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To Jerry Ford

FROM ROBERT HUMPHREYS #4377 <)
For your information, there
are only 3 coples made be-
sides the original of the
Joint Leadership press con-
ference transcripts. The
original and the tape are
kept at the National Commit-
tee; your office, Senator
Dirksen's office and my of-
fice get the other 3 copiles.
Further FYI, these are not
available until 24 hours
after the press conference
but we always make them
avallable to the press when
they want to visit my of-
fice and look at the trans-
cripts.
Digitized from Box D9 of The Ford Congressional Papers:

Press Secretary and Speech File at the
Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library



THE JOINT SENATE-HOUSE RFPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSER - REPRESENTATIVE FORD

January 11, 19686

STATEMYNT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, first, just let me
say HAPPY NEW YEAR. It's a little belated, but I think it is still
in order. We're glad to see you and I hope that at each succeeding
Press Conference that we have this room filled. I'm like the preacher -
I don't 1like t0 sees any empty benches when I prepare to hurl some
assorted homilies and prejchments at you. So, here we go.

When defeat comes t0o a major political party in this country,
invariadly there are outcries for revolutionary changes in party struo-
ture, party leadership and party policies. The Repudblican defeat of
1964 has produced thess manifestations of uncertaiaty, wnrest and
uneasingss. Many suggestions, bdoth formal and informsl, for action pour
from numerous sources.

We, the members of the Joint Senate-House Repudblican Leader-
ship, are fully cognizant of the situation. There i1s no doubt in our
minds that aotion is indicated and we are taking 1%. In our conversations
since the November defeat we have discussed, among ourselves and with
other recognised party leaders, numerous paths that we might follow.
Alvays, certain basic facts have emerged:

First, that the only elected Republican officials of the
Federal Zetablishment are the Republican members of the United States
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Senate and the House of Representatives. Obviously and beyend dispute,
they will guide Republican Party policy at the mtional level in the
absence of a Republican President and Vice President by the record they
write in Oongress. It is thoir responsibility.

Second, that an additional repository of advice and counsel
on party policy exists in former Presidents and nominees for Presidemt,
in our present elected Govarnors, in the members of the Republican
National Oommittee and the State Chairmen of our several states, and,
of course, in the active Republican advocates at all other levels of
the party structure. Their wisdom must be channeled into party poliay
formulation.

In the oconviction that the Repudlican Farty for a century
has been and is an essential element in this nation's ferward progress,
and with the firm belief that all Republicans must join the effort,
we, the members of the Joint Senate-House Repudblican lLeadership, have
on this day initiated a proposed mechanism to achieve a bread consensus
on vital objectives for our country and our party. It is an honor to
introduce my colleague, the new Republican Leader of the House, Jerry
Ford, to provide the details of the propesal.



STATENTNT BY ERP. FORD: May I say at th8 cutset that it's
a real pleasure and a privilege $0 de here and I hope to get better

acquainted and see all of you more frequently.

I think it's obvious that Sgnator Dirksen and 1 vg'ts y

deliberately papered the hmu this untm;: propose to give the ﬂ‘f;&.

Bapublican Party a unified leadsrship a chart we are makimg publiec
will .hov’ M are inviting the five living Republican nominses for
President - one of whom, Dwight D. Elsenhower, served two terms in that
office - and representatives of the Republican Governors Association
to join with us in the establislment of a Republican Coordinating
Committee t0 continucusly examine party peliocy amd party operationms.

¥We have asked the Presiding Officer of the Joint Senate-~House
Republiocan Leadership, the Republican National Chairman, Mr. Dean Burch,
to serve as Presiding Officer and Administrator of the new Republican
Coordinating Committee, and through the National Republican Comnittee
to provide such staff assistance and funds as may be necessary. Mr. Burch
himself suggested we regard this role an implicit responsidbility for him
or for wvhomever may oocupy his office in the future.

It will be the function of the Republican Coordinating
Committee, composed of the sleven members of the Joint-Senate-EHouse
Republican Leadership, the five living Republican nominees for President,
and the five representatives of the Republican Governors Association to
facilitate the broadest party represemtation and the estadblishment of

task forces for the study and examination of major national problems and
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izsues. The recrulting sources for these task foroes, which would
report to the Joint Leadership, are clearly delineated on the organi-
sation chart which we are making public today.

Yor the Joint leadership, I have been asked to add these
two pertinent points: First, the Republioan National Chairman has Deen
requested to immediately invite the other participantes to join us in
forming the Republican Coordinating Commitiee. BSecond, we are convinced
that the Republican Party is not only a great force in the American way
of life, but it is the only living political instrument which can make
the American Dream a reality, not a mere collection of words and
promises. Our goal is results and we intend to achieve thf-.

s
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QUESTION: Does your statement mean now that Dean Burch |
will not de replaced as Republicen National Chairman?

REP, FORD: This Republisan Coordinating Committee was
established without any uhﬁiouhip to that contest that may or may
not take plase in Chicago in Jamuary. The statement, I think, speaks
for iteeslf in this regard.

QUESTION: What effect do you Shink the statement will have
on the contest?

REP, FORD: I don't believe it will have any impact one way
or another.

QUESTION: MNr. Yord, in what ways dces $his Coordinating
Committee change the reole of the Bepublican National Committee?

REP, FORD:; It doesn't have any impact on the responsidilities
of the Republican Eational Committee. This is an attempt by the Joint
Banate-House Leadership to bDetter coordinaté the efforss of all of the
segments of the Republican Party...The former Presidential nominees, the
Governors, and Joink Senate-House Leadership.

QUESTION: Does this megn & nev job for Dean Bureh, or if
he leaves, the chairmanship of the National Oommittee will also go to
his successor?

REP, FORD: The statement clearly covers that. This will de
an added responsidility of the Republican National Chairman.

QUESTION: Did Mr. Burch sit in on the meeting this morning?

EEP, FORD: Yes, Mr. Burch -~ as the Repudblican Natiocnal
Chairman - has in the past - 4id attend our Joint Leadership Meeting... a



Hational Chairman in the future, of course, will 40 the same.

QUESTION: Does he g along with this -

REP, FORD: Yes, he has sgreek that this is a constructive
step to detter coordinate our amctivities.

QUESTION: Mr. Burch, General Bisenhower has... (LAUGHTIR)
(I'11 try againl)

Mr. Yord, General Eisenhower has suggested that there should
be a new structuring of the Party. Do you know if Dean has given his
approval to this restructuring?

REP, FORD: I believe that he is informed as to the content.
Whether or not he has specifically approved the chart which has been
distridbuted, I couldn't tell you.

QUESTION: Has the Republican Governors Association given
this at least indirect sanction?

REP, FORD; Well they, of course, at their conference in
Denver a month or so ago did come up with a suggestion of a mesting with
legislative leaders. This is  more specific approach, I think, and it's
a broader aprr cach than the one suggested by the governors,

QUBSTION: How do you expect to give the Republican Party
the nevw image here with this organisation if you put at the top of it
a man whom half the Party is trying to repudliate as a symbel of
Goldwaterism?

REP, FORD: The Repubdican Kational Chairman is the proper
person to handle the Ooordinating Oommittee. Ah, the Republican FNational
Chairman, regardless of the person wvho oocupies that post, in my
Juigment, ought to handle that responsibility.
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: Let me mmplify a little. Sam, vhen we set
up the Joint lLeadership, we didn't want to take the Chairman from either
the House or the Senate or have it alternated. Ay 2 result, it was agreed
that the Bepublican National Chairman could serve as the Moderater and
wo regard him as a Moderator only for purposes of recognition of those
who are at the meeting and to keep it moving. So the fact that Mr, Buréh
was pressnt this morning is in line with the pstt-cm and format that
ve've established a long time ago. He I8 the Republican National Chair-
man. The leadership is in being. There isa't any reason why he shouldn't
be there and carry on his accustomed duty as the Mederator,

Now, if for sny reason, he should be displaced, whosver the
nev Chairman might be will serve in that same role. S¢ there is nothing
strangs about this at all. Ve're just continuing a pattern that was
established when Xisenhower left the White House.

QUESTION: Well, Senator, this seems to be upgrading Mr. Burch,
Do you see this as an attempt to rescue him?

SENATOR DIRKSHE: John, this has no effect on it whatsoever.
Thers was no allusion %0 Mr. Burch or to the meeting in Chicsege in
January. There was no disoussion sbout it. We just carry on a pattern
that has been established a long time ago. And whoever might be the
National Chairman, we will go on exactly as we have before. S50 there is
no upgrading, there is no downgrading, and we do not mean for a moment
to have any impact upon the deliderations of the National Committee

men and Committee women on the 22nd of Jamuary.

QUESTION: Is there any indication that he intends to
resign?
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: None whatsoever. And may I just dispose
of all that speculation by saying that at nc time this morning was it
discussed, there was no allusion to it, we carried on the meeting in
the regular pattern that has alvays obtained.

QUESTION: Senator Dirksen, the formation on this new
Bgpublican Coordinatinmg group implies that while it may recommend
pelicy, 1t will still be m the Joint Sgnate-House Leadership
to decide if those recommendations will be accepted. Is that right?

STNATOR DIRKSEN: Well, the fact of the matter is that
policy finally is determined by the way you vote in the House and the
Senate... that's really the Party image. Somebody used the word a
moment ago... I think we ®uld have done a little more with the image
in the form of a record in other days, if you Imow what I memmn. And
80, the record, of course, will bde actually Party policy in action.

QUESTION; (INAUDIBELE)

SENATOR DIRKSHEN: You're alludimg to Paul Butler's operation
when he set up an Advisery Committee. This is a Coordinating Committee
that is designed to pull Persennel and Task Forces together under a
leadership... and then the last word must necessarily be ours: Now,
how far Paul Butler went in trying to impose the views of the Agvisery
Committee wpon their leadership, I do not know. I kmow what the
attitude of the leadership was because their leadership, let me make it
plain, because it was expressed to me in eloguent terms a good many
times in a certain room in the Capitol when I sat down with a very
distinguished gentleman who at that ti;ﬂ was leader of the Sgnate.
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QUESTION: Senator, all the funoctions of the Coordinating
Committes... aren't they funotions which ordinarily would be carried out
by the Hational Committee?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Definitely not. First of all, the National
Committes 1is ths operating body betwesen conventions. So much of its
function is administrative in charscter and it hasn't undertakea to
establish poliay...

QUESTION: This was not establishing pelicy dut ccordinating -~

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, we are coordinating effort here...
at every level of the Party. Now if you look on that chart, you'll
noticé that we make provision for a task force, the idea there is that
you secure pecple in the Party and out of the Party who have peculiar
knovledge on any given subject that is going to be a matter of some
coniroversy when it comes to both the House and the Sgnate.

QUESTION: (EVIRYBODY TALKS AT ONCR)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Now, wait a minute... one at a time...

QUESTION: Senator, wvho are the five Republican Governors...

SENATOR DIRKSEN: ... has not bdeen determined and predably
that ought to be determined by the Governors Association itself.

QUESTION: Senator, what specific projects would you like to
see these task forces do within 6 to 9 months, say?

SENATOR DIRKSHN: Well, I don't proposs to enumerate them.
If 1 did, I'd probably have $0 read you the State of the hion Message.
But I'll just give you one. VWright Patman will introduce a proposal very

shortly with respect to our gold reserve. Now that is a matter that is
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going to brook some real controversy and it's a fleld where you've got to
find people who have expert kmowledge - and there you have an example
of where you can well recruit a task force for purposes of measuring
the impact of that pelicy , whether it's good or bad for the country,
intrinsieally or psychologically, and give us the Denefit of their advice.

QUESTION: (Inaundible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: They will recommend, of course, to the
Joint Leadership., because obviocusly we're going to have to do the
voting, we have to make the determination, and it's got to come to us.

QUSSTIOR: ... spokesmen for this Coordinating Committee...
Will the National Chairman be the spokesman?

SENATOR DIBKSEN: He will de spokesman, certainly, in a
sense... in first eppointing personnel, appointing task foroces,
accepting recommendations and so forth, and gemerally keeping the thing
into a good, cohesive administrative pattern.

QUESTION: How soon do you expect it to be functioning?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, you will notice in Congressman
Tord's statement that the invitation to the National Chalrman to make
these invitations is almest immediate.

QURSTION: Senator, is it true that the “REv and Jerry Show*®
is due for a limited engagement...we won't be seeing you much any more?

SYNATOR DIRKSEN: Why, Roger, you'll probably be seeing us
a lot more maybe... (LAUGHTER)... well, wait a minute, let me finish.
Because Af the President 1s anxious to have a Short Session and get the

boys out of the trenches, so to speak, that means that it will bde a
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working Session and that means that we'll have a lot of things to talk
to you about and statements to be made on policy matters.

QUESTION: 1Is it Representative Ford's intention to have
veekly "Ev and Jerry?" |

SENATOR DIRKSEN: It's our JOINT intention to do so.

QUESTION: Have you thought of any new angles of the program,
Senator?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Now, don't you go saying "TOM AND JERRYJ®
( LAUGHTER)

REPRESENRTATIVE FORD: Roger, may I answer at least in part

your gusstion. I want to be very clear. Senator Dirksen and I have

worked together in the past, we will certainly work together in the future.

Ve will very specifically have Joint lLeadership Meetings in the future...
they will be periedioc and they will cover the matters of dual interest

to both the House and the Senate. On the other hand, the House leadership

will wndoubtedly hold some periodic meetings and it's guite possible
that we'll invite you all to join us at those particular mestings.

QUESTION:Mr. Ferd, doesn't the idea of the task forces of
the Coordinating Committee ruffle a little the task forces your new
leadership in the House 1is oreating?

REP, PORD: UNet at all. They certainly shouldn't be in
conflict. I would hope and trust they would coordinate their efforts.
I don't think we'll do any duplication because I'm on this particular
Qoordinating Committes and I think I'll have something to say about the

task forces that we have as far as the House is concerned.
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QUESTION: To name & specific sxample. You already have a
task force working on a Republican alternative on Medigare. Does this
mean the Bepublican Coordinating Committee would mot touch Medicare,
then?

REP, FORD; This decision hasn't been made. We had the
minority memders of the House Committee on Ways and Means, who are the
authorities in this fileld, now working on alternatives as far as Medicare
is concerned. This is something that might come up very quickly in
the House... I would doubt that this particular Ooerdinating Committee
task force would have time, under the circumstances, to tackleix that
problen. :

QUESTION: Mr. Ford,when you have a conflict come up in the
Coerdinating Committee... how much welght is given t0 the Congressional
Representative who represents the National Committee, the Presidential
nominees and any other persoms involved?

REP, FORD: I think the final juigment as to whether we acoept
in part or in whole the recommendations will depend upon what the members
of the House and Semste themmelves feel ix congerning the task force
reports.

QUESTION: OCan you tell us who you recommend for the House
Whip and the House -

REP, FOED: No decision has been made by me at this time
on that problem,

QUESTION: 1I'm not clear about this thing yet. 1Is this
merely a proposal, or is this an accomplished fact?! If the Governors

have not yet agreed to this, if the former Presidential candidates bhave



not yet agreed to serve, is this just a propesal -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, Jeffry, the statement is clear...

QUESTION: Net to me -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: We have on this day initlated a propowed
mechanism. This don't spring Phoenix-like out of the atmesphers, full-
blown overnight... ve were setting this thing in motion today.

QUESTION: But it hasn't been clesred in advance from the
other groups -

SENATOR DIRKSFN: There have been informal discussions, dut
that doesn't mean that all has been settled. But it will be settled,
we hope in reasonably short order. |

QUESTION: May I follow with another question. Despite what
you sald about the Hational Committee's administrative funotion, officlally
it 1s the governing body of the Party. Don't you think the members of
the National Committee will be offended to have no membership on this
other than the Chairman sitting as the umpire of the meeting?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, the Cheirman will represent the
National Committee, and I expect if that is the desire, you can add to it,
if you like. But we're initiating this propesal now. There will be some
suggestions, I'm sure, as to whether it ought to be enlarged in one
respect or another, but you can't guite say this 1s a fully accomplished
fact as it stands on the paper, bdecause any propesition of this kind
is obviowsly subject to adjustment.

QUESTION: Do I understand you correctly to say that Dean
Burch will name the personnel of the task forces?
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: If he were the National Chairman and
after consultation with every interested body here, you would hit upon
somebody you would want on the task foroe... and fraankly, that is going
to offer no great difficulty, 1% never has...

QUESTION: BSenator, this repert says the Republican MEODIEIX
National Committes will finance this Coordinating Committee. What is to
prevent them from cutting off the money from any proposals that don't
£i% in with their Goldwater...

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, I suppose if they were a capricious amnd
arbitrary group they might think along that line, but I anticipate no
such action, I anticipate no such attitude, as a matter of fact. -
Because, if that were the case, certainly this wouldn't become a very
coordinating body, but that's the proper source from whioh it ought to
be financed.

QUESTION: ... final power... Mgk by putting them in charge
of the purse strings?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, they aren't in final power so far as
purse strings are concerned, becauss if, perchance, that guestion should
ever arise (and frankly, I can't even imagine it with my feeble imaginationm)
other efforts would be made to finance, and that shouldn't be too difficult.
Having had four years of experience on the Senatorial Campalgn Committiee
as ites Chairman, I never ran into any difficulties on that score, and...

QUESTION: Do you have any idea, Sir, hov much it will
cost...

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I dos And I'll answer that by saying

a substantial sum s going to bBe allocated for this purpose.
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QUESTION: Apout task forces... will you have one on
foreign poliagy, or will you have one on Viet-Eam... and all down
the line?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, 1t's hard to tell how many you
will have, dut I fansy there'll be guite a numder, because we sxpect,
of course, to pick people on these task forces who have expert
knowledge in the fleld, and one man may have expert knowledge in
that field, another in the fiscal field, another in the educational
field, another in the labor fleld... so in proportion as we need them,
we'll have them set wp.

QUESTION: . Senator, will they de pretty much ad hoc
committees, or task forces, or will they de ocontinuing -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Joha, you'll have to tell me what "ad hoe"
means. . .

QUESTION; (IRAUDIBLR)

SYNATOR DIRKSEN;: The public doesn't know and I don't know.

QUESTION: What happened to the idea we were kicking around
here last month... shadow Gabinet -~

SENATCR DIRKSEN: Shadow Cabinet?

QUESTION;: We were talking about that last month -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Andy, I baven't even hsard of the Bhadow
Cabinet. Are you speaking now of the legislative branch, or the
executive branch?

QUESTION: Well, a Shadow Cabdinet for the Executive Branch -
made up of leadimg Republican statesmen...
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: I've smeen it alluded to... but insofar as I
lmow, nothing has happened in that field.

QUESTION; Senator, will National Defense be a subject for
your task force, or - 4

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, I think it would be = proper subjeat for
a task forece, because it would invelve, first of all, the expenditure,
the disposition of your various Befense components, the taking out of
being these bases that is a matter of some controversy now, the emerging
of the Nationsl Quard and Reserve components... you've got a good many
things in the Defense field to which you can invite a task force that
has some expert knowledge.

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN; May I say to you that the National
Committeeman and the National Committeewoman of Illinois are Party
officials and they are selectel at the National Convention by the
delegates. Far be it from me $0 undertake $o usurp their powers or $o
impose my Judgment and my will upon them. And for good measure, let me
point it uwp finally by saying I have not even talked to either one as
to what their disposition is.

QUESTION: Are you satisfied with the present Chairmant

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, I said I have not imposed my
disposition and, therefore, I would not by word or deed, by action or
whisper... (LAUGETER)... undertake to influence the deliberations at
Chiocago.

QUESTION: Sgnator, would you see such a Committee eliminate
any need for a Mackinaw Island $ype of policy?
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, we had only one Mackinaw lsland
conference, and I was there. I can say in the light of hindsight that,
first, it was too large, secondly, it was toc far afield, third, it
was 00 difficult to get %o, and fourth, the results were so diffused
when we got through that I had some doubts about its value.

QUESTION: (Imaudidle)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, we could have held 1t in Salgon...
( LAUGHTER)

QUESTION: (Inaundible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, ths statement is clear on that poing.
¥e have heard these expressions of the needs of the Republican Party
as it prepares for 1966 and Deyond, and we believe some action is
necessary and this is our method to impart viger and strength and
knowledge into the operstions of the Party.

QUESTION: Thank you.



THE JOINT SENATE~-HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSEN - REPRESENTATIVE FORD
March 18, 1965

STATEMENT BY REPRESENTATIVY FORD: In a series of messages
to Congress that are almost encyslopedic in the listing of probleme
purportedly to be solved by the Federal government, Presideat Jojmson
proposes enactment of laws and the appropriation of funds that will
place the Federal foot in the door of every important function now
reserved to the states and local communities.

The formula is ingenious. The future needs of every locality
for the next 10 to 20 years are fed, computer-liks, into the Federal
mav t0 arrive at a gigantic nationwide figure calculated to stagger
the imagination and reduce the citizen to a feeling of utter helplessness.
The herioc ansver is, of course, the one now deimg set forth almost
daily by the Johnson Administration, which is: Only the Federal
government can handle the problea.

Had our founding fathers examined the problems confronting
them on the same basis, this country prodadly would have remained a
Pritish colony with the Crown handling everything, The fact that the
states and local communities have been meeting these problems in thelr
relatively si:ple locales for nearly two centuries of unequaled progress
is iggored.
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Federalised schools, text books, and teachers, Federaliszed
soning, building codes, health centers, and transportatioa, Federaliszed
libraries, laboratories, auditoriums and theaters - - all thess and much
more are now in prospso$ for m states and local communities. In time
our state and local governments can oaly be reduced to resident agents
for the buge central authority in Washington.

Perhaps the American people want to abandon a proven system
that has worked as no other on earth. We don't believe it. The Johnson
program has deen so disguised by platitu . des and Madisom Avenue adjectives
that its real aim has not been recognized. Ve are told we are approsching
the "Great Society."

