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' Taking Stock of 1965 
Daniel Jerany Silver 

December 26, 1965 

Nineteen sixty-five was a year of canfortable prosperity and of disconcerting 

political portent. Diplanats with well-filled bellies stand snappishly criticized 

other nations and as the year wore on diplanatic conversation beccme curt and bitter. 

Almost daily the Chinese accused our goverment of being war nongering, colonial, 

imperialist. Secretary McNamara addressed a joint neeting of the NA'IO heads of state, 

urging a ten-year war oontainment against Coomunist China in temlS fit for a holy 

crusader. '!here was Vietnam, the only issue which perceptibly cooled the terpera

ture of the cold war. Traditionally, v.0rld wars have begun in Europe; traditionally 

Gennany has begun these v.0rld wars. Elections in Gennany this past year revealed that 

chauvinism, nationalism is flaving at high tide. Germans wanted reunification soon 

if not nCM. When a group of refonn clergymen suggested that the Gennans renounce 

once and for all claims to Polish territory beyond the Ckler Nisi Rivers, they were 

roundly castigated by ~ left, by the right and by the center. Gennany was eager 

to have her hams near or on the nuclear trigger. At yearend Mr. Ehrhardt seans 

to have cane close to that desired attainment. Aulorespach, forr.-er secretary gen-

eral of the United Nations, made this sage observation of European IX)licy tcrlay. 

French nationalism, he said, is a pity; Gennan nationalism, he said, is a catas

trophe. well, our government has el1CX)uraged Gennan nationalism over the past twenty 

years since the end of the second \'hrld War. We have done this knowing full well 

that Russia will oot sit tight arrl tolerate Germans in control of nuclear ams 

IX)inting directly at her heartland, arrl I humbly sul:r.tlt that if we are ooncemed 

with peace at this tine and tre lifetime of our children we had better tum our 

sites fran the far oorners of the globe to Europe, the burgeoning, quivering, eager 

Gennany, the Gennany who will yet within the nonths or the years, unless we control 

then, reverse the trend for peace which has settled in Europe. 

But let us turn for a rranent fran the dark clouds to the happy econanic sun

shine. Nineteen sixty-five was the fifth straight year of heightened prosperity 
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in these United States. Our econany grew at an enoouraging pace. It is estimated 

that the gross national product will be increased by sare thirty billions of dollars. 

The stock market stood at near record heights and it maintained these heights for 

rrost of the year. Unemployment fell to sare 4.3 percent of the laoor force, its 

lowest rate in almost a decade. In city after city conpanies were advertising for 

the first time in years for unskilled lator. These were good times. This was a gcxx1 

year in which Americans earnerl. more, kept rrore, spent rrore, spent rrore for luxuries, 

spent rrore for travel, and aved more, and asked only for another year of the same. 

~uld I be wrong to suggest that we have wrapped ourselves psychologically and aro

tionally in an atnosphere of econani.c euphoria. We wanted no gloany Gus's so that 

when the chainnan of the Federal Reserve Board, Mr. William M~hesney Martin, sug

gested during the year what he called disquieting similarities between this pros

perity and that of the wenties. He was rou!)dly ticked off in the public press and 

abused for his gloaniness and his pessimism. Arrerica had seaned to have believed 

that by sane divine skill we had sculpted an econanic system and econanic controls 

which would assure for us prosperity everlasting. Of course, we had not managed 

to reverse the outflow of gold reserves. Of oourse, we had during the year to 

exchange our coinage for a baser metal. After many years of vast agricultural sur

plus, some fann ccmrodities were shaving up in soort supply. Prices during the year 

had inched up. The dollar lost some oo percent of its value in the last twelve 

rronths, its highest rate of fall, its fastest rate of fall in nearly fifty years. 

