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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

Definitions of Terms Used

For full appreciation of this study the reader should be acquainted
from the beginning with the definitions that were given five key terms.
Care was taken to make these definitions as consistent as possible with
those attributed to the same terms in former studies employing 'value

analysis” of speech content.

Values., Edward Steele says that

Values are 'concepts,” of the "'desirable,” "influencing choice, "
and they are shared by a ''group.” As concepts they are moralistic
rather than physiological--they are generalizations. They are,
generalizations about the desirable, implying that they are gener-
alized feelings about things or experiences. Their influence on
behavior ig to guide or canalize choice; they are the criteria
against which alternative courses of action are measured. Having
emerged from common experience and having been inculcated by educa-
tion and interaction, they are often shared as group norms. Values
are the elements to which people are emotionally committed; they
are the rules, criteria, standards which have been internalized
(accepted) as proper guides for living.l

Briefly, then, values are concepts to which a person has an emotional
commitment and which serve as guides to the "'proper” way to act or

believe.

v lEdward D. Steele, "The Rhetorical Use of the 'American Value System'
in the 1952 Presidential Campaign Addresses’” (unpub, Ph,D. dissertation,
Stanford University, 1957), p. 33.
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Value Analysis. Uuane Angel gives the following descriptive defini-

tion of “'value analysis' as applied to speech content:

What ‘'value analysis’ does is attempt to get at the heart of the
persuasive process. It views whatever the audience member ‘places
value upon'' as the key to the whole persuasive process. Here is
what is hypothesized: people are persuaded by logic; logic is
based on a premise; premises are based on "popular conception of
the good.”’ A person must agree with the premise or he will not be
persuaded, If he agrees with the premise, he will persuade himself,

In other words, in relation to speech content 'value analysis’ is the
study of the manner in which a speaker makes use of appeals to the

shared values of his audience.

Value Orientation. Angel tells us that a "'value orientation”

« « « 18 a descriptive term for the way values are put together
or organized by an individual, group, or culture. This orientation
is the individual or group frame of reference from which the
comments of a speaker will be Judged.3

Or as Steele more simply puts it, a 'value orientation’ is ''a set of

linked propositions about the desirable"4--i.e., it is the particular

context in which certain values find their meaning.

Value Cluster. The term 'value cluster’ as used in this study

denotes the categorical labeling of the major value orientations found

in the four speeches examined. Several values may be included in each

category or "cluster. ">

2w, c. Redding, ""A Methodological S5Study of 'Rhetorical Postulates'
Applied to a Content Analysis of the 1944 Campaign Speeches of Dewey and
Roosevelt” (unpub. Ph.D. dissertation, University of Southerm California,
1957), pp. 168-169,

3Duane D. Angel, "The Campaign Speaking of George Romney: 1962 and
1964" (unpub. Ph.D. dissertation, Purdue University, 1965), pp. 172-173,

4ﬁteele, p. 33.

Scf. Angel, p. 173.



Value Refercnces. Value references’ are taken to be observalble

appeals to values as they are incorperated in value clusters, ‘ny appeal
which may be properly ascrited to one of the categories of values, then,

is & "value reference,

The Preblem

Emergpnce 3£ the Problem. Iu their 1957 doctoral dissertations two

authors, Ldward Steele and V', C. Redding, arrived zat almost identical
conclusions concerning the practicality of utilizing cultural values
described by social sclientists as criteria for content analysis of
contemporary public address.® of particular interest are the facts that
these studies were written independently and simultaneously--neither
writer having knowledge of the other's work--and that the writers
approached the problem in diametrically opposite ways: One author moved
from a consideration of the culture to an examination of selected
political speeches while the other went from an examination of selected
political speeches to a consideration of the culture.7 In a jointly
written article these scholars later summarized their convergent findings:
« o« o« (1) 1t i8s possible to locate a body of relatively
unchanging values shared by most contemporary Americans; (2) it is
possible to formulate these values--at least approximately--in
“clusters”’ of assertions; and (3) it is possible to observe the
explicit or implicit functioning of such values as underpinning for
persuasive, appealing, argument in speeches addressed to a mass

audience. In other words, the evidence in these two dissertations
appears to substantiate the basic contention that cultural values

G

See footnotes 1 and 2. In particular see pages 12-20 of Steele's
dissertation for a review of social sclentist's studies on American
cultural values.

TEdward D. Steele and %, Charles Redding, 'The American Value
System: Premises for Persuasion,’ Western Speech, XXVI (Spring 1962),
No. 2, p. 83.




(in this particular case, those of the United States) provide
many--not, of course all-~of the major premises from which the
persuasive speaker argues for audience acceptance of his
recommendations. . . .8

A third dissertation involving the idea of "value analysis’
appeared in 1965.9 Its author, Duane Angel, evaluated the campaign
speaking of Governor George Romney and he emphasized that his study
differed in scope and purpose from the former ones in that:

. « « They were concerned with (1) Whether or not value
references could be located in speeches, and (2) Whether or not
different speakers used the same value references. This study
attempts to go one step further by examining only one speaker and
concerning itself with value adaption to particular audiences.

In short, the question is raised, Does Govenor Romney use different

value references before the six diverse audiences selected for
study? .

The author concluded that Mr. Romney did use different value references
before different audiences.11
Thus these three studies substantiated the contentions that
(1) cultural values provide many of the major premises of persuasive

arguments and that (2) a speaker may vary value references as a means

of adapting to different audiences.

Statement of the Problem. The present study was undertaken as an

attempt to go still "one step further" in the study of value analysis of
speech content by congidering the value references in the speeches of one

speaker on one gpecific subject before essentially the same audience over

a marked period of time. Exactly, then, the purpose was to answer the

81b1d., p. 84.
9
See footnote 3.

101p1d., p. 174.

1 1pid., p. 209.
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question, What major value reierences did President Johnson {with
knowledge that he was in each case indirectly at least addressing the
entire American public) utilize most in four major addresses--delivered
over the course of twenty-three months--on the justice of United States
involvement in the Viet Nam conflict? It was hoped to determine (1) to
which values references were made most often in the speeches considered
as a whole; (2) whether the values to which references were made most
often in the speeches considered separately varied sigaificantly; and
{3) 1if there was a significant variance in the values to which a majority
of the references were made in the separate speeches, whether & detect-
able pattern was established ftoward the predominant use of references to
a few seleet values during the two years respresented by the spceches

examined.

Importance of the Study. Assuming that the American people have a

strong aversion to war,lz the attempt to justify a war effort to them
mey be thought to demand the best possible persuasive appeais. A8 a man
wvhose success at appealing to the American public is testified to by
over twenty-five years of national elective officeholding--including,

of course, a term as President--and as one who has the best possible
advisers available to him, Lyndon Johnson may he'considered to be as
likely as anyone to know {(whcther comsciously or uncounscicusly) what the
best appeals might be., Thus, it is not unreasonable to believe that an

examination of the values he has emphasized most in his efforts to

12The notion that any one really has a depth aversion to war has
been seriously challenged many times. For a recent and briefl example
gsee Robert Ardrey, The Territorial Imperative (New York: Atheneun,
1966), pp. 335-336.




persuade the American public of the justice of invelvement im the Viet
Mam confliet will yield a valid indicatlon of velues for which Americang
are most willing to fight 2 var.t3 1y Aristotle 1s right, this weuld be
vital information for the politieal or deliberative orator since his
aim is expediency and this requires an awareness of the public “concept

4

of the good =~i.e., popularly shared valuesl®--so as to allow the

selection of the best possible persuasive appesls in any given circum-

&ﬁaneeﬂlﬁ
This study, then, offers s distinct contributien to the field of

Speech in that it goes beyond designation of value references and indica-

tion of the variance of those references in select addresses and purposes

to specify some of the American cultural values to which reference can

most reliably be made in arguing a particular case. Hence it says to

135y might well be suggested at this point that President Johnson
has apparently been remarkably successful in his efforts to justify
Americen ianvolvement in Viet Nam, This writer does not remember ever
seeing u reputable estimate suggesting that opponents to the war effort
constitute more than 5% of the American population. All indicationg--
such as Gallup Poll reports--of more wide-spresdd discontent have to do
with the manper in which the war is being conducted and not with the
fundamental justice of American involvement. It cam easily be argued
that this discontent itself is almost unbelievably small in light of the
fact that this war has already lasted (for the United States) longer than
World War IX, shows no sure signs of ending, has taken thousands of
Americen lives, has cogt billiomsg of dollars, and is gquite different in
nature from any other war Americans have ever witnessed.

14cf. Steele, dissertation, p. 7: 'The extreme pragmati¢ nature of
'the good' in this system [Aristotle's Rhetoric] makes his definition of
the good slmost identical with the modern social-sclence definition of
value.” The interpretation of "the good” 23 popularly shared values is
discugsed in detail in Steele's dissertation, pp. 2-12.

lsﬁristotle, "Rhetoric,” tr. W. Rhys Roberts, Great Books of the
Vestern Vorld, Vol. 2, pp. 602~603,




the student of rhetoric, "Here may be found values to which you can refer
with expectation of drawing a favorable response from an American

audience in arguing the case of war.'
Selection of the Speeches

In order to accomplish the purpose of this study the speeches
chogen for analysis, in addition to being those of President Johnson,
had to meet four criteria--they had to have (1) had the same primary
purpose, {(2) been major addresses, (3) been directed to essentially the
same audience, and (4) been given at sufficient intervals over a marked
pericd of time. On the basis of the criteria used four addresses of the

President were selected: an address made at Johns Hopkina Undversity,
| 16

Baltimore, Maryland, on April 7, 1965; the opening address made at

the Presidential press conference of July 28, 1863, at the White House;l7
an address made st Freedom House, New York City, N. Y., on February 23,
1966;18 and an address made at a Jolnt session of the Tennessee State

legislature, Nashville, Tennessee, on March 15, 1967.19

Primary Purpose. It has been stated that this study was intended,

in part, to concentrate on the addresses of a single Speaker on one

speciiic subject; therefore, only those speeches of the President in

which the primary purpose was to justify American involvement in Viet Nam

l“This speech will hereafter be referred to as the "Johns Hopkins”
address.

17gereafter referred to as the "White House” address.
18yereafter referred to as the "Freedom House" address.

19Hereafter referred to as the "Nashville" address.
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were acceptable. This primary purpose is not only evident but is explic-
itly stated in each of the four speeches analyzed.
In the Johns Hopking address the President begins by saying:

Last week 17 nations sent their views to some two dozen
countries having an interest in Southeast Asia. We are joining
those 17 countries and stating our American policy toanight, which
we believe will contribute toward peace in this area of the world,

A few paragraphs later he raises the rhetorical question "Why are
we in South Viet Nam?" and then proceeds to answer it. In the White

[ad

House address the guestion of "why" we are in Viet Nam is again the
point of departure as the President says:

Well, I have tried to answer that question dozens of times and
more in practically every state in this Unioen . . . . Let me again,
now, discuss it here in the East Room of the White House,

In the address delivered at Freedom House the purpose is announced
after preliminary remarks about ''the four freedoms of mankind.” The
President says:

On the other side of the earth [in Viet Nam] we are no less
compitted to ending violence against men who are struggling tonight
to be free. It is about that commitment that I have come here to
speak now, ' ' ‘

In the Nashville speech President Johnson makes some brief comments
about the "broad principles on which most Americans agree’ and then
declares:

Un a less general level, however, the events and frustrations
of these past few difficult weeks have inspired a number of guestions
about our Viet Nam policy in the minds and hearts of a good many of
our citizens. Today; here in this historical chamber, I want to
deal with some of those questious that figure most prominently in
the press and in some of the letters which reach a President's desk.
Bince each of these four addregses primarily sought to justify

American involvement in Viet Nam, they were judged to have met the

" ~ ‘ Y ”
criterion of purpose.
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Major Addresses. It seemed likely that the best indication of the

value references consgidered most important by President Johnson in his
efforts to justiiy American involvement in Viet Nam would be found in
those speeches of sufficient length to allow tﬁll development of his
cage. Thus, only those speeches of 1,500 words or more were deemed
acceptable for this study., The shortest of the four addresses finally
selected for anslysis is the White House address and it is over 1,600
words in length. The speeches used in this study, then, were deemed

agceptable in terms of the "length” eriterion.

Same Audience. The intent of the study dictated that only those

addresses that could be ssid to have been delivered, in essence at least,
to the entire American public be deemed usable. Such speeches (1) would
have been initially addressed to a natlonwide television audience and/or
(2) would have been made immediately available to the nation in full text
form.

Two of the selected addresses were nationally televised-~the Johns
Hopking address wes viewed by an estimated sudience of sixty million
persansaa and the Vhite House address was viewed by an estimated audience
of twenty-eight million persﬂns.al A1l four of the speeches received
extensive news coverage and their full texts appeared in many major
newspapers within'a day after they were deiivered.zz In addition, three

of the speeches have been published in pamphlet form for distribution by

ONew York Times, April 8, 1965, p. 16.

2l1pid., July 29, 1965, p. 12.

22ypid., April 8, 1965, p. 16; July 29, 1965, p. 12; February 24,
1966, p. 16; and March 16, 1967, p. 8.
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the Department of State. The 'audience” ecriterion, then, indicated

the adequacy of the addresses analyzed in this study.

3

Time Factor, Testing for a "pattern development” toward the
predominant use of a few specific value references demandéd addresses
which would represent the President's approach to his Viet Nam case at
sufficient intervals over a period of many months. 8Since the gpeeches
chosen for analysis spanned a period of twenty-three months and were
separated from one another by at least three months in each ingfanece,

"

it was decided that they met the criterion of "time.
Chapter Seguence

The present chapter has included a specification of the problem
dealt with in this study, definitions for key terms, and the criteriz
used for the selection of the speeches that were analyzed. Following

is 8 brief indication of what each of the remaining chapters encompasses.

Chapter 1I. 1In Chapter II the reader is told how the particular
value clusters used in this study were chosen. A working definitiom
for each cluster together with illustrative examples from the speeches

is offered.

Chapter III. In Chapter III the method of applying the selected

value clusters to the four selected speeches of the President is outlined.

Lyndan B. Johnson, Pattern for Peace in Southeast Asia [the Johns
Hopkins address], Bureau of Public Affairs, United States Department of
State, publication 7872 (Washington: Government Printing Office, 1965);
We Will Stand In Viet-Nam [the White House address], publication 7937
(1965) Viet-Nam: The Struggle To Be Free {the Freedom House address ],
publication 8048 (1966},
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Then the results of that application are presented. Attention is first
directed to the resultant data concerning the number of references to
each value cluster in the colleetive speeches. Next, consideration is
given the resultant data conceraning the number of references to each
value cluster in the separate speeches. Finally, in Chapter III, the
resulitant date is analyzed to determine if there is a detectable pattern
toward the predominant use of references to a few select value clusters

in the course of the two years represented by the speeches examined.