Ve deem it our ocbligation to provide our citizens with full
imowledge of the direotion in which their Federal administration is
heading our nation. The end of the road is complets Federal control.
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STATEM"NT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN: May I say by way of prelude
that both of these statements are somevhat general in charaoter, but it
is done for a purpose. It 1s by way of establikhing a predicate for
statements to follow that will be more specific. We've done s good deal
of research work and develeped backgrouad data and now, from time to
time, it will follow almost the format that is used vhen the President,
for instance, sends down his State of the Union Message and then follows
up with specific messages on a great many fields of activity.

The unveiling of President Johnson's %"Great Soclety" makes
it starkly clear that the TFederal government has only begum to grovw in
sise and in powver and in cost.

The central thesis of the "Great Society" is that bdigger and
bigger government means better and better health, Detter and better
eduontion, better and detter transportation, and better and better
environment. It resembles political “perpetual motion."

How big is government today? The answer is simply: It's
enornous,

Here are some saples of the combined impact of Fedéral,
state, and local governments: Tyxes and other government levies now
consume 35 percent of total national income. One out of every six
vorkers in the United States is a govermment employee. One out of every
five dollars spent in the United States for goods and services is speat
by government. One dollar out of every four dollars and a half of
personal income in the United States is acounted for by direct govern-

ment payments.



The impact of the Federal government alome is startling:
Federal aid to State and local governments has risen from $3.8 billion
in 1956 to... I re-emphasise the amoumnt... $3.8 dillion... to $13.6
billion for 1966 - - and that's only a space of 10 years, bdut it's an
inerease of 260 peroent. Yederal funds nov amownt $o 14 percent of
the total state~local revenue.

These figures give some idea of the size of govermment today.
Right now the Federal government has more civilian employees in 30 of
the 50 states than do the states themselves, and that inclwies the five
biggest in the Uhion - - California, New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois
and Ohio.

To all this we are nov going to add President Johnson's
"Great Society." There is no conceivable way to estimate the future
cost. The sky's the limit.

The President has already told us that Balancing the budget
"too quickly® can be "self-defeating.*® Thus the Presideat and the
natifn, or the Comgress and the nation, have been put on notice that
the "Great Soclety® will be financed by ever-increasing Federal
deficits and, although not predicted by the President, these deficits
could break all records in wartime or in pesacetime if the "Oreat Soclety*
expands as projected. It is time ALL Americans took a hard look at the
hard facts.



QUESTION: (Inaudidble)

SYNATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, not state smployees... it was a guestion
of residence...

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I thought so - and my stafff thought so -
and it must have been an inadvertance, although there are others who
felt it was deleted. But when you have 15 or 20 people around the
table and you're talking in groups and talking in concert, sometimes
those little slips happen. But, in any event, it can be easily cured...

QUESTION: (Imaudible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN:; Oh, no... Oh, no... not for one momentg,
and I hope you make that perfectly clear.

QUESTION: ... the intention is thsy should be state residemts -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Vell, Toay, the logic from my poimt of
view is simply this: That if you took an examiner from one state and
sent him to another state under Civil Service auspices vhere the prodlem
really vas... hov sasy it would be to accuse you of carpetbagging, and
that's just one of those things that I, for ome, do not like to inherit.

QUESTION: (Inawdidle)

SENATOR DIRKSEN; Well, it could be. Now, it goes back to
Just a little misunderstanding, but I shall try to cure it, of course,
in the Committee itself when we take up the bill.

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

STHATOR DIRKSEN: Dick, that whole matter was pretty
thoroughly discussed and, of course, I think you can cite the scripture
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inorder to establish the poimt... but to what extent that takes place,
I don't know, But that would have been notadly true if, for instance, we
haf let that provision stand... that among others he could appoimt, or
the Civil Service Commission ma finger and add an additional duty to
Federal Bmployees. And I cited the fact you might ask a rural mail
oarrier in a small commmity.... Well, he's got so many patrons. Supposs
they met him out in front at the box when he came by and sald if this is
what you're going to do, so far as I'm concerned you're just off of my
list and 1f I were you I'd just get right with the Lord and I would resignm
as an Examiner... s0, you see, that element CAN come into the ploture.

QUESTION: Semator, can you say what it is you plan to do
in Committee?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, I have suggested that we hold
hearings in the full Committes -~ rather than in Sub-committes. And I
earnestly hope that view will prewvail. That will shorten the time some-
wvhat, it will give every member of the Committes whe wishes to attend
a chance to hear ALL of the testimony.

QURSTION: Senator, I'm sorry... I mean with regard to the
state residemay requirement. You sald it can be sasily cured -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh! Well, it can be easily cured provided
that 1s the will of a majority of the Committee.

QUESTION: Can I ask Mr. Pord if he supports the bill that
Senator Dirksea has -

REP, FORD: I think 1%'s appropriate to say first that
ve all kmow the President, when he spoke to us Momday night, said he vas
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sending up a law... if that were the case, it wouldn't maks any
difference whether I introduced a Bill or not.

I'm not introducing a dill... on the other hand, I think my
record and the record of the Republicsas in the House is clear... ve
belleve there NUST be legislation, effective legislation, passed esrly,
80 that we can get the target of the Republican Party, which is all
people registered to vote in all S50 states by 1966.

Now, the Repudblieans in the House - early in the Session -
introduced some 20 bills to ensure the right of all citizens of all
states t0 register and vote. Wé have appointed a Repudlican Task Foroce
in the House that has been working on legislation. I have been in
consultation with Senator Dirksen almost dally and Congressman McCulloch,
the Senior Republican on the Committes on the Judiciary, has likewise
been comnsulting constantly with Senator Dirksen.

Ve believe that we can develop a bill within the framework of
this legislation and we think the House ought to work its will on wvhatever
lagislation we can come wp with to achieve the purpose that we believe in.

QUESTION: ... there have bsen some rumbles that some House
Repudblicans don't agree with this appreach... 50 percent is too high...

R™P, FORD: There is no substantial disagreement with the
b4ll, although we think we ought to work our OWN will aloag with the
members of the Democratic Party in the House and, as you know, hearings
started today... the Bepublicans urged that hearisgs be held early...
and we dida't object to their not being held when the House was sitting.

So we're in faver of immediate action for an offective bill.
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QUESTION: ... you have reservations... will you be a little
more specifiec...

REPF. FORD; At this poimt I think it's better that I don't
pinpoint any areas where mrinxmudiwmt. The members of the
Committes on the Judiciary on our side will work their will ia the
Committee hearings and we on the floer.

1 think the most important thing is that Semator Dirksen
and I -~ along with the House Republicans and the Senate Republicans - are
urging immediate action on lagislation which will attack the problem
effectively in every stats of the Uhion.

SENATOR DIRKSEN; Let me amplify... You should remember that
they do not have dual sponsorship in the House as we do in the Sgaate.

So there is no particular point in introduciag a great quantity of billas
that are identic in texs... when one bill is introduced, that is enough.

In the Semats, however, you can get as Rany cO-sSponsors as
ars willing to g0 on a bill and that puts it in a consideradly different
frame.

QUESTION: MNr. Ford, wouldn't it help speed immediste action
if you had a specific proposal from the Republican side?

REP, FORD: I don't think so. They do have the dill that
vas sent up by the President und Attorney Qeneral Katsembach... this 1s
the vehicle upon which hearings are being held. After thay've had
testimony from the propoments... opponents... then the Committee will

work its will and they have "a® vehicle plus some 20 Republisan proposals
that have been in the mill since January 4th. I think there's ample dasis



upon which a good plece of legislation can evolve.

QUESTION:; Mr. Ford, are you concerned with all this
bipartisanship the Republicans may lose some of the pdlitical threat
for this legislation? |

REP, FORD: 1I'm not at all concerned about that as loag as
we get G00D legislation. If we have the right kind of legislation, the
Republicans AND the Democrats will get appropriate rewards.

QUESTION: Senator Dirksen -

STNATOR DIRKSEN: (Interrupts) I want to... let me answver
Bill Theis by sayiang that a similar question was addressed, I think,
to Thomas Jefferson and after discussing, bhe said: "The approbation
which may have been long denied will de forthooming."

So 1t's not a question of oredit, it's a question of getting
a job done.

Sam had a question -

QUESTION: ...It has been charged (I think even in such a
conservative journal as the WALL STRERT JOURNAL) that the Republican
alternatives t0 the "Great Seclety" are vastly more ocostly, would take
much more money out of the Treasury...

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Who sald that? (LAUONTMR)

QUESTION3 THE WALL STREET JOURNAL!

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, no, now... you said it was in the
VALL FIREST JOURNAL ... authoritative publication. Now... (Semator
and Questioner talking at once)... Now, whose by-lime was it?

QUESTION: ... the schools. (LAUGHTER) ... the school
bill will be vastly more expensive than the Administration school bill...



Medicare more expensive than the hospital care... and the Regional
Rehabilitation Ald Program promoted by the Republicans will bde more
expensive. I'm not saying this is so... I say the charge has been made...
now, wvhat is the answer?

SENATOR DIRKS¥N; Well, Sam, I ought to put you on the stand
and avail myself of all evidenciary rules and then we would come to grips
with this. Becauss we're jJust dealing with a lot of figures in thinm alr,
which I do not accept as aunthoritative at all, After 17 years on the
Appropristions Committee of the House and Senate, I can $ell you that
whea you break these figures down they come out rather differently, and
80 I'm not going to be in the position of generaliszing until I see
a specific, because it makes all the differemce in the world. And I
say that without my tongue in my chsek and without forfeiting my high
regard for that very eminent newspaper, TH' WALL STRET JOURNAL,
(LAUSHTER)

EEP. FORD: Semator, I would like to respond to Sam's
comment. If you take the Administration's so-ealled "Medicare® Bill
and provide the same bDenefiis that the Byrames propesal does, the
Mnainistration propesal - with the same benefits - would be at lsast
a third more ocostly... the Republican Byraes proposal... because it is
not mandatory, it is not compulsery... and because sémething lilke
20 percent of the people will avail themeselves of the option not to
belong, the cost will be substantially less if the Byrnes proposal wers
enacted into law.



QUESTION: (Imawdidle)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: You mean for... well, for smactmsat of
the bill, or for concluding deliderations in the Semate...

QUESTION:; Bither one -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, let me just spell out... If we take
the full time and from Monday watil April 9 - excluling Saturdays and
Sundays - is actually 15 workiang days. Now assume i1t comes back on the
ealendar and it will come back besause this motion is going to de agreed
to by the Sgnate.

Hov you ocould set it the following Monday - that would de
10, 11, 12, I suppose - and then you reason from there on. and I must
be 80 frank as %o confess a slight difficulty, decause early in the
year - back in January - we agreed upon a recess peried for Easter, whieh
begins on the 18th after the close of business and runs, I believe,
until the 2lst. Now, I'd probably have to fortify mysdlf on the card
and see...

QUESTION: (Imamdible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN; That's right... conclusion of business on
April 15 until noon, Wednesday, April 21. Now from the 12%th...
say, Monday to the IRh... is three days. Can you finish in that time...
and having announced this 0 long ago, are we really at lidberty
vhere members have made their plams for speeches and all the other
attributes of this business, to cancel out the Easter Recess? I have
some grave doubts about it - nor de I believe that Easter period 1s
going to be fateful. Because I appraise the Semper of the Semate... I do
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not believe there will be a filibuster... I do not believe there will
be even what I am pleased t0 refer $0 euphemistically as "extended
discussion.® I think the fever is ia the air and they're going to dispose
of this matter and it won't sake too long. But I'm afraid I'd de a
prophet without homer in my own coumtry if I tried to tell you that on
a given date ve're going to finish action on the bill.

QUESTION: You're apt to be here all sumer -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, I'm confident that we're not.

QUESTION: (Insawdible)

SENATOR DIRKSMN: lLouder -

QUESTION: Saturday deing the first day of spring, do you
have any comment on that? (LAUGHTER)

SFHATOR DIRKSEN: I have only one comment. I have
discovered that tulip bulbs don't do very well if you have to use a
plckaxe to put them in. (LAUGHTER) And so I'm afraid that feeling of
nostalgia I get everytime I ses a hyacinth pop his dold little head
above the soil... is not going to be requited and I shall de a very
impatient person.

But I will say to you where all the world can hear... that
after these long sessions in my office day after day... getting out
sometimes at midnight... that I could use a 1ittle rest.

QUESTION: Thank you,

QUESTION: Senmater, if by some chance there wers a
filiduster, how loag would it go on?t

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, I'd rather not speculate on it
because I do not belleve it's going to bde necessary, but wve'll come
to that bridge and cross it when necessary.
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JOINT SENATE-EOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
Senator Dirksen - Representative Ford
m 20. 1968

STATEMINT BY STNATOR DIRKSEN: Why, Johm, you ought %o
feel my muscle. That hoapital makes a bum out of me. Well, gentlemen,
if you're ready, I'm ready:

From the time the President decided to send foroes into
the Dominican Republic to protect lives and to thwart the danger of
& Communist take-over in that country, the Eepublicams in Congress
have given him their suppers.

Support of the President's agtion in the circumstances does
HOT, however, imply blanket approval of the Administration policy
toward Latin America.

The Administration has been slow te recognize danger signals
in letin Ameriea. It has permitted problems to grow to orisis propor-
tions before acting. It has been reluctant to provide leadership to
make the Organisation of American States an effective agency for the
fefense and development of the Western Hemisphere.

Bven now, in its reaction to events in the Deminican
Republic, the Administration is not manifesting awareness of the extemt
and the danger of Castre-exported Communist subversion in at least
a half a dosen countries ... dozen Am rican nations. In the past
three years, many thousands of citisens of ether latin American
countries have received pars-military and ideoclogical training in



Cuba and have besen sent home to carry on subversion, terrorism, and
gusrrilla varfare in Central and South Amerioca. Since the end of
November 1964, there has be n renewed emphasis by Cuba on ths use of
violence to cbtain political pewer, particularly in Venesusla, Oclembis,
and Guatemala., In Guatemala, the astivities of 500 terrorists and
guerrillas led to the establishment of a state of siege in February
of this year. Haiti, Panama, Paraguay, El Salvader, and Honduras are
all announced targets of Communist violence.

14 1s regrettable that the Administration 41d not move to
head off the new outbreak of subversion and viclence when it was

planned at the Havana meeting of latin American Communist leaders in
Hovember of 1984,

Clsarly there is a need now for vigerous and effective
action by the Organisation of Americanm States and by the individual
American nations $o put an end to the current Castro offensive.

We urge the Administration to preseat such a plan of
aoction t0 the 0,A.5. before the tragic drama of the Dominican Republiec
is replayed in other Latin American nations.

STATENENT BY REPRESENTATIVE FORD: ... on May 20, 1902,
Cuba assumed the status of an independent Republio with the inauguration
of its first president.

On this anniversary, we call for the reestablishment of
Ouban independence. Since late 19680 the pressnt government of Cuba has
besn a military, scomomio,political vassal of the Soviet Union. Teday
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thousands of foreign Communist milidary personnel remain on Cuban
soil. Ouba's rulers continue to serve the purposes of an alien system
by earrying on n campaign of terrorism, sabotage, subversion, and
sporadic warfare agalast their neighders, disturbing the pesce of the
hemisphere and threatening the security of all Americas.

The poliay objective of the present Administration toward
the Communist govermment of Cuba has been mmbiguous. At times it has
been described as "o get rid of the Castro regime and of Soviet
Communist w).\uiuoo in Cuba.* So Mr., Johnson declared at Midland,
Texas on September 30, 1962. At other times 1t has been dexcribed
as "to isoclate Ouba... t0 frustrate its afforts to destroy free govern-
ments and to expose the weakness of Communism so that all can ses."

So it was formulated by President Johmson on April 20, 1964.

The tragic events in the Deminican Republice are a forceful
reminder that neither objective has been attained. Cuba has not been
isolated, nor 1s it rid of Castro and the Soviet Commumist influence.
Cuba today is the breeding ground for Communist subversion throughous
this hemisphere.

President Johnsen's recent stalement that we *camnot permit
the estadlishment of another Comxmmist govermment in the Vestern
Hemisphere" clouds the purpeses of the Administration poliay toward
Cuba still further.

The Administration should fix elearly so ths all can see
the objeotive of its policy toward Cuba. The isolation of the Castre
regime and the prevention of the export of Communiem from Duba should

—
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be pursusd more vigoreusly as an immediate cdbjective. BPBut the ultimate
¢bjective can be nothing less than the elimination of the Communist
government in Ouba and the restoration of independsnos under a government
fresly elected by the Cuban people.

This objective is dictated by policies subsaribed to by all
the nations of the hemisphere in Carscas in 1954. The Caracas Declaration
stated, "... the domination or comtrol of the political inssitutions of any
American State Dy the internmational communist movement, extending to this
Hemisphere the political system of an extracontinental power, would
constitute a threat $0 the soversignty and the pelitical independence of
the American States, endangerimg the peace of America..."

In complianse with this Declaration, or doctrine, President
Edsenhower said on July 9, 1960, ¥,.. Nor will the United States in
conformity with iis Sreaty obligations, permit the establishment of a
regime dominated by international Communism in the Western Hemimphers.®

It is time to reaffirm this as our national purpose and the
purpose of the other American states.
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Q: Nr. Yord, are you asking the United States military
to intervene in Ouba to overthrow Omstre and, if not, bhow would you
propose that the Castro regime de eliminated?

FORD; This is a matter of the highest policy formulation
in our government. The Republican lLeadership of the House and the
Senate have some constructive suggestions which we would be delighted
to preseat %0 President Johnson.

I might point out that at the meeting two weoks ago last
Sunday at the White House, some suggesiions were made by Rspudblicans
that resulted in the Administration making recommendations to Oomgreas,
ineluding the request for additional miliSary apprepriation. This was
a Republican suggestion and we would be more than willing - and are
very anxicus - %0 sit down with the Presideat and make apeecific
suggestions to the Admimistration to achieve the odjectives that we
have indicated in our statements.

Ve feel that Decauss of the importance of this whole poliay
matter that these suggestions should net be disoussed in public bdut
should be given to the President personally and ve as Republicans
are anxiocus and willing t¢ do wse.

Q: Your statement seems to imply that all of the events of
the ... Dominican Republis ... bDe..... Castre. (NOTE: Question not
clear... volce almost insudidle.)

FORD: Well, it's perfectly obvious to anyome that Castro is
the fire-starter, he's the arsonist in the wvhole Caribbean area. And
until you $ake steps to lsclate and eliminate the arsenist, we are nod



going %o have peace in the future in the Caridbean.

Q: Do yeu think if there were no Castro there would de
no Dominican revolt?

FORD: I'm convinoed that if C,etre hadn't taken over in
Cuba and carried out the kind of subversion that he's carried out -
as indioated in Sgnater Dirlmen's statement and mine - we wouldn's
have the kind of troubles we're having in the Cariddean today,including
the Dominican Republie.

Q! Oongressman, are you proposing a dlockade prhaps - by
the OAS - of Cuba?

FORD: The byuuhni... within the last year... on two
ococasions and more immsdiately within the last three weeks - have
recommsnded that an OAS jeint force be set up for immediate availability
to move in on an OAS basis to meet the threats of the kiad that
developed in the Dominican Repudblic. This is one suggestion that's on
the record and we think it would De constructive at this time. The
Administration has gone along with this and is trying to ashiev{s. I
would persenadly endorse it very stromgly.

Q@  How would you isolate Castre... (NOTE: Rest of
question no% clear.)

JORD: To get dack to the answer that I made a fev minutes
ago. We DO have specific recommendations, dut they are of a major
policy determination, and we Shink it can be most constructively
achieved by personal consultation and recommendation with President
Johnson.
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Q ... your access $0 the White House. Is there anything
kesping you from going to t he President?

FOERD: Well, we've been invited down there several times
to consult on foreign pelicy matters. Wnfertunately - on some
occasions - 1it's been a consultation subsequent %0 a detsrmimation
of poligy. We think it would be far more constructive if we were
brought in prier to the determimation of pelicy. This was one of the
major objections, if you may remsmber, that was voiced a few years
ago by the late Sgnator Vandenderg... he didn't feel that we as
Republicans should assume a responsidility fer a poliey determimation
after the fact, and we think in this instance we could be helpful
prier to.

Q: Well, Mr. Ford, have you asked for a session with the
Fresident to give these proposals?

. TORD: We have not as yet, dut we intend te by this method
and othsr means - t0 make this suggestion.

Q (Wot clear)

FORD: I can reply to that by saying that every Republican
in the House of Repressntatives and evary Republican in the Sy nate
voted for the additional $700 milllon dellars in military apprepriations.
The only "No® votes were 7 in the House - all Demoorats - and 3 in the
Senate - all Democrats. So the Republicams, even though a very small
number, may have had a question or two, did go along as a show of
unanimeus support for the President's request for additional military

appropriations,



QG (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Well, whatever the situation in the Dominican
Republic requires for the purpose of restorimg stadility and meeting
the Communist threat down there, that of course is something for the
Executive Branch to do. And vhatever they do in that field, I concur
with.

Now you are ralsing a qusstion here about what we can do
with respect to the Cudan situation. You know, the 0ld Mark Twaia
story that you befriend a homelese dog and he won't bite you; you
befriend a homeless man, or one who is down on his wppers, and mayde
he will. That's the difference detween a man and a dog.

