds to adversity

th is precisely at such moments == when our complacency

is shattered by the thunderbolt of tragedy <= that a nation

has a chance to move forward,
LToday - o;g year after Dr. King's death -- we must
ask ourselves two questions: Have we sought to make the

tragedy of Dr. King's death not a time when America lost

her faith but rather the moment when America found her

conscience? And more specifically, have we faced up to the
1 P y p

hard realities of achieving social justice in America?

L On both counts -- one year later -- the answer mhq-dl?
creaiie: "No. "

-—
-
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uw; A little more than a year ago the National Advisory

Commission on Civil Disorders -- the Kerner Commission --
released its historic report and recommendations. On the
first anniversary of this report, Urban America and The

P 23 >
Urban_Coalition released a study, One Year Later, which
e — }

evaluated our progress to date in meeting the goals of the
- Kerner Commission.
This appraisal stated that:
"--Poverty remains a pervasive fact of life...and the
continuing disparity between this poverty and the general

affluence remains a source of alienation and discontent.
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"'--Ghetto schools continue to fail. The small amount
of progress that has been made has been counterbalanced by
a growing atmosphere of hostility and conflict in many cities.

"--At present, there are no programs that seriously
threaten the continued existence of the slums."

4 And as the Kerner report warned, a year earlier, the

study concluded: '"For a year_lgter’ we are a year closer to

being two societies, black and white, increasingly separate

——————

and scarcely less equal, "

4 | was distressed at the meager attention given this

important evaluation when it was released six weeks ago.,
e T

E— s}

For this report outlined)as did the Kerner Commission document

before it, the specific action which must be taken in America

to reverse this alarming pattern of social disintegration.
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We must understand our basic challenge: to achieve

not only equity in opgortunitz but equity in results. And

equity in results refers to very concrete goals -- the right

to a job at decent pay, the right to an adequate incclme if

one cannot work,, the right to an education which releases

rather than destroys human creativity) the right to decent

housing in safe neighborhoods, the right to good health care

* w
and sufficient nutrition W .7
Aot "ti ot
Clearly, if AmeFi dry

is going to remedy inequality

and injustice of our society) we must begin conducting our 1 J'

public business in a largely different manner than we have

in the past, e FNMMM#%‘@(
-AM?M'

gy o
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Mbove all else, we are going to have to reorder our
et

priorities and start putting first things first, e
s

Today we stand at a critical moment in the history of
the United States -- a moment when the right decisions
taken forcefully and courageously can dramatically alter the
priorities of our national life.

Let us be absolutely clear about what is riding on these
decisions: no less than whether or not America can ever

——,

achieve Martin Luther King's dream or implement the

e T T B e T T Ty

specific objectives laid down by the Kerner Commission more

than one year ago.






Z The opening skirmish in this battie over national

priorities will be fought over_money for the initial deployment

of the Safeguard anti-ballistic missile systeleBut this debate

is only Wtic of the more fundamental decisions that

must be reached in the coming year over military spending.
A Unless we are successful now in slowing down the

e —
nuclear arms buildup) it can be predicted without qualification

that our military planners will win approval of a number of

oft postponed weapons programs} coi_t_gg, in the end, many
hundreds of billions of dollars,
AAnd it can be predicted with equal certainty that as

this military spending accelerates, our urgent domestic needs

will be shortchanged and our efforts to mobilize the country

'@eradicatm these deprivations will fall woefully short.

ﬁ
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is is why n‘gotiaiohs with the Soviet Union over
the reduction of offensive and defensive strategic weapons
are so criticaI,Z If we can freeze the strategic weapons
race at its present levels, or begin the process of mutual
phased reductions of the nuclear arsenals, there is a

chance of winning the battle of priorities...there is a chance

=

that we can indeed begin putting first things first. e

ZI have no illusions about the difficult nature of these
negotiations. When responsible leaders of great nations
approach their vital security interests, they do so with great

/
caution. | know our leaders will not agree to anything that

endangers our national security. And | make the same

assumption about the Soviet leaders.
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We must believe, until their actions demonstrate
otherwise, that the Soviets understand the compelling
reasons for ending the nuclear arms spiral -- a process
which is not only expensive and dangerous, but one which
has become meaningless in terms of securing for either side
a decisive military advantage.

It is primarily for this reason that | have opposed

the decision to proceed with s=mesi&sd deployment of the

T T s AT
rem——

e

anti-ballistic missile system. | remain unconvinced that the
— e

security of our second-strike forces requires such action at
this time, especially when the small risks of postponing
deployment of the ABM at this time are compared to the

considerable risks of postponing the urgent domestic needs

S e T .
which confront America.e #WM
A DAM m e
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th is especially important that prior to the negotiations
we exercise great restraint in word and action on matters
relating to strategic weapons.

AMy concern for restraint causes me to regret very much

R

those statements of Secretary of Defense Melvin Laird imputing
to the Soviets a commitment to achieve a first-strike capability
in strategic nuclear weapons.

/\Less than 4 months ago, Secretary Clark Clifford reached

quite different conclusions as to the Soviet strategic posture,

e e T T T e

And Secretary of State Rogers clearly contradicted these
forecasts of a Soviet first-strike capability at his first press

conference in Washington two weeks aqo.
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Secretary Laird's forecasts of Soviet strategic intent --
statements which depart markedly from earlier U.S.
pronouncements -- can only raise doubts in the Soviet mind
about our strategic objectives. And we know from the past

that doubt or uncertainty on ejther side about the strategic
——

—_

goals of the other has been a principal stimulus to the nuclear
arms spiral.

A far more prudent course, in my opinion, would be
one which avoided raising spectres of massive Soviet strategic
commitments until we have determined through direct talks
their actual willingness or unwillingness to decelerate the
arms race. Then we will not have to speculate on such

critical matters. We will know.
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M Let me also note at this juncture: | would hope our
government would enter into these bilateral talks with a
truly comprehensive proposal, one that raised for negotiation
all major questions of strategic weaponry and did not restrict

unilaterally the flexibility and freedom of our negotiators.

This point is critical because the principal long-term

threat to the strategic arms balance between the Soviet Union

T

and the United States is the development of MIRY (multiple

independently targetable re-entry vehicles) -- a system which
equips each ICBM with a number of separate warheads aimed

at different targets.
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If, as President Nixon suggests, the Soviets understand
the defensive characteristics of a limited deployment of
Safeguard, they will be equally quick to get the message

of MIRV -- a manifold increase in our strategic offensive

capability. The Soviets can be expected to respond to such
e e

a massive expansion of U.S. nuclear forces with an equally

concerted effort of their own -- and the balance of terror

SREEE—

will have reached unprecedented hejghts.

< My fundamental point must be underscored: the availability

of resources to attack our urgent domestic problems will, in

the end, be largely a factor of our capacity to hold back the

impending flood of new offensive strategic weapons without

endangering the real security of this country or our people.
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th is time, in short, to be willing to run the same

risks in the cause of peace that we are willing to assume

in acquiring the weapons of war.

Those & us who fought for and eveptlally secured

the historic civi rights legislation of/the 1960's recognize

that these laws coudd never havg/passed without the active

support of the remarkaNe ciyfl rights coalition which arose

in their behalf.

Thoroughly bi-pdrtisan in\pature, encompassing a broad

spectrum of civil/rights, religious\labor, business and service
organizationy, this coalition generated\he political muscle we

needed tg/win in Congress.
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In the past several years, and especially since the
death of Dr. King, many persons have lamented the fragmentation
and apparent dissolution of this potent force for social justice
in America. Many persons, including myself, have often
called for a rebirth and reenergizing of this force.

It is time, | believe, to recognize that powerful bi-partisan
aggregations do not arise in a vacuum. They arise in response
to real issues. .. specific challenges...and concrete legislative
goals. With the passage of all major outstanding civil rights
laws, the civil rights coalition of the 1950's and 1960's has

understandably lost much of its focus and impact.
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Z_Today the issue of military spending -- highlighted now
by the question of deploying the Safeguard ABM system but

extending far beyond this immediate issue -- has the potential

-t

for creating in America an organized force for social justice

[—

comparable to the coalition which carried on the civil rights
o S —

battle for two decades.

e —

ADr. King loved America...and those Americans who seek
to honor his name and memory should rally together now

to win this battle over national priorities. . . because unless

this battle is won, this year, the outcome of all subsequent
— ,

encounters over resources for cities, for education, for
W ——— e ———

health care, for jobs and housing, and for food will be largely
————TT s — e et

decided even before the issues get to Congress.
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AOur military budgets will continue to expand; our
e ]
domestic allocations will become proportionately smaller.
AThis is precisely the outcome of President Nixon's recent

cutbacks in the Federal budﬁt,

R
T,

(We have failed to achieve Martin Luther King's dream
for America primarily because we have failed to generate

the bipartisan political commitment necessary to do the job.
S i T )

4 We now have the chance to summon this strength if
we focus our efforts on the job of ending the insanity of

the strategic nuclear arms race and then fighting to see that

these resources are used for urgent domestic needs.
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LThiS dges '- fact that additiodqlreSources

P

I be made-aVai an expandingeconomy or S

will require Ok only massive resourCes, but a¥o a clear national

commpment growikg out of afi explicit re-ordering okour national

priorities.

WWWWH
t

twﬂm@sﬂe must have the vision to see the urgent need

for an entirely new force in American society to carry on

the tasks for which Martin Luther King died...a force which

addresses itself to the critical question of national priorities.
S



NO DOUBT MANY OF OUR ALLIES IN THE CIVIL RIGHTS BATTLES g %
Lo o2 e

S

WILL STAND WITH US AGAIN,

o — o N o N Y s e

N b Sl | | éNDEED THEIR WISDOM AND ABILITY WILL BE VITAL

) —— Smr—————

INGREDIENTS FOR SUCCESS, ! Q¢
l BUT WE WILL THE NEW GENERATION OF AMERICANS

#

WHO NEVER EXPERIENCED THE STRUGGLES OVER VOTING RIGHTS) PUBLIC
p—— ey

ACCOMODATIONS, SCHOOL DESEGREGATION AND THE OTHER ISSUES WE TOOK
# g —

TO THE PEOPLE IN THE 1950's AND 1960'5‘(AND THESE NEW RECRUITS Cifloges

GIVE US AN INVALUABLE BOOST IN MURALE, ENTHUSIASM, AND EFFECTIVENESS,
e —

Z THERE ARE MANY THINGS THE PEOPLE OF AMERICA CAN DO TOGETP[ER‘(%
e ———_ ] L]

WE CAN MOBILIZE THE RESOURCES -~ BOTH PUBLIC AND PRIVATE -
-

THAT WILL BANISH THE SPECTRE OF POVERTY FROM OUR LAND,
WE CAN ROOT OUT THE LAST VESTIGES OF DISCRIMINATION, SEGREGATION
-

AND INEQUALITY ... IN SCHOOLS ... IN EMPLOYMENT .., IN HOUSING ...