Chapter IV. In the fourth and final chapter a summary of the study
is given. Then the necessary conclusions are drawn and some of the
possible implications of the study are pointed out. Lastly, suggestions

are made for future studies,



CHAPPER 11
THE VALUE CLUSTERS
Beloction

The authors of the three prior studies involving value analyses of
speech content incorporated cultural values into slightly differeant sets
of clusters. Each set consisted primarily of categories suggested by
various social scientists with minor revisions and additions made by the
respective authors inm order to render the clusters more applicable to
the specific spéécheﬂ being analyzed. The set of value clusters
employed in the most recent of these earlier works--Dusne Angel's 1965
analysis of the campaign speaking of George Romneyl--was chogen for use
in the present study.? Angel tested the usability of these value clusteré'v
“"by”asking eleven Sociology graduate students to Specify the particular
cluster referred to in thirty sentencos chosen at random from the
speeches he analyzed; working independeatly these students reached
concurring conclusions in seventy-npine per cent of the eases.g

After a preliminary study Angel's set of ten value clusters was

altered by the present writer im the followlng ways: (1) ecluster

lbuaﬁe D, Angel, "The Campaign Speaking of George Romney: 1962 and

1964" (unpub. Ph.D. disgertation, Purdue University, 1965, pp. 172-173,

zAngeI‘s cluster titles were: OUptimism, Activity, Achievement,
Frugality, Rationality, Individual Worth, Freeédom, Equality, Sociability,
and Traditional Sense of Right and Wrong.
3Angel, pp. 176~178.
i2
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definitions were refined where they were thought to be ambiguous, too
inclusive, or taﬁ‘nﬂerW;4 £{2) the essentials of two catezories were
combined under one title in the process of raﬁeiinition;5 {3) one
category title waé changed te make it more suggestive of its redefined
content; % ana {4) one entirely new cluster wag added to better account
for roferences pertaining primarily %o the use of arms in intersational

relations,”’

Definitions

Following 1s a specification of the titles for and definitions of
the value clysters used in this study. A letter designation for each
cluster will be fquﬂd in parentheses following the title of the cluster.
All illustrative quotations aie from the four Presidentiasl speeches ana=
1yzed® and when the specifie speech is not referred to by name, it is
denoted by the appropriate letters in parentheses immediately following

the qﬂated-material.g

4pach definition was refined at least slightly.

5The categories "Individual Worth” and "Sociability” were combined
under the latter title,
SAngel's title "Hquality'" was chonged to "Humanitarianism” and the

scope of its content wis broadened.

“This new category was entitled "Peaceful Coexistence.” Its form-
ulation was aided greatly by the reading of Robert W. Tucker, The Just
War (Baltimore: The Johns Hopkins Presg, 1960). The first chapter of
thig book spells out "The Awerican Doctrine of the Just War,”

SSee Chapter I, pp. 7-10, for a discussion of the speeches used.

he Letters "JE' will designate the Johns Hopkins address; the
letters "WH" will designate the White House address; the letters "FH”
will designate the Freedom House address; and the letter "N will desig-
nate the Nashville address.
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Optimism (0). “Optimism is operationally defined as a positive

reference to the future. It is the general belief that ‘the Bbest is

yet to come.'"?

More specifically it is the belief that a "bright
future” is (1) possible or (2) likely. For example, in the Johns
Hopkins address President Johnson suggests:

The vast Mekong River can provide food and water and power on
a seale to dwarf even our own TVA. The wonders of modern medecine
can be spread through villages where thousands die every year from
lack of care. Schools can be established to train people in the
skills needed to manage the process of development. And these
objectives, and more, are within the reach of a cooperative and
determined effort,

In this instance the Pregident is not saying that these wonderiul objec-
tives are to be expected, but that, if "a cooperative and determined
effort” is exerted, they coutd be accomplished, that is, their accom-
plishment is possible.

In another of the speeches President Johnson tells us of the "hopeful
report of progress” received from one of his gdvisers on the sconomic
future of South Viet Nam:

Mr, Lilienthal { ) said that the South Vietnamese were among the
hardest working people that he had seen in developing countries
around the world, that "to have been through 20 years of war and
still have this amount of "zip' almost eunsures thelr long-term
economic development.” (M)

“"Long~term economic development” of South Viet Nam is judged to be very

1ikelz.

Appeals to Optimism may alse be made in a»negative fashion--an
adversary may be portrayed as pessimistic or a partially bleak future
may be forecast in ordeyr for the speaker to characterize himself as a

"vealist.” The "bleak future" like the bright one is expressed as

lOAngel, p. 177,
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possible or likely. In one speech the President declares that unless
we "have the courage to resist”
we will see it all--2ll that we have built, all that we hope to
build; all of our dreams for freedom—-all~-all--will he gwept away
on the floeod of conquest. (WH)
This catastropbe is held out as a possibility, It should not occur as
long as there is "the courage to resist,”
In another of the addresses a troubled Ifuture is foreseen by the
Pregidenty
This will be a disorderly planet for a long time . . . . There
will be turbulence and struggle and even violence . . . . We must
expect that netions will om occasion be in dispute with us, (JH)
Here the President is representing himself as a “realist” by depicting
the future as certain to have ifts share of troubles.
Appeals to Optimism, then, are concerned with what i1c to come,
Any reference to the future, positive or negative, is inciuded in this

cluster.

Activity (4). '"Reference to Activity can be operationally defined

a5 showing that the present administration is doing samething worthwhile

now. It indicates business and that there is 'progress in the making.*"ll

This is stated in terms of what the present administration (1) has been
doing, (2) is doing, or (3) will be doing.

In the White House address President Johnson replies to the question

of why we arc im Viet Nam by saying:

Well, I have tried to answer that question dozens of times and
more in practically every state in this Uniomn. I have discussed it
fully in Baltimore in April, in Washington in May, in San Francisco
in June. '

libid., p. 180.



What the President is sitressing, of course, is that be has been very
busy trying to explain te the Awmericen public why we ere in Viet Mam,

Later in the White House address the Fresideat informs hie suwdience
of action taking place even vhile they are listening.
I have directed Anmbagsador Goldberg to go to Hew York today and
to present immediately te Secretary-General U Thant o letter from
me reguesting that all of the resources, energy, and immense preg-
tige of the United Nations be employed to find ways to halt
aggression and to bring peace in Viet Kam,
The key word in this passage is "today''--the Administration.is busy and
progress is in the making.

4m allusion to sdministrative action that is to come is made when
Presldent Johuson tells us that Gecretary McNamara

will ask the Senate Appropriations Committec to add 2 limited

amount to present legislation to help meet part of this new cost

until a supplemental neasure is ready, and heariangs can he held

when the Congress assembles in January. {(WH)
¥e are told, in other words, that the present administration has plang-—-
it will be busy getting things done.

setion references, like Optimism references, may be invoked in a
negative manner., Condemnatory attention may be drawn to "inaction” or to
“uncommendable business.’

In one paragrapk the President makes full use of negative Activity
references., He warns us of the business of Communist China:

The rulers in Hanoli are urged on by Peiping., This is a regime
which has destroyed freedom in Tibet, which has attacked India, and
has been condemned by the United Nations for aggression in Keorea.

It is a nation which is helping the forces of violence in almost
every continent. The contest in Viet NHam is part of a2 wider pattern
of aggressive purposes. (JH)

Thus the listener is told that Communist China has been, iz, and plans to

be Busily engaged in uncommendable activities.



References to Activity, then, are allusions to the "efforts” of the
present administration. All references to businesz ore included in the

Activity cluster.

Achievement (ACH). '"Whereas Optimism deals with positive assertions

concerning the future and Activity concerns what is being done at the
present, any reference to Achievement points out progress that has been
made in the past."lz Such references primarily manifest themselves in
terms of alleged (1) moral, spiritual, or educational growth, and (2)
scientific, ftechnological, or economic advancement.

In the Freedom House address President Johuson verbalizes his
opinion that Americans have undergone some significant moral growth over
the yvears:

I believe we are more tolerant of sectionzl and religious and
racial differences than we were a quarter of a century ago. The
majority of our people believe that a qualified man or woman, of
any race, or any religion, of any section, could hold any office
in our land, This was not so--not very clear at all in 1940 . . . .
We have learned to despisge the witch hunt, the unprincipled
harassment of a man's integrity and his right to be different.

We have gained in tolerance , ., . .

This moral maturing was not & spontaneous event, rather it took place
over a period of years~~spanning the lives of several administrations.
It may still be in the process of being fully achieved, but it has been,
in good part, already achieved.

The President reminisces in another of his addresses:

In the countryside where I was born, and where I 1live, I have
seen the night illuminated;, and the kitchens warmed, and the home
heated; where once the cheerless night and the ceaseless cold held

sway. And all this happened because electricity came to our ares
along the humming wires of the REA, (JH)

12ypid., p. 181.



It was science and technology which made this advancement possible. And
it is an advancement vhich hag been made.
Negative references fo Achievement are made by polnting to a "lack
of achievement,” This lack of achievement is often implied in showing
a need for achievement,
Moral underachievement is chavged by the President when he argues
thats

The guns and the bombs, the rockets and the warships, are all
symbols of human failure . . . they are witness to human folly. {(JH)

It is inferred that past moral failures are responsible for the present
need of arms, Had the people of former times more nearly attained moral
perfection arms would not be needed today.

Particulay tragedy for the Vietnamese is geen in their war because
it is accountable for a lack of adequate economic development:

It is the story of economic staguation., It is the story of
a generation of young--the flower of the labor Iorce~-pressed
into military service by one side or the other. (W)

Much opportunity for economic progress has been lost due to the demands

of wax.

Frugality (F). “Frugality is the cluster that is concerned with
the method by which sctivity is carried out., The name suggests that
actions nust be economical and pragmatic. There must be no ‘waste' in
terms of money or effort‘"ls The speaker, of course, depicts himself
and his party or administration as frugal and an adversary as wazteful.,

Of his own administration President Johnson declaresi

We will do everything necessary to reach that objective [ihe

independence of South Viet Nam and its freedom from attack], and
we will do only what is absolutely necessary. (JH)

131pid., p. 184.
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And elsevhere, after outlining his plans for execution of the war he adds:
These stepg, like our actions in the past, are carefully
measured to do what must be done to bring an end to aggression and
a peaceful settlement, (WH)
In other words, the President is assuring us that he does not intend
to waste men, money, time, or eifort in obtaining our goals in Viet Nam.
But the President does not attribute the same concern for frugality
to the people of North Viet Nam. He says in the White House address that
what they really want is "food for their hunger, health for their bodies,
a chance to learm, progress for their country, and an end to the bondage
of material misery, but they are defeating their own purpose for "they
would find all these things far more readily im peaceful assoclation with
others than in the endless course of battle.” (JH) And they should
know that
we are golng to continue to persist, if persist we must, until
death and degolation have led to the same conferemce table where
others could now join us at a much smaller cost. (WH)

The North Vietnamese, then, are engaging in a wholly wnecessary,

highly costly, and fruitless effort.

Rationality (R). "This value cluster may be operationally defined
14

as reference to the logical process.” Such a reference usually denotes
the present administration as one that practices and advocates the use
of reason or it describes an adversary as. irratiopal.”

In his Nashville speech President Johnson announces that

the representatives of all the countries that are coatributing

troops in Viet Nam will be coming to Washington for April 20 and 21
meetings for a general appraisal of the situation that exists.

141p1d., p. 188,
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"Appraisal” is the key word--the allies are going to critically examine
the facts, that is, they are proceeding on & rational basis.

At one point the President serves as an advocate of rationality:

The complexities of this world do not bow easily to pure

and consistent answers. But the simple truths are there just

the same., We must all try to follow them as best we can. (JH)
Difficult as it may be we should pursue the 'course of reason.’

The North Vietnamese are chided for their "irrationality’ when the
President proclaims that we are ready

to help the men of the North when they have the wisdom to be ready.

« s+ o How much wiser it would have been ., . . if Hanoi had only

come to the bargaining table at the close of the year. (FH)
The evident implication is that the leaders in North Viet Nam are not
conducting themselves very intelligently.

Thus any reference, positive or negative, to the use of reason is

included in the Rationality cluster. These references are often indicated

1 LA A

by such words as: ''facts,” "decision,” "confusion,” and "evidence.’

Freedom (FR). “The Freedom cluster consists of references made

to the popular desire for freedom of choice. Any statement inferring
that the individual {person or country?l should be free to decide or

rejecting the use of authority will thus be found iu this cluster."t
Posltive references to Freedom commonly portray the speaker and his
country and its allies as the 'defenders of freedom" while negative
references label an enemy as the "destroyer of freedom.'

That Freedom is the cause for which the United States fights in Viet

Nam is made clear in the declaration of the President:

151bid., p. 189.
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Washington will not impose upon the people of South Viet Nam a
govermment not of their choice, Hanoi shall not impose upon the
people of South Viet Nam a government not of their choice. So we
will insist for ourselves on what we require from Hanoi: respect
for the principle of government by the consent of the governed, We
stand for self-determination--for free clections--and we will honor
their result, (FH)

And again,

we insist and we will always insist that the people of South Viet
Nam shall have the right of choice, the right to shape their own
destiny in free elections in the south, or throughout all Viet Nam
under international supervision, and they shall not have any govern-
ment imposed upon them by force and terror so long as we can

prevent it. (WH)

Our purpose is clear, singular, and settled-~-Freedom for South Viet Nam.
But not so for North Viet Nam:

The first reality is that North Viet Nam has attacked the

independent nation of South Viet Nam. Its object is total
conquest., (JH)

Or further:

Its goal is to conquer the south . . . and to extend the Asiatic
dominion of communism. (WH)

Thus North Viet Nam's aim is to defeat "the popular desire for freedom of

choice” and toc rule by armed force.

Traditional Sense of Right and Wrong (TSRW), This value cluster

includes any reference to what the audience member considers to be
morally "'right"” or "wrong” conduct, that is, morally praiseworthy or
blameworthy behavior. This sense of morality is primarily derived from
our puritan and pioneer heritage. "Thus value is placed on being dedi-
cated, having a good reputation, being honest, keeping promises, | carrying
out] responsibility, facing problems squarely, persistence [sic? o o s

paying debts,"16 and similar socially laudable behavior,

161pid., p. 193.
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The importance of "promise keeping’ is stressed by the President in

his Johns Hopkins address ac he explains that, among other reasons--
e are there Tin Viet Ham] because we have a promise to

keep . . . we have made a national pledge to help South Viet

Nam defend its independence., And I intend to keep that promise.

To dishonor that pledge, to abandon this small and brave nation

to its enemies, and to the terror that musat follow, would be an

unforgivable wrong.

A few paragraphs later we are instructed that the defense of South Viet
Nam is our "'responsibility.”
There are those who wonder why we have a responsibility there.

Well, we have it there for the same reason that we have a respoo~

sibility for the defense of Europe. World War II was fought in both

Purope and Asie, and when it ended we found ourselves with continued

responsibility for the defense of freedom, (JH)

Near the end of the Johns Hopkins address President Johnson appeals to
our ''sense of dedication’':
Have I done enough? Ask yourselves that question in your
homes--and in this hall toanight. Have we, each of us, all done

2ll we can do” Have we done enough?’

Negative references to the Traditional Sense of Right and Wrong
insinuate that an individual or a group is guilty of iniquitous social
behavior. For instance, the President contends that many people harp
about the civilian casualties that "inadvertantly” resuit from our
bombing of North Viet Nam and yet,

the deeds of the Viet Cong go largely unnoted in the public debate.

It is this moral double bookkeeping which makes us get sometimes

very weary of our critics. (W)

Thus it is strongly hinted that critics of the administration's bombing
policy aren't facing the problem squarely, they aren't being entirely

honest, and they aren't conducting themselves as responsible citlizens.
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"In brief, the Traditional Sense of Riguht and Wrong cluster is less
than a catch-all, It refers to right for the sake of doing right and is

based upon our pioneer and puritan heritage."17

Sociability (8). This cluster may be defined in two somewhat

different ways. First, Sociability may be discerned as the speaker's
attempt to represent himself or a friend as likable or admirable., Posi~
tive references, in this case, consist of exhibiting good manners,
complimenting the audience, relatling personal experiences, ' name-
dropping,’ or otherwise showing oneself to be "an all-right guy.”

In the opening of his Freedom House addresgs President Johnson displays
good manners by recognizing the 'honored guests':

¥Mr. Chief Justice, Mr. Secretary, Senator Kennedy, members
of the fine delegation from New York, ladies and gentlemen at the
head table, my fellow Americans . . .

A little later he coupliments his audience members for their labor "to
give real meaning to 'freedom.'”