Vell, I mee that orop out nov because the Argentine Chamber
of Deputies only this week has assalled us and refuses to jein in the
OAS effort, and in addition, the Chamber in Venesusla can't even make
up its mind. All right, think of all the aid and comfort and help
they've had from the Uhited States. It's just about time that we re-
examine our premises in this matter, and if that's all the gratitude,
all the appreciation, all the aséistance we're going to have, then I
think 4t's up to us to let the American people know - and also to maks
a determination of that matter. The idea of handing it cut with your
right hand and getting a slap from the other side has no appeal to me
and that runs through this entire forddgn ald prograa,

Sc let's take a 1little realistic look and see and what we
can expect from OAS and whether they're willing te come forward now
with assistance to the United States.

-
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Q: May I ask & question along that? Do you view the
Ford-MoCulloch (?) substitute as a threat to thH Dirksen-Mansfield
Bill of Rights Bill? (NOTE: Not too clear.)

DIRKSEN: Did you say & “Shreat?”

Q@ Yes.

DIRKSEN: (Laughs a 1ittle) Well, I haven't the slighest
idea. I think it's going %o be offered by Sgnator Tower, and it
commende itself to some members of ths Sgnate -~ how many, I do not
know, WVe're getting quite a bill stacked up there in the Sgnate...
if they adopt any more amendments - and particularly when I'm awvay
from the roost. (LAUGHTER)

Q: Vell, but do you feel that you can defeat the Tover
Amendment. ..

DIRKSEN; Well, Sam, that 1 don;t kmow. It depends.

It 11 get some votes on our side of the aisle. It was disouwssed at the
policy luncheon the other day and I lmow that it commends 1%self to
some of our members. Now ]l've made no nose count, consegusntly, I
can't tell you how the vote would ge.

Qt But you ARE opposed to the -

DIRESEN; V¥Well, I am opposed to it, of course. How could I
do other? After all... this substitute is partly my handiwerk.

Q: (Wet clear)

DIRKSHN: Ok, I doudt it very mush. We'll have to de
whatever events oall for, and I don't think of 1t in the freme ¢f
dictatorship - either from the right or Pfrom the left.

Q: (Not clear)
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DERKSEN: Well, we think the Administration has deen wanting
in some respeats. We think its uptake has been slow and that ought to
be improved, and we say that because this is the domimant country on
this hemisphere. I still bellieve - even if others Sake excepiion - that
there IS such a thing as a Monroce Doctrine and that the establishmemt
¢f a Communist-dominated government on this hemisphere is alien to the
pelioy that we pursusd since 1823.

Q: Senator, what good news did you get at the hospital?

DIRKSEN: Well, the good news is that they found exactly
nothing, wo I languish wvhen these fumotiomal fallures come on, but I
must say that the rest did me some good. But I'm not going to $ell
you any further stories sbout the bospital. (LAUGHTER)

Q: Do you have the vots for cloture?

DERESEN: I saw the petition this morning. There are 26
names presently. I rather think at this stage - if the cloture petition
is filed on Friday » that there will bde sufficlieat votes on Menday
because the Senate, frankly, is quite weary of having this meawmare
before it any lomger. They're adding nothing constructive nor does the
discussion fyom here on ocut add anything particularly to the enlighten~
ment of the Sgnate or of the cowmiry, or fer that matter, of you.

Qt Senator Dirksen, do you think an OAS military foroce...
(Note: rest of questidn not clear.)

DIRKSEN; Well, I think so, because we feel = real kinship
to all the Bepublios in this hemispherse, and we can best serve by having
an OAS feros. The amazing thing is that that matter has not bdeen pursued

——

with viger bafore.



JOINT SENATE-HOUSY REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSEN - RAPRES"NTATIVE FOED
June 18, 19685

STATEMRNT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN: To date, the Republicans
in Congress have publicly supported the Administration's policy
toward South Vietnam in the bDelief that it was in harmony with that
emumnciated by the Congress in Joimt Resolution.

That sbjective, as defined last August, was "assisting
the peoples of Southsast Asla to protect their freedom.*®

Now doubt is raised adout this objective by recent remariks
of the Chairman of the Yoreign Relations Committee of the Sgnate.

In a speech, timed so as to make it appear that it had Presidential
approval, Senator Fulbright and some other Democrats may wish to
redefine the objective for which American troops are deimg committed
to conflict in Scuth Vietnam in ever-increasing numbers.

The Sgnator calls for a*megotiated settlement involviag
major concessions by both sides.®

Any who $alk of concessiocms by the United Stutes have an
obligation to specify the kinds of concessions which Shey are prepared
to advocate. They have an obligation, too, to indicate the limits
beyond which concessions cunnot be made.

Senator Fulbright suzgests the Geneva Agreements of 1954
"in all their specifications® as a Dasis for settling the conflict
in Vietnam. But this Agreement, as Secretary Rusk ackmowledged in
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1962, contained a fatal flaw im providing vete power to the
Commmist member of the international comaission established te
supervise the execution of the torms of the Gensva sattlement.

This nistake must be avolded in any future peacé settle~
ment. S0 must the mistake of establishing a coanlition government
with Commumist participation for South Vietaam. Bitter erxperience
should have taught us that such a coalition merely defers a
Communist Stakeover.

To conclude an agreement with such previsiocas would
vielate the President's promise of April 7 "That we will not withdraw
uwader the cloak of a mesaningless agreement."

We hope for negotiations among representatives of
responsible sovereign governments which will both end the fighting
in South Vietaam and preserve the independemce of that nationm.

The United Stutes camnet, without violating its wvord, settle for
less. The meaningless laotian settlement of 1962 should bde a lessen
to us at this time.
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STATEMNT BEY RTPRESENTATIVE GERALD R, FORD: Of all the
things that Senator Fulbright had to say, nome wae more revealing
than his criticism of the Tisenhower Administration fer encouraging
the South Vietnamese government to refuse td permit the holding of =
nationmide electioa in Vietnam in 1956,

The refusal was amply Jjustified if only because the kimd
of election envisaged by the Geneva Agreement of 1954 - a free
election - could not have been held. Anyone who thinks that a free
election was possidble in Comunist North Vietnam kaows little of heow
Communists operate and could have fallen into a Moscow-Pelping trap.

The criticisa boils down to 2 complaint that the "hited
States government falled to exert precsurs on the South Vietnamese
to surrender to the Communiste nine years ago.

Such was net the policy them - and veiled susgestions that
1t de the policy today should Be emphatically repudiated.

The thited States could not agree today - any more than ia
1966 - to legitimizing Communist control of all of Vietnam by a device
of a Commugist-style election,

The Eisenhower Administration labored %o build out of
chaos in South Vietnam a dursble economy, & progressive seocial order,
and military stremgth,

That it achieved a considerable mezsure of success vas
attested %o by several of Semater Fulbright'’s colleagues.

In February of 1960, Senater Nensfield's Subcommittee o
the Sgnate Foreign Relations Committee reported (and I quote):
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“By any measure, Vietnam has made great progress under President
Hgo Dinh Dieg in the improvement of intermal security, in the
creation of the forms and institutions efpepularly responsible
government, wvhers defore tcﬁ existed, and in the advancement of
the welfare of the people of Vietnam.®

Finally, & major policy paper, issusd by the State
Department in December of 1961, stated flatly that (and I guote):
#The years 1956 to 1960 produced something close to an economic
niracle in South Vietnam.. .. It is a report of progress over a
fow brief years ecualled by few young countries.*

Any attempt t0 equate overall conditions, including
the U. 8. Military commitment in South Vietnam in 1980, with
conditions thers today - is a crude distertion of history,



QUESTION: (Inmamdible)

FORD; I wouldn't say that we repudiate the Oeneva
accords (?), dbut we simply believe that if they are to de carried
out, they must be carried out affirmatively and effectively and
not result in a Communist dominmation of South Vietnam OR North
Vietnan,

QUESTION: (Inandible)

FORD: I think it depends wupon the definition of
“free elections. Free elections from our poidmt of viev would mean
the kind of slections where the Communists would not bde able to
by pressure of one sort or another actually result in the tale-
over of Vietnam. A Commumist definition of free elections 1is
quite different. They would by one means or another actually
not permit a free election - they never have in any instances where
slections have been held, and I'm sure they wouldn't in this
circumstance.

QURSTION; Mr. Ford, your celleagus in the House
Repudlican leadership, Representative laird, has recemtly said that
the Republicans are dangereusly close to breakinmg with the
Administration on Vietnamese policy. Hov would you... would you
ecare in any vay to associate yourself with that statement?

JORD: The Elsenhower-Dulles pelicy in reference to
South Vietnam never envisaged large-scale, ground warfare in South-
east Asia, including South Vietnam. I agree with that pelicy,

Nr. Lalrd agrees with that policy. The Republicans today do support
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a strong, firm pelicy against Communist aggression in Southeast
Agla. 1 agree vholehsartedly with that. But this does not mean
under any circumstances that we give to any Presideat - Mr. Johnsen
or othervise - carte dlanche authority ia the future. We believe that
the American pecple, members of the Conzress, both Demscrat and
Repudlican, ought to be fully informed a2s to our objectives, and
what our poliay will be in the future. And as lomg as the American
people are properly informed and members of the House are givea full
opportunity to express themselves, to know the backgroumd, we will
stand with the President where such a pelicy is carried out.

QUESTION: Mr. Yord, in the absence of large growmd
troops, how would you hope to carry out any firm policy?

YORD: I would raise questions whether we..... (NOTE;
tape blank for a few seconds here.) ees t0 achieve certain
milisary objectives. I think we ought to raise the question whether
or not we are maximising the utilisation of our allies in Southesast
Asia for the achievement of opposing Communist aggression in
Vietnam.

QUESTION; The Geneva Agresment had a provisiom that
no country would build up its forges... and President Eisenhower
kept that from '54 %o '60... the forces were built up by Kennedy
and Johnsen. Do you consider this a mistake?

FORD: The Geneva Accord did provide that neither side
should bring in more weapoms, should dring in more trocps... the
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Bisenhewer-Dulles poliey was to ksep our forces and our equipmeat at
the level that existed in 1954.

Of course, the Communists did violate that Agreement
from the very outset. They drought in more troops, they brought in
more Weapoms, and they placed in jeopardy as a result the South
Vietnamese Government and our own feroces.

In May of 1961 thare was a distinct change in our
poliay in South Vietnam. At that time we had appreximately
800 U.8, Military Advisers in Bouth Vietnam. Since that time -
since that change of policy - wehave bdbuilt up to the preseat
position where we mow hawe approximately 60,000 or more or less -

U. S. Military Personnel there.

It seoms to me that the Presideat has $o Sake what
steps are necessary to protect cur own military forces in South
Vietnam. And since the Comsumists have violated from the first
instance, I think this was a necessary step.

QUESTION: Comgressman, you raised the question of the
effective use of our air and sea pewer. How do you react to Senator
Goldwater's statement that perhaps Hanol ought to be considered as
a target?

FORD: These particular recommendations I think have to
be related to what our military advisers - the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
General Wesimoreland and others - have recommsnded as to vhat is
the particular target or targets that ought to be attacked. 3But
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overall I would say we ought to raise the question whether or not
ve have as effectively as possible used our military power vhere we
have an overvhelming superiority.

QUESTION: Are m suggesting a sea blockads for one
thing - or are you xuxpuxink suggesting Nationalist Chinese troops
might be brought in as an Allied force, or what do you mean by
*maximizing® Allied support?

FORD: I think it's a question that ought to de very
significantly considered whether or not we should briag in the
Chinese Nationalist forces, South Xorean foroces, Philippine forces...
80 thay can make a contribution against Oomerumist aggression in
all of Southeast Asia.

QUESTION:; I would like to ask Senator Dirkeen if he
welcomes the impending visit of the Commonwealth Growp to
Washington and other capitals.

DIRKSEN: Well, I have no adjesction at all to receiving
any responsible group coming from sovereign powers and msnifesting
their interest in a peace in Southeast Asia. owever, fimally you're
going to haw t0 get back to Hanoi, decauss that is the govermment
in question that is causing the real difficulty. It may be
implemsnited, of course, with weapons from China and from the Soviet
Union, but we have to pin the label of aggression on North Yietnam,
and I tried to make clear here in the statement that we are ready

for negotiation with responsible representatives of responsible



soversign povers.

Now there’s been a hint, of course, that themm Rational
Liberation Front might sit in... well, the Hational Liberation
Front represents no mﬁ. it is not a sovereign po;r-r. and the
very idea ought to be repudiated.

There's been discussion in some quarters that Viet Oong
ought to =it at the negotiation table. It represeats no government
and 1t represents no sovereign poewer, and as a result you can't
deal with people like that who have in mind finally commmmizing all
of Vietnam if they can bring it about.

QUESTION: (Imaudidle)

DIRESEN: Oh, no, I hawe no question about it at all,
because thoss are responsidle pecple and they ARE sovereign powers.

QUESTIORs Senator Dirksen, do you feel that some sort of
concession must first come from Hamoll

DIRKSEN; Well, I think it's got to de initiated by
Hanod. Put they have very steadfastly disdained any interest in what
the President sald vhen he used the term in the Baltimore speech...
about these discussions, umconditional discussions. VW,'we had no
reaction from Hanol whatsoever, and obvicusly they being the
aggressors, ve have no choioe except t0 keep uwp the pressure and
carry out the commitment with respect to the freedom and the
independence and the defense of South Vietnanm,

QUABSTIOR: Senmator Dirksen, Congressman Ford says he supports

the policy of no lagge-scale ground force there on the part of the



U.S. - do you subscribe t0 that?

DIRKSEN: Well, I don't belleve that is exactly what he
said. I shink... I think 1%'s 2 matter that should be discussed
mth:th-WM-thiu. I've sald over and over again
in providing support for the President in his policies, that we ask
always to be consulted, to have a chance to suggest alternatives, and
other methods... vhen the die is ocast. Then you have no choice
except to ¢o aleng unless you vant to exhibit to the world that
you've got a disunited couniry - and that's the last thing we dare
do under these circumstances, because that's the very burdem of the
rropaganda that comes short-wave out of Pelping and also out of
Hanoi.

I had one of the monitored sheets on one of those bdroad-
casts delivered only 3 weeks ago - the names of a good many Senators
vere mentioned. Their quoted remariks were in this broadeast. And
it's the kind of stuff with which they're trying to drench the soldiers
over there at the present time - shake the meorale of our pecple -
and the morale of the Vietnamese as well - and then boost the morale
of the Viet Cong by saying: Stay in there and pitch... it's enly
going to be a little while before we shall gapitulate.

QUESTION: On another matter, what do you gentlemen think
of the organiszation sponeored by Senator Goldwater... (Note: rest of
question not clear.)

DIRKSEN: Well, in the first place, I do not know quite
what is envisioned by a "Free® Seclety... in fact, I'm not so sure
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that I imow vhat is envisioned by the "Great Society® - let alone
the "Great Pree Soclety®... so until I get a fill-ia, I'm
afraid I can't give you a responsive answer. (LAUGHTRR)

QUESTICN: ( Inawdible)

DIRKSEN: I bhaven't heard. I have to rely entirely upom
you gentlemen and your dispatches to kerep me infermed as to the
direction of the wind,

QUESTION: (Inamdidle)

FORD: If this organization is harmful or detrimeatal
to the regular Reputliecan erganisation, I would raise some gquestions
about i%. I'm told that it doesn't in any way whatsoever have the
aim or objective of a third party and they tell us that it can be
helpful in trying to educate people aleong certain economic and
domestic lines. If that's the purposs and if it's carried out, I
see n0 harm or detriment to the organisation.

DIRKSENs: I would add enly ome thought about 1t and
that is obviously any kind of an organisation that is set up has
to have some money. I'we sald over and over again that in the
political business there is no substitute for memey. (LAUGHTER)
And if their goals are high, obvicusly that takes from your regular
established Republican organisation - established in every state,
in every coumty, and in gvery precinst - so that I want to be sure
always that when the party and its Sroops goes into battle in
November of 1966 that there will be an adequate supply of funds
to sustain us in vhat we hepe will be a victory from top to bottem,
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QUESTION: Senator Watson was elected as a Goldwater
" Republican... (Notes rest of question not clear.)

DIRKSEN: Well, I have not seen the South Carolina ballot,
but I'm pretty sure that they carried the legends "Rypublican® and
"Democras.® I'm pretty certain that they didn't tag Mr. Vatson as
a Goldwater Repmblican on the ballet, so0 I have to fesl tha he ran
as & Republican., Now cbviowsly 1t had 1964 overtomes - that
may De sure - but he ran as a Republican and got 70% of the vote -
and I thought that that was quite impressive.

Now you speak of a FPgderal-Rlecticn-COontrol-3ill, I'm
not sure I kmov what meamure you are referring to.

QURSTION; (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Well, you mean the bill with vhich we have besn
working here... you say that will dry uwp the Republican Party...

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN; I've heard no such claims and having deen
fumersed in the thing up to my ears for so leng, I put no steck
in 4s.

QUESTION: (Inawndible)

FORD: One of our members - Congressman Callway from
Georgia ~ went to Saigoa, speat four or five days there, just
returned - at his own expense. He is a graduate of Vest Poing,

he came back with some very keen cbservations, and I think that such a
mission on his part was a constructive effort in this curreat problem.
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DIRKSEN: 1 think it ought to be pointed out that if
perchance a Congressman or s Senator goes to Vietnam - there are
other things besides the military, I'm sure, that aight be assessed.
You've got an econoaic problem, you've got a political preblem,
there is the guestion of stability, and a great many other facets
of the economic life of the country th:t anyome can take a look at.
You can also appraise, for instance, what progress they're making
in agriculture and whether they're keeping uwp with rice preduction -
notwithstanding the number of young Vietnamese that no doudt are
being drafted into the Army. So there are a lot of things that can
be survayed and I see no harm in it - provided, of course, they don't
undertake to give direction to the military effort as against the
Judgment of people who for a lifetime have been schooled in the whole
area of tactics and strategy and military cperations.
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THE JOINT SENATE-HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSEN - REPRESENTATIVE FORD
July 15, 1968

STATIMFENT BY SHMATOR DIRKSEN: Well, ladies and gentlemen,
are you all prepared... and we have your assurance, I take it, that
there's film in that camera - and I trust there will be.

. statement with respect to the passing of Adlai
Stevenson. His transition comes as a shook and as an irreparable
loss to the Repudlie. Ee had high talent, and I regarded him
cerfainly as a man of brilliance and a man of great attainment.
It was not particularly the offices he held, such as the Gevernor-
ship of Illinocis or the Ambassadership to the United Nations, but
rather the fact he was a man of courage, he was an amisble, affable
person, not at all brittle as some would think of him... he had a
great appeal $0 young Ameriomns and he had a great fidelity to his
ideals and a conviction to fight through to them.

I think Adlal Stevenson will de reghsded as one of the
great men of our times. And speaking for the Joint Senate-House
Republican Leadership, we certainly mowrn his passing and we Sake
this manner of extending sympathy to the family.

Nov this is an appropriate time to speak of bipartisanship
in fereign policy.
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Bipartisanship signifies united support dy the two major
parties for such pelicy aime and means as are reguired for the security
of the nation.

A biparsisan foreign policy imposes ebligations mx both on
the majority and the minerity parties. Jor the majority party, it
counsels frequent comsultations with the minerity as poliey is formulated
and access for the minority to infermation needed $0 deteramine the
wisdom of that peliay.

On the minority side, 1¥ imposes an obligation to aveid
carping about trivia. The mimority should aveid the hypeerisy of
ocomplaining about measures which it would faver if it were in a
pesition of pelicy maker. No administration should be blamed for
evenss beyond i{ts control.

Members of both parties must weigh all the consequences
of public oriticism., There is an obligation to demonstrate $0 dDoth
friend and foe that the American pecple are united in time of danger.
There is an obligation to aveld furnishing grist fer the p;epm
mills of the eneay.

But bipartisan foreign pelicy has never meant a cessation
of debate, or criticism, or suggestion. Senator Arthur Vgondembderg,
who more than any other public figure in his time personifies dipartisan-
ship, said that bipartisan fereign poliay " simply seeks national
security ahead of partisan sivantage.” And then he added immediately,
*Every foreign policy must be totally didated... and the 'leyal
oepposition’ is under special odligation to see that this ogcurs.®
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Debate, then, should de encouwrsged. Only in the crucidble of
full and candid dedate can the nation forge a foreign pelicy which will
lead us $0 the ends which all Americans seek to attain - namely, pesce,
and freedom, snd security. -th can public understanding and
ascoptanas of fereign policy be achieved.

Bipartisanship in foreign policy demands that repressatatives
of both parties give each other a mspectful hearing, that doth deal in
facts, that both discuss genuine issuss, that both avoid distortions
and misrepresentations.

Ve pray that the national security decisions of the
President may slways de wise. If we must agree (Note; S uater Dirksen
says “agree" here - not “disagrest)... with any of those decisions,
we shall never gqusstion his sincere desire for peace. We expect
that responsible spokssmen for HIS party will credit uws with similar

motives,
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STATIMINT BY REP,GERALD R, JORD: Today the Presideat
is being called on t 0 make fateful decisions. His efforts to emd
the fighting in Vietnam by negotiation have been spurned. Presidsant
Johnson has nov decided o increass substantially the commitment of
American g round forces in the theater of conflict,

As the military commitment grows, the nation must be clear
sbout its ebjeotives, its responsibilities, and the conseguemoss in
Vietnan. This objective can only be the estadbliishment of conditions
under wvhich the people of South Vietnam can live in pease, freedom,
and security.

The objective canlde attained ocaly when aggression from
wishin or without 4is brought to a hals.

The estadlishment of a oovalition government with Communist
participation in control of Sputh Vietnam is incompatible with this
odJjective.

Bvajisuation of American treops under an agreement to de
policed by a commission including a Comnunist mewber with veto power
over commission decisions would be incompatidle with this odjective.

The desire of the govermment and the people of the United
Sgates to nsgotiate a peacs in Vistnam has Deen established deyemd
any question. But a peace which would turn South Vistnam over $o
the Oommunists ~ ismediately or after some interval - mmst bde forth-
rightly rejected.