Never~eless, we preferred to believe that our president could sarehow juggle a 

25 percent increase in our defense budget, the space program, and maintain a steady 

outflav of constnner goods, the cost of governrrent, the war on poverty, maintain 

steady prices, steady wages in the present rate of taxation. The danger flag of 

inflation was in the air, quickened and brought on by our sudden swift surging can

mitnelt, military cortnitment in Southwest Asia. The shoe had not yet pinched and 

at year's end only the thoughtful American realized that in the r.onths ahead each 

and everyone of us would begin to pay the price for our global warhawking. 
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During 1965 the Econcr.ri.c Opportunities Act arrl the other prCXJrams of our war 

on poverty were set in notion. '!be visible symbols of these were the Headstart opera

tions, Appalachia, the job trading centers, the small business aid programs and the 

like. There was some evidence of miscalculation. There was sare evidence of mis

managanent. Every war breeds waste, yet there was great evidence of human salvage 

arrl progress. We had set out our men on the first reconnoisance of the war on poverty, 

the first skinnishes had been fought, yet, already, the orders had been cut to re

trench, to pull back. The budget would have to be tightened and pared. How far? 

No one knew, but it seared evident that we could not escalate the war in the jungles 

of Asia witinut constricting and confining the war on the jungles of our central 

cities. 

President Johnson had succeeded in winning the leg-islation for his great so

ciety during lush years when he \\Ould have cared for everyone, for the needy, wel

fare; for the affluent, a cut in taxes. Those who had never Jllade their peace with 

this welfare leg-islation have already announced that they intend to try to use 

the cost of the war in Vietnam to dismantle the architecture of the great society. 

President Johnson's stature will be in this battle put to the test for he will 

discover whether the great society was a convenient arrl effective campaign slogan 

or a deep personal statarent of political belief and it will µit our beliefs to the 

test. Were we fair weather humanitarians, where with the first cry, the first fear 

of a raise in truces, we cast away the mantle of our civic virtue and ooncern our

selves only with our pocketl:xx>ks. I fear that the latter would be the case. 

Nineteen sixty-five saw sare miraculous achievanents in space. There was the 

Mars prd:>e of Mariner N and tlnse dramatic pictures of that little-known planet. 

'!here was Col. Liantus' walk in space followed so shortly by that of our own Major 

White. '!here was the join-up of Gemini VI and Genini VII am the triumph of at

nospheric calculation. It was exciting. It was adventurous. It was expensive. 

And nost .Americans realized we had far nore critical and far nore catplicated prob

lens to solve here on earth. And many th:>ughtful people wished that our goverment 
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would undertake similar crash problems to solve the problans of srog and srroke in 

our air,, dirty streams and polluted waters, the increasingly critical \\ater short

age, the population that seems to be growin:J at a cancerous rate, the cities which 

are sprawling ugly over this countryside, disgracing the beauty of our land, the 

oonservation programs lost to building enterprise. 'Ihese were the problems which con

cerned Americans. These were the problems that determine the quality of life of 

our children and our children's children for it is not yet clear in Alrerica or across 

the world that we will win the battle to achieve civilization against the careless

ness and the waste - shall I say it - against the cupidity, the greed, of man. For 

though this was a good year, an ahmdant year, here in -.America,trere were places 

in our globe, in Latin America, in Asia and central Africa where rren earned less 

than rrore, where men ate less and not more, where men suffered shorter lives, not 

a long one. The problems were known. The problans have long since been studied, 

but Anericans, the world alike, seem to a certain degree llllable to rrove fran kno.v

ledge to act. Syml:olic perhaps was the attitude of the Vatican Council towards birth 

control. Four years the issue was debated, tre one issue in which church policy would 

affect the well-being of mankind, and after four years it was resolved to turn the 

matter over to a ccmnission which would report at sane indefinite date. The time 

is now. '!be issues are urgent, yet our \\Orld seems determined to continue fighting 

its petty wars, muscling each other for spheres of influence, being greedy for the 

goods of this day, being careless of the goods of another day. And mt always care

lessness. In America we passed two pieces of important legislation which were of 

a welfare and humane nature. After sane ten years of delay brought on by the nost 

expensive lobby ever undertaken in Washington, Congress finally passed Medicare. 