You have warned our people how insatiable is aggression and
how it thrives on hwumen misery. You have carried the word that,
without the sense that we can change the conditions of their iives,
nothing can avail the oppressed of the earth . . . (FH)

A rather counspicuous plea for the sympathetic support of his
listeners is registered in one of the President’s speeches:

Let me also add a personal note., I do not find it easy to
send the flower of our youth, our finest young men, into battle.

I have spoken to you today of the divisions and the forces and
the battalions and the units, But I kuow them all, every one,
I have seen them in a thousand streets, of & hundred towns, in
every atate in this Union-~working and laughing and building,

and filled with hope and life. I think I know, too, how their

mothers weep and how their families sorrow. This is the most
agonizing and the most painful duty of your President. (VH)

171via., p. 196,
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This relating of personal experience is President Johnson's means of
characterizing himself as a conscientious and compassionate individual
worthy of sympathetic respect and admiration.l8

"Name-dropping” is illustrated in the following sentences from the
address at Freedom House:
I talked on my ranch last fall with Secretary Freeman, the
Secretary of Agriculture, and in my office last week with Secretary
Gardner, Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare, making, over
and over again, the same central point: The breeding ground of war
is human misery.
There is no particular reason why Secretaries Freeman and Gardner are
wmentioned except that their names lend weight to what the President is
saying and serve to exalt his position--it is they who came to him and
he who "made the point" to them.

Sociability also includes allusions to the idea that every person in
a nation's society is important. Government and society are expected
to see that the individual has aan opportunity to develop his capacities
to the fullest and is treated fairly. Thus the success or justice of
governmental policies or sccietal activities may be judged in terms of
effects on the individual citizen,

In the Freedom House address the President lauds the "enlightened
public policy, established by Franklin Roosevelt and strengthened by

every administration since his death.” This policy is commendable

because it

18This particular appeal was quite successful--New York Times,
July 29, 1965, p. 12: “President Johnson's news conference today moved
some of those present, including his wife, to the verge of tears. The
most moving part of his copening statement on the American buildup in
Vietnam came when he told of the personal agony involved in sending 'our
finest young men' into battle.”
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has freed Americangs for more hopeful and more productive lives. It
has relieved their fears of growing old--by Social Security and by
medical care, It has inspired them with hope for their children by
aid to elementary and higher education. It has helped to create
economic opportunity by enlightened fiscal policies, It has granted
to millions, born into hopelessness, the chance of a new start in
life by public works, by private incentive, by poverty programs,
For the Negro American, it has opened the door after centuries of
enslavement and discrimination--opened the doors to the blessings
that America offers to those that are willing and able to earn
them. (FH)

Because 'enlightened public policy' has served the people in this way--
that is, helped individuals~-it is to be praised.

The intent of the present administration i1s also to help individuals,
the President assures us. For since he is President~--

It 13 now my opportunity to help every child get an education,
to help every Negro and every other American citizen have an equal
opportunity, to help every family get a decent home, and to help
bring healing to the sick and dignity to the old., (¥H)

In another of the speeches we are assured that the present administration
intends to be "fair"” to its soldiers in Viet Nam:

Reciprocity must be the fundamental principle of any reduction
in hostilities. The United States cannot and will not reduce its
activities unless and until there is some reduction on the other
slde. To follow any other rule would be to violate the trust that
we undertake when we ask a man to risk his 1ife for his country.

The government of North Viet Nam, on the other haud, is charged by
the President with denying the individual worth of its citizens. He claims
that Hanoi would have shown itself to be ''much more compassionate toward
its own people” if it "had only come to the bargaining table at the
close of the year':

Then the 7,000 Communist troops who have died in bhattle since
January the first, and the many thousands who have been wounded
in that same period, would have lived in peace with their fellow
man, (FH)

That is to say, the government in Hanol has not placed the proper value

on the lives of the individuals in its society. And continuance of the



war will only accentuate Hanol's low estimate of individual worth:

Today, as then, Hanol has the opportunity to end the
increasing toll the war is taking on those under its command. (FH)

President Johnson also accuses some ‘mericans of being "unfair” to
our soldiers. He confides:
I think it is simply unfair to our American scldiers, saillors,
and marines and our Vietnamese allies to ask them to face increased
enemy personnel and fire power without making an effort to try to
reduce that infiltration. (N)
This statement is made in response to those Americans who demand a
cessation of the bombing of North Viet Nam. The rather clear insinuation
is that these people are unjust to our soldiers--they seek to place them
in a terribly dangerous and unnecessary position.

References to Sociability, then, argue the importance of social
adeptness and of the individual in society and argue that it is the duty

of government and society to be concerned about each person's well-being.

All such references, positive and negative, are included in this cluster.

Peaceful Coexistence (P). The Peaceful Coexistence category is

operationally defined as references to the belief that nations can and
should try to settle disputes by means other than armed force. Such
references often express the conviction that 'peace-loving' nations are
bound by practical necessity to a course of unrelenting response to
aggression since lasting peace and security depend on demonstrating to
present and potential aggressors that initiation of armed conflict will
bring punishing force. Positive references to Peaceful Coexistence clainm
that one's own nation and its allies recognize the need for and are
exerting every effort toward the peaceful settlement of disputes.

Negative referenceas advert to those who consider armed force to be a
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legitimate means of dissolving differences or to men who advocate
ignoring or yielding to aggressors.

In the White House address President Johnson accentuates the eager—~
ness of the United States to negotiate a settlement of the Viet Nam
conflict by announcing--

We are ready now, as we have always been, to move from the
battlefield to the conference table, I have stated publicly and
many times, again and agein, America's willingness to begin
unconditional discussions with any government at any place at
any time.

In another of the speeches he reiterates this desire for peaceful
settlement:

United States representatives are ready at any time for discus-
sions of the Viet Nam problem or any related matter, with any
government or governments, if there is any reason to believe that
these discussions will in any way seriously advance the cause of
peace, We are prepared to go more than halfway and to use any
avenue possible to encourage such discussions., And we have done
that at every opportunity. (N)

The President makes 1t clear in his Johns Hopkins address that the
United States has responded and will continue to respond to what it
considers to be aggression in Viet Nam:

In recent months attacks on South Viet Nam were stepped up.
Thus it became necessary for us to increase our response and to
make attacks by air . . . . We do this in order to slow down
aggression ., . . . And we do this to convince the leaders of North
Viet Nam--and all who seek to share their conquest-—-of a simple
fact: We will not be defeated., We will not grow tired. Ve will
not withdraw, either openly or under the cloak of a meaningless
agreement,

Such determination is a practical necessity the President argues:

Let no one think for a moment that retreat from Viet Nam would
bring an end to conflict. The battle would be renewed in one country
and then anpther. The central lesson of our time is that the appe-
tite of aggression i% never satisfied. To withdraw from one
battlefield means only to prepare for the next. We must say in
Southeast Asia--as we did in Europe--in the words of the Bible:
"Hitherto shalt thou come, but no further.” (JH)



Negative reference is made to the values in the Peaceful Coexistence
cluster as President Johnson indicts "the enemy' for failure to seize the
opportunity to end the war peaceably:

They have three times rejected & bombing pause as a means to
open the way to ending the war, and go together to the negotiating
table. . . . It takes two to negotiate at a peace table and Hanoil
has just simply refused to consider coming to a peace table. (N)
Negative reference is also made as the President reminds us:

There are those who say that all our effort there will be futile--
that China's power is such that it is bound to dominate all South-
east Asia. (JH)

And further:

As our commitment in Viet Nam required more men and more equip—
ment, some voices were raised in opposition., The Administration
was urged to disengage, to find an excuse to abandon the effort. (N)

It is intimated that such is the attitude of men who have not learned

"the central lesson of our time'--we must respond to aggression.

Humanitarianism (H). Value references which pertain to international

Justice and philanthropy fall into this category. Such references infer
that (1) all men are fundamentally equal--that is to say, they have the
same needs, desires, and emotional make-up--and that (2) we should be
desirous of and helpful toward the well-being of the people of other
countries,

The equality of man is enunciated in the Johns Hopkins address:

The ordinary men and women of North Viet Nam and South Viet Nam,
of China and India, of Russia and America, are brave people. They
are filled with the same proportions of hate and fear, of love and
hope. Most of them want the same things for themselves and their
families. Most of them do not want their sons to ever die in battle,
or to see their homes, or the homes of others destroyed.

Elsewhere in the Johns Hopkins speech President Johnson confides:

I would hope tonight that the Secretary~General of the United
Nations could use the prestige of his great office and his deep
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knowledge of Asia to initiate, as soon as possible, with the
countries of that area [Southeast Asial, a plan for cooperation in
increased development . ., . . And I would hope that all ( ) indus-
trial countries, including the Soviet Union, will join in this
effort to replace despair with hope and terror with progress,
Here the President is emphasizing his desire for the greater well-being
of the people of Southeast Asia through cooperative efforts to further
develop that area.

On another occasion the President makes our duty to others clear by
instructing us that

as a nation we must magnify our struggle against world hunger and

illiteracy and disease. We must bring hope to men whose lives now

end at two score or less, (FH)
And further:

I () intend to expand and speed up a program to make available
our farm surpluses to assist in feeding and clothing the needy in
Asia. Ve should not allow people to go hungry and wear rags while
our own warehouses overflow with an abundance of wheat and corn and
rice and cotton. (JH)

The Humanitarianism cluster also contains all references to the
doctrine that national goals and means of attaining those goals are to be
Jjudged by their actual or promised affect on mankind, Self-seeking
ambition is reprehensible; nations should sacrifice for the common good.
In the case of war a nation should be careful not to inflict any more
destruction and suffering on the enemy--especially its civilians~-than
necessity requires.

The President stresses the purity of our motives in Viet Nam when he
avers:

Our purpose in Viet Nam is to prevent the success of aggression.
It is not conquest; it is not empire; it is not foreign bases; it is

not domination. It is, simply put, just to prevent the forceful
conquest of South Viet Nam by North Viet Nam. (FH)
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And again:

We have threatened no one, and we will not. We seek the end of
no regime, and we will not. Our purpose is solely to defend against
aggression. (FH)

That is, we are not fighting in Viet Nam for personal gain, but rather are
making a great national sacrifice for the sake of world peace and security.

And in regard to the means of realizing our purpose the President
asserts:

As to bombing civilians, I would simply say that we are making
an effort that is unprecedented in the history of warfare to be
sure that we do not., It is our policy to bomb military targets
only., We have never deliberately bombed cities, nor attacked any
target with the purpose of inflicting civilian casualties. (N)

In other words, the United States has been extremely careful not to
inflict more damage and injury than is absolutely necessary.

But, on the other hand, a negative reference to Humanitarianism
alleges that the enemy has pursued a calculated 'policy of systematic
terror’:

Tens of thousands of innocent Vietnamese civilians have been
killed, tortured, and kidnapped by the Viet Cong. There is no
doubt about the deliberate nature of the Viet Cong program. One
need only note the frequency with which Viet Cong victims are
village leaders, teachers, health workers, and others who are
trying to carry out constructive programs for their people. (N)

The inference igs that the malevolence of the enemy is vividly evidenced
by his "systematic terror” tactics.

In brief, positive references to Humanitarianism praise particular
individuals or groups of people for their concern for mankind while
negative references allude to misantrophic behavior. Phrases such as

"men who hate and destroy' and "'the forces of chaos” often designate the

latter.
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Summary

In this chapter (1) it has been explained that for use in this study
the present author revigsed the set of ten value clusters employed by
Duane Angel in his 1965 Doctoral dissertation; (8) the cluster titles
have been designated ag: Optimism, Activity, Achievement, Frugality,
Rationality, Freedom, Traditional Semse of Right and Wrong, Sociability,
Peacelul Coexistence, and Humenitarienism; (3) definitions have been
given for each category; and {4) examples from the speeches analyzed have

been used to illustrate gach kind of value refersnce,



CHAPTER 111
THE METHOD ANXD RESULTS

In this chapter the method of applying the selected value clusters
to the four Presidential speeches chosen for analysis is discussed and
the results of that application are presented. The discussion of method
is primarily concerned with the selection of the 'unit of analysis' and
the manner of recording resultant data. In the presentation of results
attention is first directed to the data concerning the number of references
to each value cluster in the collective speeches, Next, consideration is
given the resultant data conceraning the anumber nf references to each
value cluster in the separate speeches. Then the resultant data is
specified concerning the possibility of a detectable pattern toward the
predominant use of references to a few select value clusters in the

course of the two vears represented by the speeches examined.
The Method

The analysis of President Johnson's speeches on Viet Nam involved,
first, an evaluation of each separate sentence in terms of the prescribed
value clusters.l Bach sentence was carefully examined and value

referonces were registered under their respective cluster titles.z To

1cs. Duane D. Angel, "'The Campaign Speaking of George Romney: 1962
and 1965" (unpub. Ph.D. dissertation, Purdue University, 1963), pp. 172-173.

2Completa sentences joined by a8 ¢olon were treated as separate
sentences,
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insure as accurate an analysis as possible the following steps were taken:

(1) The four speeches were read through once for a general
understanding.

(2) Then the definitions for the ten value clusters were carefully
studied and as the speeches were read a second time the more obvious value
references were marked,

(3) Next came a thorough analysis of each sentence of each speech,
all suspected value references being marked. The cluster definitions
were frequently reviewed during this step.

(4) The original analysis was followed two weeks later by a careful
reanalysis and designation was made in each case where there was question
of whether a value reference was being made or of exactly what kind of
reference was being made. During this step, too, the cluster definitions
were frequently reviewed.

(5) A further reanalysis followed two weeks later. Particular
attention was directed to the references that had formerly been designated
as questionable and a final decision was rendered ag to how they should
be marked. Frequent review of the cluster definitions was, again, part
of the process,.

The analysis of the speeches involved, secondly, a conversion of
numerical data into percentages and the recording of those percentages
on charts. This was done to allow a better comprehension of the relative

emphasis placed on references to each cluster by the President,

The Results

Multi-Reference Seatences. Duane Angel observed that in using the

single sentence 'unit of analysis’':
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Each sentence was classified at least once, However, when
there was a definite reference to more than one cluster the
additional references were tallied., Some sentences were tallied
twice and a few three times, No sentence was tallied more than
three times.”

In the present study also "each sentence was classified at least once"
and 'when there was a definite reference to more than one cluster the
additional references were tallied.” Unlike Angel, however, the present
writer encountered multi-reference sentences quite frequently. A goodly
number of sentences were tallied twice, many three times, and several
more than three times. Indeed, the average for the four speeches was
two value references per sentence and one sentence contained as many as
gix references. A spot analysis by the present writer of the Romney
speeches included in Angel's study brought results similar to those cited
above from the Angel dissertation. This would tend to indicate that it
is primarily the particular style of President Johnson that accounts for

the greater fregquency of multi-reference sentences in his speeches, This

conclusion, however, deserves further study.

The Numerical Incidence Chart. Table I records the numerical results

of the speech analyses. Each horizontal column designates the number of
references made to a particular value cluster in the separate speeches,
The bottom horizontal column shows the separate and combined totals for
the number of value references made in the four addresses analyzed. Each
vertical column records the number of references directed to the separate
value clusters in one of the four addresses. The right-hand vertical
column shows the separate and combined totals for the number of references

made to the ten value clusters in the speeches of the President., By

3Angel, p. 175,
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TABLE I

NUMERICAL INCIDENCE
OF VALUE REFERENCES

Vatue ' o == Total References
Clusters __JH L FH R o Each Cluster
R 63 a6 71 79 249
8 20 37 ag 46 201
P 48 24 42 71 195
PSRW a7 24 48 52 171
H 49 18 56 29 152
A 26 30 15 43 114
FR 15 7 47 13 82
ACH 17 & 30 5 58
o 24 7 10 10 51
F 17 7 6 g 36

Total Hefor-
ences in Each 326 206 423 354 1369
speech ‘ _ . .
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utilizing the numerical data included in Table I we are able to devise
graphs to demonstrate the percentage of references made to the separate

value clusters.

