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SPEECH TO BE GIVEN FEBRUARY 9, 1950 AT THE ANNUAL
REPUBLICAN IINCCLN DAY DINNER AT BUTLER, PENNSYLVANIA

Mr, Chairman, honored and distinguished guests, ladies and gentlemen -

Being with you this evening on this occasion is a real privilege.

I would be remiss in my responsibilities if no mention at this time
were made of my good friend and yours, Congressman Louis E. Graham. As
a new member of the Congress I have had, as do all of us freshmen, a
difficult time and little opportunity to know and thoroughly appreciate
all of my colleagues. Circumstances, principally the question of time,
limit your sound appraisal of only the best in the House. I can truth-
fully and honestly state, and without eguivocation, thet Loule Graham

is one of the soundest and most mature members of the House of Representa-
tives, You should be proud of his record as we are proud to number him
among our colleasgues on the Republican side of theAaisle. My comments
are not based on long stending friendships or personal affection but
rather on a critical analysis and appraisal of the work I have seen done

on the floor of the House,
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In the months following one of the blackest Tuesdays in the history of

this country, namely November 2, 1948, it was my subconscious feeling

that the United States was on the brink of disaster with little or no

hope of recovery. It seemed to me that people of our nation had lost

a golden opportunity on November 2nd‘to snatch from the hands of selfish
minority groups the controls of our Government. Through indifference and

a failure to undertake our responsibilities as citizens, we fumbled the ball

on that infamous day.

In the days, weeks and months following November 2nd our feelings enshrouded
our conscience. We knew as citizens and as members of az great political
party thet we had been remiss in our responsibilities., The shock of

defeat was such a blow many thought no recovery was possible. This attitude

was understandable if not desirable,

The long, uphill road and battle began in the Congfess early in 1949.
Through near historic efforts, I believe, Republican members of the Congress

averted further disaster. We licked in practically every instance the

LA
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"handout state" programs of the Administration. This struggle whiclf %as ‘éx
\2s 0
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carried on on your behalf became infectious, and in recent months a

new spirit among Republicans has permeated our nation. In addition, and
this is most important, this new'attitude has seemingly teken hold of
the imagination of that great group of citizens who consider themselves

independent voters,

A year ago Republican rallies and dinners were performa performances., We
went through the moutine with little hope for future successes, Today
I am glad to report to you thet Republican gatherings are attended by
citizens of all walks of life, of all ages, who believeAthey have a mission

and a crusade,

Let me give you several examples, On January 21st, in the City of Detroit,
the largest and most enthusiastic GOP dinner and get together was held in
the history of the Party in the State of Michigan. We did not delve on our
dismal past performences, but rather spoke of our future achievements,

I can assure you that every Republican from the State of Michigan who
attended that meeting, and even those who were turned away for lack of
facilities, and there were many, believe that our mission can be ac?émglighgd

in the crucial months ahead, ?f



.

On Monday night, February 6th, the Republican women of the District of
Columbia put on the most successful political rally in the snnals of the
nation's capital, the cost of the function a mere #2420, that including a
grass roots dinner, excellent speeches by our leaders, and an evening of
good entertainment. It might be mentioned thet we who attended, and there
were over 10,000 in the arena, vaid our Federal tax in order to participate
in this stirring event. In passing, I might mention thet our Democcratic
friends, who are having their annual Jackson-Jefferson Day Dinner with

a tariff of $100 per nlate, are not assuming their shzre of the tax burden,
For some unknown reason, probably best known by the Administration, the

20% tax on the Administration's narty is not being naid.

I would like to give you still ancther example of & reborn enthusissm, In
my home town, Grand Rapids, Michigan, we are heving the largest Republican
Lincoln Day Dinner in the history of the community. A year ago =t our
Lincoln Day Dinner we had difficulty in corralling 350 for the occasion.