The Americans had insisted that the painful and the oostly problems of infinni.ty 

and age be met and met they were. Now, of oourse, the young will have to pay the 

price for the aged, but, after all, God willing, the young grow old. Medicare is 

the cost of our medical revolutioo, the oost we must be willing to pay, and as 

Medicare was the cost of our medical revolutioo, so the one and a half billion 
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dollars Federal Aid to Education bill was the cost of many years of rather spotty 

financing of public education, the cost to the nation. Scr.e cities arrl sare suburbs 

had spent great sums of noney to educate their young; in other states, in other 

cities, in other suburbs, had spent far too little. Yet, an educated youth was our 

future, our strength and our security so we passed a bill, a first installnent, of 

our debt to the young . Now, this bill was not passed without danger to the donor. 

Seeking the concensus which he so well loves, President Johnson had devised a legal 

snoke screen, a verbal masquerade, that a direct aid to the student which pennitted 

aid to be granted through this bill to private and parcohial systems alike and 

we have noved one step closer towards direct government supp::>rt of denaninational 

religirus instruction with long tenn results at which we can now only guess. 

President Johnson sought in 1965 as in 1964 to take for himself the mantle 

of the leadership of this great center in our American polity, the mantle of oonsensus. 

During 1965 this mantle was his although it was SCDBvhat abrasive at its edges for 

1965 was a year of protest, of marching, of picketing, of parading, of placards. 

It seemed at times that everyone was marching, the young and the old, the pacifist 

and the war nonger, the civil rights spokesman and the Ku Klux Klan, the student 

and the teacher, the parent, the child. Sare enterprising businessman in New York 

even set up a professional placarding service: we will picket anyone any tine at 

so much an hour. 

But there was a serious elenent to this picketing, a growing unease in the 

nation, of our attitudes, our national policies, in the areas of race and the area 

of war. Men marched in Selma early in the year. r.rheir cause? Voter registration. 

Their grievance? 'lhe deliberate delay by oounty officials, one orb«> registrations 

canpleted in a day, these rejected procedural. The result? The i.nnediate result? 

A pell-mell attack by state troopers with truncheon and tear gas against those who 

paraded, an act which President Johnson was to label an .American tragedy. A long 

tenn result? '!he voting registration act of 1965, one of the grand and glorious 

achievanents of the past year. '!be Congress ordered the goverment to intervene in 
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counties where registrars refused to make the voter rolls open to all. Congress 

struck down the specious voter qualification tests which had been used to eliminate 

the unwanted, the black, affixing their signatures to these rolls. 

When President Johnson addressed a joint session of the Congress in behalf of 

this legislation. He used, as you recall, a refrain fran the familiar negro civil 

rights hymn: we shall overcane. I'm afraid that many of us early in 1965 believe 

that after ten years of struggle and of law we had sanehow overcare the debilities 

of race which were llTip()sed upon the negro and the Puerto Rican and the ~can, 

that AmericR5had broken the Gordian koot which seaned to keep these people outside 

of the great society. And then late in August as the snoke rolls over the Watts 

area of IDs Angeles we were reminded that the war on prejudice and the war on IOV

erty had hardly been begun. And that while a few days of near anarchy 31 died, 700 

were injured, 2400 were irrprisoned, $200 millions of property had been destroyed 

and in ruins. Why? As a sub-verbal protest against the indignity, the cruelty, 

the grayness and the coldness, the bitterness and the poverty of the ghetto, the other 

America. It was no happenstance that after Watts those who have been concerned these 

many years with the war on IX)Verty joined with tmse who had been concerned during 

the year with the war on war. Peace groups joined with the civil rights groups 

because those woo have been concerned with our econanic opp::>rtunities legislation 

recognized that if we escalate the war in Vietnam and if it persists at its present 

rate or at a higher rate for years, it is the poor of this nation who will pay the 

price for the war, the price of dismantled welfare legislation, the price of aborted 

hopes, the price of frustraticn. All roads danestically led to Saigon, to the alba

tross that the nation wears around its neck, the war we had not wanted, the war we 

cannot win, the war which we cannot seen to escape. 

ruring 1965 it becane clear, the issue of why we were in Vietnam had becxrce 

academic. We said that we were t:lere to presei:ve the freedan of the Vietnamese. 