AND IN PUBLIC SERVICES,



AMERICA WILL NOT BECOME ™"TWO SOC|ETIES, ONE BLACK,
ONE WHITE —- SEPARATE AND UNEQUAL,"™
S M
AAS INDIVIDUALS WE CAN SEARCH OUR OWN SOULS FOR THE REMNANTS

OF PREJUDICE AND INJUSTICE, ¢

L ———me

WE CAN FEARLESSLY STAND UP FOR HUMAN DIGNITY AND FREEDOM -

L

/S adiiNSRSeEes. - TN OUR DATLY LIVES,

WE CAN SUMMON THE COURAGE FOR RECONCILIATION AND REJECT THE

L o, “““‘f‘-m"“‘r'lh

LE

. DO RECOGNIZE THE TESTAMENT~SIX  THE LIFE AND DEATH OF

MARTIN LUTHER KNG -~ > DO REDEDICATE OUNGELVES TO THE Je#S10

OF HEALING.#TIE TORMEN F OUR POOR AND HUNGR DEPRIVED AND OU

ITERATE -~ THEN THIS TRAC Il WILL INDEED BY REMEMBERBQ, NOT AS

THE MOMENT WHEM"AMERICA LOST HER FRITH, BUT AS THE MOMENT WHEN b

MAERTCA FOUND HER CONSTCENCE. J/
Ji——
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THIS IS OUR OPPORTUNITY ,.. IF WE CAN NOW SUMMON THE COURAGE
AND FATITH SO CLEARLY DEMANDED BY THE TIMES ,,. AND THE COURAGE
AND FAITH WHICH CHARACTERIZED THE LIFE AND WORKS OF DR, MARTIN

LUTHER KING, JR, =

v
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This is the University's Dingtinguished Visitors Program.
We will introduce tonight's guests on the platform. The
honored guest of course this evening is former Vice-President
Hubert Humphrey, who in Just a few moments will deliver the
Second Annual Martin Luther King, Jr. Memorial Lecture. This
speclal appearance program is coming to you 'live from the
University, through the facilities of Five College Radio,
WFCR, and member stations of the Eastern Educational Radio
Network. Mr. Humphrey arrived at the Unlversity this morning
at 11 A.M., about an hour behind schedule, when he met President
John Lederle at the Whitmore Administration Building. The
former Vice-President then went to the Orchard Hill Reslidential
College on the dampus at the University to speak with faculty

Collegiate ‘

and students of the Committee forAEducaFion of Black Students.
After a lunch break, Mr. Humphrey briefly re-assumed his new
role as professor, for a seminar discussion on the topic,
The American Presidency. It was open to students by invitation.
Now about twenty minutes behingd schedule, he was met at a press
conference bq close to fifty members of the news media, represent-
ing area radio, television and newspapers. He spent the remainder.
of the afternoon at an open coffee-hour discussion with students,
About ten minutes ago, he was scheduled to have left dinner at
an Amherst resbaurant where he was guest of honor. The fifty-
elght year old political figure is now serving as g professor
of political science at the University of Minnesota, andat
McCallister College in St. Paul. Nr. Humphrey is now also on

the Board of Directors of the Encyclopaedia Britannica, and he

1s the: OQChalrman of their Board of Consultants.
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According to the New York Times of March 30th, these two

Jobs require a minimum of nine days of work each month, and they
net the former Vice-President about 105,000 per year. 1In addition,
he's been named Chairman of the Board of Trustees of the Woodrow
Wllson International Center for Scholars; that's an institution
for advanced study in international relations -1t was authorized
by Congreéss last year and is currently being organized in Washing-
ton D.C. He's also a member of the Board of Trustees of Brandeis
University in Waltham, Massachusetts.

Perhaps his most important activity nationally is that of
recognlzed leader of the Democratic Party, and chairman of the
newly formed Policy Committee. A major fraction of his time and
energy 1s being taken tup in the task 6f raising funds in order
to cut away at the ‘8.1 million dollar campaign debt that was
incurred by his party last summer and fall. He told me this .
afternoon that so far he's raised about one and a half zmillion
dollars of that sum on the lecture circuit.

(applause)

Mr. FEumphrey and his entourage are now entering Curry

HicksZCage and moving toward the platform where in Jjust a few
the beginning of
ninutes you will hearthe Second,)Martin Luther King Memorial
Annual
Lecture. (loud applause continues) I believe Wayne Thomas,
the president of the Class of 1969 of the University will be
the first to speak, to introduce the other guests, and then the
former Vice-President himself. Mr. Humphrey has received a
standing ovation from this capacity crowd at the Curry Hicks

Cage. Now here is Wayne Thomas of(ﬁp@ Class of 1969.
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Wayne Thomas:

Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. I am Wayne Thomas,
president of the Senior Class and we welcome you tonight to
the Second Annual Martin Luther King Lecture Series. With me
on the platform this evening is the chairman of the Martin Luther
King Lecture Series, Miss Margaret Franson; also the program-
coordinator of the series, who will introduce Mr. Humphrey,

Chris Mc Gahan. (appiause)

Chris McGahan:

Thank you, Ralph. (laughter) My name is Chris McGahan.
I am program-coordinator of the Martin Luther King Jr. Memorial
Lecture Serles Committee. 1'd like to welcome you here.
We were talking earlier in the evening with, er, Mr. Humphrey;
and he was commenting on, er, what a pleasant day he kad had
here and what a pleasant day we had had with him, as a matter
of fact, and he said that, er, this was one of the most, er,
physically attractive cémpuses he had seen., (laughter) I think
perhaps he was:being a bit facetious, but he also sald that 1t
had the best-looking student body; and of course since he's been
walking (laughter) ...Since he's been walking around all day
with my fianceé I couldn't help but agree. (faint laughter)
At any rate, I take great pleasure and pride in presenting to you
now the 38th Vice-President of the Unitod States, the Honorable

Hubert Horatio Humphrey. (loud applauseé)

Continued on page 1. )



Thank you very much, Chris. When you introduce a fellow
he's introduced, and I do appreciate it. First may I express
my werm thanks to President Lederle, Dr. Boyden, members of
faculty and students, members of this community, for the
privilege that you have given me today to be with you and on
this fine campus., I want to thank the Senior Class and the
Distinguished Visitors Program, sponsors of the Martin Luther
King Memorial Lecture Series, and particularly these young
men and women that have given so freely of their time to me
today, Margaret Fransg¢n, Chris McGahan, Nency Donovan, and
Wgyne Thomes ~and maeny others. And I want to say how much I
have perticularly appreclated the opportunity that I had to
meet a ggntleman that visited the cempus of my college
where I'm privileged to teach, at least part-time, McCallister
College, Dr. Randolph Bromery, end to commend Mr. Bromery
and the Committee for the Collegiate Education for Black
S?udents, your CEBS Committee, Bobby Henderson and Stan

Kinnard, for what I think is one of the finest learning



programs and educatlion programs that any college has been
able to put together. I think you're worthy of a fine
compliment.
(applause)

Now, as an old farm boy, I was glad to see you've
plowed the ground around here. (laughter) I don't know
whether this net, er, I don't kxnow who you thought you were
having for a speaker; maybe you're right. But apparently
you've had some others here and they've jJumped out, accord-
ing to wgat 1 see.

(applause)

I've been looking forward to visiting your cultural
shrines (laughter) , such as The Pub and The Drake
(Loud laughter) and Ma's Rendevous but I couldn't make those so
they said, Well, we'll give you two others: and they lntroduced
me first to "Fort Lederle" and theh "the Cage". I came in here
and I looked at that track and I said, That gave me an idea
-I've‘been running most of my life, and I loocked around here and
I almost started to want to warm up again and then I thought,

No, I'd rether have the peace, and the quiet, and the tranqullity



of campus 1life these days.., (laughter and applause) I was
visitinéyith an incoming.student at the University of Minne-
sota last week and I sald to him, I sald,"Fred, what are

you plenning on taking?" He sald, "I'm not sure. Either the
Administration Building or the Library." (laughter) Tonight
I hope that I can take a little of your time and I want to
say that I look upon this occasion as a very somber, serious
occasion because it is a memorial; and a memorial ought to

be an occasion that brings the best out of us and it ought

to be an occasion on which we make a re-dedication of our
lives.

I am very honored to hold an honorary degree from thils
university. I obtained that degree in 1964, Since that time
this great university has more than doubled in size, but,
more significantly, it has grown in stature. And is there
any better place to deliver a memorial or a lecture in
memory of, in testimony of and in memorial to, a great
and passionate American than a university campus?

Two weeks ago this nation of ours observed the first
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anniversary of the anniversary of Dr, Martin Luther King Jr.
I'm privileged to be a member, at the invitation of Dr. Martin
Luther King's wife, to be a member of the Dr. Martin Luther King
Memorial Foundation, We're looking forward to the possibility,
not the possibility but the eventuality, of & great living
memorial to this man and this spirit. Now the tragic death of
this herolc figure, a man that I knew not only as a figure
but as a man and as a friend; the tragilc death.of this heroic
figure in the world-wide struggle for freedon, and for Justice
and peace, on'this enniversary:” weas remembered in many ways.
All across this land of ours and across the seas, people of
all races, the rich as well as the poor, sang and prayed and
spoke of the unfinished work for which Martin Luther King, Jr.,
gave his.life. I was in Oslo, Norway, for the funeral of
Trigde Llg, the first Secretary General of the United Nations,
and vwhile visiting the home of the birthplace of my mother in
Christiénsen, Norway, and having a little dinner that night with
some of the townspeople and friends end relatives, I think you
would be.ﬁroud to know that as the final_act of that evening the

people gathered together there sang We Shall Overcome., Dr.

Martin Luther King lives. Would that some of us that had the
heart-beat and the flesh and the blood of what we call 1life &
lived as fully as he yet lives. |

Dr. Martin Luther King demonsirated how one man -because
I have many people say, What can I do?, I'm Jjust one- but he
demonstrated how just one man, by the force of hls character
and the depth of his convictions and the eloquence of his
v;ice and the manner of the man himself, can alter the course of

history. One man, greater than an empire, stronger than an



army. People stopped their daily routines just two weeks
ago to ponder what this man had brought to :his country and
what this country hes yet to do to achlieve his dream of an
America reconciled and of America re~born. Yes, what an
elogquent voice.

Martin Luther King was to be sure an apostle of non-
violence, that's what ﬁe 1s remembered for in part. But more
fundamentally he was an apostle for socizl action for social
Justice by means of non-violent direct action. To be non-
violent while sitting on the side-lines is easy enough; but
to be non-violent in the midst of a raging battle is something
else. And all too often the comfortable people in our society
applauded Dr. King's message when he stressed non-violence,
but they turned a deaf ear when he brought up %he hard realities
of sociai‘justioe and demanded action.for sbcial reform.

Now this nation must come to understand that non-violence
for its own sake, unaccompanlied by visible and positive social
change, can only produce increased and escalating tenslons in
our soclety, and a corresponding erosion and adulteration of
our capaclty to solve these problems easily and within the
fremework Qf law, So I submit to you that the test of a people,
like that 6f a man, is not how it accepis good fortune but
how it responds to adversity. It is precisely at such mornents,
when our complacency is shattered by the thunderbolt of tragedy,
that a nation hes a chance to move forward.

[A DEMONSTRATION BEGAN HERE)

(Now, keep your eyes focussed here because here's where
the action is, right up here.)