Any doubt as to the rescoluteness of the Taited States in

the pursuit of the odjective of maintaining the freedom and independence
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of South Vistnam that has arisen is due $to unfortunate statements of
scme Democrats.

nthnvchndput quarrel with the President in his
invitation t0 the aggressors $0 negotiate vithout any pre-comditions,
we doubt the wisdom eof failiag to make it clear that the United Sgates
is not going to agree to the kind of treaty and itruce provisions that
have made possible Communist take-overs in the past.

President Johnsen has said that the United States will mot
withdraw from Vietnam under meaningless agreements. We suggest that
the President assure the nation that no agresment will be made whigh
will maks a meckery of sacrifices already suffered by our American
fighting men and the soldiers of South Vietnam.



QUESTION: (Inaudible)

YORD: The establishment of a coalition government -

QURSTION: (Interrupts - inaudidle)

YORD: I think 1f the President agresd to an sgresment
that included those provisions, it would be a meaningless agreement.

| QUESTION: (Net olear)

FORD: Well, I $hink the conditions that we have set
forth here are reasonable umder the cireumstances and would cersainly
fall within the definition of the President’s definition of a meaning-
less agreement, 80 wo - as I interpret his worde and our conditions -
ve stand alike. I can't imagine the President making sny such agree-
ment that would vislate either of these two provisions.

QUESTION: (Mot clear)

FORD AND DIRKSEN: Yes.

QUESTION: Is there any inconsistency between the two
statements?

DIRKSEN: 1 see nonmas.

FORD: I don't see any.

QUESTION: Well, Senator, are you satisfied that the
recent criticiss by Nr. Ford and Mr. laird fall within the framework
of bdipartisanship that you desoride?

DIRKSEN: Well, now, yon'u.‘;hn to particularise the
statemsnts and the criticism that has I‘nn made thus far. If you've
got something specific in mimd, I can give you a specific anwwer.

a—
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QUESTION: There has been a suggestion by Mr. laird, for
instance, that under certain conditions $he Repudliocan support might
be withdrawn.

DIRKSEN: Well, I talked with Mr. lLaird about that and I
den't delieve he said it in guite that fashion, nor did it have quite
that meaning. And we would be the last if, first, we are consulted -
given a chance t0 participate in decisions - and be consulted - and
then the decision is made - %o do anything to projest $o the werld
a kind of disunity between the parties over here. It's the LAST THING
we would de.

QUESTION: Mr. Yord, would you explaian what you had in
mind in the 4%h paragraph here wheres you say "the minority should avoid
the hypocrisy of complaining about measures whigh it would favor if
it were in the position of poliay maker.* Do you have anything in
mnind? (Nose: the qusstioner obvicusly means "Mr. Dirksem" - as he
is qoting from his statement.)

DIRKSEN: Not particularly, John., We just want to keep
this at a high level and I think you'll agree that gensrally speaking
we have done so.

QURSTION: Mr. Ferd, you bave indicated - and Mr. laird
has indicated ~ that the present declision to increase the U.8. treep
conmitments in South Vietnam is a mistake, that you are against that
kind of major inarease. Does this statement now indicate you have
changed your mind snd now accept that increass...
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FORD: Not at all. Ve dom't set forth the mmbers in
the statement here.

QUESTION: (Imaudible)

PORD: Yes, I think in the first paragraph of my state-
ment we indicate that the President has agreed to ineresse the
cormitment of American ...

QUESTION: (Ianterrupts - not clear)

JORD; My position would be that if an increase is almed
at protecting ocur installations and our persennel already thers, I
would fully and vithout any hesitation or quadification Wupport
the President. But if there is a change in our policy with an increase
of our Amsriocan ground forces, thea I would raise questions and would
hope that the President would call upon the Repudlican leaders %o
make any suggestions we might have,

QUESTION: Would you elarify that changs of policy that
you have in mind?

FORD: VWell, if it's a poliey decision by the President -
and I have no informatfon %o that effect -~ that would be aimed at
gotting the United States involved in a large-scale, ground war...
then I would have %o ralse some guestions at that tho...vhynr we
would swppert him or not would be predicated upon the cireumstances
and the conditions that existed at that particular time.

QUESTION: Senator Dirksem, would you suppert the
President Af we were to use increased treop cormitment ... to suppert
the United States in a large-soale, ground war?



DIRKSEN: Well, you have to put it in this frame. They
have been 80 careful about aveiding that word “war® or that we are
at var over there. Now, you can cut it as thick or as thin as you
1ike, but we are in confliet mit whether we like it or not.

Now, we went there o help the Vietnamese. Our job was
to be alvisers over there. Now it's quite clear from the dispatches
that our own troops are in combat at the present time - that IS some-
thing of a change in pelicy. And all we say is under those circumstances
ve ought to be consulted as $0 precisely what the objectives will Ve,
what the consequsnces might be, how far they're going to go, and I
think what happensd yesterday and the day before is a rather classie
example - the allegation dhat cur planes went across the lines of Red
China. I don't imow whether they did or not, but let's just find
out - give us the details - is there going to be, or is thers not
going to be, any sanotuary... hov far are they going to go vith these
operations - just tell us before these decisions are made - and we're
not going to kick up our hesls and cause troudle or show a disunited
front to the werld.

Fut in svery case it's a matter of making that information
available.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Well, from time to time we have. And that's
all ve ask. o

QUESTION: Is the implication here that you huven't been
consulted enough?
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DIRKSEN: Well, now, it's guite possible that there will
be an announced change of policy -2nd I say that not as of lmewledge,
that's a pure speculation. But if that's going to be the case, very
well, let's have a meeting of the Jjoint leadership with the President
and with his advisers and let's get a clear idea. Tor how are we going
to tell the people bdack home exactly where we're going in a conflict
costing lives that is 12,000 miles away?

QUESTION: Well, are you suggesting there has been a change
of pelicy about which you have not been consulted?

DIRKSEN: Oh, no, I havea's, John. I said IF there is a
change. . .

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRESEN: I just e valuate the facts and say, well, they're
engaged in fighting - they're not advisers.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRESEN: Well, I have a personal epinion that there is
something of a change.

QUESTION: Well, Senator, do you mean if there is a
determination to commit large additional U.8. foroes to a ground war
that the Republisans should be consulted?

DIRKSEN: Certainly so! Ve're expescted to supply the
money, ve're expected to supply the euipment and materiel, and everything
else that you need, to fight ap action of that kind. Why SHOULDN'T
we boalvised? That's not something that you just pour across a
committes table behind closed doors for a limited nugber of peonle in
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the House and in the Sgnate.

QUESTION; Well, Senater, when you tell the American
pedple exactly what you're going to do, don't you alse tell ths
eneny what you're going to iot

DIRKSEN: Well, I think we have been rather carefully
guarded in that matter.

QUESTION: (Interrupts) ... (Note: firet part of question
net clear) ... you said the American people ought to bde teld. How
do you tell the American people what we're going to do without telling
the enemy?

DIRKSEN: BHaven't we done it pretty well within a broad
frame? VWithout ever conveyiag any military secrets?

QUESTION: (Aih something about a settlement.)

FTORD; Well, as long as that agreement resulted in South
Vietnam being free from agfession from the North,or internal subversion
generated from the Forth, that type of a settlement, I think, would be
satisfactory. But one of the mandatory provisions would be that the
Viet Conj both exterma.ly and intermally would abide By the independence
of South Vietnam,

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRESEN: That has not been discussed with us.

QUESTION: Do you think that's something ought to be
discussed with you?

DIRKSEN: Well, when you oall out reserves in large

numbers, it's going to require money and thera's going to have to de
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a procurement program. I think we should be consulted and I anticipate
that ve probably will be.

QUESTION: (Note ~ two reporters talk at same time)

DIRKSEN: Wait a minute - onme at a time.

QUESTION: Do you have a pesition - as of now - on ealling
up reserves?

DIRKSEN: No, and for a very good reason. That is in the
field of military judgment and vhat they may require. I doaft know
what Westmoreland (?) re quires over there. He may maks a very good case
for "X" pumber or "Y' number... but the case has to be made and
Justified, so it's a military judgment... and we try very carefully
to avoid making any military Juigments up here lest there be some
impression that we're trying to run the war, and that's the very LaST
THING that we would -

QUESTION: (Interrupts) (Net clear)

DIRKSEN: Yes, I think the President has a very consideradle
latitude in that field under existing law,

QUESTION; Mr.Perd, do you subsoride to Senator Dirksen's
unwillingness $0 be critical of the military judgment at the present time?

FORD: I haven't been oritical of the President's military
Judgment... I think the Republicans have a right under a trus di-
partisan policy in this critical peried to make suggestions from time
to time. And this has Deen done in the past when Senator Johnson
was in the Sgnate in 1954 when he was very critical and made some
suggestions s the time of Dien Bien Phu... this was doms by the late
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Senator Arthur Vandenberg in 1948 or '47 at the time of Yalta... in
other words, we fan't be silenced, we can't give a complete and total
blank check in perpetuity. The Repudlicans have an cbligation to ask
questions, to make mnuéno. and if we do that, if we're accorded
that privilegs, then I think we can stand shoulder to shoulder with the
President.

QUESTION: Senater Dirksen indicates that he would exclude
military judgment ... from oriticism. (Note: this is the gist of
vhat the quetion is - not the complete gquestion,)

TORD: I $shink you have to take the Senator's comment in
the context of the gquestion which was asked. The question was: whether
we need reservists called up. This is a purely military question as
to whether or not we have enough men on active duty to pretect our
position milisarily. This is purely a military gquestion,

QUESTION: (Two reporters speak at once.)

DERKSEN: One at a time... (LAUGHS) Who's talking?

QUESTION: Wouldn't that also be a military decision - whether
‘ bomd the missile bases... (Note: reat of question not clear.)

- FORD; I think this is a mixture of a military policy and
a policy that involves, perhaps, the State Departmeas. I have
consistently said we should intensify our air strikes in North Vietnam
against significant military targets. I Delieve that the 5 or 6
8 _AM-sites in North Vietnam are significant military targets. Now
when the President gets a recommendation like that, or for any target
from the Pentagon, he weighs that recommendation with the recommendations
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from the Department of State - those decisions are more than purely
ailitary determinations. And my recommendation 1s in the same light
of the same context.

QUESTION: Me. Yord, do you personally feel we should call
up reserves at a time when you obviously feel we're not making maximum
use of our air and sea power?

FJORD: In this area I would rely on the juigment of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff. They can tell us whether under the curreat
ailitary olroumstances - or the foreseeable econditions - whether or
not they need additisnal Army, Navy, or Alr Ferce reservists called
up for aotive duty.

QUESTION; (Asks about settlement... hov do you reach a
situation where the Communists will be willing to negotiate and accept
a settlement invodking a coalition government.)

¥ORD: The Administration's policy at the present time
is aimed at making it so costly for the Viet Comg by our air attacks
and by cur operations on the sea that they will stop or cease their
ground activity in South Vietnam. It seems to me that basically this
is good peliay, but I do raise the question whether we have adequately
intensified our air attacks against significant military targets in
North Vietnam and whether we have fully utilised the potential of our
Navy in preventing, for exsmple, the flow of military supplies inte
the porss of North Vietnanm,

QUESTION: Do you think that through air attacks and use of

sea power that we can get them to the conference thdle?
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FORD:; Well, the Administration at the present time
is appavently following that poliay. I think this is the basis
upon which they are carrying on our actions in South and North
Vistnan,

DIRKSEN: Well, let me... After all, fxtimugkixkwxwax
I folt MacArthur was pretty right wvhen he said "Therse is no substitute
for victory." And secondly, if you want a classic exampls of how
you can mess up a conference, just remember that ve sent Averell
Harriman out to0 laos and look what we got as a dargain. That one you
can interpret for yourself.

QUESTION: Senator, who were you gqueting when you said
"There is no substitute for victery."

DIRKSEN: MacArtiur,

QUESTION: (%Two reporters speak at once.)

DIRKSEN: Well, wait a minute, let's have one -

QUESTION: (Again they speak at same time.)

DIRKSEN: Wait a minute, Richard. (LAUGETER) Opem
the door, Richard. (LAUGHTER)

QUESTION: Genator, do you agree with Eepresentative
Ford that we should be stepping up our air raids in North Vistnam?

DIRKSEN: Well, if there's a necessity fer i$, a military
necessity, yes. Now,.. there can be a variety of reasons for i,
I caught a reason from a young f ellow who was in my off\too lats last
wesk. He's been over there for a year. 1 8aid I understand those
B-52 attacks weren't very effective. Vgll, he sald, maybe not in one
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respest, but you'd be s urprised vhat those big bLoys coming over 4id
for the morale - nét only for the American troops, but of the
Vietnamese troops as well.

S0 you might not have had a shattering of all of these
underground passage-vways, but you had a very distinctive psyocholegical
effect.

QUESTION; Sgnater Dirksen -

DIRKSEN: Yes, Richard. (LAUGETER)

QUESTION: Do you find any fault whatscever with the way
President Jolnson has conducted the war up to now?

DIRKSEN: I don't helieve I have, as a matter of fact.
And I don'$.... well, let me amplify. And we have to assume, of
course, that every hour on the hour - if that's the way it is -

CIA gives him a report, the Joint Chiefs give him a repers... there's
constant commmication between Saigon and Washington. The President
knows what's going on, he certaeinly MUST, and they're having these
constant conferences here, so surely whatever decisions are made,
whatever actions are taken, are based upon the fasts from hour to
hour and day to day. And I just bave to assume that the Commander-
in-Chief is acting with the advice of the bdest advisers he can find.
And we didn't train these people on the Joint Chiefs in vain for a
period of 30 or 40 years... if they don's know, then I ask you,
Richard, how should a humble shavetall - who served in World VWar I -
have the answer to a military question.

QUESTION: May I ask Mr. Ford to address himself to this

same question,
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FORD: I stromgly support the Presideat's actions in
neeting Commmist aggreseion in South Vietnam. I do raise some
questions and have made some suggestions for intensification of
the air superiority that we have against significant military
$argets in North Vietnam - and I also believe we can more effectively
utilize our sea pover in the sams area., But basically I fully agree
with the President's firmness against Communist aggression in that
area.

QUESTION: You have talited about the possibility of
the changing nature of the war. What troop level... (Nete: rest
of guestion not clear.)

hesitate

FOED: Ray, I would mxm to pick a figure. I think i%'s
a basic gquestion of whether or not there has been a policy decision
to do more than use our groumd forces primarily for the protecion
of personnel... (Note: mot clear at this peint)... there - and the
protection of our dases.

The other policy would be movement and cemmitment of
substantial numbers of U.8. forces on the ground for the purpose
of changing the nature of the war. As far as ¥ know as of the
moment, there has been no decision in that regard.

QUESTION: Are you opposed to such a decision?

FORD: As Senator Dirksen said a few moments age, if
there 1s to be a change from the present pelicy to a large-scals,
ground varfare commitment, the President ought to have a Joint

Meeting of the Republican and Democratic legislative leaders so that
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all the facts can be laid out on the tadle as to the need and as
%o the necessity - until that is done, I can mais no commitment one
way or another. The circumstances could changs tomorrow. There
are circumstances that get bdeyond our control - deyoad the control
of ths President - dut I DO raise the quesiion that we ought to de
sautious in this regard before making any basic change or deeision.

QUESTION: (Inawiible)

FORD; If there are any such changes, I for one have
not been consulted.

QUESTION: (Inaudible - bells ringing)

DIRKSEN: .... except we are not on the Commission.

The Commission consists of an Indian, a Canadian, and a Pole (7).
And that's just exastly what's wrong... with that Commission that
is headquartered in Camdodia.

QUESTION; (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: MNo, the one that was negotisted subsequemtly...
that inter-allied commission they have over there came almost
immediately out of the Geneva Pact of 1954.

QUESTION: {Agks a question abdout Averell Harrimsn.)

DIRESEN: Oh, well, Averell Harriman is a friend of mine.
(LAUGHTER) (EVERYBODY TALXS AT ONCE)

QUESTION: (Says something about Geneva Pact of 1954...)

DIRKSEN: TFgpankly, I think he was. And they approached
it with o "Hi~Ho." But of course it came a ....

let me make one suggestion here. I had a retired Gemeral
in the other day. !oomthothtn‘;ounttw'huvholm
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of mothballs these other battleships we've got - xhmy that will
throw a thousand-pound shell a matter of 20 miles ~ and put them in
the China Sea and the Tonkin Bay and you're going to get a range thas
vill really fix 'em. |

Now, that's an officed speaking who's wedded to one type
of war.

1 wvas a wagon-seldier during the war. You ask me?

1'4 say, well, let's pulverise them with 75-mm... and theh let's
get up to 158mm howitzser. You ask an Infantry Gensral... he'd say,
why you couldn't bdegin to win a wvar umless you had the dough doys
sloggin' in there -~ and hold the ground inch by inch as you take it.
Well, that was that placement warfare thatw weant through in World
Var 1.

Now you ask somebody who was in the Alr Service... hs's
say, Oh, that's a lot of stuff. That's just old hat. What you need
to do is peund 'em from the alr.

S0 you get many of these decisions depending upon a
military point of view - and I suppose it's only because they've
besn associated with that partiocular branch of the servioe.

VWe're not going to make military decisions for all the
branches, begause I'm going to ge:mized up between missiles and
howitsers and small arms and basockas and all the rest...

QUESTION; BSenator, I want to ask you one question.
{Points out the difference between what Ford wants and Dirksen
wants - militarily.)
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DIRKSFEN: Well, I den't recommend - or net recommend.

If the Presideat thinks that's the thing $o do, very well. He's

the Commander-in-Chief. If on the basis of the information availabdle
$o him - that 1s NO? available to us - who am I to challenge his
Judgment?

QURSTION; (Not clear)

FORD: Well, I would expect that if there is a basie
change in decision - in policy - that we should be consulted... ahead
of time... given an opportunity to make suggestions and recommendations.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Oh, well, if ymput it in this light - we don's
expect the President to call us down there morming, noon, and nighs.
After all, these juigments are developed through consultation and
vhen the time comes, I'm pretty confident that he will summon the
leadership and say, all right, here it is on the dasis of uy evidence -
perhaps new odjectives - and wvhatever else enters into the p'ﬁm

QUESTION; Gerry, you sihgled out two types of settlement
which you say would not be acosptable. Do you have some reason to
think that either of those two types of settlement is in the air -
or do you think something like this is about to happen?

FORD: I have no evidence that either are imminens, but
we foel it's important that these ocbservations be made for the
benefit of the President and the benefit of the American peocpls.

QUESTION: (Not olear)

DIRKSEN;: V¥ell, how are we going to bring it to a
conclusion if we don'g gain a victory. What's the alternative? Teo



ease out a little at a time - or to pull 'em out at once - or te
fight on through « er to put a holding foros on the 17th Parallel
and say, well, we'll set up some permanent establishments here and
we're Just going to be here for quite a long time. 8o bring in the
kitchenwars and vhatever is needed for a long period of housekseping.
Is there any other alternative except to fight it through %0 a
viaterious concdusion?

And besides, don't forget for a moment that the prestige
and the face af this country is involved in all of Southesast Asia.

Wia. do you think they would think in Malaysia, in
Indonesia, in the Philippines, as a matter of fact, or in New Guinea
or Australia, or in Burma, about the United States... twrned out to
be a "paper tiger' after all. What happems then $0 our prestige!?
Our line, our present line, runs from Indochina to Korea... you'll
then pull your line, your Pacific perimiter ia, and 4t'll be from
Alaska to Havali - and then WHEN will it be pulled in and de from
Alaska to some poimt in South America - and then you're within
shooting distance of San Fpancisce. '

QUESTION;: Senator, we have said repeatedly - owr
government has said repeatedly - any number of times - that we seek
a negotiated peace, have been extremely eareful not to use the words
"total victory* -

DIRKSEN: I didn'y say anything about *total victory" -
I just say & “victory® and - well, a victory could be the initiative
on their part to ask for a truce - and you still don't lave o total
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wictory. But we could sonsider it a viotery. That's why ve used the
word Miruce! as well as "treaty* in this statement. W, don'y want
thet mistake to be made Decause you make & "truse® that's conditional
or you've ptmwmmmmhbhndm'a:utudl
kiss 1t goodbys. Because you're on the first rung of the ladder.

QUESTION: Semator, on anothsr subjest -

DIRKSEN: Pirst, was that a record vote? You don't
even care about missing... (LAUGHTER)

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Yeu say - are they? I don't know but if they
do, I'll be there.
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SENATOR DIRKSEN ~ REPRESFNTATIVE FORD
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STATEMENT BY REP. GERALD R. FORD: Next week the members
of the House of Representatives will demonstrate by their votes whether
they are members of an independent branch of government or simply
yes men responding blindly to the manipulation of the Executive branch
of the government.

The issue which the House will face is fair consideration
of the repeal of Section 14 (b) of ths Taft-Hartley Act - a section
wvhigh simply preserves to each state some right to regulate labor-
management relations.

An attempt will be made as a part of Presideat Johnson's
program to force repeal of Section 14(b) through the House under the
most stringent of gag rules. I anticipate a proposal that the House
will act on this imporSant change of policy with only two hours debate
and that no opportunities will be given to offer meaningful amendments.

If the House is not to sacrifice its self-respect, it will
vote down the proposal that shuts its mouth, plugs its ears, closes
its eyes and swallows the Johnson's Administration's prescription
without adequate debate and without opportunity to vote on important
amendments.

The action expected next week is the latest manifestation
of a disturbing tendency to avoid discussion of the subdject of the



repeal of Section 14(b) on 1ts merits. The Administration has
engaged in a ogynical type of log-rolling on this important subject.
It has sought to convince city Congressmen to vote for a bread tax
against their convictions in order to get repeal of Section 14(d) and
farm Congressmen to vote for repeal of 14(D) against their convietions
in order to get = famm bill,

If the coalition which the Administration is restlessly
trying to put together is successful, how can Congress be considered
to act as an independent bdranch of the gevernment?