In 1950, 2 weeks in advance of the Dinner, 1600 dinner tickets have been
sold and it is estimated that 2,000 or more citizens will attend the speech

meking as the guests of the Committee,
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Needless to say, I am certain that you who are here this evening have a
similar attitude as best illustrated by the enthusiasm and determination
that I see among you.
As a young men, I am one of those who became of voting age after the New
Deal. came into power, and as a result have had no opportunity to vpoint to
the White House and sey " Republican who believes in our fmerican way of life
now occupies the highest and most respected office in the world." All of my
contemporaries are in the same category and as a result have never had the
opportunity to appraise the difference between sound admihistration and
maladministration, Because there has been no opportunity to contrast good
and evil, it has tasken a longer time than normally would be necessary for the
younger generation to see that our future success depends upon a change in
authority in the White House and in the Congress,
It is now becoming apparent, however, that some of our leaders in the younger
generations are realizing and appraising the gravity of the situstion., In-~

stead of being sold a false bill of goods by the Administration's prOpagandggts\_\
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we are presently seeing a rebirth of young GOPism on our college canpuseééf
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and in our communities. In the Middle West, for example, a determined group
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of young Republcans have tsken the time and effort to present a thoughtful

platform entitled "The Opportunity State", At the same time, and working

independently, another group of young Republicans in New York State has prepared

what they call "4 Blueprint for a Better dmerica", I submil to you that these

two young groups, and there may be many more with which I am not acquainted,

have started a grass roots movement to rekindle the fires in the hearts and

minds of our young people, I recommend most highly that you aid and abet

any and all new movements of this sort for both the Party and the nation need
such help, Frankly and in all sincerity, some of the most constructive

and concrete thinking I have seen among Republicans has been evidenced by

the work of the young GOPers in New York and on the campus in Ann Arbor,
Michigan. No one here tonight probably agrees in toto with every provision
in the Michigan platform or the New York blueprint, but under no circumstances

should we destroy their initiative by being disdainful of their determination

to present a real platform to those of their own generation,
”’ﬁ";ur real purpose in gathering here this evening is to pay tribute to one

of the greatest ‘mericans in our nstion's history. At the same time it is
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philosophies of the Party founded by Abrsham Lincoln and the present
Democratic administration. I have entitled my speech "The Fresent
Democratic Administration - a Menace', and I feel that if Abrahém Iincoln
were here with us during these tumultuous and confusing times his attitude
toward those now in authority in Washington would be identical with ours,
Abraham Lincoln believed in the preservation of the Union and the fundamental
American way of life, Today we are faced with an equally grave crisis and
unless all of us are wiiling to contribute of our time and means, the nation
that Lincoln preserved will inevitably tumble over the precipice toward
statism,
So much has been written about this great leader of the American people,
Abrsham Lincoln, that today he stands as one of the symbols of real
Americanism, What made Abraham Lincoln a legend? What did he accomplish
to deserve such a niche in our history? Why is he treated with such great
reverence by all of our people?
You are 81l familiar with Abraham Lincoln's xighkks rise from the back woods

of Kentucky to the office of President of the United States. He was a man

of kindness, simplicity, intelligence, statesmanship, integrity, and
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religious conviction. Unfortunately some of his recent successors in
that high office have lacked to a surprising degree a number of these
necessary and desirable characteristics. I condemn no man for any indwidual
failings, but I feel it is tragic for the American people and the world at
'large, and in these critiéal times, that our President cannot be above
backroom political trading and lacking in essential qualities for true
Jleadership.
Today more than ever before we need to survey Lincoln's life to evaluate what
he said and what he did. As the first Presiéent eleeted by the Republican
Party, Lincoln gives us the answer or answers to the trouble that is presently
raging in this country as to whether or not we should vreserve the American
concept or way of life in favor of a new philosophy, term it what you will.,
Some call the present Administration's program socialistic. Others define
it differently. Regardless of the definition, it must be admitted that
the Administration does not believe in or stand for vrinciples that have

guided our people to the pinnacle in the short span of 174 years,
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The basic difference is in the means by which a better standard of living

may be obtained for all of us, This difference is reflected in the completely
dissimilar political and social philosophies prevailing within each Party.