(appleause)

Let me say in all frankness I appreclate the manner in
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which all of this is carried ouf, and I really mean that. I
believe in the right of dissent and I also believe in the right
of advocacy. Tonight we're having a 1little of both-and that's
the way it ought to be on a college campus,
(applzuse)

So, today, one year after Dr. King's death, I think we
have to ask ourselves but two basic questions, and you've
been asking it 211 day as I've visited with you: Have we
sought to make this tragedy, of Dr. King's death, . not a time
when America lost her faith but rather & moment when America
found her conscience? And, more specifically, have we faced
up to the hard realities of achieving real soclal Jjustice in
here, in America? And are we doing it here, in our own
villages, our owﬂ towns, our own states? I understénd my
friend Kenny 0'Donald was here not long‘ago end he spoke to .
you about the necessity of positive political action here
at the local level. Ladies and gentlemen, you do not builld
a better world from without -you build 1t from wlthin. A
nation's policy abroad is no better than its actions here at
home. This is what determines 1t.

| (applause)

So heve we really faced up to these realities? And I think
that the answer, quite frankly, a year 1ater,‘1s, Yo.

Now why do I pass this harsh judgment: It's not easy
to do. Well, a little more than a year ago, the Natlonal
Advisory Commission on Civil Disorders, Enown as the Kerner
Commission, relteased its very important report and recommenda-
tions. It ought to be "must-reading" for every student,
along with Dr. Martin Luther King's "Letter from & Birming-

ham Jeil". If you have not read thet letter then you have not



imbued yourself with a sense of soclal conscience. Read it.
It's one of the most moving dissertations ever written by

any Amerlcan or enyone else. Well, on this first anniversary
we found that the Urban Coalition released a study entitled
"One Yezr Later", and that study evaluated the progress we've
made this past year. And what did it say?

Poverty remains a pervasive fact of.life, and the
continulng disparity between this poverty and the general
affluence remains a source of alienation and discontent.

Ghetto schools continue to fail, and the small:amount of
progress that has been made has been counterbalanced by a grow-
ing atmosphere of hostility and conflict in msny cities.
Finally, at present, -and listen to this~ there are no
programs that seriously threaten the continued existence of
slums., KNow, my fellow Americans, a nation that can

Q—keep-a schedule on building interstate highways end put
billions into it, a nation that can keep a schedule on the
Gemini and Apollo program and putting a man on the moon on

the yeaf end the dey that we sald we would ought to be a nation
that can help bulld enmough houses so that every single American
famlly can be housed in a decent home and in a safe neighbor- |
hood. And, I might add, we did all those things even though there
were strife and war and turmoil. We can do what we want to

do. The guestion is, We haven't made up our mind what ve

went to do. Now I was very much distressed, as I am sure

you were, at the meager attention that this report recelved.

For this report of a year later outlines specific steps that



you and I can teke to correct the situation, just as the
Kerner Cémmission Report did. Now I say that we must understand
our basic challenge, snd that challenge is to achieve not only
what we mouth, equity in opportunity, but equity in results.
Sometimes 1t's not even enough to have equal opportunity,
particularly when scme. people have been denied any opportunity
for two-hundred years. Sometimes you need a little extra
opportunity in order to catch up with all the equsl opportunity
that you and I have had. I think that needs to be our standard.
‘ (applauée)

And vhat do we mean by "equity in results"? Let me
refer to some concrete goals:' The right as welilas the train-
ing for & Jjob at decent pay. The right -not the beneficence
here now, but the right- to an adequate income 1f one cannst
work, instead of the demeaning system of welfare which plagues
thls nation. The right to a quality educstion which releases
rather than destroys human creativity. And the right to
decent clean housing in & safe neighborhood. And the right to
good health care and sufficient nutrition. And, finally, the
right to participate in the making of the decisions that affect”
one's lives. These are some of the things that mean equity
in results.

Clearly then, if we're going to remedy the inequality and
the injustice, we must begin conducting our public business
in a largely different manner than we have in the past. The
powerless -and there are powerless people in this country-

nust share in power, and you and I have to see to it that those



gates are opened. And the community must be governed by all
of 1ts members, not just some of its members. This is what
we mean by participatory democracy. And above all, we're
golng to have to re~order our priorities, and start putting
first things first.

Now we today stand at a critical moment in the history
of the United States, and it's & moment of great opportunity

-or it could be a moment of catastrophe. A moment when
the right declsions taken forcefully and courageously cen
dremetically re-order the priorities in our national 1life.

So let us be absolutely clear in this lecture here tonight,
thls memorial service in a sense, what is riding on these
decisions, what are the stakes: No less than whethe;iﬁggﬁica
can ever achieve Martin Luthef King's dream, of his children
end their right to be Judged not by their race but by their
character, or implement the specific suggestions laid down

by the Kerner Commission more than one year ago.

M& friends, I think we all know, some of us with heavy
heart and others with anger, the first and foremost decision
thet this country must face (and find the way, and use every
means at itlocommand to find the way) is to end the war in
Vietnen and to pursue this goal with every meang at our
command through a politically negotiated settlement.

(epplause)
And 1 am reminded thaf there is a group on this campus that is
askihg you to do what they call "Writing for Peace", not
Just to the President but to the‘Congress, and I hépe that
you'll cooperzte with thet group. And I hope that you will

pour out your heart, and do it not only-with sentiment but
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do 1t also with the conviction that you not - only want to see
the end of a war but you want to see the beginning of a great
new adventure in America, to see to it that there is not only
equity of oppertunity but equity of results, not only equality
of opportunity but a richer life for every one of the people of
thie leznd that bear the title msn or woman or citlzen.

Now there's an opening skirmish in all of this and you
know that I've been deeply involved in it; and it's going to
be fought over money: money for the initial deployment of the
safeguard anti-ballistic misslile system. But this debate 1is
only symptomatic of the more fundamental decisions that must
be reached in the coming year on military spending. And unless
we're successful now -end I mean Now=- in slowing down the
nuclear arms build-up, partiéularly after we've passed the
non-prpliferation treaty and the test-ban treatly and the
treaty to ban the orbiting of weapons of mass destruction in
outer-space -1 say that unless we're successful in slowing
down that nuclear arms build-up it can be predicted without
qualification that th%military planners will win approval
of a number, in fact a host, of post-poned weapons programs which
I know about, which members of Congress know about, which
cost in the end many hundreds of billions of dollars. Elther
the flood-gates will be opened, or they will be held tight
end the flood-tide pushed back. And it can be predlcted
with equal certainty that as military Spendinéincreases our
urgent domestic needs will be short-changed. x

So there you have it. And this is why I believe, and I

have sald from every platform that I could, not just this yeér but
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last year, that I oppose the anti-ballistic misslle system in a
democratic administration Just as I oppose it now in another
administration ~because it isn't a partisan issue.

(applause)

This is not a partisan issue. This is an 1issue that involves
our sense of judgment aznd velues. Now we must open negotiations
as rapidly as it is diplomatically and humenly possible with the
Soviet Union over the reduction of offensive and defensive
strategic weapons. If we do, we can freeze the stirateglc
weapons race &t the present level, at stage number one. Or
we can begin the process of mutusl phased reductions of the
nuclear arsenals. 1 say that there is a chance, and a chance
of your lifetime, of winning the battle of priorities. There
is a chance at long last that we can put first things fifsy.

I don't have any illusions sbout this; I've been around
the goﬁernment a long time. And I know that 1t's not easy to
negotiate with the Soviets -1 tried it. I spent more time
with Mr. Kruschev than any other American. I have been &
delegate io the United Nations representing this country,
negotiating with Mr. Kuznizkov end others of the Soviet Union.

I have visited from time to time with Mr. Kosygln as the
fepresentative of your government. I am not unmindful of

how stubborn they can be. 3But I submit that when responsible
leaders of great nations approach their own vital security
interests they do so with great caution -and they should. And
I know that our leaders will not agree to enything that will
sacrifice our securlity; and I make the same assumpiion about
the Soviet leaders. I hsppen to believe that we're at a

moment &t which there is a strategic balance. I happen to
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believe that we're at a moment when the political, inter-
national-political,envirdnment 1s conducive to discussions
end talks. And therefore I say we must believe, until
Soviet esctions demonstrate otherwlse, that they understand the
compelling ressons for ending the nuclear arms spiral, a
process vwhich is nol only expensive and dangerous, but one which
really 1s meaningless in terms of securing for either side a
decisive military sdvantage. And it's for this reason, above all
others, that I have opposed, continue to oppose, will oppose
with everythihg at my command the declslion to proceed with the
deployment of the anti-bzllistic missile system.

(applause)

I remain unconvinced, and I've heard nothing to change
my mina, that the security of our so-called second-sirike
forces =-and I now know that you understand about this first-
and second-stfike force operation~ regulires such action at
this time especially when the small risks of postponling
deployment are compared to the considerable risk of postponing
the urgent domestic needs whiéh confront America. Let me tell
you the nmissiles that I think threaten your securit&'today:
The rissiles of hate, of deprivation, of humiliation to
millions of our fellow citizens, of filthy, rotten, degrading
poverty, of sickness, of illiteracy. And those missiles are
just as destructive as the SS9 which 2 president and a secretary
of defence talk about. They are what Dr. Conant once called
"social dynamite". And they're exploding. And they're
going to continué to explode. And the only defence that I know

against those missiles is an offensive: An offensive of
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progream, policy, commitment, and priorities; and resources
-men and material- to see the rebirth of our cities, to see a
nation reconciled and reborn, which was the prayer of a preacher
from Georgla by the name:of Dr. Martin Luther King.

So you see, I think it's especlally very, er, urgent,
that we proceed, and that prlor to these negotiations we never
do a thing by word or deed that upsets the situation. -Restraint
is what's needed. And my concern for restraint causes me very
much to regret the statements of the Secretary of Defence, Mr.
Lailrd, imputing to the Soviets a commitment to achiev%a first-
sirlke capability that could demolish and anihllate us.
Because less than four months ago a former secretary of defence
who had the same information casme to quite dlfferent conclusions
as to the Soviet strategic posture. And the Secretary of
State today, Mr. Rogers, clearly contradicted these dire fore-
casts of Soviet first-strike capability at his first press
conference in Washington two weeks ago. Americans do not need to
act out of theory. Let Americans now once again act out of
confidence and moral.leadership; and if we do, my friends, we
will have gained a great victory for this country, a victory
that:the world longs for America to have. Secretdy Laird's
foreCzsts can only cast doubts on the Soviet mind about our
objectives; and when those doubts are cast you can expect
the other side to act accordingly. A far more prudent course
Wwould be one which avolded ralsing this specter of massive
Soviet strategic commitments until we have determined through
testing and tealking thelr actusl willingness or unwilllingness
tp decelerate the arms race. And when we discuss with then

ve'll know aznd we'll not have to speculate on sueh critical
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matters.

So I would hope noﬁ“that our government would enter these
bilateral talks promptly, even 1f the Congress approves the
measure of the President. I plead with you, President Nixon,
and this University campus before thousands of young people,
even if your proposal to the Congress to authorize the safe-
guard modified anti-ballistic system is approved, even 1f the
money is appropriated, look to the man you visited not long
ago in Independence, Missouri, vho, when the Congress in-
sisted fhat Mr.-Trumaﬁ heve seventy air-wings which he sald we
@ldn't need, he set the money aside and refused to spend 1it.
Mr. President, I ask you to set the money aslde and refuse to
deploy the missile until you have tried, tried, and tried, to
stop the arms race with the Sovietl Union.

