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I have been asked to talk with you today about the enviromment. . .
the earth God made. Instead, I want to ask you to reflect with me on the
earth man has remade. For if what we mean by the enviromment is what we
have done to our land andd our lives, then half a world away, we have coame
dreadfully close to fulfilling the nightmare of Tacitus: "They have
made a desert and called it peace.”

Four years ago, this nightmare was first invoked to describe the
war in Vietnam. Since then, every year has been hailed as a year of
hope for peace. And every year, we have seen our hope turn to the
dust of new-made graves. América's leaders have been carried along on
a tide of illusion, convinced at first that we were right, comitted
still to making right a war we know is wrong. Wafightfora'nﬁlca-
believé victory in a real place and real pecple die each day.

The President gave us his latest solution last week, and he is
at a crossroads. The choice for the President is whether he will use
his dramatic armouncement t0 build political support for endless battle --
or whether he will seek to énd the fighting now. Those of us who are
out of power must welcame Administration proposals to move American
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course which attaches so many coniltlons to our leaving that it can only

¢ v _,rv;fi W
‘lemreuswherewearefm—wmmmmﬁghtarddiﬂkmﬁfma~

cause, but for a mistake -- looking to a future where more human beings
will suffer at our hands in a senseless and immoral conflict.
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Surely when we lock into cur own consciences, we must know that
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saving lives is mope :mortmt than saving face, And just as surely,

we must judge the President's polfqr’and*‘mr own by a single standard:
Can they bring American's soldiers and prisoners home fraom Vietnam?

Foy what we need is pot a reason to prolong the agony of war, but a way
. peace.

v v Mogk of us had hoped that this was what we would hear fram the
Pregident last week. We had hoped for news of future negotiations

that would succeed instead of past negotiations that have failed. We had
boped to see the Eresident remove the war as an election issue by stopping
the war befare the election,

But, again, .@s so often before, we find our hopes disappointed.

We have now had the time. to look closely at each of the eight pointsg
and-disten carefully to all of. the official explapations. We waited
for @ xesponse fram Hanoi. All we have heard, is harsh criticism of the
president's Plan, and their official pewspaper rejected it.on Saturday.

i « vwhy are we at an impasse? What has gur government really offerei
to thiy pther side? ;

Most Americans thougbt they heard the President agree to set a
date gertain for qur withdrawal. ' But it.is not the genuine date certain
so many Qf us bave urged upan him. He did pot offer to exchange
presence in Vietnam for the freedam of ocur prisoners. Instead, he laid

- more -



Page 3 --
down additional conditions. . . a general settlement of all outstanding
issues or a ceagefire in a1l of Indochina:

As part of the general settlement, the President guggested the
kind of élettions alréady rejected by the other aide — because they
such electicns will be “free®. . . the same promige that was made in
every American froposal of the 1960s: . . the same promise that was
broken in 1971, when we saw s0 clearly what we had purchased with our
treasure and"&ur blood: A démocratic regime so undemocratic that its
Presidential election was unfree, unfair, and uncontested, ‘This time,
General Thieu has volunteered to step down thirty days before the woting,
province, district, and village chiefs; the whole machinery and force
of gotermment. What opponent would then risk his liberty or even his
life in open opposition? How could anyone call such elections: free?

Ths President has also offered the kind of ceasefire already
rejected by the other ‘side -~ because it would strengthen pur side.

The Administration claims that the principle of a ceasefire has been
decsptad by their negotiators:as well as ours.  But the administration's
words cammot tonceal a plain reality. ﬂmxamrmt;ymuwaa-
fkeaspa:toﬁammmtmﬂmi:m—rﬂhid;mrgwm
rejects. The President propbses a.ceasefire on our texms — which

Hanoi rejects. Our 'kird of ceasefire would force the North Vietnamese

to withdraw theif farces in same unspecified fashion fram Sputh Vietnam,
Laos, and Cambodia. We are asking them to stop fighting and concede
Baigon's control owver most of the comntryside, abandoning their supporters
to the police power of an enemy regime.
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The Presiderit cdlled for just such a ceasefire in.his proposals
of October, 1970. His proposals were twrried down then. How could
anyofte expact ‘a similar ceasefire offer to be anything but a stumbling
block now? How could anyone expect Hanoi to settle for something which
must séem to them nothing more than a date certain for their own surrender?