The choice between these two philosophies lies with the American people. It is
an alternative between self-help and the handout,

The leaders of the present Democratic Party pursue relentlessly their volicy
of unlimited Federal spending for the'purpose of appeasing pressure groups
which command large blocks of votes. The Administration'!s program is not

one of prudently concelived assistance to the individual in need but is rsther
a program of creating a reliance upon Gevernment from the cradle to the grave.
The inevitable result has been the slow but never-ending destruction qf
self-reliance and individual incentive. By demagoguing appeals to the some~
thing-for-nothing instinct, the Democrats in the past have and will in the
future endeavor to obtain widespread support of their program. We in the
Republican Party firmly believe that the American people are self-reliant

and indeperndence-loving citizens and that they, if the facts were known

to them, would resent being classified as the objects of permanent charity,

YUk

Most Americans prefer to rely primarily upon their own industry, abili z?and
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decision to provide not only the necessities but a2lso the luxuries of life
rather than to rely upon the uncertain benevolence of government .
2braham Lincoln believed then as he'would now in the Republican noint of

view. He is quoted as having ssid: "The legitimate object of government

or——— I

is to do for a community of people whatever they need to have done, but

I

cannot do at all, or cannot so well do, for themselves, in their sepzrate

end individual capacities, In all thet the veople can do individuallX;do
/

as well for themselves, Government ought not to interfere." Republicans

[

are constantly reminded by unthinking people that 21l segments of our

society are now better off economically speaking than they were in the days
before the present Administration. I ask you, is that a trpe statement?
Statisticians can show that we .nay ve siightly more prosperous, but if the end
result is complete loss of individual opportunity, is temporary economic
success worth the cost?

Many citizens rightfully ask the question, What has happened to the American
people that they sholld allow the United States to reach a point to which

we may never return., We have gradually traveled the path of regimenta?ioh‘r‘ .

ard government control in a piecemeal but nevertheless unchanging coufsg.
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I could recount for you some of the legislation that has been enacted during
the past 18 years that would prove my point, I think it best, however, to
call to your attention some of the proposals that lie ahead for in them
the real danger is most evident., The answer to the success or failure of
the Republican Party depends upon our making aware to the American people
the specific faults and failings of our Democratic friends.,
A sound analysis of the Administration's basic legislative program would
convince you that it is not in accord with the concepts of Abraham Lincoln,
Mr, Lincoln at one time made the following statement - "You cannot brin%

about prosperity by discouraging threats, you cannot strengthen the we

by weaking the strong, you cannot help the wage earner by pulling down the

wage payer, you canndbt establish sound security on borrowed money, you cannot

keep out of trouble by spending more than you earn." These terse but true

R

statements are the complete antithesis of the present philosophy prevalent

in the Administration. I believe the Republican point of view on all issues

coincides with that expressed by Mr. Lincoln and is in contrast to the policies

of the Democrats,

¥ P
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We Republicans have been accused of "Me-tooism", I deplore the use of E?e term E
' 2

~
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for a number of reasoné, but principally because it does not define our
Partyfs program., On Febfuary 6,1950, the Republican Party issued a Statement
of Principles and Objectives, The }950 Statement coincides with the ideals
so often expressed by Abraham Lincoln.
For example, on the issue of foreign affairs our Party advocates a bi-

G

partisan approach with full consideration and recognition to the legislative

©

branch of our government, We are opposed to secret commitments such as those

®

entered into at Yalta. We vehemently and vigorously believe in stopping the

spread of Communism, Our Party does favor an extension and expansion of

world trade, but we question the soundness or the advisability of such a

Lkl’(éiLfyﬁrbgram.where it will imperil the living standards of our own people. The

?epﬁﬂxk. United States should not allow the flooding of our markets with goods pro-
duced by cheap labor to the inevitable detriment of our national security

and the economic status of our individual workers,

: ~
In recent weeks it has been vividly called to our attention thaﬁfsjE:;;;;;

responsible officialy in our State Department have been guilty of treasonous

conduct, Furthermore our present Secretary of State, well knowing that a

Yair and equitable trial had been granted to Alger Hiss, refused to admit -

ket
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the reprehensible conduct of a former associate, Loyalty and compassion