(applause)

There are other'facets, but time prohibits all the
details. Many of you have heard of the MIRV. Maybe I should
mention to you that it's also in the arseﬁal of projeéted
weaponry. It's known as the -it's spelled "MIRV", we have
these short titles for everything now- but 1% means Multiple
Independently Targetable Reentry Vehlcles. .It's a system
ﬁhich equips eech Minute Man ICBM with a number of separate
warheads aimed at different targets, increasing our offenslve
capacity. DNow, if as the President suggests, the Sovlets
understand the defensive characteristics of the limited deploy-
ment oftngeguard, 1f that argument is valid, I submit they
will equally be quick to get the message of MIRV, which is a

manifold increase in our strateglc offensive 6apability. And
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the Soviets can be expected to respond to such a massive
expension of U.S. nuclear forces with an equally concerted
effort of their own. And what happens? The balance of
terror will have reached unprecedented'heights with no new security
for anyone,

Now, my fundsmental point, the avallability of resources
to attack our domestic problems, will in the long run, be
largely a factor of our capaclity to hold back the impending
flood of new strategic weapons. It is time, in short, to be
willing to run the same risks in the cause of peace that we as a
government and a people have been willing to assume in waglng
war and in acquiring the weapons of war. I call for a risk for
peace in nineteen-hundred and sixty-nine. ‘We've had enough.
We've had_enough of spending, enough of war, ehough of weapons,
end the %ime has come to call & halt. And that's what the
students of America need to ask of thelr government now.

(applause)

Now this 1ssue of military spending can be & great
catalyéic force. It has the potential for creating in
America en organizing force for social Justice comparable to
the great coslition which made possible the clvil rights
bettle for two decasdes and the successful culmination of 1t
in legislation. Dr. King loved America. Those Americans
who seek to honor'his.name and memory should rally together now
to win this battle over national priorities. How well I
remember that day in August of 1963 when we marched 1n the
Freedom Merch to the Lincoln Memorial. My fellow Americans,

%here wzas dissent in the tradition of this country. There
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it was, peaceful, orderly, moving, dramatic, powerful, and it
shook this government from top to bottom; and and there hadn't
been a civil rights measure passed from 1877 to 1963 of any
consequence and that zct, the leadership of a man of spirit and
conviction, tying in young and old, black and white, rich and
poor, church and labor and business and government. It aroused
this nation, because in America there 1s a basic sense of
justice and good-will amongst the citizenry that will respond
to a clarion call when you're decent, when you're frank and candid
and open, when you're honorable and when you're active . And
the memorable Freedom March is one of the great moments of
history. We could use another, under the same kind of decent,
honorable, non-violent, patriotic dedication for the cause of
social Jjustice in this country.

(appluuvse) |
You see, 1 happén to beiieve that unless we win this

battle the outcome of all subsequent encounters over resources
with cities, for cities, for education, for health-care,
for jJjobs and housing, for food, will largely be decided before
the issues eve{get to Congress. Our military budget wlll contlnue
to expand. Our domestic allocations will become proportionately
smeller. And this is precisely the outcome of the cuts in
the budget that have been made even in recent days. We spend
more for an anti-ballistic missile. We spend less for Head-
Start, for education, for health, for children, for thelelderly.
I submit that we've failed to achieve Martin Luther's dream for
America because we have falled to generate the truly bi-partisan

commitment necessary to do the job. We're frittering away our
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energles when we need to concentrate and consolidate. And we
now have the chance to summon that strength if we focus our
efforts on the job of ending the insanity of the arms race,
and then fighting to see that these resources are diverted
to urgent needs. Ve ﬁust have the vision, therefore, to see
the urgent need for an entirely new force in the American society
to carry on these tasks, a force that addresses itself to these
priorities.

Now no doubt many of our a2llies in the old battles of
yesterday will stand with uS again. We need their wisdom ang
we need theilr ability. But what we really need is the help of
the new generation of younp Americans, who never had experienced
the struggle over voting rights or public accomodations or
school desegregation, or the other }ssues that we took to the
people‘in the 1950's and the }960's. No fault of your own,
just wasn't your time. And these new young recruits can glive
us an invaluable boost in morale and enthusiasm and effective-
ness. There need be no generation gap. The gap in America is
not between generations. Thé& gep in America is between
two socletles, separate and unequal. And, my young Americans,
don't, don't delude yourself; these false battles over young and
old, your parents' generation eand yourself, are make-believe
games., The real battle in America 1s whether or not there will
be one America, as we've put it so ma§y times, one nation,
indivisible, under God, with liberty and justice for all; or
vhether there's goiﬁg to be twb Americas, yours, and the

other,
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That's in our hands.

So there are many things that we can do to unite and we can
do toge%her. And the word is"together". And those who lead us
eapart ere the enemies of freedom and jJustice. We can mobilize
the resources 'both public and private in this country to
banish the specter of poverty. We have the tools and the means
to do it. V¥e can feed)the hungry -this year. This year.

We have the money, we have the food. I ask you to help get it
done. This isn't something we have to wait for. We can root
out the last vestliges of discrimination and segregation and
inequality in schools and employment, in housing and in public
office. And we can see to it that America will not become
these two soclietles, separate, one white, one black, separate and
unequal. And &s individuals we can search our own souls for the
remnants.of prejudice and injustice which infect us llke a fever.
We can fearlessly stand up for human dignity and freedom in

our dally lives,individuelly. And we can summon the courzge

for reconclliation and reject the course of violence.

This is the message of that minister of the Gospel
who believed in peace and who believed in service =the
nessage of Dr. King. I say this is an opportunity -let's
not miss 1t. What a chance to get a smile once again on our
face. It's an opportunity if we can now summon the courage
and the faith so clearly demanded by the times, and the
courage andlthe faith which characterizes the life of the
man that you honor tgnight by this memorial meetling and this

memorial lecture.
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Let there be an immortality to greatness. And the immortal
ity to grestness is not in a man who has been buried, but rather
in the Xives of those whom he has inspired. I hope tonight -
that I can go eway from here knowing that hundreds and thousands
of young people have been inspired nct to destroy this land
but to re-build 4it, not to repudiate this country but to call it
to i1ts greatness; not to say that America has lost its way
but rather that it's time to find a better way; not that
America is sick but that America is changing and changing for
the good.. That's the language of young men and women. So
lets go to work.

Now I'11l tske your questions. Thank you very much.

(Proionged applause. Stending ovation.)
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Transcribed

April 27, 1969
Willa F. Sobel,
from WFCR tape.



TAPE 2
MCt We do have time now for a thirty minute question period. There
are m{ikeg in the alsles and we do ask you because there are only

thirty minutes to keep your questions brief and to the point.

Q: Mr. Humphrey, I was so happy to hear you speaking. You sald all
I really
the things that I believe in so very much, ﬁ*e share your fears of

the Anti-ballistic System and everything. Tﬁat;'s just the way
I feel. 1 don't have any questions to say because I don't really

didn't
« L 2 think

/\

have anything to say, and I Just wanted to say that I
that you did either. '
Humphrey: I thank you very much. Thank you. (tojapplause)

Q: Mr. Humphrey?

A: Yes, sir?

Q: In recent weeks light has been thrown on ...

Humphrey: Would you come a little closer to the mikes? I didn't
hear you, sir.

Q: Er, in recent weeks light has been thrown on G.I. anti-wer
activities, such as many anti-war underground newspapers that've
sprung up among the nation's,er, army :bases. Legal actlon now
seems to be taking place to gein the right of assembly and free
speech for G.I.'s. I was wondering if you could comment on this,
please.

A: Well, one of the problems that you have when you have a military
situation or a military reservation or a military order is that
yolu're under strict rules and regulations. If you want to know

what my viéw is, I've never been afraid of free speech. I have
believed in in a free press. I have believed in the right of every

person to have the right to say what he wants to say. I don't
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always say that you have to take him seriously, but I think he has
a right to be heard. (applause)

Q:Mr. Humphrey, ...
Humphrey: Yes, sire?
Q: (contld) Do = yoﬁ believe that ROTC should be on campus? and if
you do, do you believe that it should have academic cred¢it?
Humphrey: I didn't get the last part, there. ’

Q: (cont'd.) Do you believe that if, Well if you do believe that
ROTC should be on campus, do you think 1t should have academic
credit?
A3 We’were talking about this all this afternoon, and it appears
to me that what what has happened now is that there is such a
conflict over ROTC being on campus, that it may very well be that
there, that.the values that you galn from 1it, if any, are less than
the values which you would receive if you had the military training
replaced in what we call the Officer Candidate Schools. I do feel
that 1f a student wishes to take Reserve Officer Training in the
hope later on that he can go to an Officer's Training School that
he ought to have that privilege, Whether or not it should beffor
credit, may I say whether or not it should be for credit, I

believe that should be left up to your administration, and I
gather that most of the faculties are rejecting it. (applause)
Q: Mr. Humphrey? In your speech ycu indlcated & great admiratlon
for peaceful dem&nstration. Yet it seems over the past several
years that violent demonstration has been the only way to effect
change in our natlonal government. I'd 1like you to comment, please,
on the character of our national government when violent demonstration
semms to be the only way to effect change.
A: 1 do not believe so, sir. I happen to belleve that some of the

most effective for change have been the non-vielent ones insofar as



5

the participators and the movement vere concerned. To wit: the
marchers in Birmingham; the s}b-ns. These were non-violent. They
represented under some of the laws of the sfates whagthey called

civil disobedlience, but they were non-violent. The march in
]

,f}hich I was proud to participate «~non-violent.

I participated in picketing in wWashington D.C. as a United States

Washington in 1963

senator, the national theatre, to change the patterns of segregation
in that city to desegregation -non-violent. I happen to beleive
that a well-organized, non-vicolent, non-destructive protest and
dissent does you a whole lot more good in a free and democratic
soclety, 1f you expect democratic processes to work, thain to
engage in violence which only arouses repression and arouses

the strength of those -and strengthens those who would like to
put you down. I want to persuade in America. I beliéeve that
there 1s reason in this country: I believe there is a basic source
of good will and if we organize it we'll make more progress in a
shorter period of time than we will bq violence and destruction

| -that's my view. (applause, prolonged)

Q: Mr. Humphrey, er, in_ .your speech you seemed to endorse the
right for peace, er, campaligning. Now, I would like to know
whether this indicates a change in your opinion, er, as to the

war in Vietnam, er, wnether you are now agaeinst the war in Viet-
nam. I would also like to know, er, whether you believe that,

er, the original decision to engage in this war was a mlstake

and whether this decision oringinated in , er, the minds of, er,
cextein people in Washington D.C., or whether thlis war represents,
er, a 1ogical extension of a hundred years of American imperialism
end-is, er, due to economic and soclal conditions in Amerlca.