'lhe Vietnamese might well ask whether they really enjoyed freedan under Dien or 

his successor, rut this was no longer relevant. 'lhe sirrple, ugly, relevant fact was 
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that we were deeply and seeningly irrevocably cncut.itted to this war. As the majority 

leader in the Senate, the rooderate and terperate majority leader said in March of 

this year: the United States is in Vietnam; whatever the circumstances which led to 

that ccmnitrnent is now in great debt and anyone who asstnnes that the projection is 

reversible before an ordered peace can be obtained asstnnes in error, indeed, it is 

nore likely to be increased. HcM correct Mr. Mansfield, in fact, was. \\hen he spoke 

early in this year we had 23,000 military personnel in Vietnam largely in supportive 

and advisory roles to the Vietnarrese anny. By the end of the year we had 200,000 

military personnel in Vietnam fighting an open, if l.llldeclared, war against the Viet 

Cong, the South Vietnarrese rebels, and against the North Vietnamese regular anny. 

When Mr. Mansfield spoke these words our planes were engaged in attack only if in 

direct sup!X)rt of a tactical military mission. By the end of the year we were attack

ing daily South Vietnam and N:>rth Vietnam and raiding in North Vietnam a curtain of 

banbs which was marching ever closer to the capital and to the great industrial 

centers of Hanoi, Hafong. '!his was the year of the war hawk. This was the year of 

escalation. This was the year of napalm, death. And at year's end the governrent 

was speaking of the ccmnitrnent of 500,000 man expeditionary force, of the oblitera

tion of Haifeng and Hanoi, the doctrine of hot pursuit over China. 

N:>w, the majority of Americans acx;iuiesced docilely to governrent policy. We 

were oonfused. If we questioned we accepted. There was, of oourse, a verbal mi

nority which scored many a debater's point and denied to Washington the mantle of 

pious diplanacy. By and large, Americans acx;iuiesoed, especially so during Faster 

week when the President announced that we were willing to undertake negotiations, 

unoonditional negotiaticns, any tine at any place. We wrapped ourselves in the mantle 

of peace lover am went out to make war. Now, to negotiate is to trade, to barter. 

At negotiation you give up sarething to gain sanething. '!he trouble was that we had 

alnost nothing to give up, South Vietnam. By day we controlled less than half of 

the oountryside; by night less than that. We coold not even suggest a !X)pular election 
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but only South Vietnam. Our clique in the capital wo.ild hardly win a !X)pularity 

oontest. All we had to pranise was that we wa.ild cease the reign of terror which 

we had imI;x:>sed U!X)n this benighted land, and if we could win at the bargaining table 

what we could not win on the battlefield or !X)litically, oontrol of all of South 

Vietnam along the seventeenth parallel, the security of our puppets in Saigon, then 

we were willing to call off the reign of death which we were sh:>wring daily u!X)n 

the South Vietnanese people. In exchange for death, peace. We have nothing to nego

tiate. In fact, when we speak of negotiation, in my humble opinion, we danand and 

insist U!X)n capitulation. That is why Mr. Rusk has talked of signals, of oonditions, 

the channels in which peace feelers must be sent. He lives, and I'm afraid our 

government lives, under the illusion that we can sonehow in South Vietnam still have 

our way. Yet, we have lost, if we ever had, the well-being, the feeling, the loyalty 

of the countryside. It is not only that we cannot pennit an election of plebicite 

North Vietnairese and South Vietnaxrese towards reunification. '!hose whan we oppose, 

the rebels in the field v.0uld win an election, I believe, an open election held in 

South Vietnam alone. 