A
are commendable personal qualities but Mr, Acheson;s words pertaining to
ir. Hiss do little credit to a man ocaupylng such a high official position,
Secretary Acheson has impaired his usefulness as a governmentakx official

ad by el el

by his comments concerning the activities of a man whgm rayﬁéhls g
country. Treason is not a pardonable offense in the eyes of the American
people, Unless the Secretary has the desire to retract his comments
on his attitude toward Mr. Hiss, Mr. Acheson should resign.
On domestic matters the issue is clesrly drawn between us and our Democratic
opponents, In our new Statement of Policy there is a statement demanding
a balanced budget and & general reduction of our mounting tex burden. It
is indeed a shamg on the American people that at a time of relative prosperity
this nation is faced with pending bankruptey. Canada, our neighbor to the
north, has led the way and made a phenomenal fecord in reducing taxes and
balancing the budget. To the contrary, the vresent Administration's record
is one of inereased taxes, increased annual deficits, and mounting nationsl

indebtedness,

fﬁhe Republican Party in itg Statement of Policy stands four-square with

the agricultural programs of the National Grange and the American Farm Bureau,
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We conderm the Brannan plan which aims at nationalizing agriculture,
The program set forth in the GOP Policy Statement advocates a fair
price for the farmer's products at the market place by a system of orice
supports only whenv£he need is apparent and with emphasis on the funda-
mental concepts of free enterprise,
I imagine the farmers in this county and this)area are similar in many
respects to those in my own district., We have a strong Grange and a strong
Farm Bureau, Our farmers in Michigan are not selfish predatory citizens
who disregard the legitimate point of view of the urban consumers and the
welfare of our national economy. Our farmers and those of you in this
district who live in rural aress wemé aboue—sd3 edse 2 fair share of our
national income without entire reliance on government subsidies, and above
all else deplore the trend toward regimentation of owr agriculture.
We in the Republican Party need have no apology for the basic philoscophy
in most of the provisions in the Labor Management Relations Act of 1947,
better known as the Taft-Hartley Act., Our new Policy Statement stands
four-square for the Taft-Hartley approach in contrast to the Administration's

inequitable Wegner Act. No one denies that the Taft-Hartley Act can be
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amended to eliminate certain inequities, I can assure you that a sincere

attempt was made by the Members of the Congress in our Party during the

last session to amend the Taft-Hartley Act where proven inecualities existed.
Members of the Democratic Party with an alleged fiendish allegiance to

the VWeagner Act refused tc cooperate in any honest effort to change the
existing law. Furthermore, despite the statement in the Democratic platform
thet the Democrats would repeal the Taft-Hartley Act and substitute in its
stead the Wagner Act, when the vote on such a motion was mede in the House
only 37 Democrats so voted. This is but another examnle of broken nlatform
vledges, for lr. Truman and his followers repeatedly vromised that if given
the leadership in this country in 1949 and 1950 they would destroy the Taft-
Hartley A4ct.

The Republicen Party, as did NMr. Lincoln long ago, realizes the goverrnment!'!s
obligation to those who are in need. In our 1948 Party pletform end again in
the recent Party Statement, we indicated our approval of & sound end fair
program of security of our older oitizens., It would be most unwise to embark

upon changes in our 8ccial Security Program without the full benefit of

(/

\Tgkorough study. We favor expanded coverage and increased benefits, but we
5?
-/
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deplore the financial ursoundmess of the progrem as it now exists,
No one denies that this country has room for improvement in expanding
"{d our nation's health. The Democrstic Administrztion says this oroblem must
be attacked and solved by the President'!s prepsid comoulsory heslth insurance
program, The Administration is anxious and willing to embark upon a dupli-
cation of the socialized medieine program insugurated by the labor socialist
government in England. We in the Républican Party admit the need of
improvement but deny most emphatically the necessity of adopting thet experi¥
ment which has so miserably failed in Great Britain, We can and will meet
the challenge with the help of all interested segments of our vneople. The
doctors, the dentists, and the verious technicians in the field of health
are making a2 strenuous and determined effort to cooperate with those in
public office so that the American people will be given the finest medical

care and attention without resorting to governmental red tape and regimentation.