( applause)

A: You were ghead until that last sentence. (laughter) Er, no,
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it doesn't represent a change in my mind. My friend, I don't
know of anybody that's Teally been anxious for this war. I have
sought a political settlement and.the President?f the United
States and the former FEesident of the Unifed S%ates has sought

a political settlement of this war. The former President of

. the United States gave up his political ~his political 1ife, to

try to get a conference started at Paris, I think this President

of the United States understands the 1mperétive necessity of finding
some say, some means, of extricating ourselves from & war in

Viétnam without placing the people in South Vietnam at the mercy

of those who would destroy them. I have advocated that ke have
systematlc withdrawal of American forces. I have urged, as I have
publically, for months and for years, that we proceed to seek

and insist vpon, with the help of others, a cease-fire. I have

believed that there ought to be universal elections throughout

81l of Vietnam to determine whether or not it should be & divided

nation or & united nation, one country. I happen to be & peace man,if-

I've
aﬁd=1ﬂfbeén all of my 1ife. No, buddy. And may I say that I really

think that Franklin Roosevelt was & peace man. I really think
Woodrow wilson was a peace men. I think Dwight Elsenhower was a
peace man. And the commlitment to Vietnam started in the Eisenhower
administration. I've never known 2 president who was more for
peace than Dwight Elsenhower. It was extended under John
Kenne@ﬁ%'and he wes & peace man. The question is, How. And now
we think that we have arrived at the point -at least some of us
do, and 1 said so a year ago, and this isn't just something new,
I spoke tﬁis vey, my frlend in the campaign- 1f we could get
people to listen. I happen to believe that the time now is
possible for ﬁs to have & de-escalation of this war and hopefully

e

a(ﬁﬁfxzizalﬁﬁlgfgotiated settlement. All I'm saying is, It must

R R
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be the priority business of thils government to find a, 1t, and to
do 1t in such a manner-that those who have sacrificed their lives
did not do so in vain, and that a population in South Vietnam is not
consumed or destroyed out of bitterness or out of a23sassination or
out of war iﬁ:self. That's all I'm trying to do.
Well, I, you know, I learned a long time ago in a free soclety

that you're lucky if you can please half your family, much less
half the constituency. (laughter and applause)
Q: Mr. Humphrey?
o as late as-t&b
Q: Lastjpring er last summer andf?txxkn convention-
Humphrey: I'm sorry; this is rather bad acoustics here...
Q: Last spring or last summer, and even as lete as the Democratic
conventlon, did you ever seriously consider the possibiiity that
there were other Democrats whg?uig only'have mede stronger presidential
candidates but who would have made better presidents of the United
States?
A: Nefer, for a moment. I thought I was fully prepared. (appleuse)
(prolonged)
Q: Mr. Humphrey? Er, Mr. Humphrey? Sir?
A; Yes, Ma'am. | ‘
Q: Er, when you speak that the poor pdeple should not have to be poor,
ef, when there are oil rebates end ... '

I want to hear it{ because
Humphrey: Just & minute. I didn't get you anth know this is going
to be goods (laughter and applause). Well, what were you saying,
plezse, Just & little clearer up here, it's...
Q: V¥hen tﬁe airlines, are, such es TWA are gilven, er, are guaranteed

not to lose money byuthe government and there are 611 rebates and

farmers are paild not to collect crops, er, wh?n can we get,er, rid
rty 3 Al

fita

of the insidiousness of the welfare system andﬁ ™ guaranteed annual
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incomes, 80, in the words of Hosea Williams who was hére last
month, there won't be sociélism for the rich people and capitsliam
for the poor people but equality of economy, for everybody. (applause)
A: I was just really straining to hear what you say. It's very
difficult up there, the horns, you can see where the horns are, and
it doesn't gel back here very good. Er, did I under...
Q: What I say is,7h=Is there &a:possibility in the near future of
a guaranteed annual income. .
(Humphrey: Ahhh...)
Q(cont'd.): and an ébolishment of the wlefare systen.
A: Yes. There is. You say the possiblity of either = negative
income tax or & guaranteed annual income or other forms of
income maintenance that are a lot better than a welfare system
which demeans the family, which does not adequately teke care of
the family or the recipient, and which I think continues welfarism
rather than remedies it, and the sooner we get rid of what we présent—
1y have the better everybody's going to be off, the tax-payer, and
the recipient. (applause)

Yes, sir?
Q: Do you think the mood of & nation determines its history? And if
so, How 1n regards to the history of the United States? |
A: Well, if I gathered the thrust of the question, I Eelieve the
gentleman sald, Do I beliéve the mood of a nation determines the
history of a nation. Is that correct? Well, Yes, I think it does.
(applause, ;%]He'll get the mike down there for you.
Q: There seems to be some discussion among the military and political
observers éf the day that President Nixon 1s about to pull an
Algeria -llke DeGzulle did- and just saying, The heck with
Vietnam, and pulling out gradually, and forgetting the peaceful

negotieations. Wovld you advocate such a move as thils?
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A: You mean a sudden pull-out?

Qf{con't.): qug)not a sudden pull-out, but a gradual pull-out, like
DeGaulle....

A: Well, I think that I did say in the campaign that if I were
conmltted and elected to be President of the United States, one

of my first acts would be to sit down with the leaders of the
governnent in Saigon andggell them that we were going to have'a
phased, systematic, pull-out,withdrawal, of American forces, just

as the Vietnamese forces were taking over their respconsibilities of
self-defense. Now, they have 800,000 men in th%?ietnamese army, and
I happen to believe that they're now getting to a point where they
can be primarily responsible for their own self-degense, But I
would like to see that withdrawal be one of not only our forces but
also of other foreign forces. And that is a part of the negotiations.
And the sooner- And that's what's going on in Paris in the private
telks. And if you mean a precipitous withdrawal, NO. If you meanl

a phased withdrawal, YES, providing that it's coupled up with

what I ca2ll a negotiated political settlement at théfonference

table. I -think this can work, and I happen to think that the
-Vietnamese are beglinning to understand it.

Q: Do you see ?resident Nixon effecting such & withdrawal ncow?

A: Well, he sa2id he had a2 plan to end the war., I don't say fhat
unkindly, but he did say it, and it did shake me a little bit,
because I didn't have one 2t the moment. (laughter) I hope he

has. (more laughter and applause) And mdy I say to the gentle-

man -because it sounded a little bit on the light side, and it's
not, this 1s serious business- I re2lly believe that the President
will do everything within his capability, his power, h-isoin:ff’ﬁf.w}_._J
standing (end he has plenty of it) to bring this war to Sonpretion, *

and he's going to have my help. I'm not Jumping on his back. I
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had people on mine for four years. I'm going to try to help him
a2 1ittle bit, iF I can. And I'll do everything I can to give him
my help to get this struggle to an-end, and defend his actions
when he does 1t. (prolonged applause)
Q: We have , er, we hwve heard you denounce violence and ask for
peace. I would llke to hear you denounce the overthrow of the
Guatemelan government that took place in 1954, the Bay of Pigs
invesion in 1962, the Dominican invasion, er, 4n,.er, a few years
leter; and I woul?kggke to hear you denounce the massacre of
500,000 people 44 Indonesia. I have not heard you denounce
any of those. (applause)
A: Well, now, if you'll give me some choice, so I can see how
my batting average is, I'1l1l be glad to do it. I don't remember
1954 in Guatemala, [Just a minute (to M.C.), let's give full
time to this question:] I don't recall 1954. I not only denoﬁnced
the Bay of Pigs, but the president of the United States, John
Kenned€y, & great man, took full responsibility for it. Went
before the editors and szid so. You ask me, do I denounce 500,000
massacred in Indonesia. No one likes any massacre, and if it took
place, I not only denounce it I regret 1t; but I want to tell you
what I more denounce, was the attempt of the Communist Party to
take over the people of Indonesia, which they almost did, in a mass
attack of the assamsination of the leaders of the coué:try which
they failed to get by with, and thénk God Indonesia has cleaned
them out and today has a reasonably responsible, non-Communist,
gQVBrnment’ -a lot bettigtthan what they had. (appleause)

Now the gentleman E?@Awanted to ask me a gquestion.
Q: Er, Yes, sir. It was a matter of batting average, you seemed
to call it. My first question would be, er, Is it a matter

of batting averages, buf._+".’* . But I think the actual question 15)

e
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€r, These "responsible rHon-Communist governments"; which we seen
to be instituting in such‘resort areas as, er, South Vietnam,
Indonesia, and, er, other pleasure spots; These are not -these
are not- responsible democratic governments. I~ (applause) P!
sincerely doubt that the State Department has any -has any-,

er, plan of estaeblishing responsible democratic governments.

I think that the State Dppartment wants to establi.giigfzgdzre
reasonable and responsible to the American economy, to the
American military, and to the American social system. (loud
applause)

A: I think our young friend states what many people believe to be
& fact, and I'd like to comment upon it. I don't claim to be

an oracle of.truth; 1 happen to have some opinions. I have
visited Indonesia, I know the people, er, many of the people in
Indonesia, I have been in Jakarta, I have been in Damak, I have
been in Java, I have been with the people and I want to séy that
while they do not have a democratic government; we had nothing
to do with their successful revolution against Sukarno, they

dld 1t themselves, they purged themselves of a control on the
part of the Chinese Communipsts in Indonesla that waé@trangling
that conntry, that had that country at war for five years with
Maleysia, a war which is now settled, an economy which is now

atl long last %w come back, and a people who once again have
started to live. The United States government ~by the way,
the Indoneslans are very proud of the fact that they were able %o
clean their own house, so to speak- ... Secondly, you know we
aren't in the business of establishing other pfople's governments
I hope we get over +this crazy notion that we can g0 arou%id the
world and establish governments.for people. The best [;hrough
applause] that we can do 1s to help people have the right to

establish their own goverrments, and some of them we won't like.
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Quite frankly, I'm not too happy with the government in France.

But I don't have much to say about 1it. (laugh¢er and applause)

And I'm not particularly happy about the government:in Washington
but I don't have much to say about it. (laughter and applause)

On the one hand we get accused of establishing governments, andon
the other hand we get accused because we don't. Now, you can't
have it both ways, boys. You'veiget .to:make up your mind. And what
the purpose of this government is, Is, in any of its foreign policy,
-should be, at least- to try to help people in the right of self-
detérmination. And if you think that every country is going to

come up with a fﬁlléfledged democracy, then you'd better take an
elementary course in American government. Democracy.is not
something that is easily attained. It represents the culmination

of the fine art of self-government. And as Winston Churchill once
sald, Democracy is the worst possible form of government except for
all others that have never been tried.- And it's one of the most |
difficult to attein, and 1t doesn't come guickly, it doesn't

come by a magic wand. There are very few democracies in the world.
today, and .those ffew that are there, they've spent hund@ris, if
not hundreds at least generations, trying to perfect it. So let's
gel over the silly idea that somehow we can just march on in with
money, and idealists and power, and establsh a democratic government.
- You just can't do it. But you can help them establish one, if they
want to establish one. (applause)

Q: Mr. Humphrey?

Humphrey: This gentleman right here. Ve're golng from side to side
I believe. " Yes, sir?

Q(cont'd.): Mr. Humpﬁrey, I was over in our Student Unibn listening
to tﬂis broadcast, and I heard the first person ask you a guestion,
and I thought that he was right, thux he sald a beautiful thing,

he sald that you were mentloning all the words that were in our hearts
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A

and you were.‘ You were talking about peace, and love, and brotherhood,
and these are the things that all of us feel. You talked about

Martin Luther King, for whom, to whom, we all feel a great debt of
gratitude. And we thought this was a beautiful thing on your part.