STATEMENT BY SEUNATOR DIRKSEN: Good morning, laddes and
gontlemen.

A strange thing happened to the proposed constitutional
amendment on apportionment of Siate legislatures on its way to the
Senate floor. Disputes over the wording of the amendment have recently
arisen and produced a deadlock in the Sgnate Judlolary Committee.

I am confident that the Sgnate will in time act faveradly
on an amendment. Recent discussion shows the need for clarification
of the effect of the propesal.

There is universal recognition of the need for reform of
the system of representation eobtalning in most states at the time of
several well-known Supreme Oourt decisions. In fact, in 1955 a
presidential commission reported to President Eisenhower that the
strengthening of state governments called for adeguate representation

of the interest of urban areas in state legislative bodies. I welcome



the reforms nov under way in many states in the belief that they
provide more equitable representation and help to invigerate state
governments. I do nodk NOT on the other hand, conclude that mechanical
adherence to the "one man, one vote* primciple should be impesed on
both branches of the legislature in every state by Federal filat
regardless of the ( dasires of the people. Everyome concedes that it is
appropriate to require that representation in one house of the
legislature of each state De based solely on the facter of peyahuon}

The proposed amendment does no more than permit the people
of esach state to employ faotors other than population as the basis of
representation in the other house if by periocdic referendum a majority of
the people in any state so desire.

It would not deny any minority group the oppertunity to
gain representation. Frequently, or presumably, any system of
representation contrived to discriminate against any group would de
struck down by the courts as a viclation of the 14th Amendment.

Experience shows that the "one man, one vote® primociple
can be used to suchre minorities out of seats in legislative bodies.
This can bde accomplished by submerging minorities in large constitusncies
with at-large elections, as has been done in the State of Virginia
to render less likely the election of members of minority groups to
the State legislature. It can be accomplished by drawing dlstrioct
lines so as to spread the minerity population thinly over a number of
districts,

simply
The issue which the proposed amendment presents is/this:
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Shall we allow ths people to make the decision about the
basis of representation in one house of their le gislature, or shall we
{z=pose a decision on them whether they want it or not?

We propose to fight this... MEET this issus... and fight
every step of the wpy to preserge cur Federal-State system and the
historic right of the people of the several states to determine the
composition of one branch of their own legislature acesording to their

desires.



QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: %ony, I never abandoned any hepe.

QUESTION: - (Asks someshing abeut Senator Javits and the
amendment. )

DIRKSZN: 1 do not quite kmow what you mean by the word
Svhasmy.® Now if you tell me what you mean... (Voioce says: "How
do you spell it

DIRKSEN;: Well... maybe my friend isn't - what shall I
say - an ethmelogioal (?) scholar... and prebably he knows how to
spell "whammy, " |

QUESTION: (Net clear)

DREXSEN: Well, I had a 1ittle visit with Senator Javits
yesterday and I think we understand each other guite well. And as you

well know, I've long fellowed a primciple that there is no inswmountable

obstacle in this world and who lmows - what will happea?

QUESTION; BHow do you propose to surmount this obstacle?

DIRKSEN: Oh... I don's want to telegraph my punch right
nov. I prefer to wait umtil that time oomes.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSHEN: Well, who kmows?! It would De on the floor of the
Senate or in the Sgnate Judiclary Committee - one of the $we.

QURSTION: Senator, do you think it would be necessary of
inadvisadble to kesp the Congress in session - past Laboer Day -~ in
viev of the Vietnam situation?

DIRKSHEN: That I cannot say. I can say shis, I believe:
that, first, it's generally conceded that that situation has been
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deteriorated. If that were not so, there would be no occasien to send
additional contingents of troops into Vietnam.

Seoondly, you're confronted with the prodblem of Presidential
suthority, or authority in the Commander in Chief, to determime what
should be done - that's his problem under the circumstances, and that
involves many things. Does it require more troops? Does it require
additional authority? Does he need additional money?

Now as I understand the existing law, the President can
declare an emergency and umder that desclaration he is presently
smpovered to oall up &s many as a million reserves.

Now, what he wants to 4o beyond t hat remains to be seen.

QUESTION: Would you like to see the passage of a
Congressional declaration of emergency bdefore ealling up rescrves?

DIRKSEN: Well, I do not pass upon that matter now, largely
because 1t would be oo difficult $o measure its impact. We had a
discussion of this whole matter in the Joint Leadership this morning
and Congressman Ford has taken a particularly active interest in this
matter and he may want to say a word on this with respect to the
number of reserves that were called uwp in the Eisenhower Administration
as distinguished from any other Administration.

So I invite Gerry now to say a word about that, if he likes.

FORD: It seems t0 me that the dburden of proof on whether
reserves should be called up, whsther enlistments should be extended,
and vhether there should be increased &raft calls, should be placed
squarely on the Sscretary of Defense and the Administratiom.



I have in my hand here a pamphlet put out last week by
the Defense Department and on the last page the Becretafy of Defense
sets forth military sirength increases since January 1961. He points
out there's been a 45% inocrease in the mmber of combat ready divisions.
He points out that there's been a 51§ increase in the number of Alr
Force Fighter Squadrons. The Secretary of Defense speaks about a
BOO% increase in the number of sorties which our fighter airaraft can
fly with modern ammmition. The Secretary of Defense says there has
been a thousand percent increase in special forces trained for counter-
insurgenay.

I think we ought to ask the guestion - in view of all of
these improvements in the Department of Defense sincs January of 1961 -
why is it necessary to call up reservists to extend enlistments and to
increase the draft?

And T might point out in addition ... in the 8 years of the
Eigenhower Administration, we had the orisis in Quemoy and Mateu; we
had the crisis in ledanon; we had a Bgrlin orisis. And not once in the
Eisenhower Administration were any reservists called up to meet these
crises. I further point out that since Jamuary of 1961 wunder this
Administration there have been 2 cases where reservists have deen called
up for active duty - in the case of Berlinr in 1961... 150,000 reservists
were called to active duty... and in the case of the Cuban Missile
Crisis, this Administration allo&.- up 15,000 reservists to active duty.
There must De some explanation why in four and a half years we've
dlready had twe call-ups and probably a third, particularly in dight



of themse proclaimed increases in cur military eapability.

QUESTION: Oongressman Yord, what in your view now should
be the pelicy goals of the Administration in respedt to the fighting
in Vietnam? In other woerds, what should the American people be told
that they're fighting for?

FORD:; 1 think the American pecple should be told that
they're fighting actually communist aggression in South Vietnam.

And if communist aggression prevalls in South Vietnam, it will be
vory likely that similar Communist sggression will bde attempted
elsevhere throughout the werld,

DIRKSEN: But a further answer... Andy, first eof all,
if as ve suspect this situation is rapidly deteriorating, certainly we
ought to be told on the basis of the very latest CIA and other
intelligence reports precisely what it is and precisely what our
military experts think ought to be done. We make no prejtense that
we're experts, or we daal in the fleld of peligy. But once givem that
basic information up to the last hour that it's available, I think we
could come to the proper conclusions and could state not only more
readily but more pointedly what ought to be told to the American people.
And we have in mind always that it's their youngaters that are going
to de sent out there and some of them not come back, And that's a
serious business in anybody's dook.

QUESTION: If the reservists are to be called up, should
the President ask Oongress to authorise it, or should he use the

emergency povwers that he now has?



FORD: I personally think that the President should ask
the Congress for authority - even though he dces have some authority
at the present time to declare an emergency and t0 Saks some action.

QUESTION: Mr. lbrd. are you suggesting that you might
eppose...

TORD: I dldn't say that I was going to oppose, but the
burden of proof is on the Searetary of Defense to Jjustify in light of
all of the oclaimed improvements in the Department of Defense since
January of 1961.

QUESTION: (Mot clear)

DIRKSEN: Well, there again, as I indicated a moment ago,

vhat is the last word over there?! How far HAS THE SITUATION deteriorated?
And not the least of the problems is the question of available materiel

and equipment.

QUESTION: Are they short of this?

DIEKSEN: Well, amehey?! You pick these things up in the
ailr and I know that one Senate subcommittee at least iz © king a good
look at it. It has disclosed nothing as yet -~ nor have I deen so
curious as to go aboust and ak what they've found wntil they've
completed their work. DBut I know that a search is being made in that
field.

QUESTION; Mr. Ford, I just wvanted to ask yout Suppose
the President calls up the reserves... should he seek authority from
Congress?
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FORD: The answer is the President ought to request the
Congress to approve a eall-up of reserves... the President ought %o
come defore the Congress and before the American people, poidting ous
within the confines of security what the circumstances are. And if
he asks the Congress for this authority, it will give the members of
the House AND the Senate the opportunity to ask these questions;
¥hy in view of all of these imprevemsnts in the Defense Department
do we have t0 have a call-up of reserves for the third time in four and
a half years?

QUESTION: Mr. Ford, why do you shrink from the use of
ground forces in Vietnam? (Note: rest of gquestion not alear.)

FORD: Not at all - not at all. Because we haw an air
supsriority; we have a naval superierity. If we use this superiority
more effectively than we have in the past, it ought to be more
convincing to the enemy than engage them in the kind of warfare where
they may have (and I underline may have) a supsriority.

QUESTION: Didn't we have complete alr and naval superierity
in Xorea in 1950 and yet we retreated 400 miles - lost 9 straight
tattles - and didn't regain an inch of it until ve landed ground troops?

FORD: Yes, but we also stepped up our air activity in
Forth Korea at the same time that the groumd forces were shipped in,

DIRKSEN: I ought to amplify a little by simply saying
that we do not shrink from doing whatever the situation salls for.

But we ought to be informed. We ought to be told exactly what thas

situation is, and I think within the dimits of security that you pointed
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out - the American people ought to be alerted to the gravity of this
thing, decause this is for keeps.

QUESTION: May I get back to 14 (b). How unified will the
House Republigans de...

FORD: Well, the first vote will come Monday on the
gsg rule which is now proposed, and I feel in opposing the gag rule
the Republisams will be highly unified. If we can defeat the gag
rule, then we can opan up the debate and the consideration to amendments
which we think are meaningful and constructive. If we can do that,
we will be very much more unified than we will be under the gag rule
which the Administration is proposing.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

FORD RXIRKEXN: It's opan to amendment, dut the kind of amendiments
that can be offered are seversly restricted by the rule of germaineness...
they're striotly limited to the very confining areas proposed in the
bill. And we feel an imporsant issue such as this ought to have 6 hours
of debate rather than the 2 proposed in the Rule, and we think that
the opportunity to offer debate, I mean to offer amendments, should be
opened up so that we can really do some meaningful work in trying to
improve the situation.

QUESTION: Whatare the amendments you bhave in mind?

TORD: Well, there will be a wide variety of amendments.
I can think of 4 or 8... Congressman Roberts Griffin smong others will
undoubtedly propose some amendments that will limit the union dues

to the economic issuss Detween labor and mansgement. I understand



Oongresswoman Biith Green has an amsndment that involves

conscientious objectors who for reasoms of their religious faith

don't want to belemg in a compulsery way $0 a laber orgsnisation.
There are a number of ether smendments -~ I enly mention

QURSTION: (Mot oclear)

FORD; Well, it's very obvious to anyons who walks around
the Office Bulldinmg on the House side of the Capitel that there are
people who want repeal of 14(}) who are going 10 city congressmen and
saying: You have to vote for this omnibus sgriculture bill even
though 1t will impose a dread tax in order for us to get agridultural
congressmen to vote for Sestion 14(%) repeal. The mods are moving
around the House Office Pulldiamg tryimg to put tegether this cynical
combinasion.

QUESTION: (Asks somsthing about the Vhite House)

FORD: 1I'm sure they are very active in tryiag so put
together this combinationm.

QUESTICN: Who are some of the peopls active ia...

FORD: Well, I have a letter here from the Farmers Uniom,
for example, that is urgiag all Congressasn... I'm certain i$'s aimed
at Congressmen from farm areas... to vote for the repsal of Seaotion
14(%). And some of my labor friemds are around Salking to city
Oongressmen urging tham to vote for the bread tax in order $o achieve
the repeal of Section 14(Db).

QUESTION: Senater Ford, does that mean the Republican
Party is ageinst the farm program?

FORD; We have taksn no policy position on it yet in



the House of Representatives.

QUESTION: You're attacking the so-called "bread tax,"

TORD: VWe're attacking this one provision in the omnibus
farm b1ll at this point.

QUESTION: (Not olear)

FORD; Well, I don't want to mention them by name, but
if you wander around the House 0ffice Bullding it's very obtious who
they are.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

FORD: I think it'e very fn.lf to say that the House Committee
on Rules this year has brought forth ruiu on every controversial
proposal that the Administration has requested action. They've broughs
out the Voting Rights Bill with no problem; they've brought ocut the
Bducation Bill promptly. There isn't a single instance this year
where the House Rules Committee has blecked the consideration of
controversial legislation, and I'm certain this year that the Rules
Committee would have brought out a rule on Section 14(®) - and if
they had, they would have given adequate itime for debate, they would
have drafted the rule s0o that meaningful, constructive amendments
could bde offered, but this gag rule proposal is so restrictive as to
time for dedate and for the kind of amendment that it ought to de
défeated.

QUESTION: (Met clear)

FORD: 1I'm confident that the Rules Committes would have

brought out a rule, but the Administration ebviously wanted to try the
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3l-day-rule... and the first instance we've had the Zh-day-rule
application, we have a gag rule. I $hink it's somewhat paradexical
that this is the first development.

QUESTION: Ooncnim‘k in any event, if it comes to a
showdown and we're not able $o amend a proposition (?)... would you
vote for repeal of the 14(b) clause?

FORD: 1 perscnally have long been opposed to the repeal of
Section 14(b). I feel that each state ought to have the right, the
oppertunity, to maks the decision itself on this controversial 1ssuse.

QUBSTION: (Not clear)

FORD: We'r$ in the process now, Sam, of taking a whip

QUESTION: Well, you said ... unified earlier.

FORD: 1I'm sure it will bde but to answer the specifics, I
can't give you an answer to that.

QUESTION: Mr. Ford, in falking about Secretary MNcKamaras,
are you suggesting that he has weakened the Defense Department rather
than strengthened 1it?

FORD: No, I simply took his own figures, whish indicate
that he's made all of these improvements in the last four and a half
years. Now if this is true, why de they have to extend enlistments,
call up reservists, and increase the draft calls? The questions ought
to be asked. These are substantial improvements... they had probably
$8 $40 to $50 billion in increased appropriations in the last four and
a half years in the Department of Defense. In light of all of these
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improvements, additional money, they cersainly ocught to de asked ~
and they ought to assume the burden of proof - to justify this call-
up of reserves.

QUESTION: Does Sgnator Dirksen share your view that
President Johnson ought to come to Congress bafore éalling wp
reservists?

FORD: I hesitate to speak feor him. I suspect that he
does, but I would rather not answer the gquestion directly on his
behalf,



THE JOINT SENATR-HOUSE REPTBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSEN
mt 5. 1968

SNATOR DIRKSEN: Jladies and gentlemen, if they have film
in those cameras and you've got ink in your fountain pens, we'd detter
got started.

You know, the cost of living is always a significant iseus
because 1t sirikes every man, woman, and child in the country.

Now the most recent figures on the cost of livimg comvey
a rather dishsartening bit of news. For the third month in a row
a2 substantial inerease in liviag costs is registered. The inorease to
date in 1965 has beea four times the increass during the same period
in 1964,

In the month of Jume it showed the biggest increase in
23 months. Pood prices alome rose 2f. The meat, poultry, and fish
group were up 104 from last year.

Food store prices in the Washington area bring these
statistics to life. For instance, in one chain s tore since June of
1964 the cost of smoked ham has risen from 43 cents per pound to
59 cents per pound. At another chain store, the past thirteen months
have seen a rise in the coast of rid steaks of 22 cents a pound, while
boneless chuck roast has zoomed from 49 cents per pound to 85 cents

per pound. Pork chops, succuleat pork chops and incidentally my
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favorite food, have nearly doubled in price - from 69 cents per
pound in Jume of '64 to teday's price of $1.19 cents. The same store
in the same period has seen bacon more than doubled in price, from
49 cents to $1.05 ceats per pound.

There are signs of continued pressure affecting not
enly the price of food but aleo a bread range of commodities and
services. Wholesale prioces, followisg a six-year peried of stability,
have risen 2 per ocent in the past year. And on Sop of this, the
labor Departmeat reperts that in the first six months of this year the
inoreases granted in wage settlements have averaged 4 per cent -
well above the mmmmi'o guidepost of 212 per ceat. And that
will tend $0 push prices up even more.

Fow in spite of these disquieting signs, the press reports
that "Administration spokesmen said they were not worried by the
recent surge of consumer prices."” These sentiments are certainly not
shared by the American housewife, or the wege earner with a family,
or the poor, or the retired, or the people who are in the fixzed income
gfowps. Perhaps the President should be reminded of that portion of
the State of the Union Message in which he sald, "Our continued
prosperity demands continued price stabiligy." “

This inflatienary trend offsets the billions being
expended on the highly publicised war on poverty.



STATIMENT BY REP. OERALD R. FORD: It is nov more than
four years since the Oouncil of Economic Advisers set an unemployment
level of 4 per cent as the "interim geal® of the Administration., It is
nov more than thres years since Hubert Humphrey declared and I guote,
*I predict that by the end of the comimg calemdar year - by Decsmber 31,
1962 -~ the problem of unemployment in the Thited States will de a page
ia the histery book.® The year 1962 is lomg gone. If has Deen a long
interim, and the achievement of the goal is not yet in sight. The
nﬂplmtntohnlfukmnﬂ.ﬂubpnmtlmlduouﬂy
in 1964.

In the four years since 1960 employment in agriculture has
declined by one million jobs, or 17 per cent. This is more than double
the rate of dearease in farm jobs under the previcows Administration.

In spite of the sconomic upsurge which the nation has
experienced, wmemployment remains an unsolved prodlem. Unliks past
periods of upswing in economic activity, the curreat prosperity has
not brought with 1t an automatic reduction of the ranks of the jobless
to tolerable levels.

The problem of wnemployment is particularly a preblea of
the young. The rats of joblessness among teenagers hovered bdetween
15 and 17 per cent before schools closed for the summer - a rate more
than three times as high as that for the total werking ferce.

Employment of youth promises to be a more difficult prodlem
within the next fev years because of the substantial incrsases in the



number sntering the labor ferce. In 1964, 2,700,000 Americsas
reached their 18th birthday. This year 3,700,000 will reach the age
of 18, and on through the 1970's approximately 4,000,000 will attain
that age each year. ‘

Spendiag programs by the score bave been offered as

Unfortunately,
panaceas for unemployment. /They have not attained the Administration's
stated goal.

We see here a repetition of lessoms which should have been
laarned decades age. A Niagara of Federsl spending - a host of
Yederal programs - has never provided a real solution to wnemployment.

The AMministration stands indicted by its obvious failure

in dealing with this critical problem.
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QUESTION: Senmator Dirksen, over the last year many
Sgrators - Republicans and some Democrats - complained abomt low
cattle prices - beef and alse lamd. Has any of this price increase
been finding its way into the peckets of those pecple?

SENATOR BIRKSEN: WVell, since the figures indicate there's

been an increase in food prices, one would have to assume that it
includes meat, and I think I mentioned there the meat, poultry, and
fish group - so thers has been an increase there.

QUESTION: Is it going %o the cattle raisers?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, I have not spelled it out that far.

I see these charts, but ths charts can either bde purpeseful or they
can be meaningless - it depends on who makes them and whether all
factors are taken into acoumt.

I vant to add something to vhat Congressman Ford just
said... about this unemploymeat matier.

Itts rather interesting that the Administration does
not break down its figures and give the people of the comtry a
real pictwre of what this unempleyment situstion is like.

Now, if they'll bother to analyze it a littls, they'll
find that the heads of houssholds - very stabls peocple - you can get
an unemployment rate as low as 2.3 per cent. But it's vhen you get
into the yeuth groups that it jumps up to 1854, 164 and 174... and
THERE is a real prodlem.

How, part of that is due to lack of training and at the
time we considered the overall tax bdill, they were toying with the



idea of double-time for overtime - meaning theresought $o bde a shop
comnittee on which there was representation from labor, management
AND the govermment - to evaluate jobs and see whether or not they
would have to pay doudle-tims for overtime decause maybe pscple were
available for those jods.

We had testimony on the other side %o indicate it would
cost mansgement Yore to train nev people than it took ¢ pay time and
a half - and there's your real difficulsy in the unemployment picture.

Now as you get more youngsters in the country, this is
going to bYecome more aggravatiag.

QUESTION;: Senator Dirksen, I'd like t0 ask a question on
another matter. What are you going to do about re-appertionment now?

SENATOR DIRKBEN: Well, I shought I indicated in various
statements on the floor of the Senate and elsevhere that when I
fight on the basis of primciple I fight for lmeps. And one heat
dossn's constitute the winner of a race. So this was just the first
heat.

Now I proposs to do exactly what I've dons before. If
there is an sppropriate vehicle to which I can append this propesal
that I've sulmitted, frankly, I intend to do 8. And I don't believe
there should be any hiatus in the matter.

QUESTION; Have you decided yetwhich vehicle will de
appropriate -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Not definitely - nor do I want to

announce it se far in advance when I do. But I see a vehicle in the



offing... and I do have my eye on it M!'-;tﬂu it ample
consideration.

QUEST ION; 'M(b)...