In short, in the face of 'a frustrating deadlock, the President
has basically renumbered and reissued the proposals that have failed for
SiX géars. We are trying to win at the conferenmce table what we have not
won and cannot win on the battlefield. And yet we persist.

When will we ever learn?:

We have 1o right to take for cur own the awful majesty of God
dvet life and death, destroying land and people dn order to save'them.

We haVe nd right to kill, wound, or displace over a hundred
thauisand €iviliahs a month by contimuing to rain over four:million pourds
of Bambs a day on Indochina.

We have ro right to send yoling Americans to Vietnam as bargaining
chips for the fresdom of pristhera of war who would be.free if those
yoilly Americans were not sent at all.

And we have paid so high a-price for being wxang.  We have geen
55,000 0f our sons cane hame fromAsia in coffing.; « . twenty thousand
of them in the last three years. We have seeri hupdreds of .our soldiers
captiived or WiEsing in action. . . four hundred of them in the last
thirée years. We have seen countless Vietriamese killed and innocent
children scarred and sfot. . . and no.mmber of years can.erase the

There are those who say that if we sustain the pressure and. stand
the pain, we can fight on to victory. We have heard their voices before.
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We ¢an only reply in the words of an ancient king: "One more such victory
and we shall be undone.”

So.our task is to leave Indochina, to leave it to the Vietnamese
to a plan written in Washington.

There is only one way out of this war. We must take that way
ment: for American prisoners in the North. This disengagement, I beliave,
would also sst the stage for the Vietnamese to reach a political settle-
opportmity. , e must conmit, this couptry to take two vital steps —
not anly because they are realistic -—— but because they are right.

First, we must set a date when we will withdraw every spldier,
activity, dependent cnly on an agreement for the retumn .of cur prisoners

Second, we must urge the goverrment in. Saigon to move toward a
pelitical accommadation with all the elements of their society. Without
such an acomodation, the war cannot be ended. And it is clear that
pregence or by proxy.

We mst turn toward peace. And we must face this fact: If we
have learned anything in seven years, it is that we canmot hoob Hanod
into submission. We camot bomb them into freeing our prisonsrs, amymore
than we. were able to hamb then to the conference table in the 1960s.
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of Comunist power, will not strengthen our leadérship among nations,
“and 'will orly ‘tdrn the pedple of Asia and indéed of ‘411 the World against
u¥, a8’ % 'country that is violating its-deepest principlés of morality
and respect for human life and human rights:

! e sHould never have gone to Vietnam. Wé éhoald néver have
stayed there. A
““the ‘bther ‘men' and womeft; do they kndw all €h8 unimaginable’ things hagpen-
ing”in this war?"
go on’ as ‘we'have. . . unleashing terrér and Gestructitn to prop/up a
corrupt 'dictatorship? ' Is this what América was made for?  Is this what
we sant America to stand for in'6ir ime?

‘14 Tt todk too miich time for most 'Of fiS'to see €hé full depth'of
‘' the' tragedy 'in Vietnam. At first; theré wére only the quiet seirrings

of doubt, then the public outcry 6F a few'brave people, €héh thé gréat
debate over the bambing of the North. In the process, many of us learned
Bif'in' the Sonvictitn that we cannst and ‘ehbilld it shrirk Eroh the Exuth.
could. It has drained us of our treasure and our $pirit-and out unity far
‘Beyond wHat wé can possibly afford. It has brought tragedy and suffering
3 hombs' scross the' nation where yoimg fien will never rétiwil: It has
tied. I has subverted oir respect for government and Gur ies with

one another.
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It is not an easy thing for a great country to admit a mistake. But it
is perhaps the definition of greatness in a country that it can.

So what now rust we say of Vietnam?

For the sons who have already died in battle, whose brothers
should not have to follow them to war and to an early grave —-—

For the innocent people of a thousand Asian villages, people
who may not know the name of their nation, let along the cause of their
dying —

For the American prisoners of war, who deserve samething better
than a life sentence or a slow death in foreign jails —

For all those who suffer in Indochina as we meet here --

For their sake and for our own —

We must be willing now — all of us -- to say, "Enough.”

*® * * * »* *
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