The Collective Speeches. Figure 1 graphically illustrates the

comparative emnhasis placed on references to each of the value clusters
in the four analyzed speeches considered as a whole. The combined total
nunber of references made to each value cluster in the four addresses

was divided by the total number of all references made 1n order to arrive
at the respective Percentages of Total.

An examination of Figure 1 discloses that in the speeches as a whole
the primary emphasis was placed on references to Rationality. And by
utilizing the median line as a dividing point between kinds of value
references given a major emphasig and those given a minor emphasis we can
determine that references to five of the categories--Rationality,
Sociability, Peaceful Coexistence, Traditional Sense of Right and Wrong,
and Humanitarianism--constituted major emphases. The percentage indicator
for the next cluster in line falls more than two percentage points below
the median.

The wide disparity between the emphases placed on references to
certain value clusters should be carefully noted. For instance, the
percentage of references attributed to the Rationality cluster is more
than six~and-one~half times greater than the percentage of references
attributed to the Frugality cluster. President Johnson did, we may
conclude, make significantly greater percentages of references to certain
value clusters than to others., This suggests that the President considered
(consciously or unconsciously) references to certain values to be more

important than references to other values in building his case for
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United States involvement in Viet Nam, However, we should realize in

cur interpretation of Figure 1 that it does not necessarily reflect the

actual emphases placed by the President on references to the respective
clusters; for an unusually high or low number of references to a particular
cluster in one of the four speeches (for whatever reason explainable)

might yield a disproportionate image of the importance President Johnson
attributed to references to that value cluster during the course of the
four speeches analyzed.

It is interesting to consider that while the ten value clusters used
in this study are very similar to those used by Duane Angel in his study
and while the category of Rationality is almost identically defined in
both, Angel writes that Govenor Romney totaled less than ten per cent
usage of references to Rationality in the six speeches he analyzed4 while
this writer finds that President Johnson totaled more than nineteen per
cent--the major percentage--~usage of references to that cluster in the
four speeches analyzed; this may or may not denote an obsession of the
President to appear highly rational or a pronounced uneasiness in regard
to the public estimate of the rationale behind the commitment of the
United States in Viet Nam. The reverse phenomenon also occurred in that
the President made a rather insignificant percentage of references to
Achievement while Angel specifies Achievement as one of the three
categories Romney 'relied upon” for his referencea;5 perhaps the very
nature of the Viet Nam war defies one to speak very much of Achievement

in regard to it,

41bid., pp. 201-206.

5Ib:ld., PP. 208-209, Sociability and the Traditional Sense of
Right and Wrong were the other categories 'relied upon.”
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The Individual Speeches. Figures 2-5 illustrate the comparative

emphasis placed on references to each of the value clusters in the four
analyzed speeches considered separately. The total number of references
made to a value cluster in a particular speech was divided by the total
number of value references made in that speech to all ten categories in
order to arrive at the Percentage of Total for that cluster. The value
clusters maintain the relative positions in Figures 2-5 that were
established in Figure 1, page 37.

An examination of Figure 2 discloses that the primary emphasis in
the Johns Hopkins address was on references to Rationality, as was the
case in the speeches considered as a whole, And we see in Figure 2 that
a major percentage of references to Rationality, Peaceful Coexistence,
Traditional Sense of Right and Wrong, and Humanitarianism were made in
the Johns Hopkins address, as was, again, the case in the speeches
congidered as a whole. But the percentage indicator for Sociability in
Figure 2 when compared to the percentage indicator for Sociability in
Figure 1 depicts a sizable discrepancy between the emphasis on references
to that cluster in the Johns Hopkins address as opposed to the emphasis
on references to the same cluster in the speeches considered as a whole;
the indicator falls far short of the median line in Figure 2 rather than
above it as it did in Figure 1, representing a difference of more than
nine percentage points.

A comparison of Figure 2 to Figure 3, page 42, Figure 4, page 44,
and Figure 5, page 45, will disclose that markedly less emphasis was
placed on references to Sociability in the Johns Hopkins address than in
any of the other three speeches analyzed. Though the explanation for

this 1s not precisely discernible, it is this writer's opinion that the
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President's attempt to ada»nt to the particular solemmity of the occasion
and to his immediate Johns Hopkins University audience was responsible
for a reluctance to rely very heavily on overt flattery and self-
commendation and resulted in a comparatively low percentage of references
to Sociability.

Another noticeable factor in Figure 2 is the decidedness of the
major emphases as denoted by a rather sizable gulf, representing almost
six~-and-one-half percentage points, between the lowest percentage
indicator above the median line and the highest percentage indicator
below the median line. This can best be interpreted as an indication of
confidence on the part of President Johnson as to what would persuade
his audience, that is, to which values he could most rewardingly appeal.

We can see in Figure 3 that President Johnson's most frequent
appeals in the White House address were to five categories. As in
Figure 2 the percentage indicators for Rationality, Peaceful Coexistence,
and Traditional Sense of Right and Wrong again rise above the median line.
They are joined there by the percentage indicators for Sociability--which
replaces Rationality as the primary emphasis--and Activity, representing
an increased emphasis on references to these categories as compared
to the Johns Hopkins address (Figure 2); this increase is so marked--
almost twelve per cent for references to Sociability and more than
gsix-and-one-half per cent for references to Activity--that it suggests
the President felt an increased need to flatter the audience, display
social concern, and assure his listeners that everything possible was

being done to bring the war to a deslirable end.
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Figure 4 shows that references to the Rationality and Sociability
clusters still received major emphases in the Freedom House address; an
unmistakable primary emphasis 18 recorded for references to Sociability.
It can alsc be observed that President Johnson renewed a major emphasis

on references to Kumanitarianism.6

At the same time the percentage
indicators for Peaceful Coexistence, Traditional Sense of Right and
Wrong, and Activity show that the President moved away from major
emphases on references to these clusters in the Freedom House address;
the percentage indicator for Activity, in fact, registers eleven per
cent lower in Figure 4 than in Figure 3.

We learn from Figure 5 that President Johnson continued to make a
major number of references to Rationelity and Sociability in the
Nashville address and renewed major emphases on references to the
Peaceful Coexistence, Traditional Sense of Right and Wrong, and Activity

clusters.7

The Peaceful Coexistence percentage indicator registers more
than ten degrees higher in Figure 5 than in Figure 4, higher than in

any other speech, and more than five per cent higher than in the speeches
considered as a whole. We algo learn from Figure 5 that the President
made more frequent references to Rationality and the Traditional Sense
of Right and Wrong in his Nashville speech than in any of the other
speeches analyzed. In contrast, the Achievement and Humanitarianism

clusters received less frequent references than in any of the other

speeches and although references to Sociability constituted a major

683e Figures 2 and 3.

7See Figures 3 and 4,
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smphasis, they were more than ten per cont less froguent in the
Nashville address than in the Froedom House address (Figure 4. In a
word, in his Hashville address the President was apparently most
goncerned with arguing that a rational ﬁﬂn snéuld recognize that it is

the duty of the United States to be in Viet Nam sinc@ enly ber gregence

there can bring lasting peace.

Valuc Reference Patterns., By utilizing the median line as the

dividing point between the value references given & major emphasis and
thoso given a winor emphasis, we were able to determine which value
elusgters r@ceiveﬁ a major percentage of the refervonces in the speeches
g@gﬂidereﬁ‘as a whole and in the individual speeches. We also saw that
_ thexa was 4 signifiesnt varience im the value clusters mest freguently
referrved to from speech to specch, We are now ready to ascertain

» ’whethar1a detectable pattern was established toward the predominant use
of references to a few select value clusters during the two years
réy:esenteﬁ by the speeches examined.  This will involve 2 consideration
of which value clusters fall into four groups: (1) the wolue clusters
to wgich a major percentape of references were made in tho speeches as

a wh@l@; {2} the value glusters to which & major percentage of rcferences
were made in the most recent of theyapeeches;g (3} the value clusters

to wh;ch_a_majﬂr percentage of roferences were made in o majority of the
speecbgs;vanﬂ £4) the value clustérs to which a stesdily increasing
percentage of references were made in the successive gpeeches. We

should keep in mind that pe one of these considorations by itself will

%The\ﬁashville address, it will be recalled, was the most recent of
the four speecches, :
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give proof of o pattern. But we may safely conclude that if a walue
cluster{s) is found in ¢twe or more of {he akove groups, this denctes a
detectable pattorn toward the predominant wnse of references to this
cluster(s) by President Johnson during the two years ropresented by the
addresses analyzed.

{1) In way of review, & majar percentage of roferences was made to
Retionality, Sociability, Peaceful Coexistence, Traditional Senge of
vﬁight and Wrﬁng, and Humpnitarlanism in the speeches as a‘whele,

{2} Ia the Hashville sddress, iV it may be recalied, mmjor percen-
tages of reforeaces vere made to Rabionality, Sociability, Peaceful
Cocnistence, Traditiomal Sepse of Right and Wrong, snd Activity.

{3) A ro-cxamination of Figures 2«5 will reveal that Retioanality
was the only cluster that had a major perceontage of referoncoes made to
it in each of the four speeches analyzed. The categories of Sociskbility,
Peaceful Coexistence, and Troditional Bense of Right and Wrong each had
¢ pajor percentage of reforences made to it in throe of the four specchss.
Ko other category received a major porcentage of references im more than
twoe of the speeéhea.

{4) Table Il records the percentage @f references to each of the

ten value elusters in each of the four speeches. The symbols Jor the

83@9 Figure 1. It ghould bo understood that while these categories
are the ones to which the Presldent made a predominant percentage of
references, that fact alone does not denote n "pattern” toward predominant
reference to thow. If, for instance, & major percentage of referencos
had been made to Rationality iu tho Johus Hophins (the first) speech and
a2 minor percentage of referconces had heen made to it in each of the
three specches following that, the composite chart (Figure 1) could record
& predominant percentage of references to Rationality while the “pattera”
would be away from predominant references to it.

19300 FPigure S.



TABLE If

PERCENTAGES OF VALUE

R 19.3 17.5 16.8 22.3

8 6.1 17.2 23.2 13.0

P 4.7 16.5 8.9 20.1

| TSRW 4.4 11,7 11.8 14.7
H 15,0 8.8 13.2 8.2
A 8.0 . 14.6 3.5 12.1
R 4.6 3.4 11.1 3.7
Acm 5.2 2.9 7.1 1.4

o 7.4 | 3.4 2.4 2.8
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addresses are in chronoiogical order at the top of the Table. The symbols
for the value clusters are found in the left-hand verfical column. By
reading frvom left to right on the Table we can determine if there was a
pattern toward a steadily increasing percentage of references to any
given value cluster in the four Presidential addresses., Such a reading
will show that there was not a steady imcrease in references to any of the
clusters, rather the increase and decrease in percentage of references is
somewhat irratic for each of the value clusters.

Four walue clusters fall into a majority of the above mentioned
groups. Rationality, Sociability; Peaceful Coexistence, and Traditional
Seusé of Right and Wrong are clusters to which: (1) a major percentage of
references Qas nade in the speeches as a whole; (2) 2 major percentage of
references was made in the most recent of the speeches; and (3) a major
percentage of refevences was made in 2 majovity of the speeches. Only
two other clusters fell into any of the four groups and they were each
regisgtered in one group only.ll So we can conclude that a detectable

pattern toward the predominant use of references to the Rationality,

Sociability, Peaceful Coexigtence, and Traditional Sease of Right and

Wrong clusters was established ig the Presidential addresses analyzed in

this study. We can go one step further and say that President Johnson
velied primarily on references to Ratiomality inasmuch as references to
Rationality scored the highest percentage on the Numerical Incidence
chart, the highest percentage in the {inal speech, and a major percentage

in each of the four addresses.

Ilthese value clusters are Humanitarianism and Activity.



Summary

In this chapter it has been explained that: (1) a single sentence
"wnit of analysis” was adopted for the present study; (2) a five-step
procedure was followed to insure an accurate analysis of the speeches
chogen; (35 sentences containing multiple value references were often
encountered in the analyses; (4) the categorieé of Rationallty, Socla«
bility, Peaceful Coexistence, Traditiona)l Sense of Right and Wrong, and
Humgnitarianism each recelved a major percentage of references in the
speeches considered as a whole; (5) there was a significant variance in
the value clusters most frequently referred to from speech te speech;
{(6) a detectable pattern toward the predominant use of references to
the Rationality, Sociability, Peaceful Coexistence, and Traditional
Sense of Right and Wrong clusters was established in the speeches; and
(7) President Johnson relied primarily on references to Rationality in

arguing his case for United States involvement in Viet Nam.



CHAPTER IV
SUMMANY AND CONCLUSIONS
| Swmery

1t wes stated in the Zirst chapter that this paper was undertalen
&g 2n attempt. to go one step further in the utilization of cultural
valueg described by social scientists as the criteria for content analy-
sis of contemporary public address. It was observed that three former
studies substantiated the contentions that (1) cuitural values provide
many of the major premises of persuasive srguments and that (2) a speaker
may vary velue refergnces 83 5 meang of adaptisg to diﬁﬁem@nt gudiences.
The present study was designed for consideration of value referencss in

the speechos of one speaker on one gpecific subject before esseatially

the same andience over n umavked period of time. It was hoped to determive

{1} to which values the spoaker roferred most often in the speeches
considered as o whole; (2) whether the speaker varied from speech to
speech the values to which he veferred most often; and, if so, (3) whether
a detectable patiern toward the predominant refovence to a iov seleect
valuos was established. Four major public addresses by President

Lyndan B, émhms@a on ﬁhﬁ subjest of United State@ 1wvm1vememt iw

Viet Nﬁm, delivereﬁ over a twenty-three month merie&, were sh@sen f@r
amalyges. It was &aggested that because of tho Preeiﬁent-a long aad
successful role as_a‘“public persuader” it might be expected that the

results of this study would point out specific values to which the
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student of rhetoric could refer with confidence of drawing a favorable
response in supporting United States involvement in Viet Nam before an
American audience.

For the purpose of this study cultural values were arbitrarily
divided into ten well-defined categories or "clusters’ which were used
as the "tools" for the analyses. The cluster titles were designated as:
Optimlism, Activity, Achievement, Frugality, Rationality, Freedom,
Traditional Sense of Right and ¥rong, Sociability, Peaceful Coexistence,
and Humanitarianism. Fundamentally, the analyses consisted of
reglstering each observable value reference in each sentence of each
speech under one of these ten categories. The results of the analyses
showed that (1) the categories of Rationality, Sociability, Peaceful
Coexistence, Traditional Sense of Right and Wrong, and Humanitarianism
each received a major percentage of references in the speeches
considered as a whole; (2) there was a significant variance in the value
clusters most frequently referred to from speech to speech; (3) a detect-
able pattern toward the predominant use of references to the Rationality,
Sociability, Peaceful Coexistence, and Traditional Sense of Right and
Wrong clusters was established in the speeches; and (4) President
Johnson relied primarily on references to Rationality in arguing his
case for United States involvement in Viet Nam,

2 Final Consideration
And Suggestions for Future Studies

Upon reflection it would seem to this writer that when we begin
considering the possibility of making practical application of the
results of value analyses, as we have in this study, it becomes impor-

tant to distinguish between the rhetorical and dialectical modes of



speaking. Allen Tate writes of these two different kinds of speaking
as they have characteristically been manifested in America:

The traditional southern mode of discourse presupposes
somebody at the other end silently listening: it is the rhetorical
mode, Its historical rival is the dialectical mode, or the give
and take between two minds., . . . The typical southern conversation
is not going anywhere, it is not about anything. It is about the
people who are talking,l even if they never refer to themselves,
which they usually do not, since conversation is only an expression
of manners, the purpose of which is to make everyone happy. This
may be the reason why northerners and other uninitiated persons
find the alterneting, or contrapuntal, conversations of southerners
fatiguing. Educated northerners like their conversation to be
about ideas,Z

Mr. Tate, himself, is quick to state that this is a "rather too
broad distinction between dialectic and rhetoric,"3 but it serves to
make the point that is needed here--that the speeches analyzed in this
study seemed to definitely be of the rhetorical mode. The speeches
seemed to be about Lyndon Johnson first and foremost and about Viet Nam
only secondarily., More bluntly, the attempt apparently was to sell
United States involvement in Viet Nam by selling Lyndon Johnson. The
President appeared much more concerned with convincing us that we should
trust his decisions on Viet Nam policy because he is a rational, socially
concerned, peace-loving, and morally upright individual than he was with
carefully anelyzing and justifying his Viet Nam policy on its own merits.