SIMATOR DIRKSEN: Well, Richard... (LAUGRTER)... if this
were in a court room I'd have to ask the juige to sustain my cbjectioa
on the ground that that's a leading question. (RVERYONR TALKS AT
ONCE) What did you say?

QUESTION: Where do you expect to get the extra votes?
You had 57... you need something like 7 more...

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, I sust say that you represent the
press media -~ all of whom are most generous with their headlines...
because it's beginning to energize the country and I believe they're
bogimning to wnderstand vhat the focal issue really is. And they will
commmicate their sentiments, of course, to their public servants -
meaning us.

REP, FORD: It's my understandiag, Senator, that the
Chairmen of the House Committes on the Judiclary suspended hearings
on this proposed ameniment this moraimg in the House Committee on the
Juliciary. Congressman Bill McCullech - and I subsoride to his
decision - has violently objected. Because he and I both feel this
matter should Be broupht from the Committes on the Juiiciary in the
House and brought to the floor of the House as it was to the Sguate
for favoradls action.

SENATOR DIRKSEN; I hope you'll tell the distinguished
Chairman of the House Judiciary Comnittes for me that I think his



action is rather premature. And you might add that 1t's rather
anticipatory.

QUESTION: Congre-=sman Jord, do you bhave anything to
add on the statement who said what to vhom at the Vhite House...

EEP, FORD: Well,.. (LAUGHTER)

SENATOR DIRKSEN; Now hold on to your hats... (LATGHTER)

REP, FORD: Frankly, I do, Bill. And I will read an
unsolicited letter which was received this morning from one of you
in the news media and I'll let the letter speak for itself. Its address
"Golden Winds Cottage, Newfound laks, Bristol, New Hampshire, iugust 3,
1968. ..

"Rep. Ggrald Ford
U. 8. Capitel

¥ashingten, D.C.
Dear Gerry:

I have learned belatedly, here in the distant
reaches of New Hampshire, of the President's wiolly unfalr
eriticisa - presumably of you -~ of an alleged violation
of confidence concerning the alleged contents and influenes
of Senater Mansfield's statement, read at the White House
briefing on Vietnam,

1 was one of your gussts at the backgroumd
lunchesn. It was I who asked about the Mansfield statemems.
I said I had loamed that Senator Mansfield had reasd a
two-page statement aritical of Vietnam at the White House
mneeting and asked you for the detalls. Yyur only comment,
as I recall it, was that the statement seemed to you to be
longer than two pages. 3Beyoad this statement and yowr
remark that you nmoticed Amdassadce Henry Cadet lodge
sitting silently nearby, you vouchsafed no details of
Mansfield's statement.

You sald nothing... and I repeat nothing... to
the effect that Senator Mansfield argusd against eslling
up the reserves or that this had any influemce on the
Presid ent's decision.



I was struck at the luncheon by pour great
sense of national responsidbility when you told us that
though you had advocated a different course in Vietnam
from the President's, you wire going to support our
Oommander-in-Chief in the decisions that he had made.

The President has been ill-informed - perhaps
by imaccurate or tendentious reportimg by some newsmen.

Please feel free to make this letter publisc or to send a
copy to the Presideat.

’M'
(s) San
Samusl Shaffer®

May I add one other comment which I also think

will speak for itself:

"The President
The White House

Dear Mr. President:

The enclosed unsolicited letter was received in
my of fice this moraing from a mutual friemd,

Mr. Sam Shaffer. VWish his approval I am forward-
ing this letter to you and making it publie.

In light of the events of the past week, if you
vere referring to me, I mast respesctfully request

a conference with you to determine on what dasis
you vwere erronecusly informed as to my views.

VWarmest personal regards.
'Mo
(s) Gerald R. Ford
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And may I anticipate one question which I expect will de

If I am wmumme-n«un the Rspublican leader
of the House - for any other White House conferencs on Vietnam or
othervise - of course I will acospt. Because this predlesm in Vistnam
is an American preblem and the Rgpublican Party and I will 4o our
utmost to help solve it.

But may I add this footnote:

Attendance at any White House meetiag of that sort will
not prevent me from making constructive suggestions or recommendations
or criticisms when.l think the policy decisions are wromg. Attendsnoe
at a Vhite House conference does not muffle the leyal eppesition. It
will not silence it if we feel that for the good of Ameriea a differeat
course of action must be takea.

QUESTION: (Imaudidle)

REP, PORD: The letter was delivered to the White House
approximately at 1:30 this afterncoon. (Byerybody talks at onoe.)

SENATOR DIRKSEN; You all know Sam Shaffer, don't you?

QUESTION: ... on the House Minority leader - and then
pays courtesy calls on the Senate Minerity lLeader.

REP, FORD: You'll have to ask the President feor his
comment on that.

QUESTION: (Inauwdidle)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Are you speaking of the courtesy call?
Oould you perchance de speaking about an impromptu -~ rather unexpected
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visit - to my office by the President last night? Well, all I can
say is: the dog came in firet and then eame the .... (DROWVNED OUY
BY LAUGETER)

Nov whether the dog came in just as a security measure,
I don't know. (LAUGHTER) But in any event, we were in my office -
the Majority leader was there - he was talking %0 the President - he
put me on the line and I Salked to the Presidemt... and he indicated
that if we stayed a little while he might drop in for a visit. And be
did, indeed, and he was there within 15 minutes after we vere Salking
on the phome. It was a 1little like 0ld times -~ when ve used to sis
either in his office or in my office and discuss the affairs of the
day. Now and then we'd examine a clipping together and... he just sort
of added a 1ittle tone to the day. 5o it was QUITRE vhexpected... I
think he was there roughly adbout an hour... so not having had so much
as lunch (as I described on the Sgnate Floor)... I was gettiang hungry
about that tims and finally got some dinner about 1l o'cleck last nighs.

Fow you are all clustered around the door. I have a
question: How did you find cut that he was in the 1

Because 1t vasn't until a 1little dit '$1il1 you even had the cameras
set uwp. Bo... somebody must have seen him come. I'm swre my wire
wasn't tapped - with the other end up in the Press Gallery. BSe...
(LAUGHS A LITTIN)... I get curious. Tony, mayde you could resolve
my curiosity.

TONY: I had gons home -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: You had gone home.
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QUESTION: Senator Dirksen, as an astute pelitical ebserver,
do you detect any White House attempt to divide the Sgnate and House
Rgpublican leadership?

SENATOR DIRKSEN; Oh, definitely met... mor could it de
done. Our fidelity to the Party and te the Party primciples and
purpeses is such and cemented by umabiding friemdship... that that could
not be brought about under any circumstances. And I salute my friemd
Gerry Pord... for his coursge and the devotion he has to0 the bdusiness of
the Party and the business of the coumtry, which comes foremost.

QUESTION: (Iamamdible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, indeed I don's. I've been asksd
about i%. I said I hed no comment. Idtdn.thuvbmumm-
mentioned and I couldn't tell who might be the target ef these
observations. So under the circumstances I was in no pesition to make
a comment.

QUESTION: (Imsudible)

REP, FORD: 1I said my attendance at a Vhite House
conference... would not preclude me from making constructive suggestions,
or recommendations, er, on the other hand, would not preclude me from
being ocritical Af I thought the wrong decisions had been made.

QUESTION: (Inswdidle)

REP., FORDt Doth...

QUESTION: (Not clear)

REP, FORD: 1 think again you'll have to ask the
President sbout that.




QUESTION: Any indication?

RE®, FORD: I've had no commmication from the Presideat...
other than in the newspapers on Monday.

QUESTION: Senator Dirksem, were you present at the
briefing at which Representative Ford was alleged to have received
information... that he later gave ous...

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Yes, sir, I was preseat.

QUESTION: Do you feel he has broken any confidence -

SENATOR DIRKSEN:; VWhe!?

QUESTION: Representative Ferd.

SENATOR DIRKSHN: Well, you heard Sam Shaffer's letter
read which was -

QUESTION: (Inaudidle comment)

SENATOR DIRKSEN; No, but it was responsive ... Gerry's
ams wer was responsive to Sam Shaffer's question... and frankly, I haw
no recollection vhatsoever that Gerry made any comment beyomd those
that were set out in that letter.

QUESTION: Mr. Ford, can we go back to prices? How would
the Bepubliesns bring down the prices of these things?

REP., FORD: Well, I would defer to Senator Dirksea
who read that statement, dut it seems to me that during the Eisenhover
Administration we never had any sharp rise of this sort... that
robbed the housewife (includimg my own wife) who tried to duy a few
pounds of beef occasicnally for the bdenefit of the Ford family.

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, now, the real answer lies in
the vhole monetary pioture. Because if by prefligate spending you
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begin to £ill the dleocdstream with money beyomd the goods content that
ve have, obviously you're going to cheapen the dellar and it's going %o
taks more chesper dellars to buy the same amount of goods. And I
share I think-iththnm... Ghairman of the Federal Reserve
Board... and others... the rather classical definition of how you
bring about inflation. And it's a fiscal and a monetary preblem -
that's where it begins. That's where Britain's inflation degins...
and they're having their troubles now. Japan is having its troubles.
And we'll have our troubles if we continus to dump this money in wmtold
sums into the sconomic bloodstream of the country. And besides, I
can't help but feel from the results that I've perceived so far that
there is a tremendous amount of waste and utnnnauh:;::‘- and
that only aggravates it.

QUESTION: Senator, did the President yesterday offer to
help you on your next go-'round on apportiomment?

SENATOR DIRESEN; He didn't precisely suggest that he
was going t0 help. W¥e di1d have a little colloquy about 1t and he said
I carried out my promiss to you and I aidn't interfere. Well, I sald,
I know Ddut interfering on my side is one thing... interfering on the
oppesition side is quite amother... amd I am:s want you to carry it
quite that far.

QUESTION: Senator, did you get any kind of offer that
he vimld call Bubert off on the next go-'round?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I didn'y even ask him about that.

But Hubert had a very healtdy smile and a very vigorous laugh... and I



knev he fully apprecisted the situatiom.

QURSTION: (Imamdidle)

SENATOR DIRKSEN; No. Ne, this was wvhen he came inte
the Chamber. (EVERYBODY TALKS) You saw how bluff and hearty 1t was.
(LavazrsR)




THE JOINT SENATR-HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSEN - REPRESENTATIVE JORD
September 9, 1965

STATEMENT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN:; Well, ladies and gentlemen,

1 presume youwr pencils are poised, there is film in the camera, and
we're prepared to go to work. There is a sign here that says: "Plesase
talk into the mikes.® Now - do you hear it back there? You don't?
That's good.

If the President insists on Senate consideration of the repeal
of Seotion 14(d) of the Taft-Hartley Act this year, the present session
of Congress will end not with a bdang in the fall but with a whimper
when the snow falls. Section 14(b) is the provision affirming the
right of the siates to forbid compulsory unionism.

The Sgnate will not act speedily on this issue so basic %o
federal-state relations. Several Benators have promised extended
discussion of the subjecs, and clearly the votes for cloture will not
be forthooming.

The Oongress has done enough for 1968—: There is no emergency,
no srisis that requires immediate alteration e; a lav for which the
President once voted and which he never sought to amend in the course of
his 12 years of service in the Sgnate.

Undoubtedly there is room for many improvements in laber's
relations with management and management's relations with laber. If the
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repeal of Section 14(d) 4is taken up, it is clear that memders
of the Sgnate cannot be persusded to refrain from offering nmumerous
and far-reaching changes in laber-management lagislation. It would be
far wiser for the Soaate to turn to the task of overhauling such laws
next year after a respite from the hectic pace of the present session
and after consulting with the folks back home than to attempt to ram
through a single highly controversial shange this year.

There are dangers in the indiscriminate use of presidential
power to ocmpel action from a reluctant Congress - particularly when
the President showed 11ttle interest in the legislation until relatively
late in the session.



STATEMENT BY REP, GERALD R, FORD: The 89th Congress has passed

several bills inorsasing the flow of federal funds available for education.
It has added a cut in excise taxes t0 a reduction of income $ax rates in
1964,

Because of Administration oppeosition, the Congress has not,
hovever, provided tax relief specifically directed toward lightening the
durden of higher education,

More than 5 million students will settle on the campuses of
colleges and universities threughout the Uhited States this month, In
the course of the next 5 years, conm enrollment is expeated %o inareass
by an addisional 1} million students,

The average cost of a year of higher education at a public
institution is now $1580; it is $3370 at 2 privats institution., These
goats will continue to rise in future years. It is estimated that tuition
charges will increase dy 50 per cent in both public and private institutiohs
in the next decads.

The cost of goingto college is a severe sirain on ths resources of
most of the Bmillion students now enrolled and on their families. Millions,
who on the dasis of ability deserve a college education, are deprived of
one betaxme of the financial burden.

The Higher Bduocation Act of 1985 will prowle federal scholarships
for fewer than 3 per cent of the college students immediately and for fewer
than 8 per ecent eventually. It will make borrowing to defray educational
expenses somewhat easier, but these provisions are not emough.
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The most effective and direct method of lightening the burden
of college expenses for all is to provide for a credit which those who
are paying for higher sducation may Sake against their federal inocome tax.
Agtistance of this kind has been sivocated by Republieans for many
years. Ve shall con$inue to fight for it



QUESTION: (About 14(d) - but not clear)

DIRKSEN: Not particularly, Roger, that is to say, I cannot speak
with authority as to whether it will or will not. I hawe to assume
that it is part of the moucni'- program and of course I can say Shis
much at least... out of our conversations of several weeks ago, when I
raised the question and suggested that 14(d) be thrown overboard. his
answer was that he was committed. That's all that was sald exospt I
sald "WR'RE oommitted alse.® And if that's the case, then asruggle will
ensus. I said, "Mr. President, I have no secrets. I think we can put
at least 35 or more right up on the fighting line at all times in order
to ksep this thing from coming to a vete - in this session if we have $0."

QUESTION: Is there some doubt in your mind as t0 the strength
of this commitment - for the repeal of 14(d)?

DIRKSEN: Well, when the President says he's committed, I have no
reason to0 doubt his statement. Now I can add one thing to 1%: I picked
wp & rumowr (and it was only a rumewr) this morning that perhaps 14(d)
might de motioned up defors the rdst of the Administration program was
completed. I think I'm at liberty $0 say that I discussed it with the
Majority Leader this noon and he said the rumewr ies emtirely wnfounded,
we will go ahead with the program, and 14(%) will come right at the $ail
end.

QUESTION: (Mot clear)

DIRESEN: Well, I don't like to dignify rumours by identifying a
persen or a place. But it came at least from a very responsidle mesmder
of the Senate. Now where he got it, I don't kmow. I can only identify
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him to this extent and say that he was a member of my party.

QUESTION: (¥ot clear)

DIRKSEN: You say -

QUESTION; (Still not oiur)

DIRKSEN: Well, my expeotation, of course, is founded on
conversation no later than 12:30 this noon with the Majority leader -~
that 1% will come along at the $ail end of the procession.

QUESTION: (Two weporters talk at onoe)

DIRKSEN: 3111, I didn't gat that entirely -

QUESTION: ... briaging 1t up last increases the possidllity 4t
could de dwmped -

DIRKSEN; Well, I would think so. Bverybody is aware of the fact
that the adjournment contagion is in the air. I don's lmow how long the
House will have to stay here. If I remember my House RBule Book correctly
and knoewing there's been great prissure for Home Rule for the Distriot of
Columbia, 1t cannot come up until the 27th and Gerry, if I'm correct -
at least this is the way it used %0 work - 4if it wasn't finished on
Distriot Bay 4t had 0 go over to the next District Bay. And in the days
vhen I was Chairman of the House Distrioct Committee, we had only twe
District Days each month - and if you didn't finish on the first day,
it went over for at least two wesks. S0 - if the 27th is the first day
and the drive is sustained in order o enact this into law (mow that the
Senate has passed the Home Rule Bill), then just measure 14 days from
the 27th and it does give some substance to thess predistions and
prophecies that we'll be here until the middle of October. And it could

of course be later.



QUESTION: Senator Dirksen -

DIRKSEN: Yes sir, Dick.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN) You say - am I the manager?

QUESTION: TYes, sir.

DIRKSEN;: Ch, I would think that there would de & manager on
both sides of the aisle. In fack, I'm quite sure of is. And carry that
a little further - we're going to have a little meeting sometime today
by members on both sides of the alsle in order to perfect our so-called
management format and get ready for the fray. It will be conducted some-
what like a military operation - we'll have our captains, we'll have
our daily monitors, and everybedy will de fortified with speeches, and
we'll be rSady to carry on without any difficulsy.

QUESTION: What's your rank, sir?! (LAUGHTER)

DIRKSEN: You say "my rank?¥ Well, Reger, the only rank I ever
had was... I started as a Private First Class - later I became a Sergeant
at an Artillery Sehool in France - and I was commissioned on the Western
Fpont and bDesame a shavetail, a Second Lisutenant #o you.

QUESTION: ... leading the filibuster, is that right? Or one of
the leaders of the filibuster?

DIRKSEN: Well, I'll be one of the leaders. Now what rank that
gives, I don't kmow. Of course I might rate 5 stars - who lmows?
(LAVGHTER)

QUESTION: Is Senator Russell one of the leaders, too?
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DIRKSEN; Well, you lkmnow that Senator Russell has not beea
mduly active during this session and for a very good reason. I was in
the hospital at the time he was thers and he was just recovering from
a tragcheotemy - very serious - but we were hospital mates and 8o we had a
chance t0 confer, to talk, become better acquainied than ever befors.
And he 4s husbanding his strength and has not wnduly expended his energies
and rightly so - until he has completely recovered.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Oh, yes, bus John, I never used ths word *filibuster."
You notice in this statement I speak something adout extended discussion...
i$'s a far nicer phrase.

QURSTION: (Asks something about the Demoorat troops.)

DIRKSEN: Oh, I don't want to disclose the number dut I can tell
you this - sbout an equal mumber frem both s ides.

QUESTION; Senator, you seem t¢ state in your statement here that
1f 14(b) would come to a vote, you folks would losa (?). What about that?

DIRKSEN: Oh, my dsar, I never confess that I'm going to lese.
First look at all the brickbats you threw at me on apportionment of state
legislatures. I know that you had me as they said in the early days of
World War I * - sunk without a trace. But
it's on the Calendar. I told you that word "defeat" and “loss" was
chopped out of my dictionary leng ago.

QUESTION: (Fot clear)

DIRESEN: Repea$...




QUESTION: (Mot clear)

DIRKSEN: Oh, that's on cloturs.

QURSTION: (Mot clear)

DIRKSEN: Well - enough.

QURSTION: To what extent does your statement in this forum
commit the Senate and the House Leadership to a filiduster of 14{d)?

DIRKSEN: Oh, but Johm, we're not committed %o a filiduster.
We're committed to inform the country. Don't you remember - Thomas
Jefferson once said adout public responsidility of public efficials:
*To inform the minds of the pecple and theh abide by their judgment.¥
So what we're trying to do 1s to inform the coummtry.

QUESTION: (Not olear... aaks something about bensfits by having
it put off until next year.)

DIRKSEN: Yes, dut Roger... if you had taleen a count of the
polls; you will note that sentiment with respest to 14(D) - against its
repesal - has Deen ineressing... I won't say by leaps and bounds... dut
it has been inoreasing s teadily in every poll that I've seen.

QUESTION: (Two reporters speak at once.)

DIRKSEN: VWalt a minute - one at a time.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: We don's repudiate labdor. You'd be surprised at the
number of rankpand-file union pecple whe ar8 in our corner against repeal
of 14(b).

QUESTION: (Mot clear)
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DIRKSEN: Well, you can interpret that in a good many ways.

But, you see, the Presideat and ]I are leng-time, close, intimate friemis.
And 1 certalnly have some notion and some knowledge about his drive, his
aggressivensss -~ to get things done - and the word "defeat" doesn's
easily appear in his lexicon either. And sometimes he has to impress hia
will as vigorously as he can if 4it's on the Program and he feels
committed. And so we in retwrn have to adept an squally vigerous
aggrossive stance and try to impress our will and, of course, inform the
country - because this is still the pecple's government.

QUESTION; Senator, have you yet been invited by the President or
anyons in the Administration for a di-partisan Conferemce on the Indis~
Pakistan confliot?

DIRKSEN: No

QUESTION: Do you anticipate -

DIRKSEN: Well, I assume it's of real sericus dimensions - and
there may be such a thing as a conference in order % indicate what actimm
the Administration contemplates or should take, but having no actual
kmowledge of it I can't answer you otherwise.

QUESTION: ... pretty well agreed what should be done as of this
moment -

DIRKSEN: You say they're agreed?

QUESTION: You are agreeing with the Administration the way it's
been handled so far?

DIRKSEN: Yes, the Administration hasn't done very much. I see
U Thant has been sent out there for whatever that's worth. But you've got
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to got a full sppraisal of 1t and all the faots befors a judgment can
be rendered and befors you can lay ocut a course of action.

QUESTION: Do you share Senator Mansfield's fesling that thers
should not be any wmilateral action but we should act with the United
Nations?

DIRKSEN: Well, I think up to a point that's quite trus, but
suppose the United Nations falls down and suppose this becomes the
erucible out of which World War III can be spawned. And you get no
action out of U.N. Then what? Can you then escape unilateral action?

QUESTION; Senator, dack to 14(d). Can you estimate how long
it will be before the Senate finishes its present business and gets %o
14(1)?

DIRKSEN: Well, if it comes at the $all end, you can size wp
about lilee this: I would guess that the Farm Bill would tale perhaps
mtil next Tuesday; 1t will be followed by a highway bill; and then
they'll eall up the Immigration Bill - how much discussion there'll de
1 4o not know - there is epposition to the Immigration Bill and I presume
thers will de a mgﬂur of amendments. Now if an effert is masde to remove
the Western Hemisphere ceiling, it's going to precipitate a let of
discussion. And you could conceivably run until the end of the week.