So, though we talked of negotiations we inply capitulation. "AP, long as we in

sist that we must win what we have set out to win at the bargaining table what 

we have not v.0n on the battle£ ield there will be no negotiation. And if we do ob

literate and cinder the great industrial centers of the north, what sorrel will we 

then have to bargain with, to threaten with, what card will we then have to pre

sent when we do sit dONn for sit down we will and sit down we must. Arrerica cannot 

be canni.tted to an em.less war in the mud arrl the jungles of southeast "AP,ia. "AP, 

our goverment has insisted fran the very beginning, we have no security reasons 

for being there. We have no territorial ambitions in that part of the v.0rld. '!his 

has never been our sphere of influence econanically, !X)litically or otherwise. 

lbw can we waste our wealth and our youth to win a victory which in fact we cannot 

win, to win a victory which if won nust be discarded. 

we need the cxnference table. We need patience. It required a year at Pan 
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Mujong to arrange and to negotiate peace in Korea. It may take tw:> years or three 

years or nore to negotiate peace in southeast Asia. But let us at least care to the 

conference table, darrpen down the war, cease to use our engineering skill to destroy 

lives and cities. Of course, not all the evil is on our side. We are oot the only 

intransigent ones. We are not the only ambitious ones. We aren't the only ones who 

have miscalculated. 'Ihe plea must go out north arx1 south to the Carmunist block 

as to the free world. America has been the nation which in this instance has esca

lated the war, has forced the issue. The onus of res{X)nsibility falls rrost U{X)n us. 

\'huld that the President had used this Christmas truce to attaTipt a larger 

truce. rould that he \\Ould find sane other occasion to affect what must be the ul

timate end of American :EX)licy - disengaganent in southeast Asia. For the one great 

truth of the 1960's in the area of international relations is that the several na

tions of the world insist that they will dance only to their native tune. The shadow 

of Washington, the shadow of Peking, the shadow of ~scow, no longer lcx:m so ominous 

and large across the globe. Satellites have gained. a measure of independence fran 

t-Dscow. France has noved apart fran NA'IO. Cllina and Russia are at each other's throats. 

Even the hard-won unity of the neutralist states has been abandoned. Each goes his 

own way. There is a block of Nasserite states na.i/ in the Near East, in Saudi 

Arabia and Iran and Tunisia who are the counter eleTent to his pc)\\er. When the 

neutralist states attaupted during the year to have a conference, another Bandon, 

in Algiers they rould not even meet and agree on an agenda. '!here was no longer an 

identity of interests. The world has becane infinitely nore ccnplex and nore can

plicated. 

we sent 23,000 troops during the sunmer to Santo Ianingo. '!be military hunta 

there was opposed and feared a left wing rebellion. We were not OPEX)sed by anyone. 

'!here was no China to SlX)nsor and to ann the rebels. We had our way witmut bloodsherl. 

At year's em 7,000 of our troops remain on this beleaguered island and the rebellior:1 

simners at the rorners below. We canoot ircqx:>se upon our will upon this little island 

of pa:,ple even though rebellion means suicide, political suicide for then. 'Ibey in-



11 

the freedcn to renain in ix,wer? 

Is it not tine that the United States disassociated itself fran this myoptic 

concern with what a capital, this capital or another is allying with us or against 

us in the cold war? Why not for awhile allow the nations of the w:>rld to go their 

own way, to have their revolutions, for you must have a revolution as you transfom 

yourself f ran tribalism arrl feudalism to technology, to the twentieth century. Hhy 

not for awhile lend our eronanic support if it is asked, our Peace Corps, our tech

nical aid? Beyond this ask nothing more of the nations of the \--urld but they leave 

their neighbors in peace and leave us in peace. Has not each of our TI'ajor stunblings 

in the cold war cane about when we sought to irrpose a cold war responsibility upon 

a nation at the very tine that that nation was seeking to break the shackles of the 

past and errerge into the twentieth century? 