It may well be that it is required of President Johnson by virtue
of his office to attempt justification of United States involvement in
Viet Nam by justifying himself, As Edward Rogge writes in the December,

1959, issue of the Quarterly Journal of Speech:

lEmphasis in the original,

2pllan Tate, "A Southern Mode of the Imagination,” Studies in
American Culture, ed. John J. Kwiat and Mary C. Turpie (Minneapolis:
University of Minnesota Press, 1960), pp. 100-101,

31bid., p. 101,



As government becomes more complex, the basis for decision more
complicated, and the necessity for quick decision more imperative,
Americans have granted greater and greater responsibility to leaders.

An important responsibility of that leader is to make a decision
and then to rally the people to its support, Oftentimes only
indirectly and over prolonged periods of time can the citizens
expect to affect a policy.

Mr. Rogge goes on to suggest that in assuming the precise function
of his office the President of the United States must suppress some
information, carefully select his appeals, and, on occasion, "short
circuit” the critical thinking process of his listeners.? Thus it
becomes conversely more important for a President to focus the attention
of his fellow citizens on his own trustworthiness and dependability.

The suggestion that it is increasingly necessary for a President to
rely upon the rhetorical mode of speaking has implications which are
‘quite dramatic both within and beyond the realm of rhetoric. Both the
rhetorician and the political scientist must ask how lax a President can
be in detailing for the public the essentials of major decisions for
consideration and challenge before a 'representative democracy' becomes
an "administrative despotism’ wherein citizens free themselves periodi-
cally of governmental dependency only long enough to select their ruler.6
Moreover, the student of speech must ask if "busy’ Americans haven't
come to expect, if not demand, ''rhetorical’ speech not only from the

President but from all quarters. Do the masses in our society refuse to

be participants in the give and take of dialectic? It may be that the

411

L}

Evaluating the Ethics of a Speaker,’ Vol. 45, pp. 424-425.
Ibid., p. 425.

6Cf. Alexis de Tocqueville, Democracy in America (New York:
Washington Square Press, Inc., 1964), pp. 313-318,
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prophecy of the Apostle Paul has been fulfilled in Twentieth Century
America: '"For the time is come when people will not endure sound

teaching, but having itching ears they will accumulate for themselves
teachers to suit their own likings."7

One may well ask if the average American isn't far more inclined to
seek out (and find) speakers--whether on television, radio, at public
assemblies, or wherever--who are primarily concerned with presenting
themgselves as entertainers, inspirers, or men of commendable character
and only secondarily, if at all, with getting at the heart of a vital
issue., And if that be the case, should the student of speech lend his
consent or decry the situation and attempt to change it? These are all
questions that have been dealt with before but it is important that they
be raised anew, The readiness or reluctance with which we approach them
will itself go a long way toward answering them.

But regardless of whether new studies of the relative ethical,
social, and political merits of rhetorical versus dialectical discourse
are forthcoming, future studies in the area of value analysis should, at
least, include methods for specifying when a value reference is rhetori-
cal and when it is dialectical in nature, that is, when it is made
primarily in support of the speaker's personality and when it is made
primarily in support of an idea. Moreover, a determination of the
relative effectiveness of rhetorical and dialectical value references
is needed.

Once the dichotomy between the rhetorical and dialectical modes of

speaking has been established, a study should consider the significance

11 Tomothy 4:3.
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of multi-reference sentences. Such a study should seek to determine if
a particular number of vilue references per'sentence:is more effective
can alienate an audience to a speaker’s appeals, Of course & study of
this type would not have to measure multi-reference effectiveness in
terms of rhetorieal and dialectical sentences to be valuable, but it
would be meore meaningful if it did.

Finally, since this is the fourtbh study to conclude that the wtili-~
zation of cultural values described by social scientists as eriteria
for content analysis of contemporary public address is feasible and
degirable, a studied attempt at practical application of this informa~
tion in clagssroom settings is in order., Future students of speech (of
persuasion in particalar) should find the study of eultural values and
gifoctive appeals to those values €o be an important part of their

course work.
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THE JOMNS ROPKINS ADURFIS

The text of an address nmade by
Prosident Johnson at Johns Hophins
University, Baltimore, Wd.,
on April ¥, 1965,

Last week 17 antions sent their views to some two doven countries
having au latorest in Southeast Asia. Ve are joining those 17 countrivs
pnd stating our Amorican policy tonight, which ww belisve will coatri-
bute toward penco in this ares of the world,

I have come here to review once agedn with my own people the views
of the MAverican Soverament.

Tonight Smericans amd Asisns are dying for a world where cuch
poapie may chosse ity own path to change.

This 4 the priuncipic for which our ancestors fought in the valleys
»f Pemngylvania. It i3 o principle for which our song fight tonight im
the jungles of Viet Ham,

Viet Nom ig far awsy from this quist campus. Ve have ao teyritory
thers, nor 4o ve seol any. The war is dirty and brutal and difficult.
And some 400 young mon, born into au Amorica that s bLureting with opnor~
tunity and promise, have ended their lives on Viet Nen's steamiag soil.

Why must we take this painful roady

Why wmust this nation bazard its ease, iis intorest, and its power

for the sake of a poople so far away?

a1
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We fight because we must fight if we are to live in a world where
every country can shape its own destiny, and only in such 2 world will
our own freedom be finally secure,

This kind of world will never beibuilt by bombs or bullets. Yet the
infirmities of man are such that force must often precede reason and ﬁhe
waste of war, the works of peace.

We wish that this were not so. But we must deal with the world as
it is, if it is ever to be as we wish.

The worid as it is in Asia is not a serenme or peaceful place,

The.first rveality is that North Viet Nam has attacked the indepen~
ﬂent}nation.of South VietvNam. Its objeet is total conquest.

of course, some of the pecple of South Vict Ram are participaﬁing in
atta¢k on theif own gbvernment. Bﬁt trained nmen and supplies, orders and
arms, flow ;n a ccnstaﬁt stream from North to South.
| fhis supporf is the héartbeat of the war,

And mt is a war of unnaralleled brutalxty. Simple fa:ﬁe;s are the
targets of assassination and kidnaping. Women and children are stranwled
in the night because their men are 1oya1 o their government, And help~
less villages are ravaged by snaak attacks. Large-scale ra}ds are
conducted on towns, and terror strikes in the ‘heart of cities.

The coufused nature of this conflict cannot mask the fact that 1t‘is
the new face of an old enemy.

QVef this ﬁafv-éﬁd all Asia--is another reality: the deepening
shadow of EOmmﬁnist Ghina.‘ The‘iulers iﬁ Hariol are urged on by Peiping.
 This 19 a regime which has destroyed freedom in Tibet, which has attacked
India, and has been condemned by the United Nations for aggressien in

Korea. It is a nation which is helping the forces of violence in almost
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svery continent. The contest in Viet Nam is part of a wider pattern of
aggressive purposes.

Why ave these realities our concern? Why are we in South Viet Nam?

Ve are there hecauge we have a promise to keep, Since 1954 every
American President has offered support to the people of South Viet Nam,
We have helped to build, and we have helped to defend. Thus, over many
years, we have made o national pledge to help South Viet Nam defend its
independence.

| And I intend to keep that promise,

To dishonor that pledge, to abandon this small and brave nation to
its enemies, and to the terror that must follow, would be an unforgivable
wrong.,

We are also there to strengthen world order. Around the globe, from
Berlin to Thailand, are people whose well-being rests in part on the
belief thet they can count oun us if they are attacked. To loave Viet Nam
to its fate would shake the confidence of gll these people in the value
of an American commitment and in the value of America'’s word. The result
would be increased unrest and instability, and even wider war.,

We are also there because there are great stakes in the balasnce.

Let no one think for a noment that retreat from Viet Nam would bring an

end to conflict. The battle would be renewed in omne country snd then
another, The contral lesson of our time is that the appetite of aggreg-
sion is never gatisfied. To withdraw from one battlefield means only to
prepare for the next. We must say in Southeast Asia--as we did in Burepe--

t

in the words of the Bible: “Hitherto shalt thou come, but no further.’



There are those who say that all our effort there will be futile=-
that China's power is such that it is bound to dominate all Southeast
fisia. But there is no end to that argument until all the nations of
Asia are swallowed up.

There are those who wonder why we have a responsibility there., Well,
we have it there for the same reason that we have a responsibility for
the defense of Europe. World War II was fought in both Europe and Agia,
and when it ended we found ourselves with coantinued responsibility for
the defense of freedon.

Qur objective is the independence of South Viet Nam and its freedom
£rom attack. We want néthing for ourselves--only that the people of
South Viet Nam be allowed to guide theiy own country in their own way.

We will do everything necesséry to reach that objective, and we will
do only what is absolﬁtely necessary.,

In recent months attacks on South Viet Nam were stepped up. Thus
it became necessary for us to iperease our response and te make attacks
by air. This is not a change of purpose, It is a change in what we
believe that purpose requires.

Ve do this in order to slow down aggroession,

We do this to increase the confidence of the brave people of South
Viet Nam who have bravely borne this brutal battle for so many years with
so many casualties.

And we do this to convince the leaders of North Viet Ram--and all
who seek to share their conquest--of a simple fact:

We will not be defeated,

We will not grow tired.



We will not withdraw, either openly or under the cloak of a meaning-
less agreement.

We know that air attacks alone will not accomplish all of these
purposes. But it is our best and prayerful judgment that they are a
necessary part of the surest road to peace.

We hope that peace will come swiftly. But that is in the hands of
others besides ourselves. And we must be prepared for s long coatinued
conflict., It will require patience as well as bravery--the will to endurs
as well &8s the will to resist.

I wish it were pogsible to convince others with words of what we now
find it necessary to say with guns and planes: armed hostility is
futile-~our resources are equal {o any challenge--because we fight for
values.and we fight for principle, rather than territory or colonics,.
our patience and our determination are unending.

Once this is clear, them it should also be clear that the only path
for reqsonable men is the path of peaceful settlement.

Such peace demands an independent Bouth Viet Nam--gecurely guaran-
teed and able to shape its own relationships to all others—-free from
outside interference=~tied to no alliance=--a military base for no other:
country.,

These are the e¢ssentials of any final settlemeat.

We will never be second in the search for such a peaceful settlement
in Viet Nam.

There may be many ways to this kind of peace: in discussion or

negotiation with the governments concerned; in large groups or in small
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ones) in the veaffirmation of old agreements or thelr strengthening
with noew ones.

We have stated this position over and over again 50 timeg and more
to Lriend and foe aglike. And we remain ¥eady with thig purpose for
unconditional discussions,

And until that bright and necessary day of peace we will try'to keep
conflict from spreading. We have no desire to see thousands die in
battle--Asians or Americans. We have no desire to devastate that which
the people of North Viet Nam have built with toil and sacrifice. We will
use our power with restraint and with sll the wisdon that we can command.

But we will use it.

This war, like most wars, is filled with terrible irony. For what
do the pecple of North Viet Nam want? They want what their neighbors
also desire-—~food for their hunger, health for their bodies, a chance to
learn, progress for theiy country, and:an end to the bondage of material
misery. And they would find sll these things far more readily in peaceful
association with others than in the endless course of bhattle.

These countries of Southeast Asia are homes for miliions of impov~
erished people. Each day these people rise at dawn and strugglie through
until the night to wrest existence from the soil. They arc often wracked
by diseases, plagued by hunger, and death comes at the early age of 40.

Stability and peace do not come easily in such a land., Neither
indeperdence nor human dignity will ever be wom though by arms alome., It
also regquires the works of peace. The American people have helped

generously in times past in these works, and now there must be a much
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more massive effort to improve the life of men in that conflict-torn
corner of cur world,

The first step is for the countries of Southeast Asia to asgociate
themselves in a greatly expanded cooperative effort for development. We
would hope that North Viet Nam would ﬁake its plaée in the cnﬁm@n effort
just as soon as peaceful cooperation is possible. |

The United Nations is already actively ehgaged in devalépment in
this area, and as far back és 1961 I conferred with our authafities in
Viet Nam in connection with their work there. And I would hope tonight
that the Secretary-General of the United Nations could use the prestige
of his great office and his deep knowledge of Asia to imitiate, as soon
as possible, with the countries of that ares, z planm for codperation in
increased'dévelopmenf.

For our part I will ask the Congress to join in a billion-dollar
American investment in this effort as soon as it is underway.

fnd I would hopé that all other industrialized countries, including
the Soviet Union, will join in this effort to replace despair with hope
and terror with progress,

The task is nothing less than to enrich the hopes and existence of
more than a hundred million people.y And théré is much to be déne.

” The vast Mekonb River can prov1de food and water and poW@f on a
S§alé to dwarf eéen our bwn TVA. ‘The wdndérs.bf modern medecine can be
épréadlfﬁreuéﬁ viliages &héfe'fhoﬁsandv die efery'year‘from lack of care,
‘Schoals can be established to train people in the skills needed to
.mauawe the process of develcpment.. And these objectxves, and mare, are

Wifhin the reéch of é cbopefative and determined effort.



I also intend to expand and speed up a program to make available
our farm surpluses to assist {un feeding and clothing the needy in Asia.
We should not allow people to go hungry and wear rags while our own
warchouses overflow with an abundance of wheat and corn and rice and

cotton,

8o I will very shortly name a special team of outstanding, patriotic,

and distianguished Americans to inaugurate ouy participation in these
programs, This team will be headed by Mr. Bugene Black, the very able
former President of the World Bank,

This will be a disorderly planet for a long time, Ia Asia, and
elsewhere, the forces of the modern world are shaking old ways and‘
uprooting encient ecivilizations, There will be turbulence gad struggle
and even violence, Great social change-~-as we see in our own coumtry-*'
does not always come without conflict.

We must also expect that nations will on occasion be in dispute
with use, It may be because we are rich, or powerful, or because we have
made some mistakes, or because they honestly fear our intentions. How-
éver, no pation need oveyr fear that wo desire their land, or to impose
our will, or to dictate their institutions.

But we will always oppose tho effort ol one nation to conguey
another nation.

We will do this because our own security is et stake.

But there is more to it than that. For our generation has & dream.
>Zt ig a very old dream. But we have the power, and now we have the

opportunity to make that dream come true.
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For centuries nations have struggled among each other. But we dréam
of a world where disputes are settled by law and reason. And we will try
to make it so.

For most of history men have hated and killed one another in battle.
But we dream of an end to war. And we will try to make it so.

For all existence most men have lived in poverty, threatened by
hunger, But we dream of a world where all are fed and charged with hope.
And we will help to make it so.

The ordinary men and women of North Viet Nam ard South Viet Nam,
of India and China, of Russia and America, are brave people. They are
filled with the same proportions of hate and fear, of love and hope.

