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REMARKS BY SEFNATOR EDMUND S. MUSKIE
HEMORIAL HIGH SCHOOL, MANCEESTER N.H.
FEBRUARY 11, 1972
I vant to speak to you about an issue that's reloted to today's news because I
know you're intereated. You've made that clear, you and high school senlors of
the last six or sevon years, as well as college students. And so I'd like to
talk to you about it and something that happencd. yestorday and relate it,

if I can, to you.

Within the past fow days, indeed last woek, Seoretary of State Rogers accused
ne of undermining the natioral interest. A few days later, Mr. Haldeman, who
is one of the President's chief aldos in the Vhite Bouse, said that those of
us who were critical of the war were guilty of "consciously aiding and abetting
the ecnemy." And then yesterday Herbert G. Klein, who'is President Nixon's come
runications director, said that I am~=referring to me by name--am toylng with
the lives of both Americans and Asians by criticizing Nixon's Vietnam peace
proposal. And these are Just threo of several attacks that have been launched
by the Attorney General yesterday, by tho chairman of tho Repubdblican National
Committec, by tho Ropublican leader in the Senate, the Republican leader in
the House of Representatives, and other Republican Senators and Congressman
all across the board. And tomorrow, Lincoln's Day, I understand, is going to

be used by HRepublican orators across the country for the same purpose. thy?

Well, because I made a speech, less than two woaks agoeesarly last weeke—in
which I said our policy in Vietnam ought to be aimed at two odbjectives, two
simple objectives. First, that we should set a definite date for tho withdrawl of
gll _qQurforces—-Army, ifavy, and Aire—and that we should end all our bombing
eotivity and other military activity in Indochina, dependent only upon the re~
turn of our prisoners of war and the safety of our troops as they pulled out.
Socondly, that wo should urge the government in Saigon to mske a political
accommodation with all of the elements of their society; because I did not
believo the war could end until that lkind of a political accommodation is

made. ind I 4id not believe that tho Amorican people would continue to support

the war, eithor by our presence there or by our proxy after we lecave.
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Those - two points of viow, which I stated early last weok,have provoked
this onslaught of oriticism and attack. Is it right to criticisze government
policy on the war? Does it contribute to sound public policy? Is it responsi-
ble for the President's opposition to raise questions about his policy? Wll,
I suggost that one answer to that question lies in Mr. Hixon's own attitude
about the war and his right to criticize it before he became President. So I'd
1ike to read to you some things ho said about our policy in Southeast Asia be-

fore he became President, while ho was a candidate.

He said, for example, in 1965, in January of 1965--and the eituation of the
govornment in Saigon was tery precarious, the question of g!oa'j:or American
involvement was just beginning to be discussed, and the question of whether
or not we ought to send combat forces for the first time was being asked--so,
it was very proecarious, and this is vhat candidate Nixon had to say: "We are
losing the war in Vietnam. If our strategy is not changed, we'll de thrown
out in a matter of nonths, co;.'teinly within the yecar."

Well, thon a year and a half later, in the midst of the Congressional eleo-
t.‘:.ona of 1966,-he mada tw0 other statements just a month apart. The first one
vas this: "I am convinced that the war effort will bo served by a subatantial
increase in the Americans availadble on the ground, and by a substantial in-
orease in the cir énpablility.'.In other words, he was urging upon President
Johnson an increase in American involvement.  Vithin .the next month, it was
apparent that that increase was coming, I gather, but a month later, this was
what candidate Nixon had to say: “There is a grave danger at the present time
that the administration will go overboard in increasing American forces in
Vietnam." Hov thosc two confliciing statements, at a time vhen our govermment
was considering changes in policy, surely were not regarded by President Johne
gon as helpful statements in tho ‘eonduet.of wan..

Then there was somethiirgthat candidate Nixon said here in Now Hampshire four
years ago, in the course of the Presidential primary four years ago. He said,
“T pledge to you the new leadership will end the war and win the peace in the
Pacifio." Vhen he vas asked the details on how tho new leadership would do
that, first ho held out the promise that he would discuss his ideas in the
course of the campaign, later said it wouldn't be appropriate until after the

election, holding out the hope to the govermment in Saigon, to the government
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in North Vietnam, that if they 4idn't 1like our policles, all they had to do
‘vas wait until ho was elected, until he became President.

Now,if I was guilty of undermining the national intexest by offering my own
idscas about how to conduct our peace negotiations, then surely he was under-

mining the national interest in offering his suggestions as to how to conduct

,, the war. If I wos guilty of consciously alding and abetting the ememy by ori-

ticizing our policies lest week, then surely he was guilty of consciously
aiding and abetting the enamy vhen ho oriticised our policies for cond.hcting
the war. If I am guilty of toying with the lives of Americans and Asians

by offering my ovm ideas, surely, then,he must have been toying with the

‘1ives of Americans and Asians by offering his ideas.

‘Really, vhat is the @ifferonce? let moe refer to scmething I've already read.

Botween saying that 1f we continued our strategy for conducting the war that
we wvould be throwm out of Southeast Asia, and my saying that if we contloue
our present strategy for negotiations in Paris, that our involvement in the
var would be prolonged indefinitely. It's tho same basic point.