And I happened to be thinking of a statement that John Kennedy

once made, that, If this country, or any country, does not provide

for peaceful revolution, it must accept violent revolution. Kennedy

“Fhe
was a great man; he also wrote a great book, called, Profiles in Courzge,

A

in which he delineated the histories of certain men. When 1t caméfhéir

time to meke a choice, they chose to follow their conscience and not

their pride. They gave up, they commltted political suidéide,
because they believed in what they were doing. Eugene McCarthy

was such a man. I would like to know (applzus¢), Mr. Humphrey,
Where wvere you,whére was your peace, wheee was &our hope, where was
your love, in Ckicago, when a man of peace, spoke of a great fﬁture
for this country; he spoke of a future in which studentgﬁﬁig'they
were &nd where they were going. I want to know, Mr. Humphrey,

when this man rose up, committing political suicide, because he
believed that peaceful revolution vwas possible in America?
(applause, prolonged) |

A: Well,my friend, I have known the distinguished senator from
Minnesota a lot longer than you have. We grew up together,

in politics together. And 1'd put my, er, I wouldn't detract for

a minute from Eugene McCarthy. I do not go around casting aspersions
on what I think a man, & man of good quality and good character.

I happen to believe, though, sir, that there was a time when I put my
life on the line, not once, but & hundred times. I did it when I
cleaned up the ¢ilty of Minneapolis, sir, when no one else would

do it., I did it at the Democratic conventlon when I fought for

civil rights and did it for twenty years. (Now, just a minute.)
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And I did it, my good friend, in this last campaigng when I was
asked the questions whether I was for law and order or law and order
and soclal justice, and I sald, Social justice, and:ilaw and order.
And I did it when I said that the fundsmental issues in this campaign
were arms contirol and race. And when the other candidate was asked,
Do you belleve in a speed-up in desegregation or a slow-down, he
sald, A slow-down., And when I was asked, I said, In = speed-up.
I pald my price. And I have no apologlies to make to a man who,
may I say, has pald less. Thakk you. (applause, prplonged; shouts
of azpproval)
Yes ma'am?

(con't.) ‘ the same
Q: I {not a lady but A man is speaking) just want to comment. I
admit that you have done great things in your 1life. Really great
things, Mr. Humphrey.
Humphrey: Thank gou.
Q (con't.): Really great things. But I want, I want to make-one
comment. I want you to bring back a memory to some of us who were
watching television during the Chicago conventions. When Julian
Bond wes nominated for vice-president, you can tell, 6nce in an
while the camera would pan down on him, and you ceuld tell that he
was exclited; and when & newsman asked him, Are you golng to accept.
this nominstion?, ., he said, I don't know, I'm too young. Maybe
they'll chenge fhe Constitution . I want to do it because because
I think it's great, I think I-éan make it, And, er, I really
thought that he could.” I really thought that Jullan Bond would
make & great vice-president. But when the time came, he said,
I can't do it. I can't accept the nomination, I'm too young.
I'm only asking this, Mr. Humphrey: When we realize that our time

has'gone by, why can't we say, Our ideas are too old.? (applause)
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4: 1 think one could ;¢ I'd hate to have had Moses say that when

he came with the Ten Commandments, because he was & rather old fellow.
He had some pretty good i1deas. (applause) (Humphrey laughs too.)
Q (cont'd): Remember Moses had to leave Palestine? T think he left
laughing because he knew 1t was the will of God. |
Humphrey: I agree with that. (cheers) We're in concurrence,
dear friend. Thank you very much. See you later.

Yes, sirg

(laughtef and applause, no response to "Yes, sir®.

Yes, ma'am? Better pull that mike down.
Q: In respect ta the war in Vietnam agein. Er, if we do pull out
the troops do you believe that we should still remain there in a
peacetime capacity, in the sense of a Peace Corps, like we had for
instance in Africa or in South America?
A: If they went us. Only i1 they ask for us and want ﬁs.
Only. By the way, the Peace Corps goes to no country without an .
invitation. And I do happen to think that those are the kinds of
policles that in the long run are going to count. Can I just take
a moment to say that I believe that we're going through.a'period in
which there's - in which we've used power and money when it weas
really necessary in the immediate post-war world as the ultimate
undertaking of our- of what we call- our national security policy.
I think now we're coming to & period in which we're going to have to
use understanding and cooperation more than we have ever used it
before., And this i1s one of the reasons, as I'went back into teach-
ing, that I'm trying to get my young students to understand a great
deal aﬁout the €ifferent countries in which they live. You know, you
generally hear people say, Now let's talk about Asia. Now, of course
theré’re a couple billion people there and they're all very different.
I asked somebody th%Lther day -Somebody theother day said, I

want you, Mr. Professor, to talk to me about China. Young fellow
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was very interested. I said, When you name me five people in China
by name, then youﬁgghl'll start to talk, but until then what's the
use in talking: You won't know anything and I won't know much more to
tell you. We've got to be able to understand a culture, the economic
the soclal forces; we haven't understood it. We didn't understand
even Japan, prior to World War II. Now we're beginning to understand

and may #I say that the Black community 4in compelling am@x often-

times and in many other instances demanding that there be ethnic studies

are dolng the nation & great service, because tntil we start to

undérstand the cultures of people, the background, the ethnic

origin and background, the traditions of people, we'll never be

able to design policles of government or private that are going to

be anywhere near as effective. The knowledge explosion 1s here.

Now out of this knowledge we needto get some Judgment. And I think

we are at a.point now in our national ;ife when we're going to

be substituting enlightenment and judgment and knowledge for money-

and pover. Thank God the time has arrived because I don't think

there's any way, in a nuclear age, that mass military power{ﬁgh be

effective, It can be catastrophic, it can annihlilate, but 1t

cannnt in any way solve -it can dissolve, but 1t cannot solve-

problems. And it's going to take a lot of patience as well

I wish it 8idn't fake so much, but it will. That's my view of 1it.

Now we're back here. Which side are we on? Oh, over here...

Q: Mr. Humphrey, I'm a Japanese student studying at this university.
In connection with the questions asked about the war in Vietnam,

I should 1ike to hear your view on the proposed return of Okinawa

to Japan.' We know very well that Okinawa plays & very lmportant

role in American strategy in Asia, but in last year's élection the

people in Okinawa chose Mr. Jara, the Joint candidate of the

opposition parties, indicating the'desire to have their island§
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returned to Japan. In your opinion, would it be a goced idea for the
United States +to return the island rule to Japan, and if so, What
should be the status of the Americen bases there? Do you think
that the United States should withdraw the nuclear bases there?

A: I think that Okinawa should be {applause) (You know, of course,
that we returned jurisdiction of thé:.Bonan Islands firsts ) 1

belteve that Okinawa should be returned to Japan. I believe

that we shuould negotiate wha%ever kind of an arrangement fkax we

can that is satisfactory tosthe people of Okinawa and Japan

for bases 1f they're willing to have them, and what kind of bases
they're willing to have. I do not believe that the security of the
United States reguires over the long run the hold on OKinawg,and
what's more, I think 1t exacerbates the political situation bew
tween ourselves and Japan and I think it gives the more leftist
elements in Japan soﬁething to play poli%ics with, engage in
demagoguery about, eand I think it would be good for the democracy
of Japan for the United States to return Okinawa to Japan,

(loud applause)

Q: Mr. Humphrey: Why, if you think the abandonment of the present
wéfare system and the possible enaction of the negative income,

or the guaranteed, or ke negative, tax, er, or guarantédd income,
i1s so feasible why didn't 1t happen during your administration?

A: Oh, I can tell you that: because I'm just one vﬁice, and oﬁe
view, er, apparently. Er, you know, one thing. we have to get in
mind is that because you may think it's right, or I may think it's
right, there're ,206,000,000 Americans and there happen to be 535
members of Congress. One of the real problems that welre having today
1s that people seem to forget that you havz to work with al: majority,

in order to get something done. Now, I'wes for the Medicare Progran
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for sixteen years.

Q (cont'd.): Well, you seemed to feel that 1£ﬁas so possible now...
A: No, I didn't say 1t was possible, I said that we ought to be for it.
I want to get it done if we can. I hope that we can get it done.

I think we've come a long ways. As a matter of fact, whegyou get
corporate executives, like Mr. Miller of the Ford Motor Campany,
advocating the negative income tax, when you-get leading foundations,
for example, such as the Brookings Institute and others, proposing
forms of guaranteed income like an annual s like an, a graranteed
annual wage, then I think you're beginning to move. Some of us have
been working on this for ten years. You know, it's like.... I said to
a class today, No matter how warm the hand, it takes twentyuohe

days to hatch:an egg, -even if you need the chick. And I know you
can't get 1t any sooner. Now there're times that it takés, that it
thkes time to get things done. There're very few things that're
instant; -coffee and tea, and neither vne of them are too good.

So I think that we've got to get at it, that's what I'm talking
about. Gezigi it; then maybe in a few years, or a year or tvo,

four years, we'll get it done. I think we can.

Q:- Mr. Humphrey, could you comment please on Mr. Nixon's proposal
for an all-voluntary military force?

&: T a1dnt%.eas For the what? |

Q (cont'd): Anuall-voluntary military force.

A: Yes. The question was, Would I comment on the, on Mr. Nixon's
proposal for an allivoluntary military force. Well, I'm not sure
Just when he made that. He said he wanted to study it. That's =2
great deal'of difference in saying that you really want it. Er, but
I feel that he wants to study it, er, in the hopes that.he can get
it. Now let mé tell you what I think woulé?appen today if you had
an all-voluntary military force. I spoke to‘your press-conference

today about this.
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If ye could have it, ang Jou can guarantee to me that it wouldn't
be a force that was made up of those who just couldn't get jobs
in the private economy, wel%and good. But I think I know what would
happen today if you had an all-voluntary military force, even with
high pay: That force would essentially be black. Because too
many black people cannot getl employment;it would be filled with
Indiens -too many Indians cannot get employment. I don't think that
Blacks anthndians and the poor ought to defend the rest of us. I
happen to believe that a military establishment ought to have sone
kind of a general base. And I'm alwvays a llttle suspicibBis of these
professional standing armies. They sometimes want work to do. And
I'd rather have a citizens' army that's a 1ittle anxious about
getting out of the service than one that wants to continue to stay in
the service. (loud applause)
Q: Mr. Humphrey,..
A: Yes, sir.
Q (cont'd.): As some of my fellow question-askers have done, I'd
like to make a statement, but instead of directing towards you,
I'd like to direct it towards my fellow college students here and
also to anyone who is listening over the radio stations. Now there
are times when vwe get a fever plteh like tonight with a prominent
figure coming onto campus, and we really get all anxious about what we
can do. But so often just a very few continue with this fever pitch
and most of us just settle back into an ease and Just go our own way.
Now, we have a group, The Writing of Letters to Congressmen; I think
thls 1s good. We have programs, for examdle, the Peace Corps and
things like this; I think this is good, but this takes a year of your

life. Now I have a suggestion and an invitation to ask any of my
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fellow college students here: I know we all have to earn Some money
during the summer, to get back into school. But there are programs

in your own home town -I come from Lowell and there's programs in Lowell
that you can do- volunteer programs, such as Héad-Start, These

things will take up as little as one hour a week, or full-time.
Full-time Head-Start was from 9 to 12.There are other programs in

the cities, in your city. I don't know if you've looked into 1t.