Most of them want the same things for themselves and their families., Most
of them do not want their sons to ever die in battle, or to see their
homes, or the homes of others, destroyed,

Weli, this can be thelr world yet. Man now has the knowledge—-
always before denied-~to make this planet serve the real needs of the
peoplexwho live on it.

I know this will not be easy., I know how difficult it is for
reason to guide passion; and leove to master hate., The complexities of
this world do not bow easily to pure and consistent answers.

But the simple truths are there just the same. We must all try to
follow them as best we can.

We often gay how impressive power is. But I do not find it impres-
sive at all, The guns and the bombs, the rockets and the warships, are
all symbols of human failure. They are necessary symbols. They protect

what we cherish, But they are witness to human folly.
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- A dam built across a great river is impressive.

~In the countryside where I was born, and where I live, I have seen
the night illuminated, and the kitchen warmed, and the home heated, where
ence the cheerless night and the ceaseless cold held sway.  And 2ll this
happened because electricity came to our area along the humming wires of
“the REA. Electrification of the countryside--yes, that, too, is
,impressive;-

A rich harvest in & hungry land is impressive.

The sight of healthy childrem in a classreoom is. impressive, .

- These+-not mighty. arms--are the achievements whichithe Ameriean
nation believes to be impressive.

And if we are steadfast, the time may come when all other nations
vwillkalsa’find it so.

Every night before I turn out the lights to sleep I ask myself this
question: . Have I done everything thet I can do to unite this country?
gave31‘donereverythingtl_ean do to help unite the world, to try to bring
peace and hope -to all the peoples of the world? Have I done encugh?

Ask'yaurselyeS‘that question in your homes--gnd in this hall tonight,
Have we, each of us, all done all we can do? Have we done enough?

We may well be living in the time foretold many years ago when it
was said: "1 call heaven and earth to récordlthis‘day sgainst you, that
I have set before you life and death, blessing and curging; therefore
choose life, that both thou and thy“SQdem#y live."

This generation of the world must choose: destroy or build, kill
or ald, hate or understand,

We can do all these things on a gcale that has never been dreamed

of before.
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Well, we will choose life. And so doing, we will prevail over the
enenies within man, and over the natural enemies of 2ll mankind,

To Dr, Eisenhower and Mr. Garland, and this great institution--
Johns Hopkins--I thank you for this opportunity te convey my thoughts
to you and to the American people.

Good night.



APPENDIX B
THE WHITE HOUSE ADDRESS

The text of a statement on Viet Nam made
by President Johnson at his press conference
of July 28, 1965, at the White House,.

¥y fellow Americans: Not long age I received 8 letter from a
woman in the Midwest. B8he wrote,

Dear Myr. President: In my humble way I am writing to

you about the crisis in Viet Nam. I have a son whe is now

in Viet Nam. My husband served in World Wawr II. Our

country was at war, but now, this time, it is just some-

thing that I don't understand. Why?

Well, I have tried to answer that question dozens of times and
more in practically every State in this Union, 1 have discussed it
fully in Baltimore in April, in Washington in May, in San Franciseo in
June. Let me again, now, discuss it here in the East Room of the
White House.

¥hy must young Americans, born into » land exultant with bope and
with golden promize, toill and suffer and sometimes die in such a remote
and distant place?

The answer, like the war itself, is not an easy one, but it echoes
clearly from the painful lessons of half a century. Three times in my

lifetime, in two world wars and in Korea, Americans have gone to far

72
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lands to fight for freedom. We have learamed at a terrible and brutal
cost that retreat does not bring safety and weakness does not bring
peace,

It is this lesson that has brought us to Viet Nam. This iz a
different kind of war, = There are no marching armies or solemn declara-
tions. GSome citizens of South Viet Nam, at times with understandable
grievances, have joined in the attack on thelr own goveranment.

But we must not let this mask the central fact that this is really
war. It is guided by Noxrth Viet Nam, and it is spurred by Communist
China, Its goal is to conguer the south, to defeat American power,
and to extend the Asiatic dominion of communism,

There are great stakes in the balance.

Most of the non-communist nations of Asia cannot, by themselves
and alone, resist growing might and the grasping ambition of Asian
communi sm,

Gur power, therefore, is a very vital shield. If we are driven
from the field in Viet Nam, then no nation can ever agailn bave the same
confidence in American promise or in Amevrican protection.

In each land the foreces of independence would be considerably
weakened and an Asia so threatened by communist domination would certainly
imperil the gecurity of the United States itself.

We did not choose to be the guardians at the gate, but there is no
one else.

Wor would surrender in Viet Nam bring peace, because we learned from
Hitler at Munich that success only feeds the appetite of aggression, The

battle would be renewed in one country and then another country, bringing
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with it perhaps even larger and crueler conflicts, as we have learned
from the lessons of history.

Moreover, we are in Viet Nam to fulfill one of the most soclemn
pledges of the American nation. Three Presidents--President Eisenhower,
President Kennedy, apd your present President--over 11 years have
committed themselves and have promised to help defend this small and
valiant nation.

Strengthened by that promise, the people of South Viet Nam have
fought for many long years. Thousands of them have died. Thousands
more have been erippled and scarred by war. We just cannot now dishonor
our word, or abandon our commitment, or leave those who believed us and
who trusted us to the terror and represgion and murder that would follow.

This, then, my fellow Americans, is why we are in Viet Nan.

What are our goals in that war-stained land?

First: We intend to convince the communists that we cannot be
defeated by force of arms or by superior power., They are not easily
convinced. In recent months they have greatly increased their fighting
forces and their attacks and the number of incidents, I have asked the
Commanding General, General [William C.] Westmoreland, what more he needs
té meet this mounting aggression. He has told me. We will meet his needs,

I have today ordered to Viet Nam the Air Mobile Division and certain
other forces which will raise our fighting strength from 75,000 to
125,000 men almost immediately. Additional forces will be needed later,
and they will be sent as requested., This will make it necessary to
increase our active fighting forces by raising the monthly draft call
from 17,000 over a period of time to 35,000 per month, and for us to

step up our campaign for voluntary enlistments.
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After this past week of deliberations, I have concluded'that it is
not essential t¢ order Reserve units into service nu&. If that necessity
should later be indicated, I will give the matter most c¢areful consid-
_véraﬁien and I will give the country due and adequate notice before
ﬁaking such action, bhut only after.full preparations.

We have also discussed with the goverament of South Viet Ham lately
the steps that we will take to substantially increase their own effort,
both on the battlefield and toward reform and progress in the villages.
Ambassador Lodge is now formulating a new progranm to be tested upon his
return to that area.

I have directed Secrstary Rusk and Secretary McNamara to be avail-
able imnediately fm the Congress to review wiih these committees, the
appropriate congressional sommitﬁees, what we plan %o dé in these areas.
I have asked them to be able to answer the questions of any Memher of
Congress,

Secretary McNamara, in aﬂdition, will ask the Senate Appropriations
Committee tp add a limited amount to present legislatiocon to help mest
part of this new cost until a supplemental measure is ready, and
hearings can be ﬁeld when Congress asscubles iﬁ January.

In the meantime; we will use the authority contained in the present
delense appropriatioas bill under éansideration,‘to transfer funds in
aédition to the additional money that we will ask.

These‘sﬁeps, like our actions in fhe past, are carefully measured
to do what must be done teo bring an end to aggresgion and a peaceful
settlement.

Ve do not want an expanding struggle with consequeances thaﬁ no one

can perceive, nor will we bluster or bully or flaunt our power, but we



will not surreander and we will not retreat, for behind our American
pledge lies the determination and resources, I believe, of all of the
American nation.

Second, once the communists know, as we know, that a violent solution
is imposgsible, then a peaceful solution is inevitable.

We are ready unow, as we have always been, to move from the battle-
field to the conference table. I have stated publicly and maany times,
again and again, America'’s willingness to begin unconditional discussions
with any government at any place at any time. Fifteen efforts have been
made to start these discussions with the help of 40 nations throughout
the world, but there has been no answer,

But we are going to continue to persgist, if persist we must, until
death and desolation have led to the same conference table where others
could pow join us at a much smaller cost.

I have spoken many times of our objectives in Viet Nam. 8o has the
Government of South Viet Nam. Hanoi has set forth ifs own proposals.

Ve are ready to discuss their proposals and our proposals and any pro-
posals of any government whose people may be affected, for we fear the
neeting room no more than we fear the battlefield,

In this pursuit we welcome and we ask for the concexrn and the
assistance of any nation and all nations, If the United Nations and ifs
officials or any one of its 114 members ¢an by deed or word, private
initiative or public action, bring us nearer an honorable peace, then
they will have the support and the gratitude of the United States of
America,

I have directed Ambassador Goldberg to go to New York today and to

present immediately to Secretary-General ¥ Thant a letter from me
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requesting that all of the resources, energy, and immense pfestige of the
United Nations be employed to find ways to halt aggressioh and to bring
peace in Viet Nam.

I made g similar reguest at San Francisco a few weeks ago, because
we do not secek the destruction of'any government,.nér do we GOVet‘a foot
“of any territory, but we insist and'We-will‘aiWays insiStvthat the
people of South Viel Nam shall have the right of choice, the right to
shape their own destiny in free electionsvin the south, or throughout»all
Viet Mam undey international supervisioﬁ, and fhey shall not have any
governnment impesed upon thém by force and terror so long as we cah
prevent it.

This was the purpose of the 1954 égreements which tﬁe communists
have vow eruelly shattered., If the machinery of those agreements was
tragically weak, its purposes still guide our action., As battle rages,
we will ¢ontinue as best we camn to help the good people of South Viet ﬁam
enrich the conditions of their life, to feed the hungry, and to tead the
sick,; and teach the young, and shelter the homeless, and help the farmer
to increase crops, and the worker to find a job,

It is an ancient but still terrible irony that while many leaders
of men create division in pursuit of grand ambitians, thebchildrén of
nan are really united in the simple, elusive desire fmr a tife of
fruitful and re@arding toil, |

As I said at Johns Hopking in Baltimore, 1 hope that oﬁe déy wé éan
help all the peocple of Asia toward that desife. Eugene.Blaek has made
great progress §ince my appearance in Baltimore in that diregtion~~nqt_as
the price of peace, for we éré ready alwayé to beérba mére painiul cost,

but yather as a part of our obligations of justice toward our fellow man.
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Let me also add now 3 perscnal note. I do not find it easy to send
the flower of our youth, our finest young men, into battie. 1 have
spoken to you today of the divisiong and the forces and the battalions:
and the units. But I know them all, every one. I have seen them in a
thousand streets, of a hundred towns, in every state in this Uniom~-
working and laughing and building, and filled with hope aond iife, I t%ink
that I know, too, how their mothers weep and how their families sorrow.
This ig the most agonizing and the mest painful duty of your Presideniw

There is something else, too, When I was young, poverty was so !
common that we didn't know it had a2 name. And education was something
that you had to fight for., Water was really life itself, I have now
been in public life 35 years, more than three decades, and in each of
these‘Sﬁ yeaﬁs I have seen good men and wise leaders struggle to bring
the blessings of this land tc 811 of our people,

Now I am President. It is now my opportunity to help every
child gef gn education, to help evexry Negro and every other American
citizen bhave #n equal opportunity, to help every family get a decent
home, and to help bring healing to the sick and dignity fo the old,

As I have said hefore; that is what I have lived for. That is what
I haﬁe wanted all my life, since I was a little boy, and I do not want
to seevail those hopes and all those dreams of so many people for so
many years now drowned in the wasteful ravages of eruel wars, i am
going to do all I can to see that that never happens.

But I also know, as a realistic public servant, that as long as
there are men who hate and destroy, we must have the courage to resist

oy we will see it all--all that we have built, all that we hope to¢ build,



all of our dreams for freedom-~-all--all--will be swept away on the
flood of conquest.

80, too, this sghall not happen. We will stend in Viet Nam,



APPENBIX C
THE FREEDOM HOUSE ADDRESS

The text of an address made by
President Johnsen at Freedom
House, New York, N.¥. on
February 23, 1966,

Mr, Chief Justice, Mr. Seeretary, Benator Kennedy, members of the
#ine delegation from New York, ladies and gentlemen at the bead table,
my felliow Americans:

To be honored with this award by thig organization is & very proud
moment for me. I accept it with the gratitude of my heart and with
renewed commitment to the cause that it represents; the cause of free«
dom at home and the cause of fresdom abraad,

Twenty-five years ago, to a world that was darkened by war,
President Franklin Roosevelt described the four freedoms of mankind:
frqé@am of gpeech and expression; freedom of gvery person to worship
God in his own way; freedom fromfwant; freedom from fear. Franklia
Roosevelt knew that these freedoms could not be the province of one peo-
ple alone, He ealled on all his countrymen to assist those who endured
the tyrant's bombs and suffered his opposition and oppression. He called
for courage and for generosity and for recsolution in the face of terrvor.
~ And then he said, "Freedom means the supremscy of human rights every-
where. Our support goes to those who struggle to gain those rights--

{4

or keep them,'

80



81

Wendell Willkie, Franklin Roosevelt's opponent in the campaign of
1940, shared his belief that freedom could not be founded only on
American shores or only for those whose skin is white. ''Freedom is an
indivisible word,” Wendell Willkie said. "If we want to enjoy it and
fight for it we must bhe prepared to extend it to everyone, whether they
are rich or poor, whether they agree with us or not, no matter what their
race or the color of their skin.”

That was Republican policy 25 years ago. It was Democratic policy
25 years ago. It is American policy here tonight.

Then how well have we done in our time in making the four freedoms
real for our people and for the other people of the world? Here in
America we accord every man the right to worship as he wills, I believe
we are more tolerant of sectional and religious and racial differences
than we were a quarter of a century ago. The majority of our people
believe that a gqualified man or woman, of any race, of any religion, of
any section, could hold any office in our land., This was oot so~-not
very clear at all in 1940. We are committed pow, however great the trial
and tension, to protecting the right of free expression and peaceful
dissent.

We have learned to despise the witch hunt, the unprincipled harass-
ment of & man's integrity and his right to be different. We have gained
in tolerance, and I am determined to use the high office I hold to pro-~
tect and to encourage that tolerance. I do not mean to say that I will
remain altogether silent on the critical issues of our day. For just as
Strongly as I believe in other men's freedom to disagree, so do I also

believe in the President's freedom to attempt to persuade,
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50 let me assure you and my fellow Americans tonight that I will do
everything in my power to defend both.

Twenty~five years ago freedom from want had the ring of urgency for
our people, The unemployment rate stood at 14.3 percent. Millions of
fmericans had spent the last decade in the breadiines or on farms where
the winds howled away any chance for a decent life.

anight there are still millions vhose poverty haunts our conscience.
There are still fathers without jobs, and there are still children with-
out hope. Yet for the vast majority of Americans these are times when
the hand of plenty has replaced the grip of want, And for the first time
in almost 9 years, tonight the unemployment.rate has fallen to 4 per cent,

Thig liberation from.want, for which we thank God;, is a testimony
to the enduring vitality of the American competitive system, the American
free enterprise sconomy. It is a testimony alsc to an enlightened public
poliey, established by Franklin Roosevelt and strengthened by every
administration since his death. That policy has freed Americans for more
hopeful and more productive lives.

It has relieved their fears of growing old=-by Sccial Security and
by medical care. It has inspired them with hope for their children by
aid to elementary and higher education. It has helped to create economic
opportunity by enlightened fiscal policies. It has granted to millions,
born into hopelessness, the chaance of a new start in life by publie works,
by private incentive, by poverty programs. For the Negro American, it
has opened the door after centuries of enslavement and discrimination--
opened the doors to the blessings that America offers to those that are

willing and able to earn them.
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Thus we address the spirit of Franklin Roosevelt, 25 years aft

W

T
hig message to America and the worlid, with confidence and with an
unilagging determination. We have served his wvision of the four free-
doms essential to mankind--here in America.