Perhaps we have care to the time when the Biblical simplicity, or is it the 

Biblical vision, is true, not by power, not by might but by God's spirit, by the 

process of goodness . Perhaps we have cane to the tine when the Biblical symbol is 

true, that a little child, a child of deC'ellcy, can lead the peoples of the \ax:>rld 

where all the king's antles arrl all the king's men or all the Pentagon's tanks and 

all the Pentagon's planes can't force a nation or people to God. 

And so 1965 canes to its end, a bitter sweet year, sweet in the eating, bitter 

in the living. Nineteen sixty-six will be a year of severe test for this nation 

and for the world. Tanpers are frayed. Passions are red hot. Those in power have 

lost much of their patience with protest. Many in power have becane deaf to other 

points of view. Nineteen sixty-six will tell the tarper of nen, whether we are 

sunshine humanitarians, sunshine heroes, or whether we .have the stuff with which 

to insist on humane legislation in a decent nation at a rost \\hich will affect our 

pocketbooks, our family budgets, whether we have the stuff to accept frustration 

and perhaps international defeat arrl yet retain the high pride we all feel in our 

nation arrl in its institutions. 
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sist on the right to kill thanselves. '!hey insist on the right to go their own way. 

So it is with all the nations of the \\Orld. Pakistan and India are financed and fed 

by Russia, by the United States,yet the two great IXJWers of the \\Orld \\Orking sur

prisingly in consort could not abort the war in Kashmir. When Mr. Sukarno in Indo

nesia tried to turn over the foreign p::>licy of his nation lock stock and barrel to 

the Chinese, the Indonesians reninded him in no uncertain tenns that he was Indo

nesian, they were to go their own way. All of the great IXJWers have overestimated 

their p::,wer. We did so in southeast Asia. It is time that we retrench. And I, for 

one, do not fear this growing canplexity, this growing chauvinism of our globe. 

It seans to rre that the reason most often advanced for our presence in south

east Asia is the so-called danim theory. If Saigon were to capitulate tonorrow 

Singap::>re YA:>uld fall the next day, the Phillipines a week fran now, Hawaii a year 

fran now. And yet does not the independence, the intransigence of the several neutral 

nations, of the emerging nations, act as a buffer between the great p:,wers? 

Ho Chih Men fears the anbrace of Mao Tsung as much as Mr. Kan arrl the generals 

in Saigon fear the anbrace of Washington. But nationalist desires of the little na

tions can act as the cushion that separates, pillows the bitterness between the 

colossal p::,wers. As for us, it was chilling to hear late in the year that our Sec

retary of State has not absorbed this lesson. In Rio de Janiero at a meeting of 

the organization of American states he stated in ro uncertain terns: the United 

States was prepared to act unilaterally if necessary to preserve the security in

terests of our nation, to be sure, and to preserve, he went on, the freedan of those 

who wish to be free. What a statenent capable of misinterpretation. ire went into 

South Vietnam to preserve the freedan of the South Vietnamese. Did they wish our 

freedor.1? We went into Santo Daringo to preserve the freedan of whan? The military 

clique in control of the nation? Or the freedan of the nation, the populace, to 

rebel against tyranny? And when he six>ke to this organization of Arrerican states 

is he pranising to IDlivia and to Peru and to Chile';Dthe oligarchies there in p::,wer, 
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The U.S. is in V .N .. and w)tatever the circumstances which led to that situation 
the commi ttmen t is now in great depth and nyone' who assumes that the projection, 
is reversible oefore an ordered peace cnn be obtained assumes in error. Indeed, it 
is more likely to be incre ased . 




