5/10/94

Dear Jerry, i .

I've read Chafe on Ioncn.,t;.é‘n thrwugh his dump Johnson exploite

I think Chafe should have cxplo::e: hou brilliant that really was. Not n.n twrms of
pulling it off But in tetmerof what it meant and what the alternatives could have
been,

Fron all Al :knew no I'\.'e_nued.y wos going to make the race. He had no reason to
believe that l‘lch:J:rtlw could win. So, who was and what would it have meant if
the GOPs won after his campaign? And did and 1 think /fxot e}'plored in Al's ’ch.uﬂc:.ng/

If Jolmn:son had chonged his mc_m& aiid run BHEX ;

; or if Humphrey
ate hamouldtftﬂL— have been any worse on ‘he war that Hixon et al? There is no way
of Mnowing but I think it possible HHH might have ended the war when Hizon did not
and that w.th the lkdind of reverses LBJ might have considered that 11‘.‘ he*had not bowed
oute

I'd not tuought of thi: ecarlier.

Chafe does not indicate that Al gave it eny thought at all.

Of course the WK ascassination chan.:;ed it but as of the_;’e“gimming % Al's campaign
he had every r.-son to belleve ithat no Xennedy would run. 9o he could not have figured
that either Kennedy would ’&; president.

* Then there are the consequences of the GOPs coming it and the radical chenges under
hiem, ' )

It would not.have taken all thay nuch for'ﬁmphrey to have beaten Nixon.

Aside fron tI{e war, would the country then havé been better or or worse off?

. Would what followed have followed? Fprd, Reav.ga.n. and Bush :and the ch'm:.;ey‘_«.n the
national mind that resulteds.

Vlatergate and the cln_l,é‘ges it mesnt in attitudes and what could be accepted.

The surge in the radical religious right.

So much. ’

The result of what &L did is disaster. it did not end the war.

The question in my mind is had he thought anything at all through oﬁhe?:"‘ithan -
getting Johnson out, without any thought about anything else. o

I think it vas not at all brilliant.

I do not question his motives at all, .

But I believe the other option in fighting to end the war m,uld have been much

less hurtful to the country and could not have “succeeded less,

R



I always liked and rospé tled 4l and I've seen first-hand the love and devaotion
of students to him. dome.yc.cu'ﬂ before he died Lesar and I adiressed the HSA Washington
convention at the I«mflov:er%SPent some time preparing Al for an appear:nce’ on the
David Susicind IV shov L a .

Ac far as I've ¥:ai Chafe does not eqag(;eréxte( his praises and I agree with them.
Aft er peading as far as L have, too. v

But I wonder aboat the effects of his failures on those students he turned ond. I'fe
of ten wondered whether it was some gripe, real or imagined, that led to that poor
nan ,&.ll:l.nt_, him, ° .

The last time I remember seeing him he had sat through ny doing as he did, in-
sisting that those who opposed me have all the time they wanted. That was when * spoke
al h(mter and he\"'é,s teaching there. The craszy ;ippies were there to brea;g it up. When
they were abeut to be thrown out by force I stopped it, kept respondimj to them, faced
them down and they left on th:xjér ovn ﬁ“ustrated and exposed., To the apulause of the

est of the audiences Al came up to me after that was all over. He loved ite (The
character vho formed that group and led it is on the new JFK comuittee formed in DC
recently, alan J. Weberman,) -

So I tiink it would be fine if there vere to be a study of the effect of what Al
did in dwspin:: LBJ and on whether or not he'd thought past dumping him. Did he believe
that :Iohnson couldv have controlled %he rdlitary? On thls Hewman on JFk and the mili-~
tary :Ln Viet Ilam is informative, I think.

Meagher got him interested in the JFE case but nothing came of that.

He was a remarkable man but lilte the rest of us, not perfect. and I do think that
ihs ‘J}r:‘atest success was a horrible failure as it would have been without Robert Kennedy
as president. <hat then could bave heen expected is conjectural. But I think he elected
Hixon,

Although he spoke of himself as a practising libera} and is so regarded, because

e said he believed in théT:cm;-tr del@cratic sycsten and because Chafe writes that
way, was it really demoqz;, atic for him to seo that Communists, real and mos;tl’r {

1ma@.ned)l€ould be ‘rozen ouk qnuer the \emocratlc s7$tem. Was there thah much d.'Lf-
ference betveen what he saw o and the pre-HcCarthyites and lis successors saw to? He
and the 4DA pf"\plb hav: their own re ponsibilities for the cold war, it_g acceptance

and .ta perpntuation.