Yet we know that he did not speak only for America., We know that
the four freedoms are not secure in America when they are violently
denied elsewhere in the world. We know, too, that it requires more
than speeches to resist the international enemies of freedom. We know
that men respond to deeds when they are deaf to words, Even the precious
word "freedom” may become empty to those without the means to use it.

For what does freedom mean when famine cloaks the land, when new
millions erowd upon already strained resources, when narrow privilege
is entrenched behind law and custom, when all conspires to teach men
that they cannot change the conditions of their lives?

1 do‘net need to tell you how five administrations have labored to
give real meaning to "freedom,” in a world where it is often merely a
phrase that conceals oppression and neglect.

Men in this room, men throughout America, have given their skills
and their treasure to that work. You have warned our people how insatia~
ble is aggression and how it thrives on human misery. You have carried
the word that, without the sense that we can change the conditions of
theiy lives, nothing can avail the oppressed of this earth--neither good
will, nor national sovereignty, nor massive grants of aid from their
more iortunafe brothers.

You have known, too, that men who believe they can change their'
destinies will change their destinies. Armed with that belief, they will

be willing--~yes, they will be eager--tc make the sacrifices that freedom



demands. They will be anxious to shoulder the responsibilitics that are
inseparably bound tp freedom, They will be ablie to look beyond the four
essential freedoms~-beyond to the freedom to learn, to master new skills;
to acquaint themselves with the lore of man and nature; to the freedom to
grow, to become the best that is within them to become, to cast off the
yoke of discrimination and digease; to the freedom to hope, and to build
on that hope lives of integrity and well-being.

This is what our struggle in Viet Wam is about tomight. This is what
our struggle for egual rights in this country is all about tonight. Ve
seek to create that climate, at home and abroad, where unlettered men
can learn, where deprived children can grow, where hopeless millions can
be inspired to change the terms of their existence for the better.

That cliwmate cannot be created where terror fills the air, Children
cannot learn, and men cannot earn their bread, and women c¢annot heal the
sick where the night of violence has blotted our the sun., Whether in the
cities and hamlets of Viet Nam, or in the ghettoes of our own cities,
the struggle is the same. That struggle is to end the violeunce against
the human mind and body, so that the work of peace may be done aund the
fruits of freedom may be won.

We are pitting the resources of the law, of education and training,
of our vision and our compassion against that violence here in America.
And we shall end it in our time.

On the other side of the earth we are no less committed to ending
violence against men who are struggling tonight to be free, It is about
that commitment that I have come here to speak now,

Tonight in Viet Nem more than 200,000 of your young Americans stand

there fighting for your Ireedom., Tonight our people are determined that



these men shall have whatever help they need and that their cause, which
is our cause, shall be sustained.

But in these last days there have been questions about what we are
doing in Viet Nam, and these questions have been answered loudly and
clearly for every citizen to see and hear. The strength of America
can never be sapped by discussion, and we have no better nor stronger
tradition than open debate, free debate, in hours of danger. We believe,
with Macaulay, that men are never so likely to settlie a guestion rightly
ag when they discusg it freely. We are united in our commitment to free
discussion. 80 also are we united in our determination that no foe any~
where should ever mistake our srguments for indecision, nor cur debates
for weakness.

So what are the questions that are still being asked?

First, some ask if this is a war for unlimited objectives. The
answer is plain, The answer is "No."

Our purpose in Viet Nan is to prevent the success of aggression.

It is not conquest; it is not empire; it is not foreign bases; it is not
domination., It is, simply put, just to prevent the forceful conquest of
South Viet Nam by North Viet Nam.

Becond; some people ask if we are caught in a blind escalaticn of
force that is pulling ug headlong toward a wider war that no one wants.
The answer, again, is a simple "No.”

We are using that force and only that force that is necessary to
stop this aggression. Our fighting men are in Viet Nam because tens of
thousands of invaders came south before them, Our numbers have inecreased
in Viet Nam because the aggression of others had increased in Viet Nam,

The high hopes of the aggressor have been dimmed and the tide of the
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battle has been turned, and our meagured use of force will and must be
eontinued. But this is prudent firmness under what I believe is careful
control, There is not, and there will not be, 2 mindless escalation.

Third, others ask if ocur fighting men are to be denied the help they
veed. The answer, again, is and will be a resounding "No."

Our great military establishment has moved 200,000 men across
10,000 miles since last spring. These men have; and Wili have, all they
need to fight the aggressor. They have already performed miraéles in
combat:. The men behind them have worked miracles of supply, building new
ports, transporting new eqnipment, opening new roads. The American
forces of freedom are strong tonight in South Viet Nam, and we plan to
keep then so.

A8 you know, they are led there by a brilliant and resourceful
commander, General William €. Westmoreland. He knows the needs of war,
and he supports the works of peace. And when be asks for more Americans
to help the men that he has, his requests will be immediately studies and,
as I promised the nation last July, his needs will be immediately met.

Fourth, some ask if our men go alone to Viet Nam, if we alone
respect our great commitment in the Southeast Asia treaty. Still again,
the answer ig a simple "No.”

We have seven allies in SEATO, and we have seen five of them give
us vital support, each with his own strength and in his own way, to the
cause of freedom in Southeast Asia,

Fifth, some ask about the risks of a wider war, perhaps against the

]

vast land armies of Red China, And again the answer is "No," never by
any act of ours--and not if there is any reason left behind the wild

words from Peking.
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We have threatened no one, and we will not. We seek the end of no
regime, and we will not. Our purpese is solely to defend against aggres-
sion. To any armed attack we will reply. We have measured the strength
and the weakness of others, and we think we know our own., We obgerve in
ourselves, and we applaud in others, a careful restraint in setion., Ve
ean live with anger in word as long as it is matched by caution in deed,

Sixth, men ask if we rely on guns alone. 8Still again, the ansver
is "No,"

From our Honolulu meeting, from the clear pledge which joins us with
our allies, there has emerged & common dedication to the peaceful progress
of the people of Viet Nam-~to schools for their children, to care for
their health, to hope and bounty for their iand.

The Vice President returned tonight from his constructive and very
highly successful visit to Saigon and to other capitals, and he tells me
that he and Ambassador [Henry Cabot’] Lodge have found a new conviction
and purpose in South Viet Nam-~for the hattle against want and injustice
as well as the battle against aggression.

Bo the pledge of Honolulu will be kept, and the pledge of Baltimore
stands open—-~to help the men of the noxth when they have the wisdenm to
be ready.

We Awericans must understand how fundamental is the meaning of this
second war~-the war on want. I talked on my ranch last fall with
Secretary [Orville] Freeman, the Secretary of Agriculture, and in my
office last week with Secretary [John W,] Gardner, Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare, making, over and over again, the same central
peint: The breeding ground of war is human misery. If we are not to

fight forever in faraway places-—-in Europe, or the far Pacific, or the
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jungles of Africa, or the suburbs of Santo Domingo--than we just must
learn to get at the foots of violence. As a‘nation we must mégnify ouy
struggle against world hungex and illiteracy and disease. We must bring
hope to men whose lives now end at two score or less. Because without
that hope, without progress in this war on want, we will be called on
again to fight again and again, as we are fighting tonight. |

Seventh, men ask who has a rigﬁt #o rule in South Viet_Nam. Cur
answer there is what it has béen for 200 years. The people must have
this right-~the South‘ Yietnamese people~-~and no one elge, |

Washington will not impose upon the peoﬁle of South Viet Nam a
government not of their choice, Hanol shall not impose upon the people
of South Viet Nam a government not‘of‘their choice. Bo we»will insist
for ourselves on what we require from Hanoi: respect for the principle
of go?ernment by the consent of the governed. We stand for self-
determination~-for free elections--and we will honor their result,

Eighth, men ask if we are neglecting any hopeful chance of peace,
And the answer is "No."

A great servant of peace, Becretary Pean Rusk, has sent the message
of peace on every wi;e and by every hand to every continent. A great‘
pleader for peaéé here with us tonight, Ambassador Arthur Goldberg,.has
worked at home and abroad in this same cguse. Their undiscouraged
efforts will conmtinue.

How much wiser it would have heen, how much more compassionate toward
its own people, if Hanoi had omly come to the bargaining table at the
close of the year. Then the 7,000 communist troops who have died in battle
since Januvary the first, and the many thousands who have been wounded

in that same period,; would have lived in peace with their fellow men.
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Today, as then, Hanol has the opportunity to end the increasiag toll
the war is taking on those under its command.

Ninth,; some ask how long we must bear this burden., To that question,
in all honesty, 1 can give you no answer tonight.

During the battle of Britain, when that nation stood alone in 1940,
Winston Churchill gave no answer to that question. When the forces of
freedom were driven from the Philippines, President Roosevelt could not
and did not name the date that we would return.

If the aggressor persists in Viet Nam, the struggle may well be
long., ©Our men in battle know and they accept this hard fact. We who
are at home can do as much, because there is no computer that can tell
the hour and the day of peace, but we de know that it will come only to
the steadfast and never to the weak in heart,

Tenth, and finally, men ask if it ig worth it. I think you know
that answer. It is the answer that Americans have given for a quarter
of a century, wherever American strength has been pledged to prevent
aggression,

The contest in Vielt Nam is confused and hard, and many of its forms
are new, Yet our American purpocse and policy are unchanged., Our men in
Viet Nam are there. They are there as Secretary Dillon Tformer Secretary
of the Treasury Douglés Eillonj told you, to keep a promise that was made
12 years ago. The Southeast Asis treaty promised, as Secretary John
Foster Dulles said for the United States, that "an attack upon the treaty
area would occcasion a reaction so united, so strong, and so well placed
that the aggressor would lose more than it could hope to gain,”

But we keep more than a specific treaty promise in Viet Nam tonight.

We keep the faith for freedom,
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Four Presidents have pledged to keep that faith.
The first was Franklin D, Roosevelt, in his State of the Union
nessage 25 yearg ago. He said:

« + + We are commitied to the proposition that principles of
morality and considerations for our own security will never permit
us to acquiesce in a pveace dictated by aggressors and spongored by
appeasers. We know that enduring peace cannot be bought at the
cost of other people's freedon,

The second was Harry 8. Truman, in 1947, at a historic turning
point in the history of guerrilla warfare--and of Greece, Turkey, and
the United States. These were his words then:

I believe that it must be the policy of the United States to
support free peoples who are resisting attempted subjugation by
armed minorities or by outside pressures,

I believe that we must assist free peoples to work out their
own destinies in their own way.

The third was Dwight D, Eisenhower, in his firet Inaugural address,

He promised this:

Realizing that common sense and common decency alike dictate the
futility of appeasement; we shall never try to placate an aggresser
by the false and wicked bargain of trading honor for security.
Americans, indeed, all free men, remember that in the final choice
a2 soldier’s pack is not so heavy 2 burden as & prisoner’s chains.

And then 5 years ago, John F, Keunedy, on the cold bright noon of
his first day in office, proclaimed:

Let the word go forth from this time and place, to friend and foe
alike, that the torch has been passed to & new generation of Americans— -~
bora in this century, temperved by war, disciplined by & hard and
bitter peace, proud of our ancient heritage-~and unwilling to witness
or permit the slow undoing of thoge human rights to which this
nation has always been committed, and teo which we are c@mmltted
today at home and around the world.

Let every nation know, whether it wishes us well or ill, that we
shall pay any price, bezr any burden, meet any hardship, support any
friend, oppose any foe to assure the survival and the success of
liberty. .

This is the American tradition, Built in free discussion, proven

on a hundred battlefields, rewarded by a progress at home that has no
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match in history, it beckons us forward tonight to the work of peace in
Viet Nam. We will build freedom while we fight, and we will seek peace
every day by every honorable means, But we will persevere along the high,
hard road of freedom. We are too old to be foolhardy and we are too
young to be tired. We are too strong for fear and too determined for
retreat,

Bach evening when I retire, I take up, from a bedside table, reports
from the battlefront and reports from the capitals around the worid. They
tell me how our men have fared that day in the hills and the valleys of
Viet Ham. They tell me what hope there secems to be that the message
of peace will be heard and that this tragic war may be ended. I have
read of individual acts of heroism, of dedicated men and women whose
valor matches that of any generation that has ever gone before. I read
of men risking their lives to save others, of men giving their lives to
save freedem. Always among these reports are a few letters from the men
out there themselves, If there is any doubt among some here at home
about our purpose in Viel Nam, I never Ifind it reflected ia those
letters from Viet Nam.

Our soldiers, our marines, our airmen, and our sallors know why they
are in Viet Nam. They know, as five Presidents have known, how insep-
arably bound together are America's Ifreedom and the freedom of her
friends around the world.

So tonmight leét me read you a letter that I received from an American
father, a warm friend of mine of many years, about his son, a young Army
captain. He said:

I have never known a man at war who showed less bravado in his

communications with home, When he was not flying missions in his
helicopter or werking out of the battalion headquarters, he and
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some of his buddies on their own visited the orphanages as individuals

and played with the kids., He was deeply interested in the Viet-

namese people, particularly the peasants, and he told me how gorely
they wanted, more than anything else, to just be left alone in some
semblance of freedom to grow their rice and to raize their families,

This good young American,; as thousands like him, was not on the other

side of the world fightiung specifically for you or for me,

Mr. President, He was fighting in perhaps our oldest American

tradition, taking up for people who are being pusbed around.

The young captain described in this letter is dead tonight, but his
spirit lives in the 200,000 young Americans who stand out there on free~
dom's frontier in Viet Nam. It lives in their mothers and in their
fathers here in America, who have proudly watched ithem leave their homes
for their distant struggle.

S0 tonight I ask each citizen to join me, to join me in the homes
and the meeting places ocur men are fighting to keep free, in a prayer
for their safety.

I ask you to join me in a pledge to the cause for which they fight--
the cause of human freedom to which this organization ig dedicated. I
ask you for your help, for your understanding, and for your commitment,
so that this united people may show forth to all the world that America

has not ended the only struggle that is worthy of man's unceasing

sacrifice~~the struggle to be free,



APPENDIX B
THE NASHVILLE ADDRESS

Remarks of the President at a
_ Joint Session of the
Tennesses Stake Legislature,

Mareh 15, 1967,

Ligutenant Governor Durell, Speaker Tummings, Goveraor Ellington,
distinguished members of the Legislature, and my friends:

It iz always a very specigl privilege and pleasure for me to vigit
Tennesgses.

For a Texan, it is like homecoming, because much of the courage snd
hard work that went into the building of the Soutbwest came from the
hills and fields of Tenuessee. It strengthened the sinews of thou-
sands of men-~at the Alamo, &t San Jacinto, and at the homes of our
nioneer people.

This morning, I visited the Hermitage, the historic home of Andréw
Jackson. Two centuries have passed since that most American of all
Americans was born. 'The world has changed a great deal since his day.
Put the guialities which sustain men and nations in positions of leader-
ship have nolt changed.

In our time, as in Andrew Jackson's, freedom hss its price.

In our time, as in his, higtory congpires to test the American will.

In our time, as in Jackson's time; ceurage and vision; and the

willingness to sacrifice, will sustain the cause of Ifreedom.
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This generation of Americans is making its imprint on history. It
is making it in the fierce hills and the sweltering jungles of Viet Han.
1 think most of our citizens--after a véry penetrating debate which is our
democratic heritage--bave reached a common understanding on the meaniag
and on the objectives of that struggle.

Before ! discuss the specific questions that remain at issue, 1
should like to veview the points of widespread agreement.