I didn't look into 1t. But this is something you can do. You get
frustrated at times, at writing Congressmen and Senators and Presidents
and nothing seems to happen. But this something that I think that you
can do and I think 1t'll be a pleasant experience for you for the
summer.

A: May I join with you [during applause]. We are very close to

the end of our time: here. Let me just Join with this young man

inghas made & very, very, very, helpful‘suggestion. There are-
institutions in this state for the mentally retarded that are desperate-
ly in need of help, do you know that? My wife and I have put a good
deal of work in this. F;ve million families in the United States

with this affliction: on%out of every 400.babies born with this
affliction. There are institutions that need help &n‘\playgrounds and

in recreationspregrams. There are many others. I hope that I -and

by the way I know thaet you do 2 lot of this and I want to compliment you-
I wish that the real message of the students were getting out to the
public. I went to the University of California at Los Angeles re-

the

cently and I found that that university sponsors a camp:fﬁxhstudentiy

for 5,000 disadvantaged kids in the summer. I found that they had



hundreds of their students doing tutorial reading. I found that
they had hundreds more working in playgrounds in Los Angees, I
found that they sponsored a full recreatton program for dis-
advantaged kids in Venice, California; é:hd I found that nobody
else knew it except a few on the campus,

Every time there's a cempus disorder, every time that somebody
railses some Cain around here and gets into some trouble he's on
television. I wonder when we're going to focus the cameras on the
young man or the young woman that goes down and helps the Head-Start.
I wonder when we're going to focus the cameras on the young man or
young woman that ﬁelps a kid that's handicapped physically or
mentally. I wonder when we're going to focus the cameras ang the
new%attentionggi the thousands of young men and women -450,000
of them last year from American colleges- that volunteered in
inner-city programs. I think that the young students of America
ought to demand equal time for a changeé some people have been
getting more time than they deserve. I want those of you (htat are
doing good things to demand equal time. (applause, prolonged)

One more.....

This 1844 Is this 1t?

Humphrey: Alright.

M.C. : It's funny, I was going to say that you were in fine company
up there with Miss Francen and ...

Humphrey: I kind of like this too, but your boysfriend's up here.

Q: Concerning Eric Goldman's book, The Tragedy of Lyndon Johnson,

er, I was vwondering if you could comment on his evaluation of
President Johnson having been the wrong man at the wrong time, ete,,
whateﬁer the quote is; I also wondered if,er, you could comment on

why Eric Goldman wrote the book ang finally, er, because somone
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ahead of me more or less suggested this, er, during the campaign
people suggested that, or.perhaps it was after the campaign,

that, er, you were a man who had been in the wrong time at the wrong
place, etc., just as Eric Goldman had suggested that Johnson had

been the wrong man at the wrong time or something like that.

A: Well, let me say first of all, I'm not going to comment on

Mr. Goldman's book, because I don't think it would be appropriate

on my part, not having read all of it, and secondly I have a feeling
that people that stand in Judgement of their concemporaries frequent-

ly aré_unable tiiéé%ya perspective of history. This is not t&say

that Mr. Goldman is right or wrong. But I want to say that most

of the books that were written about Thomas Jefferson, Andrew

Jackson, Woodrow Wilson, Abraham Lincoln immediately after they

left office were anything but complimentary. I prefer.to let the

time of history give me a degree of objectivity. And maybe the

objectivity will turn out the sane way, but I would like to have

a little time. ©Now let's talk- I'd prefer to talk about ny mistakes:zes

and my limltations, of which I am somewhat aware. I do have the

feeling, sir, that my candldacy came at a time when 1t was needed

but a2t & time when it could not be rewarded. And I want to tell

you why I say that: Because I think the central issues that are

going to face you and your generation are the issues that we brought

&0 the forefront, not merely the contemporary issue of the war, but

more basically the issue of what kind of a nation this is going to

be: the 1issue of race; the issue of deprivation; the issue of

whether or not 2 nation that says it is a democracy and rich and

affluent, can act democraticelly and have compassion and understanding

and,_more lmportantly, can let the powerless share pover. I tried

to bring that issue to the front. It's a very big issue and T imagine

I didn't do it well, which meskes me feel rather sad. The second

issue that I thought was the controlling issue for the future s=m
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for the rest of this century, wasAthe arms race, I felt so as
a senator, fifteen years ago, ten years ago, I am the author of
the Food for Peace Program and the co-sponsor of the Nuclear
Test Ban Treaty. The author of the Peace Corps. The author of
the disarmament agency. I've spent & lifetime working at it. And
I really believe that those issi@es were just at the wrong ...-
were at the right time but not ready for acceptance, becaase the
nation was concerned about riots and trouble and crime and dissent
and every time that I used the phrase ~Let me give you an example;
We spent a lot ofﬁgggzitesting the voters, as you do in these
public opinion surveys, When the question was asked, Will you
support a candidate who says that he is in favor of law and order,
period, or will you support a candidate who says ke is in favor
of law and order and social Justlce, period, the differepce in the
polls on that issue were from 5 to 8 per-cent. You dropped
8% at a maximum, 5% at a mininum, every time you said "sacizal
Justice".

Now I found that some of the issues that I was working on were
not very popular, but I'll tell you what I think:I think & man
has & role to play in public affatrs. Sometimes he may not be the
one to recelve the honors; but he may be one that is to plant the seed,
and not reap the harvest., I feel that we did put this right. We
lost an elecfion but we lost it honestly. You not only need gooad
winners but you need good losers. You not only need to have a
campaign but you need to have an education. And a political
campaign ought to be more than balloons and raszle-dazzle and

confetti. It ought to be a great, a great mass education pPro-

gram. And we tried to make it that. We canme mighty close.
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I'11 tell you, when you lose by less than one-half of one per-cent
incthe greatest nation on the face of the earth, I don't-exactly
feel like I wes the unwanted child. Nor do I feel as if I were
rejected. I Jjust sort of feel that the whistle blew before we
could make the last touchdown.

Thank you.very much.

(Prolonged and loud applause)

M.C.: And, Mr. Humphrey has recelived 2 stending ovation from

this capaclty crowd this evening. That concludes our coverage

of the appearance this evening, of former vice-president

Hubert H. Humphrey, who delivered the Second Annual Dr. Martin

Luther Kingiﬁemorial Lecture as part of The Distinguished

Visitors Program. at the University of Massachusetts., It was
day-long -

the final event of Mr. Humphrey'shvisit to the Amherst campus,

and came to you live from the Currey Hicks Cage through the facilities

of the Five College Radio, WFCR. This is Jack Hﬁpejoy speaking,

and thls 1s.the Eastern Educational Radio Network.

#
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l Two weeks ago this country observed the first anniversary of

the assassination of Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr, The tragic death
of this heroic figure in the world-wide struggle for freedom,
Justice and peace was remembered in many ways, l Across America

and across the seas, people of all racespy the rich as well as

the poorAmarched and sang and prayed and spoke of the unfinished

work for which Martin Luther King gave his life,

..... = ek s OILL YV SO TR

! People stopped their daily routines to ponder what Martin Luther

this country had yet to de
King had brought to this country and what josboreicdmdhoncimmocsnos

to achieve his dream of an America reconciled and reborn,

— w ihey celebrated xpmiopaimidroxdimgxx trat, in life, Dr,

how
King had demonstrated/%kxk one man, by the force of his character, the

depth of his convictions, and the eloquence of his voice, can alter
s, Lge
the course of history., And in remembering‘ the people grew strong ,

R
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(_fgrtin Luther King was the greatest modern spokesman against
violence and hatred--a fact which made all the more tragic the
arson, looting and violence which swept “merica in the aftermath of
his death,
(_E?mmentatora were quick to say that these acts dishonored
the man who died--and that was true, Indeed, it was so obvious

that it scarcely needed to be said,

l But mmnantators forgot to say that other people

distorted Dr, King's life in morﬁﬁa!httiaéxu;:: but equally tragic,
D). Hewnp dtaits

ways, Too much of the initial whibe reaction was that of fear
rather than that of grief and shame, For these people Dr. King
had become primarily a restrainer of Negroes instead of a
dedicated fighter for equality and justice,

(hffrtin Luther King was, to be sure, an apostle of non-violence,
But more fundamentally he was an apostle of social justice by means
of mmmxrimkeme non-violent direct action. To be non-violent while

sitting on the sidelines is easy enough, 1o be non-violenct in

the midst of a battle is something else,
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( A1l too often,the comiortable people in our society mmEworws

applauded Dr, King's message when he stressed non-violence but

turned a deaf-ear when he brought up the hard realities of »xmiax social

Jjustice, ‘ This nation must come to understand that non-violence for

own can only produce
its wop sake, unaccompanied by visible and meaningful social change, /

Ruegsces escalating mwemdx tensions in our society and a“ ,

erosion of our capacity to solve these problems peacefully and
within the framework of law. And although tension is often ¥
essential for social change, the burden of action must always rest
with

with those who are privileged, not/those who have been denied
full participation in this nationis economic, social and political
life,

(_Tie test of a people, like that of a mxkiwm man, is not how
it accepts good fortune, but how it responds to adversity. It is

precisely at such moments--when our complacency is shattered by the

thunderbolt of tragedy--that a nation has a chance to move fooxme

forvard, b BPorYore oGy
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after Ur, King's death--we maxt ask ourselves

Today--one y

R VS

tvo questions: A Mave we faced up to the hard realit'i_;;‘t‘)f achieving

.

wesdal justice in Americfﬁavem sought to make the tragedy

of Dr. King's death not a time when America lost her faith

but rather the moment when America found her conscience?

T -

l On both counts--one year later--the answer must clearly

be: "No,"
* A

l A little more than a year ago the National Advisory Commission

--the Kerner Commission--
on Yivil DisordersAmleased its historic report and recommendations,

On the first anniversary of this report, #@ Urban America and The
Urban “oalition released a study A44%##, One Year Later, wihemsin.

G de U

our
# evaluated ike/progress srksiocdmomidmrdomxxse in meeting

the goals W the Berner “ommission,
‘ This appraisal Pﬂ that:

l "..Poverty remains a pervasive fact of life, . .and the continuing
disparity between this poverty and the general affluence remains a

source of alienation and discontent,™
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L"--Ghetto schools continue to fail, ‘he mmall AWKy amount of
progress that has been made has been counterbalanced by a growing
atmosphere of hostility and conflict in many cities,"™"

L"—-At present, there are no programs that seriously threaten

the continued existence of the slums,"

Lol 4
Lﬁmd as the Kerner report.; warnedX the study concluded: "For a

201 )

year MW¥8, we are a year closer to being two societies, black and
white, increasingly separate and scarcely less equal,"

}LI was distressed at the meagre attention given this important
evaluation wgr when it was released six weeks 3go. For this

wonbadiered t‘{ﬂd! T

reportAas d.{d the Kerfxer Gommiss:l:on docmnerrt.a the specific
2858, which must be ﬁ to reverse this alarming xgjji% pattern
ofk of social disintergration,
L We must understand/## our basic challenge'#@p to achieve
Mg
not only equity in opportunity but."f‘e:;ity in @ results. “nd equity

in 3§k results refers to very concrete goals--the right to a job

at decent pay, the right to an adequate income if one cannot work,
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the right to an education which releases jmmyrmx rather than

destroys human creativit.y, the right to decent housing in

ol Qa8 rsnsppn e _—
eiiabimoommwanissbesy the right to good health/and sufficient

mtrition.