And now thereafter we have other things.

The sugar bill will be coming from the House dut this moming
in Senate Pinanoce Committes there was a request - and in fact a command -
for a hearing - so we'll have hearings on the sugar bdill. Thers was a
demand for hearings on this Canadian Agresment dealing with auto parts

and auto speoialiies and that will take 2 days next week. Then, of course,
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you've got the Foreign Ald Appropriation Bill and they just started
hearings on it yesterday morning. It may take a litils lomger now
in view of this Pakistan-India imbroglie. I do not kmow but I would
assune that would De the case. Now there may be some other things and I'm
thinking of course of Home Rule over in the House, because if that's going
to truss up the House, odbvicualy we're going $0 de here to do business,
but 18111 be at the end of this parade where 14(d) will logieally coms.

QUESTION: You spoke of the Immigration Bill - certain to de a
nusber of amendments of it. In addition to the one Senator Ervin has
brought wp - what other smendments do you anticipate?

DIRKSEN: Well, I don's know. I know amendments wers prepared
and ready in the Sanate Judloclary Committee to de offered if it decame
necessary.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN; Not particulsrly - that is, insefar as I kmow,

There wers some $0 more particularise the functions of the Sesretary of
Labor with respect to an influx of people and its impact on our empley-
ment situation. That was one. He would have to make a survey $Swice a
year to determine what skills were required and in vhat areas in erder %o
more specifically identify what he should do - and then maks a report

to the Seoretary of State. That is one, for example, and there are others
along the same line.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN;: Well, using the word "commitied" Dick - as I muppose

you do - we're not committed $o ald to anybedy, as a matter of fact. This
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becomes a very practical situation and you lmow that China - like an evil
spectre - is in the background. 5o - will that add to the cemplications
out there and will it complicate our problems in Vietnam? It's all in
that same general area of the vbrl&. And it might very well do so.

QUESTION:( Not eclear )

DIRKSEN; Well, I have no particular pressnt position on 1%,
Jack. There are so many controversies in that dill, I haven's even gotten
around $0 that ome. It makes a good bargaining plece, I must say, dut
you shink in terms of the Maritime Unions and others who are so insistent
that shipments at lsast $0 the extemt of B304 be made in American bottoms...
nov that has great apml whether or not they want to keep 1%, whether or
not remove it, whether there's a quid pro quo for it at the moment, I
can's say. That's a very bewildering bill to say the least. FNow I'm
thinking around the periphery - after a while I'll get to the heart of
ths matter - particularly with respect %0 feed grains and to a dairy
provisioan which was not included in a Senate version of the Bill., A geod
deal of feeling on that, but I presume the greatest fight will come on
cotton and I'm frank %o say that Senators are lobbyimg each other righs
now, because there will be a major ameniment offered and how 1t'll hit off,
I don's kmow.

QUESTION: (Not ol ar)

DIRKSEN: We'll ¢ry to contrive an agresment on Monday. I think
I'm at liberty to say that there will be no session on Saturday. V¥e'll
come in earlier - say, 10 o'clock tomorrov - probdadbly have a chance to
dispose of a good many minor amendments, whether they'll hold these majer
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items wntil Menday, I'm not sure, dut an effort will be made to get a
time limit on the Dill and also all amendments proposed after the time
limit has been adepted.

QUESTION: You wen't bo voting on amendments tomorrow?

DIRKSEN: There could wry well de - I don's know how leng it
will take for the general spesches to run, dut I would gather that
sverybody who had a particular commodity would want to say something
about it and that probably would extend the aftermoon and a portion of
tomorrow.

QURSTION: (Not clear)

TORD: The Hgme Rule Bill, I think, will net come before ths
Eouse on Monday, next Momday, which is District D.y... we have a number of
21-day rules availadle. 1I'm told that the Speaker has said they will be
recognized and there will be no consideration of the District Home Rule
Bill on Monday. It is eligidle wnder the discharge petition on Monday,
September 27th. 1 presume it will come up then, slthough I am teld
that that Monday is a Jewish Holiday and an effort may be made to
put it over a day or perhaps for another two wvesks. My own position is
that I will not vote for a Home Buls Bill as long as the automatic
payment provision is in 4%, I have many reservations sbout the d=p
de-Hatching provision in the Semate Bill... umless thers are substantial
changes of this nature, i$'s my intemtion to vote against the bill,

QUESTION; Are there others from your party with you - how
many do you suppose from the Republican Party ?

FORD; I think a great many Republies ns are waiting to see
what the content of the bill is. We haven'y made a Whip check as to
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the number that will vote for it Af these changes ars made.

QUESTION: Represemtative Ford, Senator Merton seemed to speak
pessinistically about Republican schances next year...

FORD3 lt'sqohmt&tmmm-mz?ltsm sinos
January 4th that we have a good opportunity to pick wp a substantial number
of House seats in the next election. I would say a minimum of 30 and 1t
could go as high as 50 or more.

QUESTIONs (asks something adout financiang of oollege education,)

FORD: Vall, & good many people who have children in college
do not make a great deal of money and as a result this particular propesal
will be very helpful to a large number of families that have one or more
children in schools of higher edwsation. The Higher Mucation Act does
help those who are in need and who are qualified shoslastisally... this
particular provision will Bhlp a tremendous mumber of students geing to
public or private institutions - peopls who are not in a high income
bracket under any ciroumstanoces.

QUESTION: (Wet clear)

JORD; I presume the rationale is that we have the autherity
to by legislative action to turn these specific responsibdilities
over to the District of Colusbia.

QUESTION: (Resding)... "in all cases whatsoever®... how would
you interpret this?

FOED: Vell, literally, I prosume the argument can De made
that we cannot abdicate our responsibilities, bdut I think it just as
logioally can be argued that if we pass a Home Rule Bill, we have
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assumed our authority to legislate in this way end they, the pecpls
in the Distrist of Columbla, can carry out the responsidbilities wder
the Hgme Rule Bill. As I understand it, at least under some of the
bills, the House and the Senate would have some additional authorisy
with review and cersainly if the matter of payment lsinvelved, we would
exsroise a contimuing responsibility in this area.

DIRKSEN: I think the word of the Constitution is not "legislation"
but "jurisdiction and I don't $hink that inhidits a delegation of power
for the purposes of... interest of the public.

QUESTION: Senator Dirksen, do you share Mr. Ford's feeling about
the automatic pay ralse in the Hyme Rule Bill?

DIRKSEN: Well, I've been through that mill for years and years.
Including the time when I was Chairman on the Committee on the District of
Columbia in the House. That lump sum that we used to include in the
Appropriation Bill for the District ranged in my time from as low as
$9 million to as high, I think, as $37 million, but if I understand the
evaluation formula in the present dill, they propose %0 svaluate all the
Federal property in the District of Oolumbia for the purpose of
determining how much property is diaspossessed for tax purposes. Now if
that's put in the hands of the District Assessor, he might very
conoceivably evaluate the grounds where the White House stands, the
structurs, wvhat's in 1%, the Capitel, Rock Cresk Park, all the buildings
that are here... and you may come up with a very astronomical tosal.

But the difficulty will be this: the Assessor may well come wp with a
figure that is automatia in nature, bus 1t'll stil) require an
sppropristion to cover it and will the Congressional hackles then coms up =
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well, that's a fight we haven's gone through with as yet.
QUESTION: (Net clear)
DIRKSEN;:; I was really going around Robim Hood's Barn... and
landing in Rock Oreek Park! (LAUGHTER)



THE JOIRT SEMATE_HOUSY HEPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSEN - REPRESENTATIVEZ FORD
September 30, 19685

STATEMENT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN: If you are ready... if the
cameras are ready, we'll stars.

Bepublicans have long been engaged in a d etermined and
effective campalgn to broaden the economic opportunity for all Americans
and to reduce the numbers of those in the lowest-income brackets.

During the first four years of the Elsenhovwer Administration
the number of families below the $3,000 income level (measured in terms
of constant purchasing power at 1962 prioces) was reduced at a rate of
400,000 a year. In four years since 1960, the mumber has deen drepping
at a rate of 280,000 a year.

When President Risenhower assumed office, 28 per cent of the
families of the United States had incomes delow $3,000. Four years later
the perocentage was down 5 points to 23 per cent. In four years of
Democratic Administrations which succeeded Eisenhower, the figure has
been reduced by 3 percentage points.

Despite the pressagentry of the current war on poverty,
progress towvard the goal of sliminating this evil has been slower during
the past four years than it was during the first term of the last
Republicen Administration,

The success of the Administration's anti-poverty efforts

must be judged in these terms. The crucial guestion is whether these
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efforts with their vast increase in Federal spending and their sizadble
bhreaucracy accelerate the rate of reduction of the numbers of those
in the lowest-income drackets. This guestion has bDecome obscured in a
paper bdlissard of press rolmoi from the White House and the Office of
Economic Opportunity which provide some measurement of the effort of
very real

the Administration but yileld/little information about the/resulss.

The public is told how many comsunities there are in which
Pederal anti-poverty programs have dbeen started, how many Job Corps
camps have been established, ad/:::v Vista werkers have been recruited,
but it is not told how many poor people have incoreased their income, and
by what amounts, becauss of the participation in the anti-poverty program.
It is not even told the names of the disadvantaged youths who were
given suzmer employment by the Post Office Department.

It 1s of course too sarly to pass final judgment on the
effectiveness of the anti-poveriy program. The evidence availadle at
the present time makes it appear that very definitely the program has

not proved itself.
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STATEMENT BY REP., FORD: There are several glaring
wsaknesses in the anti-poverty program.

The Administration of the program is chaotic, to say the
least. It is headed by a part-time director and a staff of temperary
personnel who simultaneowsly decided to desert as the first skirmishes
of the war on peverty were hardly wnder way. The Office of Economies
Opportunity is top heavy with high salared sxecutives. In this agency,
one out of every 18 employess receives a salary in excess of $19,000
a year. In contrast, in the Defense Departmemt, one of 1,000 employees
is paid more than $19,000 per annum,

The progranm as administered treats slected Sgate and local
officials with cavalier disdain. Though ... or through Repudlican
protest in the Oongress salvaged some semblance of influsnce in the
operation of the program for State governors, neither State nor local
officials have an effective voice in the program today. This weaksning
of ths Federal system, on sop of other centralising programs of the
current administration, is a very dangercus trend.

Msregard of State and local governments and their elected
officials has made the term %war® an apt title fer the poverty pregraam.
In altogethsr $00 many places it has become a var waged by local
officials and competing private groups with each other for control of
Federal funds and for partisan and for personal advantege. The poor
are treated as the spoils in this conflict. They do not participate
in the decisions on what should de dome for them or to them.
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Enough evidance has come %o light to ralse serious doubts
about the Job Qorps program. Instances of criminal and immoral
bshavior suggest insdequate selection for trainees and a breakdown of
diseipline. There is a serious guestion, %00, as %0 whether the
training consists %00 much of work that keeps youth off the streets
but does not nurture skills needed in the job market teday.

The poverty program needs basic reform and a tightening
of administrative practices. Whatever dDenefits that can be realised
from this program can be attained less wastefully by clearer definitionm
of the objectives, by more carsful siructuring of programs, by cooperatim
with State and lecel governments, and by elimination of oconsideration
of partisan political advaniage.



QUESTION: (Not clear) .

DIRESEN: They are very much in shape. All the captains
of the day have been selected, all the speakers for each day have been
selected, the time has Deen pr@oﬂ; divided between the majority and
minority side and we are prepared to do bdattle and to do it with viger.
The Senate will operate as it has alvays operated... there will de no
long sessions. I say that on the basis of my conversation with the
sajority leader yesterday and the day before.

Insofar as I can tell now, there will be no Saturday
session the first week. Thers could be Saturday sessions later, dut in
any event, we are thoroughly structured if that's a good word. Now to
carry on and to carry on for a long time.

And let me emphasisze that on occasions I've heard it said
that we were bluffing. If anybody's got any idea we're dluffing, you
can dismiss it from your minds right now. This is serious bdusiness, this
is a matter of principle and comviction with me and with others - and we
mean to fight it out. And by way of implementation I have here a
memorandum and a letter signed by 70 Republican members of the House.

I read you only the last parsgraph because they are s0 definitely in
our corner:

*WWe therefore with you luck and if success means remaining
here until the snow flies - or later - that's all right, toco. The
importance of this issue clearly $Sranscends any personal desires for
the adjournment of Congr: ss.¥

So WE mean dusiness and THEY mean business - and that's it.



QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN; Nowk Johm, you wouldn't want me to disclose that
here, would you? Well, decause you'll de looking over the balustrade
of the Press Gallery and every day you will notioce who the captain is
and you'll know who the speakers are. And bdesides, I'm not in the hadit
of telegraphing my punches well in advance.

QUESTION: This is not a clandestine operation - (LAUGETER)

DIRKSEN: Well, it couldn't be clandestine when it's going
to be out there on the Senate Floor and I apprehend as the public wnder-
stands wvhat it's all about that those galleries will be filled day
after day. So there isn'y anything clandestine in a goldfish dbowl
the size of the Senate Chamber,

QUAESTION: How long -

DIRKSHEN: Well, we cun last a long time.

QUESTION: (Hot clear)

DRIXKSEN: I didn't hear is.

QUESTION: Do you have the suppert of the Republisan Whip?

DIRKSEN: Well, 1'd have to run through this list of names...
(LAUGHTNR) I have the support of the minority leader... in the House
of Representatives.

FORD; I have signed this letter to Senator Dirksen...
Las Arends s signed the letter... and all of the House Republican
leadership ars endorsing the sction of Senator Dirksen and his treops.

QUESTION: (Net clear)

DIRKSEN: To whom?



QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSYN: The General is going to be right out there on
the first day leading the forces. And Andy, I wish you'd change that
word "extended"... we ought to think of a mew term. let's call it
"attenuated®... (LAUGHYER)... somehow it just moves and moves and moves,

QUESTION: How about the word "filidustert®

DIRKSEN: Well, Sam, you know that I never use the word
#filibuster.” I imow it has some connotations that seem sinister to
some people and I've never engaged in a filidbuster. This is an
informative effort t¢ advise the coumtry what the equities are in this
thing and we mean to see that they're advised and I'm going to entreat
you nov to be sure to record the dedate fully andfirly and put them
out on the wire for the entire country. And I trust you can tell your
publishers to keep it right on the front page svery day because an
effort at information merits that kind of consideration.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: There will de live quorums at the end of every
attenuated discussion. (IAUGHTER) Andy, get accustomed to that word.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Well, you know, I don't make any deals on
principle and if i$'s wrong in September it is also wrong in Januwary.
And therefore there will be no change in stance in January. We'll
fight it out on the same lines.

QUESTION: (Not clear)
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DIRKSEN; Well, my dear, let me give you a little dackgroumnd.
You see, at the time we had up Home Rule in the House, I was the
Chairman of the House District Committes. I set up a subcommittes
under the chairmenship of Congressman Auchincloss of New Jersey...

QUESTION: (N¥ot clear)

DIRKSEN: Well, walt a minute. You see, you always have to
have the necessary background $o come to a proper conclusion. (LAUGHTER)

Now, we did get the Home Rule bill to the floor dut I
remember that District Monday when there were 13 gquorus calls and
under House rules, the District has enly twl days a month - and if you
do not finigh on a given day, it goes over until the next District
day. Ve had substantially the same result thereafter and we gcould see
very clearly that we were not going to get a Home Rule bill, although I
nade a real endeaveor.

Now, when the Senate Home Rule bill came up, notwithstanding
its imperfections and defects, I gave it a vote. Yes, and there were a
lot of things in it in which I d4id4 not concur.

Now you ask about what will bappen from this poins on
since the House by a very substantial margin adopted this Sisk
sudbstitute. I'm not thoroughly familiar with it, although I'm
familiar with some of its major provisions. And I would think that
it would require the wisdom of a Solomon to put those two bills to-
gether and to bring adbout a conference report. And if it can De done,
I shall stand in a state of wonderment and marvel iixk at the wisdom
and ingenuity of the lawmalkers.



QUESTION: (Not clear)
DIRKSEN: Well, that I cannot tell you. I can tell you

this much: (because I have no secrets)... Senator Xsnnedy of Massachusetts

has talked to me about it several times. I advised him that 4% had to
take the normal course for nominatioms. PFiret, 1t must be set up, it
must be published in the Congressiondl Record at least 6 days bdefore
anything's done. That gives the public notice. Then it is referred to
the Judiclary Committes. Then, in twrn, to a subcommittee - usually 3
members of the Judiciary. They'll then set the day for the hearings.

Fow I understand - and I have to rely mainly on wvhat I've
seen in your stories in the press - that the American Bar will opposs
the nomination. I understand that the American Judicature Society
will oppose the nomination. I understood that the Massachusetts Bar
is opposed. Now - beyond that - there isan't much comment I can make,
because from then on you have to wait for the candidate to present him-
self to the subcommittes and there he'll have his day in court - those
who are opposed will have théir day - this subcommittes will then have
to determine what kind of a recommendation, if any, to make to the full
comnittee.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Well, I'm always cheered when it goes down, but
frankly I've been doing a little work in that field. Now, whem you talk
about the cost of living, Jjust don't plck out a susculent pork chop
that you can sink a molar into, or even a Jjuicy chunk of sirloim. Get
the whole ball of wax - and that will include rent, it will include
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clothing, it will include hardware, it will include drugs, it will
include food - and you Sake a look at that and I think it presents a
different picture and that we ARE in a state of inflation and the
more we expend on projeots and procurement where you don't generate
consumer goods, the more accelerated that inflation will decoms. You
can all it "orawling®” you can call it “creeping® you could eall it
¥inching" inflation, you ocan call 1t “galloping® inflation, dut what-
ever term you eall 1%, it is still inflatioa. And I mede a statement
in the Record only day before yesterday on which I think you might
very profitadly refresh yourself.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Yes, sir.

QUESTION: (Mot clear)

FORD: I think the War on Poverty ought to have a full-time
director. I doubt if any person can handle the multitude of problems
in the Peace Oorps and the War on Poverty simultaneeusly. And with all
the difficulties that are arising, all the adverse publicity that is
developing as far as War on Poverty is concerned, it seems to me that we
ought to get the Dest man on a full-time basis for that purpose.

QUESTION: (Mot clear)

FORD: I wish he would make a decision which program he
would like to run, or the President would make that deoision for him,

DIRKSEN: Well, let me male one addition in answer to that.
When you commit $5 billion, foumr-humdred milliom for a 3-year period
to a directof oraiministrator in government - remembering, of course,

that these are taipayer's funds - if that doesn'y merit a single-minded,
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single-purpose, single director- to discharge that obligation - them I
can think of nething that will ever merit the complete time and

attention of a single capable person to administer.
U QUESTION: (Wot clesr)

DIRKSEN: Well, Bill, let me give you my estimate of the
situation. PFiret, and let me emphasize this with as much vigor as 1
can - that the John Birch Society ia NOT a part of the Republisan
Party. It never was and I den't suppese it even pretends to be.

Secondly, let me say that in the American political scheme
1 do not belleve there is any place or any room for any organisation
which operates on a secret basis to achieve political goals. Way dack
in Lincoln's day, as you remember, they had the mothiuﬂ and if you
asked them a question, asked them what they stood for, the answer wss:
A1 know nothing.®

Third, let me say that it's rather curious that General
Wallker, who supposedly is a member of this group, ran for office in
Texas - not on the Republican ticket - but on the Demoorat ticket - and
got 100,000 votes.

Tourth, we have never been encumbered with any group like
the Americans for Democratic Aotion. Now, if you want to talk about
extremism, well, you can put your teeth into that. We do not believe
in e xtremism, we got out a moderate platform in 1964, and we stand
by it.

And finally, let me say, that insofar as I'm familiar with
what the John Birch Seclety is seeking to do - and fraakly not a single
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plece of their literature has ever gone across my desk. So I don's
Imow exactly what they do stand for. But I resd in the press thay're
against the United Nations... the Repudlican Party isan't; they have
demesned some of the Republican leaders like the late John Foster
Dulles, like President Risenhower and others and tried to put on them
an ideological tag that is at complete variance with a whole tradition
of the Repudlican Party. We EMPHATICALLY reject that sort of thing
and we stand on ouwr platform, but I malke it abundantly clear that they
are NOT a part of mmlunrm;. They never have been - and
in my juigment they never will be.

QUESTION: (Not clear) - el

FORD: 1 would subscride wholsheartedly witir the observations
and comnents of Senator Dirksen. I would like %o point out in addition,
however, that the Republican record in the House and in the Senate
on such issues as the Civil Rights Act of 1964 - the Voting Rights Act
of 1965 - the Bepublican Party supported those two legislative proposals
very substantially,gnd if I understand correctly, the John Birbh Society
is opposed to BOTH of those laws that are now on the statute books.
The legislative record of the Rerublican Party in the House and in the
Senate is in sudbstantial confliet with the views of the John Birch
Society, a monolithic organisation that takes ites orders from the top
and therefore there is no place for that organisation in the Republican
Party.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

FORD: I think it's well to poimt out, if I might, that

the Democratic Party votes for the Sisk Bill were, I think, 120... almost
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half of the Democrats who voted yesterday on the Sisk Bill voted for
the Sisk Bill. So the Democratic Party made a substantial contributicon
to the success of the Sisk Bill.

The Repubdican Policy Oommittee statement in the House
called for 3 important safeguards in Home Rule:

One, we said there had to be nom-partisan elections.

Secondly, we said there had to be annual review of the
Federal contribution to the District of Uolumbia. We said there had
to be protection for the 28,000 or 30,000 government employees of the
District of Columbia. We sald there had to be the Eatch Act in effect
in the District of Columbia -~ if there was Home Rule.

These requirements in my juigment were not met in the Sisk
Bill - and for that reason I voted against the Sisk Bill and I think
these were the reasons that most of the Republicans did vote that way.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

FORD: Well, I suppose thay...