But now, let me bake myself clear. I am not saying that in 1965 and 1966 and
1968 that the President was undermining our national interest, nor did I

- say o0 at the time. I am not eaying that ho was foying with the lives of

Americans and Asians and I did not say so at tho time., And I'm not eaying
that he was consciously eiding and abetiing the enamy nor am I.,.nod 4id I

_say so at tho time. I think what 1s cloar as this tragic war has unfolded,

that dissent has beon useful in turning our policy around, away froms the
direction of escalation, at least in the direction of withdrawl, If dissont
had not started here in New Hampshire four years ago-and grown, the posei-
hilities ave, among other things, that Ifr. Nixon would never have been

. aleoted President an hias promise to end the war. If dissent had not started

- ‘here in Yew Hampshire, we might well be still involved in Vietnam to the

- -....came extent as we were four years ago. If dissent ‘had not reacted against

- our involvemont in Cambodia, we might still be there with our own troops

fighting emd dying. If dissent had not reacted against the incursion in
lacs last winter, wo might well be there with our om troops fightdng and

dying-in that war as well.
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So dissent has been 2 healthy influence upon our policy. Now, why did I cri-
ticize the Preaident a week ago? For the sake of criticism? No. Because I
thought it was important to focus public attention on some aspects of his
latost peace proposal. First he told us, in that speech two weeks ago, that
he had been undertaking private negotiations with the other side in Paris for
30 months. And did he tell us that they had succeeded as he had promised here
in New Hampshire in '687 No, he told us they had failed, He told us his ne~
gotiations had failed. Secondly, did he offer us a new proponal for peace

two weeks ago as he implied? No, he told us that that proposal had been offered
three months earlier and had been ignored——in: 0ther words, rejected--by the
North Vietnamese. And yot, he was agsking us to treat this proposal as though
it were new, thus giving many Americans the hope that maybe with a new ini-
tiative, there was some hope of ending the war. But the fact is that, by his
own words, it wasn't new. It was a three month old proposal that had already
been rejected because it waa ignored privately, and which has since been re=
jected publicly. And I say to you that I read the mood of our American peo-
ple gseross this country. They want this war ended, and a proposcl that is
already failed simply isn't good enough. And that the American people expect
those of us who have a voice and a responsibility in connection with our
policies, to contribute to the making of a new policy which has scme chance
of ending the war. That's why I spoke out last week. If I had been convinced
that it was & new policy representing a significant new direction or new steps
forward, I would have been perfectly willing to give it a chance befoee crie
ticizing. But it's clear that it wasn't new, that it was all that had been
rejected and yet, it was being held ocut by the Prceident as a new proposal

to buy him time to avoid offering a really new proposal for ending the war.

You're seniors in high scheool. You're shaping your attitudes, not only about
the war as an issue and other issues, but you're shaping your attitudes adout
what role citizens, Sem tors, Presidents, Congressmon have, what responsi-
bility they have with respect to public policy. How through most of our years
as a republic in a free society, we've enlarged public debate and discussion.
But often we slip back and in times of natidnal crlsis, always there's a tenw
dency to try to restrain dissent and disagreement in the interest of some-
body's view of vhat the public interest requires., So there's elways the dan~

ger, ever present in our society, that dissent can be stamped out, and stamped
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out at the wrong time, Vhat good does it do us to be free to speak, if there
are no critical isgues to speak to? Freedom of speech has been, you lmow,
something we enjoy but it doesn't relate in such times to’ the critieal poli.-
cies that shape our country'e future. The...If woe are to be free to spesk
only when it's meaningless, and if our freedom to speak is to be stamped out
only vhen thero is something to talk about, thon free speech is meaningless.
So we've got to be froe to speak to these critical issues that bear upon
peace and war,lifo gnd dcdthphat happens to the ideals and the hopes and the
lives of our young people., That's when we really need to be free to speak
out, and that's whon wo must have the courage to speak out.

Of course, there's & price that we pay for this privilege of free specch.
Other nations without the same privilege observe vhat wo're saying, hear it,
are exposed to our disagroements and our differencea. And that's not comfor-
table. But that price is more than off-set by what we gain in the long Tun.
To speak out, of course, one must have an understanding of thoe issues that
are involved and tho values; have scme vision of what we think our future as
a country ought to be; what ought to be informod and enlightened, because
much of the disagrecment can be emotionsl and uninformed. So there's 2 heavy
responsibility that goes with freedom to speak., Wo ail ought to be conscious
of that; and Senators ought to be; and candidates for President ought to be.
But being conscious of the responsibility to speck in an informed and underw
standing way is not the same as stamping out tho right of other people to

speak out,

And if prosidential primaries like this one, vhich has such a great tradition,
in New Hampshire are to mean anything, anything more than a popularity cone
test, that meaning must dbe to provide a forum for the discussion of these

iasues,

Af3 spasyou listen to the Ropublifan oratory on Lincoln Day tamorrow, attacke
ing me and other candidates for president for criticising the war policies,
bear that in mind, I'll say this: I doubt that Abraham Lincoln would apprew
ciate that kind of an attack being made in his name, if I understand him at

all. He spoke out. He spoke out with courage and his leadership became a
{
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beacon to our country in a troubled tume. .ind his oritics spoke out. They
nade 1ifo uiserable for him from tius to tice, And he lived vith that bo-
cause ho balisved that thc underlying vitality of this country could take
that kind of debato and public discussion. And so I suggest that the Ropubli-
can orators tomorrow give & little thought to theo tradition of this great
Ropublican president vho, in my judgnont, vms more Democrat than Repudblican
anyuey, and roconsidor the full undorstanding of what the politieal process

in our country is all ebout.

You Imow, thoro's the story in llaine follllore about the out-of-stator vho

was troveling in llaino on a rainy day. He wvent dowm a side road which was

very muddy and came to a car with its vhools spinning in the mud and he stopped
and asked the driver, "“Are you stuck?” And the driver eaid, "Vell, I would be
if I was going anyvherc." Well, I think we might say that about lir. Nixon.
(SUSTATIED APPLAUSE)
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