LClearly, if America is going to remedy the inequalit?e

and injustice Jft our societ$, we our

o et paed

public business in a largely different manner than we have wmsn

Above all else, we are going to have
Aﬂcmalam [P ugnliia:

toAstart putting first things first,

* ¥* #* ¥#*

( Today we stand at a critical moment in the history of

the United States--a moment when the right decisions taken

courageously
forcefully and wsossesswisgcan dramatically alter the priorities

of our national 1ife,

Q’o us be absclutely clear xfxih® about what is riding

on these decisions: no less than whether or not Mgk smerica

ever

cangachieve Martin Luther King's dream or,\the specific objectives
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laid down by the Kerner Commission more than one year ago.

&he opening skirmish in this battle over national priorities
will be fought over money for the initial deployment of the
Safeguard anti-ballistic missile system. DBut this debate is only
symptomatic of the more fundamental decisions that must be

in the coming year
reached/over military spending,

iness we are successful now in slowing down the nuclear arms
buildup, it can be predicted without qualification that our

Loftu-poat oned
miek military planners will win approval of a mumber of

weapons programs EERERImgy costing, in the end, many hundreds of

billions of dollars,

(hf?d it can be predicted with equal certainty that as thesm
this military spending accelerates, our urgent domestic needs will
be shotchanged and our efforts to mobilize the country in
eradicating these deprivations will fall woefully short,

ths is why negotiations with the Soviet Union over the reduction

of offensive and defensive strategic weapons are so critical, If
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we can freeze the strategic weapons race at its present Rax levels,

or begin the process of mutual phased reductions of the nuclear

arfsenals, there is a chance of winning the battle & priorities. . .

andieel

there is a chance that we canAbegin putting first things first,



We now nd at a critic oment -- a rare opportunity
to break the dpward spiral of ategic weaponry which has
dominate «S. = Soviet relations ‘since the dawn of the atomic -~

age. 1 e V4 \\\

We have ‘had reason’ to believe for many months that/the
'Sovze!: leaders are. w111mg to begin b:lateral negotiations over
the qontrol of offentuve and defensive st,rateglc weapons, Only
the tragic Soviet mtefrventlon in Czecho$lovakia kept thése talks
begmnmg last/fa_l.,‘,

e e T

lLEave no illusions about the difficult nature of these
negotiations, When responsible leaders of great nations approach
their vital security interests, they do so with great caution., I
know our leaders will not agree to anything that endangers our
national security, And I make the same assumption about the
Soviet leaders,

But I also assume that the Soviet leaders would not lightly
enter into these talks with us., If that assumption is wrong,
of course, all bets are off,

ﬂ%e must believe, until their actions demonstrate
otherwise, that the Soviets understand the compelling reasons
for ending the nuclear arms spiral -- a process which is not
only expensive and dangerous, but one which has become
meaningless in terms of securing for either side a decisive
military advantage.

hg furth a cofirse \which can
ours. ut wh"

i v1ta1 impértant t we @ndersta
urg éy of begmn hese bilatgral talks as rapidly as p 1b1e.

N\, g do not agrge that thes
in sé‘ttllng more general poli cal proble
our present c1rqums\ances
in the nuclear Arms race
cannot await the solution Af political -

____——meking, and-that will be many yeary, if not generations, lfn solving.,
L

_—#—-__—___-_‘---__-
*4 It is especially important that prior to the negotim

exercise great restraint in word and action on matters relating
' g to strategic weapons,

It is primarily for this reason that I have opposed the
decision to proceed with a modified deployment of the anti~-ballistic
missile system, I remain unconvinced that the security of our

second~-strike forces required sych action at this time ) W
pdan Honptisha 2) ok b AR

@Wﬁ/ﬂqm@ i Gt 4 i
%"’”W Aowidet utids enlnid, Cry,, g
@.
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Mo g than th1s_, ‘however, there re 'A:V‘ere questions
about

—iET e m
h f'cacy' of the Safeguard syste;ﬁ;;n comparison to_cther
steps which might be faken to protect gur ICBMs or to strengthen
‘steps~whitH wo avoid moving to” the next

A Y
3 1— § ety
j My concern for restraint in-werd.and action-prior-to
UeSy—=-Soviet-negotiations—alse causes me to regret very much
If'r those statements)imputing to the Soviets a commitment to achieve
a first-strike capability in strategic nuclear weapons,

arise from
avior, ass
feither provey nor disprov
the least matter of

K gy~
Secretary Clark Clu’ford/&i‘m reached quite
different conclusions as to the Soviet strategic posture, lesssthan

“wisrseomonthasggo. And Secretary of State Rogers clearly radsed:
G@HM these forecasta of a Sov1et fn-st- (fa/

strike capab111ty

--——-......-‘ihe forecasts of Soviet strategic intent ~- statements
which depart markedly from earlier U.,S. pronouncements ==
can only raise doubts in the Soviet mind about our strategic
objectives, And we know firom the past that doubt or uncertainty
on either side about the strategic goals of the other has been
a principal stimulus to the nuclear arms spiral,

EL far more prudent course, in my opinion, would be one
which avoided raising spectres of massive Soviet strategic
commitments until we have determined through direct talks their
actual willingness or unwillingness to decelerate the arms race.
Then we will not have to speculate on such critical matters. We
will know,

I tr t -within

yithin our own, are found widel%
' e of strategib weap

L eful not" ‘to e’rode
\s the mfluensée of

o
Fo
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‘ Let me also ai.llna at this juncture: I would hope siwm® our
goverrment would enter into these bilateral talks with a truly
for negotiation
comprehensive proposal, one that raised/all major iwssss questions
of strategic weaponry and did not restrict unilaterally the
flexibility and freedom of our negotiators,

-l

This point is critical because the principal  threat to the

A
strategic arms balance between the Soviet Union and the United States
is the development of MIRV (multiple independently targetable
re-entry vehicles)--a system which equips each ICBM with a
number os separate warheads aimed at different targets,

l-ff? as President Nixon suggests, the Soviets understand the
defensive characteristics of a limited deployment of Safeguard,
they will be equally quick to get the message of MIRV--a manifold
increase in our strategic offensive capability, The Soviets can
be expected to respond to such a m¥amx massive expansion of U.S,

nuclear forces with an equally concerted effort of their own--and

the balance of terror will have yasssdbmmmyes reached unprecedented heights,
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Qﬁr fundamental point must be underscored: the availability
of resources to attack our urgent domestic problems will, in the
end, be largely a factor of our capacity to hold back the impending
flood of new offensive xtxxkwigx strategic weapons without
endangering the real security of this country or dsgp people.

A3 tdlne 57 demoighrated e mmmpomnm ab11TET %o
TN ERRER- TSI IRE chuse 2L~
an bt
LIt is timeﬁto be willing to run the same risks in the
cause or peace that we are willing to assume in acquiring the
weapons of war,
LR
thz?ose of us who fought for and eventually seEwrmshihm secured
the historic civil rights legislation of the 1960's recognize
that these laws could never have passed without the active support
civil rights
of the remarkable/coalition which »xxixwx arose in their behalf,

Thoroughly bi-partisan in nature, encompassing a broad spectrum

of civil rights, religious, labor, business and service organizations,

this coalition generated the political muscle we needed to win in Congress,
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che past several years, and especially since the death of Dr, “ing,
many persons have lamented the fragmentation and apparent dissolution
of this potent force for social justice in “merica, Many persons,
including myself, have often called for a rebirth and reenergizing

of this force,

l It is time, I believe, to recognize that gumisguigmt powerful

.‘ bi-partisan aggregationsdo not arise in a vaccuum, They
arise PgiPé in response to real issues. . .specific challenges, . .
and concrete legislative goals, With the passage of all major

civil rights
outstanding civil rights laws, the idwormiy coalition of the 1950's

and I%O‘mﬂ,lost much of its focus and impact,

@ay the issue of military spending--highlighted now by
the question of deploying the Safeguard ABM system but extending
far beyound this immediate issue--has the potential for creating in
America mxfmxwex an organized force for social justice comparable to f‘,‘
coalition which carried on the civil rights battle for two decades,

t Dr, King 1ovJAmerica « « o and those Americans who seek to

honor his name and memory should rally together now to win this
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battle over national priorities . ., . kmmmEx because unless this
battle is won, this year, the outcome of all subsequent encounters
over resources for cities, for education, for health care, for

and AL
Jobs and housing,/for food willklargely decided even before the
issues get to Congress, [E-}l;r_military budgets will continue to
expand; our domestic allocations will become proportionately
smaller, This is precisely the outcome of President Nsssx Nixon's
recent cutbacks in the federal budget,

l We haveﬁ'ailed SEmlm: to achieve Martin Luther King's dream

for Amcricanbecause We have <@wmswmebke to generate the bi-partisan

political xmoerkixmwkx commitment necessary te do the job,

ey - B iis: ,. ave the chance 0 summon this streﬁgﬁ

. ‘ y m <)

-

if we \focus our efforts on the\ job of endmg the in?;\;ty of the

strategic 'y iglear arms raceqs.

not simply bé a rebirth of the civil rigﬂts coalition,

It wil an entirely new force in “merican society--one which Martin

Lugher King saw as ¢®gential if this nation wes to survive and ‘one which

e i

2 g @--if we can only\ summon the fai
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We now have the chance to summon this strength if we focus our
efforts on the job of ending the insanity of the strategic nuclear
arms race and then fighting to see that these resources are
used for urgent domestic needs,
W fack- st

This does not ignore &g additional resources _ will
be made available by an expanding economy or a thoroughly reformed
system of taxation. It is, xmwmmex rather, a frank admission that
to do the job on the scale outlined by the Kerner “ommission will
require not only massive resources, but also a clear national

; Bentis. _
commi tment out of an . ordering of our national

priorities,

ﬁﬁtétﬂfé should stop talking about the rebirth of the civil

rights coalition, at least as we h’\it for the past two decades,

‘ the urgent need for
We must have the vision to see/an entirely new force in American

xamkkyx society to carry on the xmx tasks for which Martin Luther King

died ., . . a force which addresses itself to the critical question

of national priorities,
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No doubt many of our allies in the civil rights battles will kmx
stand with us again, WMo doubt many of the organizations which battled so
valiantly for so many years will enlist in this new struggle,

Indeed, Xickwrx their wisdom and ability will be vital ingredients for
success,

But we will also be appezling to the new generstion of Americans
who never experienced the struggles over voting rights, public accommodations,
school =g desegregation and the other makkmysoodoml issues we
took to the people smsx in the 1950's and 1969's, And these
new recruits should give us kimx an invaluable boost in morale,
enthusaism, and effectiveness,

this is our opportunity . « « if we can now summon the fimkix
courage and faith so clearly demanded by the times ., . . and the courage

and faith which characterized the life and works of Dr, Martin Luther BKing, Jr,
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