QUBSTION: (Interruption)

FTORD: I voted that way bDecause I did not believe the
Sisk Bill met the requiremsents of the House Republican Policy Committes's
statement. I suspect the 120 Democrats supported the Sisk Bill -
amendment or substitute offered by the Eorthern Democrats - followed that
line againet the wishes of President Jolnson because of their own
feslings concerning the proper way to proceed in the Home Rule dispute.

QUESTION: (Not clear)
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FORD; Well, I think all of you know - and Senator Dirksen
sadd - the two bills, the one passed by the House and the one passed by
the Sgnate - are dismetrically opposed. It will take the wisdom of
Solomon to try to put this patchwork together. I don't emvy the
responsibilities whm of those who are appointed to the conferensce
comnittee from the House and Sgnate in trying to work out a solutien.
I don'¢ say it's impossible, but it's mighty improbabls that they can
come up with something that is satisfastory.



GOP LEAD"RSEIP PRESS CONFIRENCE
October 23, 1965 |

SENATOR DIRKSEN: 80 here goes for the last presentation
that ve shall maks to you this year... with the exception, I suppose,
of what we will have to say vhen the Coerdinating Committes comes to
Vashington in December. (Note: Comment made from aundience - not clear.)
Vell, Mr. Bill, I'm not quite sure. (LAUGEHTER) I think
the President overlocked me a little last night. I guide him a good
deal on the telephone and I suppose I kept him so dusy that he couldn't
tell me vhat he had in mind for next year. I bellesve he told Gerry
and after Qerry got it all dowm, I began to suffer from writer's cramp.
(LAUGEFER)
Vell, let's see wvhat we have here this morning. You
gentlemen with those machines... are fully prepared... thank you, sir.
The White House acted wisely in suppreseing the motion
picture which it had prepared glorifying the 89th Congress. TFor this
session of the Oongress would win no Oscar, even in the best supporting
role category. JFrom this Congress, we have an echo, not a choice.
A move of the 89th Congress would be like an episcde of
the old-time serial which always ended as the heroine was pushed off
the cliff or was about to be ground up by an oncoming locomotive. Not
until you see the thrilling episode that will be presented in this theater
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next year will you know whether 14(d) of Taft-Hartley is groumd to bits
under the Administration's locomotive or whether the Reappsrtiionmeamt
Amendment survives its fall off the cliff.

V¥e would amution those who Jjudge the work of this session
vhich just wheesed to a close to look, not at the guantity of the
legislative product, dut at its guality. The test should be not how
much has the Congress done, dut how well has it dome.

Alvays a candid man, the majority leader of the Senate has
confessed sericus defiociencies in the legislation enacted this year.
Senator Mansfield has announced that the second session of the 89th
Oongress should "spend less time on new legislation and more time
correcting oversights in legislation we have just passed.® He has said
the Congress "must tighten up the hasty enactments.." and must rectify
s numbder of gaps and any number of rough edges, oversxtensions and
overlaps." That was the Majority lLeader speaking to Arthur Kroch of
the New York Times.

It 1s highly significant that Senator Mansfield, in reviewing
the work of this session Defore the Democrat COonferemoce, would fimd no
adjective to descridbe it other than the ambiguous word “exceptional."

As a believer in complete candor, I endorse the majority
leader's appraisal of the work of this seszsion. I assure him that he
will find on the Republican side willing allies in the effort to devote
considerable attention during the second session of this Congress to

eorrect the mistakes of the first session.
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STATEMYET BY BEP. GFBAILD R, FOKD: The first session of the

89th Congress clsarly demonstrates the @vils of one-party dominance of
the national government.

When the party that oocupies the White House holds a two-to-
one majority in the Congress, the Congress ceases t0 act as a co-equal
branch of the government, the integrisy of state and local govermmente
is undermined, and the public intersst is often Jeopardiszed.

The Executive branch becomes unchecked, careless and arrogant.
Arrogant is a strong word, bdut there is no other to describe those who
attempted to bull through the appointment to the Federal Judiciary of a
man totally devoid of qualifications for this high office. There is no
other vord for the conduct of an agency that withholds Federal funds from
a city in defiance of the proc edures clearly established by Congress
before such action can be taken. There is no other word for the methods
used to rush legislation through the Congress without adequate consideration
and without adequate opportumity to debate and to amend,

The House had no choice, for emample, t0 consider any
meaningful amendment to the bill repealing Section 14(d) of the Taft-
Hartley Act. In the consideration of the Administration bill on
slementary and secondary education, no opportumity was granted to the
sponsors of 14 amendments for either explanation or debate.

Protest has been heard from both sides of the alsle.
Democratic Congressvoman Oreen, of Oregon, early in the session,
condemned and I quote "the determined effort to silence those who are
in disagreement.” Many other Democrats have spoksn out in similar terms
in frustration and futility.
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When either House of the Oongress acts in this way, it
abdicates its responsibility. It cesases to be a deliberative body and
becomes a rubber stamp.

State and local gﬁmta have suffered becaus: of one-
party dominance in this Congress. Oongress has enacted farsresaching
programs without concern for the views of responsible state and local
officials or the effect of Yederal action on state and local programs.
Especially significant was ths Democratic attempt to deprive governors
of any shred of veto power over projects under the poverty progran.

Finally, this Congress has been predigal with taxpayers'
mOney, over and above the military needs of the country. During this
year $119 billion has been appropriated - $36 billion more than in the
last year of the Eisenhower Administration. For many new programs
this year's appropriation is cnly a small fraction of the annual
expenditure that will be inevitable when the programs are fully in

operation,



QUESTION: (Not oclear)

PORD: WVell, when Hale Boggs and I talked to him to ask
whether there was any more in the way of messages, he seemed {0 have a
summary of the things he thought hadn't been dome... I can't recall all
the specifics... but he did indicate that there were some things we had
not done that he hoped we would have and that we probabdly would be urged
to do in the next Congress. He listed - Oh, I would say - 8 or 10
things that in his opinion shold have been dons that fell by the way-
side. I must say that they didn't seem too significant in the overall -
compared to the tunnage of legislation which was dropped on our doorsteps
and which the Oongress approved durimg this past session.

QUESTION: (Not clear)

FORD: I ...well, he did speak about the truth in lending,
the truth in packsging lgislationm...

| QUESTION; ...14(D) -

YORD: I don't think he spoks very emphatically adeut that,
but I think the fact that he suffered some difficulties in the last wesk
or 80 in this regard may have indicated that he was not talking too
emphatically about that right now.

QUESTION: What about Home Bule? Did he mention that?

FORD; 1It's my recollection that he did.

QUESTION: Is there any question that in your 3rd paragraph
of your prepared statement here referring to Juige Merrissey - wvhea you
talked about 2 man totally deveid of qualifigations for the Federal

position?
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FOED: 1 think that fits the plcture... uwh... guite well.
But on the record as t0 the qualifications, I would defer to Senator
Dirksen who is on the Oommittes on the Judiciary in the Benste and whe
knows the history far more in detail than do 1.

QUESTION: There is no doubt this is the case you're referring

to, though -
FORD; I think that's right.

QUESTION: Senator Dirksem, as the oritic and reviewer of this

Congress, would you give it 4 stars - or 3 - or two and a half?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I'd have to divide it up into segments, I
think, Take, fer instance, this gquestion of overlap. Instead of 3 or 4
or 2§... probadly a half star. Take, for instance, the overlap in the
Public VWorks and Development Act with Appalachia, or take the overlap of
Appalachia with the Pederal Ald Program... and that's particularly true
in the field of highways in public health. Then Sake the overlap in
respect of elementary and secondary education aimed at low-income areas
where it overlaps with the edusational attridbutes of the War on Poverty.

Fow in that fleld I don't know that it rates any stars
particularly because it only means that these things were hastily done
and are going to have to be fured - unless you're going to have many
governmsntal agencies all pursuing similar objectives and probably in
many cases the right hand not knowing what the left hand does.

So to try to gemeralize on a 4-star, 3-star, 2-star basis -
would be, I think, a little diffioculs.

QUESTION: On this guestion though - could we go into your
views on Congressional oversights... (¥ote: rest not clear.)...
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DIRKSEN: It certainly should. There ought to be great
emphasis on lgislative oversight. As a matter of fact, vhen we passed
the lLegisiative Reorganization Act in 1966, I served on that Joint
Comnittee way back in those days in the House. And this business of

oversight received such a great dsal of e mphasis. BHowever, there was
no follow-through and it's the one place where the Cengress is lacking
in endeavor and secondly, it is too often timid adout providing the
necessary funds and the necessary staffs that do a good job.

Now if you want an illustration, I was Chalrman of
Agricultural Apprepriations in the House many years ago. It was a
streamlined effort because I didn's have much staff to work with, but
I sent 'em down to the other end of the avenuwe... right inte the
Department of Agriculture. Wickart was the Secretary at that time.

I said I want you to provide him with Bpa o8 and with clerical

assistance and vhen he asks a Bureau Head to come in, I intend that you
send that Buresu Head in there, so that Mr. Orr, who is a dedicated
public servant, gets what he wants. Thean I sent 'em out to Alaska
to take a look at what wvas going on out there and we achisved some
resulis. We even got some pedple fired in HEA at high level and got
others suspended. It shows what you can do if you're tooled up for the
oversight job. And it needs an abundance of attention.. in the next sesdon.
QUESTION: Have you had any indication whether the White
House will be cooperative about this smoothing out the rough edges of
the legislation passed?
DIRKSEN: Well, John, that's mot the question. The Congress

& coordinate branch of government, it has exclusive power over the purse
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under the Comstitution... it therefore has a solemn, inescapabdle duty
to do $his job quite aside from what the Executive Branch might think.

IAENETION: Senator, aren't you sort of proud of your own
record in this Congress... what you did on the Voting Rights Bill and
24(v)? |

DIRKSEN: Ok, Frank, you lkmow... I'm the modest type.
I don't like to talk about those things but I do experience in those
introspective moments a Dit of satisfaction and gratification that
certain things to which I address my saergies turned out very well in
the interest of the people. TYou didn't put down a single word either!
(LATGHTER)

QUESTION: Senator, what is your fondest memory of this
long session?

DIRKSEN; My what?

QUESTION: Your fondest memory -

DIRKSEN: Oh, you know, sometimes the things that bring little

hurts are fond recollections and I don't like $0 talk about them.

But I think one of ths greatest things about this Congress so far as
the Senate is concerned is the magnificent cooperatien of a very
humble, dedicated Senator by the name of Mike Mansfield who never gets
his eye off the ball of publiec interest no matter vhere his trail may
lead. And I salute him for his cooperation and for his determination
$0 make the Senate a working body as the Constitution of the United
States provided. You couldn't ask for anything more.



Senator Dirksen and ’

QUESTION: (Asks/Representative Ford to single out
specific legislation...)

DIRKSEN: Oh, that's a whelly comparative matter and since
in the President's letter to Semator Mansfield he mentioned 86 items
for me t0 reach into thin air and plece out what I think was most
important and the lesast impertamt... would be a bit difficuls.

QUESTION: Not imporSant, necessarily...

DIRKSEN: Well, whether it's important or whether it merited
emphasis... of course, it depends on who you ask and what his identity
may be. If you ask the gensrality of pecpls - particularly those over
66 - they would say to you: Secial Security and Medicars. If you asked
one group of farmers, they would say the Fara Bill. But if you asked a
much larger group of farmers, they would say "Not at all,” because they
were quite opposed $0 the Farm Bill.

S0 ploking out tops and bottoms is not an easy matter.

QUESTION: Z&s Rgpublican leader - in your opiniom - what was
the worst piece of legislation -

DIRKSEN: Yousay the "worst® thing? Vell, it ocours to me
among others that the effort to completely denude the governers of the
S0 states of any real veto authority over some of these highly dublous
projecis that have been undertaken is a long step toward monolithis
government in this coumtry.

QUESTION: Semator, do you agree with the President that
this is the greatest Oongress in the histery of the Republis?

DIRKSEN: Well, it depenis on what you mean by "greatest.®
If you're talking about volume, probably that's the right term... becauss
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this was a very preductive grist mill in terms of pages of legislation.
Gerry, did you use the word "tonnage?® I think "tonnage® is a pretiy
good term. let us say 20,000 pages of Administrative and Executive
orders in the Federal Register... 855,000 nomimtions that came bdefore

the Sgnate... over 16,000 bills and resolutions introduced in this Pirst
Session of the 89th Congress. Goodness, how lucky the people can deem
themselves when they look at this mountain of legislative brain-childrea
and discover hov few of them percentage-wise actually get on the statute
books. They are to be congratulated But there you're always sppraising
in terms of volume.

But I tried to mention that it's not guantity, it's quality.
When I was in grade school I remember those composition books we used
to buy with a couple of large "Que's® on the froat page... doudle "Que"
composition book... quantity, becruse it had lots of paper in it and
quality, because it vas lined and falrly smooth. Well, I just striks
out one of those "Que's®... it's quality that coumts.

QUESTION: Mr. Ford, would you respond to that?

FORD: In my appraisal of the Dest legislation, I would say
the Righer Education Act -~ with the exception of the Teacher Corps
Provision... would be the best legislation. Probably the worst prevision
enncted by the Congress in this session was the rent subsidy aspecs, or
provision, in the Housing Bill. It seems to me the Congress on second
reflection indicated its oppoeition to both the Teacher Corps and the

Rent Subsidy Program by mot appropriating any funds for either program.
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Both the rent subsidy and the Teacher Corps Provision in the two major
bills would de at the bottom of the list with the Higher BEducation Bill -
with the one exception - at the top.

I'd 11ke to maks this observation if I might. Probably the
most dissppointing thing that I experisnced in this session of the Congress
was the reaction of far too many of my good Democratic friends on the
other side of the aisle vhen this volume of messages, this tonnage of
proposed legislation, was shovelled at our doorstep... $00 many of =y p*
Democratic friends would not know wvhether to clap their hands or click
their heels. ind the net result was in my juigment - a hip-pochkst
Congress - as far as the actions of this Oongress were concerned.

QUESTION: Gerry, in view of all this tonnags, evidently
there will be benefits for a lot of different goups in this country.

In view of this, what chance do you think ths Republicans have for a come-
back next year?

FORD: 1I'm very optimistic that in the House reces we will
make substantial gains in the '66 elections. I've deen in over 30
states since Jamuary 4th and my observation is one of optimism. I think
ve'll gain a minimum of 30 and it could go substantially higher as a
result of the elections in November of 1986.

QUESTION: If you don't control the White House, you don's
have & logislat ive working majority on the fleor of the Congress, bdut you
vaat a record of opposition... write a record that you can bring to the
people 2nd say: This is why you should elect us. Specifies.
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FORD: I think there will develop, Andy, decause of the

magnitude of the legislation which has been emacted... and because of the
tremendous amount of money that's available to the Executive Branch of
%he government... with virtually no restrictions. There will be many,
many opportmities to poimt out the bad administration under this
AMrinistration. And it will give us an opportumity to point out that

the best asset that President Johnson could have through '67 and '68
would be a good, tough,investigating Republican Oongress in the last

two years of his Administration.

DIRESEN: Andy, let me amplify that a little. There's quite
a conirovery out on right now with respect to the application of the
provisions of ths new Sccial Security Bill... that we got out in this
session. There are aiministrators who are now taking the positioen

that with this 7% ... yea, 7% increase... that they are entitled %o
reduce the assistance rendered to these people in addition to Social
Security by just that amount.

Now vhen you note the number of Social Security beneficiaries
today, what §io you think they're going to think about it? And when,
for instance, your veterans are penalized under provisions of the Social
Securisy Act, what do you think they're going to think?

Now #t'ghe impact of these things on the comntry... that is
going to havo the real political effect. It has alvays been so - and
regardless of organisation or who occupies what pesitiom, whether the
White House or the Oongress, the people will do the voting and it's in
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propertion as they are secially and economically affected that their
votes are going to be conditioned. And that's why already in these
seninars schools are giviag a great deal of attention to this subject -
the changes in social, economic and political opinioa in this coummtry
now.

I just answered a letter to a University that wanted me to
participate in a seminar on that very subject - and those invitations
are coming in. They are aware of it. And they kmow changing opinion.

QUESTION: Are you as optimistic relatively as Nr. Tord...
to the Senate as Mr. Ford is to the House?

DIRKSEN: V¥We have a somevhat different picture. In the first
place, ALL House members will be up for re-election. You will have only
one-third of the Senate up. Now you have to rationalize that a little
as %0 vhat states are involved, whether they're in the South, West, or
North, and exactly what those factors are. S5So arithmatically speaking.
we're not in as good shape in the Sgnate although I'm of the opinion
that we're going to pick up some Semators. Now don't ask me to name the
states Decause that would be giving away my secret and I've got to have
a fov secrets at least.

QUESTION: (Asks a question about Jenner of Illinois...)

DIRKSEN: Vell, I'm glad you used the word “spe culation®
because it is a speculation. Albert Jemner in my judgment is one of
the greatest lawyers -~ trial lawyers or counsels - anywhere in the
United States. And I'm sure he has an extremely lucrative law practioce.
Now, anybody who emerges from the crowd a little is subsequently
considered for a political role. V¥When I was out there last they said
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gcandidate for the United

States Senate. I cannot tell wvhether that's true or not. But whea
the hope begins to rise so does spsculation... and so doss political
ambition. But that will all sort of ease along.

QUESTION: You have a choice -

DIRKSEN: I hawe no choice. I have no choice at the
moment .

FORD: I would like to say we're going %o send you a
Rapublican senator from the state of Michigan at the next election -
and this would be, I'm sure, a big help. Ve've got a number of good
candidates includimg Bod Griffin, who is a potemtial candidate, and
several others. We'll have at least one more, 1'am confidens, in '67.

DIRKSHEN; Vell, Gerry, I've just got to say... kmowing what
the situation was in 1950 - the odds were 10 to 1 that I could not come

to the Sgnate - dut strangsly enough I got here.
FORN: MERRY CHRISTMAS!
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ASHINGTON, Oct. 22—Rep. Gerald Rudolph Ford Jr.

[R., Mich.], a former football player who passed up a

career in pro football for law, is making good as head |
coach of a disorganized squad of Republicans in the Iouse,
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IN. Y.l, who has been ellective in directing a Repubhcnn
leducatmnal campaign.

On 29 roll eall voles only 6.7 per cenl of Ilouse Republicnns
deviated from the parly majority in their voles as compared

When Ford took over the post of Republican minerity leader |lo 23 per cent for House Democrats

in the House from veteran Rep. Charles
A. Halleck [Ind.] early this year, there ’
were fears that his indecision might set |~ , "o
his party back even further than the ! - .« @
voters had in giving the Democrats better
than a two-to-one margin of control. Ilow-
ever, Ford has succeeded in building an |
elfective team out of a minority group. .
Perhaps no man in Congress can || ‘,Mf-‘ \
escalate the temper of President Joéhnson ' | [ _
as high and as quickly as Ford. He has ' \
made the President eat crow on civil |

MR

|

ok g i,
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L' atraved 11 1‘\ :
Trohan

When Johnson accused Republicans of
dragging their feet on civil rights, Ford
was (uick to show that the G. O.P. con-

sistently has supported civil rights, whereas Johnson opposed |
attempts to promote civil rights on 78 per cent of 50 roil calls ||
during his Senate and House service, and on 100 per cent of |
them up to 1957. When the President charged Ford with breaking |

the confidence of a top-level White House meeting on Viet Nam, |
Ford was able to clear himself and imply that Johnson had
shot from the lip.

Ford Is Annoying, If Not Effective

HE PRESIDENT HAS tempted Ford with offers of crumbs‘
from the Democratic table, but Ford has refused to be di- |

From his selection as G.0.P. leader by the narrow margin
of six votes, Ford has been tireless in slumping the country in
an effort to find personable and attractive young Republicans
to scek seats in Congress in 1966, In this he has had the active

‘coopcmhon of Laird and other members of his team.
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Il the Republicans make gains in the next congressional |

| election, a good share of the credit will go to Ford and his team. |

;1_.! It goes wilhout saying that success will not endear him to
+ Johnson, who already has refused to invite him to the White
| House to discuss diiferences.

|

14

@00 Q05009 00800 secva e

verted from his role of opposition leader. Ford consistently has | »

hit the President for his swal overn Congress.

Johnson doesn't like criticism. In this respect Ford has been ,

aanoying if not effective in view of the heavy majority of 293

Democrats. Many Republicans believe that the President fmdq\

it hard to believe that Ford's opposmon is based on conviction
and integrity.

Democrats have been constant in harassment of Ford, which |
This hasn't | .

Republicans suspect is at White House orders.
lessened Ford's drive or purpose.

Ford doesn't take kindly to defeat. He played center on the '

undefeated Michigan teams of 1932 and 1933 and was voted ||

| the most valuable player on the 1934 squad. He had a taste nf
pro football in playing in the 1935 All-Star game, but dec:ded
to go to Yale law school.

He played only a few minutes in the All-Star game, but hdq '

been playing 60 minutes in the House and calling on his G.0.P. |

colleagues to do the same. Ford has forged an effective staff of | : ' i ¢

coaching assistants in Leslie C. Arends [IIl.], Republican whip; |

John J. Rhodes [Ariz.], chairinan of the G.0.P. policy commit-

tee; Bob Wilson [Cal.] chairman of the Republican House | .

campaign committee, and Melvin R, Laird [Wis.], chairman |

of the House G.0.P. conference.

[ ! .

EHIND THESE ARE men in lesser positions in the G.0.P. ! ) *
command, but of great influence: Among these are quiet ! . t

and soft-spoken Rep. Glenard Lipscomb [Cal.], who is emerging
as a power behind the scenes, and Rep. Charles E, Goodell
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