It was two years ago that we were forced to choose, forced to make
a decision between major commitments in defense of South Viet Nam or
retreat--the evacuation of more than 25,000 of our troops, the collapse
»f the Republic of Viet Hsm in the face of subversion and external
assault.

Andrew Jackson would never have been surprised at the choice we
made,

We chose a course in keeping with American tradition, in keeping
with the foreign policy of at least three administrations, with the
expressed will of the Cangress of the United States, with our solemn
obligations under the SBocutheast Asimn Treaty, and with the interest of
146 million South Vietnamese who had no wish fo live under communist
dondination.

Lo our comidtment in Viet FNen reqguired more men and more equipment,
some volces were ralsed in opposition. The administration was urged to
disengage, to find an excuse to abandon the effort.

These eries came despite growing evidence that the defense of Viet
Fam held the key to the peolitical and economic future of free Asia. The

£

stakes of the struggle grew correspondingly,



It beeame clesr that 1f we were prepared to stay the course in Viet
Nam, we could help te lay the cornerstone for a diverse and independent
Agin, full of promise and resolute in the cause of peaceful econonlic
development for her long~suffering peoples.
| But if we faltered, the forces of chaos would scent victory and
decades of strife and aggression would stretch endlessly before us,

The choice was elear. Ve would stay the course. We shall stay the
course.

I think most Americans support this fundemental decision., Most of
us remember the fearful cost of ignoring aggression. Most of us have
cast aside the illusion that we can live in an affluent fortress while
the world slides into chaos.

I think we have all reached broad agreement on our basic objectives
ip Viet Nam,

Firgt, an honorable peace, that will leave the people of South Viet
Nam free to fashion thelyr own political and ecénomic institutions without
fear of terror or intimidation from the north.

Second, & Southeast Asias in which all countries~-including a poaceful
North Viet Wam--apply their scarce resources to the real problems of their
people:r combating hunger, ignorance, and diseases.

1 have said many, many times, that nothing would give us greater
pleasure than fo invest our own resources in the constructive works of
peace rather than in the futile destruction of war.

Third, & concrete demounstration that aggression across internaticnal
frontiers or demarcation lines is no longer an acceptable means of

politicsl change,
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There is, ¥ think, a general agreement among Americans on the things
that we do not want in Viet Nam.

We do ﬁat want permanent bases. We will begin with the witkdrawal
of our tr@ogs on a reagsonable schedule vhonever reciprocal concessions
are fortheoming from our adversary.

| ¥We do not seek to impose our political beliefs upon South Viet Nam.
Gur republic rests upon & briék commerce in ideas, We will bé happy to
see free conpetition in the intellectual marketplace whenever North Viet
Ham is willing to shift the confliet from the battlefield to the ballst
box.

B0, these are the broad principles on which most Americans agree,

On a less genersl level, however, the cvents and frustrations of
these past few difficult weeks have inspired z number of duestions about
our Viet Ram policy in the minds and hearts of a good many of our citizens,
Teday,‘here in this historical chamber; I want to deal with some of those
questions that figure most promivently in the press and in sope of the
letters which reach a President’'s desk,

Many Americans are confused by the barrsge of information about
military engagements. They long for the capsule summary which has kept
tabs on our previous wars, & line on the map that divides friend frem foe,

Precisely what, they ask, is our military situation; and vhat are
the prospects of victory?

The first answer is that Viet Naem is aggression in a new guise, ag
far removed from ftrench warfare as the rifle from the longbow, This fa a
war of infiltration, of subversion, of ambush. Pitched battles are very

rare, snd oven more raxely are they deecisive.
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Today, move than 1 million men from the Republic of Viet Nam and its
six allies are engaged in the order of battle,

Pespite continuing increases in Norxrth Viet Nam 1n£iltra£i9n,bthis
strengthening of allied forces in 1866 under the brilliant leadership of
General Westmoreland, was instrumental in reversing the whole course
ol this war.

-~ We estimate that 53,000 North Vietnamese and Viet Cong were
killed in 1966, compared with 35,000 the previous year. More were
vounded, and more than 20,000 defected.

-~ By contrast, 9,500 South Vietnpamese, more than 5,000 Americans,
and 600 from other allied forces were killed in action,

~~ The Vietnanese Army achieved a 19866 average of two weapons
eaptured from the Viet Cong to every one lost, a dramatic turn around
from the préevious two years.

-» Allied forces have nade several successful sweeps thrOugh
terrvitories thet woere formerly considered Viet Cong sanctuaries only a
short time spgo. These operations not only cost the enemy large numbers
of mon and weapons, but are very damaging to hig morale.

What does all of thig mean? Will the North Vietnsmese change their
tactics? Will there be less infiltration of main units? Will thére be
more of guerilla worfare?

 The actual truth is we just don't lhuow.

What we do khow is that General Vestmoreland's strategy is producing
vesults, that our military situation has substantially improved, that our
militaxry success has pormitted the groundwork to be laid for a pacification

program which is the lopg-run key to an independent South Viet Nam.
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Since February, 1965, our military operations have included selec-
tive bombing of military targets in Rorth Viet Nam. Our purposes are
three,

== To back ouyr Ifighting men by denying the enemy a sanctuaryy

- Tb,exéct a penalty against North Viet Ham for her flagrant
violations of the Geneva Accords of 1954 and 19862;

~= To limit the flow, or to substantially increase the cosgt of
infiltration of men and materiel from Noxth Viet Nam.

Our intelligence counfirms that we have been successful.

Yet, some of our people object strongly to this aspect of our
peliecy. Must we qub, many people will ask. Does it do any military
good? Is it congistent with America’s limited objectives? Is it an
inbuman act that is aimed at civilians?

On the question of military utility, I can only report the firm
belief of the SBecretary of Defense, the Joint Chicefs of Staff, the Central
Intelligence Agency, General Westmoreland and ocur commanders in the field,
and all the sources of information and advice available to the Commander-
in~Chief and that is that the bombing is causing serious digruption and
is bringing about added burdens to the North Vietnamese infiltration effort.

We know, for example, that belf a million people are kept busy just
repaiving damage to bridges, roads, rallroads, and other gtrategic
facilities, and in 2ir and coastal defense and wepair of power plants.

I also want to say categorically that it is not the position of the
Anevican Government that the bombing will be deeisive in getting Hanoi to
abandon aggression. It has, however, created very serious problems for
them, The best indication of how substantial ig the fact that they ave
working so hard every day with all their friends throughout the world to

try to get us to stop,
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The bombing is entirely consistent with Americe's limited objectives
in South Viet Nom, The gtrength of communist nmain-force unite in the south
is clearly based on their infiltration from the north, I think it is simply
unfair to our American soldiers, sallors, and marines and our Vietnamese
allies to ashk thenm to face increascd cunemy perscnnel and fire power
without makiag an effort to try to reduce that infiltration.

As to bombing civilians, I would simply say that we are making an
gffort that is uaprecedented in the bistory of warfare to be suré that
we do act. It iz our poliey to bomb military targets omly.

We have meveyr deliberately bombed c¢itics, nor attacked any target
with the purpose of inflicting civilian casualties,

Ve hasten to add, however, that we recogunize, and we regret, that
some people, even after warning, are living and vorking in the vicinity
of miiitary targets and they bave suffered.

We are also top aware that men and machines are not infallible, and
that sone mistakes do occur.

put our record on thils account is, in ny opianion, highly defensible,

Look for & woment at the record of the other side,

Any civilien casualtics that result f{rom our operations are inadver-
teunt, in stark contrast to the calculated Viet Cong policy of systematiec
terror,

Tens of thousands of ionocent Vietnamese civilians have been killed,
tortured,; aund hidnopped by the Viet ﬂong; There is no doubt‘ahout the
deliberate nature of the Viet Cong program. One need only note the
frequency with which Viet Cong victims are village leaders, teachers,
health workers, end others who are trying to carry out constructive

programs for their people.
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Yet, the deeds of the Viet Cong =0 largely unnoted in the public
debate. It is this moral double bookkeeping which makes us get sumetimes
very weary of oux eritics.

But there is ansther guestion that we should answer: Wiy don't we
stop bombing to make it casier to begin negotiations?

The guswer is a sinple one:

-<We stopped for five days and 20 hours in May 1965, Representatives
of Hanoi simply returned our message in a plain cavelope,

~=le stopped bombing for 36 days and 15 hours in December 1965 and
January 1986, Hanoi only replied: A political settlement of the Viet
Nam problem can be envisaged only when the United States Governmeat has
accepted the four-point stand of the Government of the Democratic’
Bepublic of Viet Nam, has proved this by actuasl deeds, has stopped
unconditionally and for good its air raids and all other acts of war
against the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam.”

~--Only last month we stopped bombing for five days and 18 hours,
after many prior weeks in which we'had éommunicated to them several
possible routes to peace, any one of which America was prepared to take,
Their response, as you kunow, delivered to His Holinmess the Pope, was
this: The United States “must put an end to thelr aggressien im Viet
Nam, end unconditionally and definitively the bombing and all other acts
of war agalnst the Democratic Republic of Viet Nam, withdraw from South
Viet Nam all American and satellite froeps, recognize the South
Vietnamese National Froat for Liberation, and let the Vietnamese people
settle themselves their own affairs.”

That is where we stand today.
They have three tiﬁes rejected & bombing pause as a means to open

the way to ending the war, and go together to the negotiating table,
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The tragedy of South Viet Nam is not limited to casualty lists.

There is much tragedy in the story of a nation at war for nearly a
generation, It is the story of economliec stagnation. It is the story of
a generation of young men-~the flower of the labor force~—-pressed into
wilitary service by one side or the other.

No one denies that the survival of South Viet Nam is heavily
dependent upon early economic progress.

My nmost recent and my most hopeful report of progress in this area
came from an old Iriend of Tennessee, of the Tennessee Valley Authority--
Bavid Lilienthal, who recently went as my representative to Viet Nam to
begin to work with the Vietnamese people on economic planning for that
area.

He reported-~and with some surprise, I might add--~that he discovered
an extraordinary air of confidence smong the farmers, village leaders,
trade unionists, and the industyrialists, He concluded that theiy econcmic
behavior suggests "that they think they know how all of this is going to
come out,”

Mr, Lilienthal also said that the South Vietnamese wére among the
hardeét warking people that he had seen in developing countries around
the world, that "to have been through 20 years of war and still have this
amount of *zip' aimost ensures their long-term economic development.”

Mr. Lilienthal will be goinpg with me to Guam Saturday night to tallk
with our new leaders about the plans he will try to institute there.

Gur AID programs are supporting the drive toward this sound economy.

But none of these economic accomplishments will be decisive by itself,
And no economic achievement can substitute for a strong and free political

structure.,
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We cannct huild such a structure~-beécause only the Vietunamese con do
that.

I think they are buildiang it. 4s I am talkiag to you here, a freely
elected constituent assembly iun Saigon is now wrestling with the last
details of a new coustitution, oae which will bring tho Republic of Viet
Manm to full nmembership z2mong the democratie snations of the worlid,

We expect that constitution to be completed this month.

In the midst of war, they have bLeen building for peace and justice.
That is a remarkable accomplishsient in the annals of mankind,

Ambassador Henry Cabot Lodge, who has served us with such great
distinction, is coming to the end of his second distinguished tour of
duty in Baigon. |

To replace him, I am draiting as our Ambassador to the Goverameat aof
Viet Ham, Mr, Ellsworth Bunker--able and devoted, full of wisdom and
experience acquired on five continents cver many yeara,

As his Deputy, I aw nominating and recalling from Pakisgtan,

Mr. Zugene Locke, our young and very vigorous Ambassador to Pakistan.

To drive forward with a sense of urgency the work in pacification
in Viet Nam, I am sending Fresidential Assistant Robert Komer,

To strengthen General Westmoreland in the intensive operations that
he will be conducting in the months ahkead, I am assigning to him additional
top~flight military personnel, the best that the country has Deen able
to provide.

B0 you can be confident that in the moanths ahead we shall have at
work in Baigon the ablest, the wisest, the most tenacious, and the most

experienced team that the United States of America can mount.



103

In viev of these decigiong and in view of the meetings that will take
place this weekend, I thought it wise to invite the leaders of South Viet
Kam to join us in Guam for a part of our discussions, if it were con-
venient for them: I am gratified fo be informed that they have accepted
our invitation.

I should also like for you to know that the representatives of all
the countries that are contributing troops in Viet Nam will be coming to
Washington for April 20 and 21 meetings for a general appraisal of the
situation that exists.

This brings me to my final point, the peaceful and juét world that
we all seek.

We have just lived through another flurry of rumors of "peace
feelers.”

Our years of dealing with this problem have taught us that peace
will not come easily.

The problem is a very simple onet 1t takes two te negotiate at &
peace table and Hanoi has just simply refused ¢o consider coming to a
peace table.

I don't believe that our own position on peace negotiations can be
stated any more clearly than I have stated it many times ia the pasti-~or
that the distinguished Secretary of State, Mr. Rusk, or Ambassador
Goldberg, or any number of other officials have stated it in every forum
that we could find.

I do want to repeat‘tu you this afternoon~-and through you to the
people of Ameriﬁa—-the essentials now, lest there be amy doubts.

-~ United States representatives are ready at any time for discus~

giong of the Viet Nam problem or any related matter, with any government
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or goveraments, i: there is any reason to believe that these discussions
wiil iﬁ any wayvseriously advange the cause of peace,

=~ We are prepared to go more than halfway and t¢ use any avesue
possible to encourage such discussions. And we have done that at every
opportunity.

We believé that the Geneva Accords of 19354 and 1962 could serve as
the central clements of a peaceful settlement., These accords provide, in
essence, that both South and North Viet Nam should be free from external
interference; while at the same time they would be free independently to
determine their positions on the dquestion of reunification.

We also stand ready to advance toward a reduction of hestilities,
without prior agreement. The road to peace could go from deeds to
discussions, or it could start with discussians‘and go to deeds,

We are ready to take either route, We are ready to move on both
of them,

Reciprocity must be the fundamental principle of any reduction in
hostilities. The United Btates cannot and will not reduce its activities
unless and until there is some reduction on the other side. To follow any
other rule would be to violate the trust that we undertake when we ask a
man to risk his life for his country.

We will negotiate a reduction of the bombing whenever the Government
of North Viet Mam is ready and there are almost innumerable avenues of
communication by which the Govermment of North Viet Nam can make their
readiness known.

To ;his date and this hour, there has been no sign of that readiness,

Yet, we must--and we will--keep trying.



195

As 1 spesk to you today, Secretary Rusk and our representatives
throughout the world are on a constant alert. Hundreds and hundreds of
quiet diplomatic conversations, free from the glare of front-page head-
lines, or of klieg lights, are being held and they will be held on the
posgibilities of bring poace to Viet Nam.

Governor Averell Harriman, with 25 years of experience of trouble-
shooting on the most difficult international problems that America has
ever had, is carrying out my iunstructions that every pogsible lead,
however slight it may first appear, from any spurce, public or private,
ghall be followed up,

Let me conclude by saying this: I so much wish that it were within
my power to assure thet all those in Hanol could hear one sinple message--—
dmerica is committed to the defense of South Viet Nam until zn honorable
peace can be negotiated,

If this one communication getsvthrough and its rational impiications
are drawn, we should be at the table tomorrow., It would be none too soon
for vg., Then hwndreds of thousands of Americans--as brave as any wvho ever
took the field for thelr country--could come bachk home.

And the man who could lead them back is the man whom you trained
and sent from here, ocur own beloved, brilliant General "Westy”
Westmoreland, As these heroes came back to their homes, millions of
Vietnamese could begin to make a decent life for themgelves and their
families without feéear of terrorism, without fear of war, or witheout fear
of communist enslavement.

That is what we are working and fighting for. Ve must not-~we shall
not=<~apd we will not--fail,

Thank you,
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