The Federal Government csn and should assist the various states and communi-
ties so that expanded medical care will be available to those unable to
e— afford voluntary health insurance, In addition, an all-out effort should

~' be made to expand and strengthen voluntary nonprofit health insurance programs.
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One might go on indefinitely, but rather than take further time I would
like to set forth what i consider to be the goal of our Party, the promise
we should make to our people, the @hreat that will engulf us if affirmstive
action is not taken in our position generally. For your information and
guidance I submit the following:

Qur goal at home -~ An opportunity society that offers each individual a maximum

chance for achievement, wellbeing, and security.

Qur goal abroad - A world at peace working out the common problems of mankind

through effective international organization in a spirit of mutual trust and

cooperation and with an increasing regard for the dignity of every man,

Our Promise - At home -~ Increasing economic prosperity“ﬁgg;/; renewed faith

in moral values, ew energy sources, new products and new production

terial well-being of each citizegfdéj/,

r f‘};
companied/é§ a

/r"
renewal of spirifdal and moral values on the part of the %gﬁividual,
."/>

techniques can greatly improve t
oor time., But the purs of material wealih must b
the nation. e

Promise sbroad - A community of free natifns living at peace, The free

exchange of goods and ideas among n affords the best hope for maintaining

the peace and raising the sténdard of living in all countries.
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The Threat at home - Gradual surrender of individual freedom. In our

country, the danger to our democratic way of life lies chiefly in our adopting

schemes for attaining economic security which compel ar result in the surrender

of individusl freedom.

The Threat Abroad - Breakdown in international relations. Failure of the

United States to develop a sound affirmative foreign policy to meet the threat
of Soviet imperialism and the revival of Fascism, and to assume its
responsibilities of world leadership, may lead to a breakdown in international

relations resulting in economic or military warfare between nations,

Our position is that the present Administration is neither realizing the promise

nor warding off the threat. Instead, it is creating a hand-out state which
slowly destroys individual initiative and enterprise, limits the right of

the individual to make personal decisions, and compels a surrender of individual
decision and action to a bureaucratic central government,

Our own position can be summed up in two main principles: "individual freedom

with security” at home and "international responsibility! sbroad.
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SPEECH TO BE GIVEN FEBRUARY 9, 1950 AT THE ANNUAL
REPUBLICAN LINCOLN DAY DINNER AT BUTLER, PENNSYLVANIA

Mr. Chairman, honored and distinguished guests, ladies and gentlemen -

Being with you this evening on this occasion is a real privilege.

I would be remiss in my responsibilitiss if no mention at this time
were made of my good friend and yours, Congressman Louis E. Graham. As
a new member of the Congress I have had, as do all of us freshmen, a
difficult time and little opportunity to know and thoroughly apprecisate
all of my colleagues. Circumstances, principally the question of time,
limit your sound appraisal of only the best in the Rouse. I can truth-
fully and honestly state, and without equivecation, thaet Leule Graham
is one ot the soundest and most mature members of the House of Representa-
tives, You should be proud of his record as we are proud to number him
among our colleagues on the Republican side of the aisle. My comments
are not based on long standing friendships or personal affesction but
rather on a eritical analysis and appraisal of the work I have seen done

on the floor of the House,
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In the months following one of the blackest Tuesdays in the history of

this country, namely November 2, 1948, it was my subconscious feeling

that the United States was on iho brink of disaster with little or no

hope of recovery. It seemed to me thet people of our nstiem had lost

a golden opportunity on November 2nd to snatch from the hands of selfish
minority groups the controls of our Government. Through indifference and

a failure to undertake cur responsibilities as citizens, we fumbled the ball

on that infamous day.

In the days, weeks and months following November 2nd ocur feelings enshrouded
our conscience. We knew ss ecitisens and as members of a2 great political
party that we had been remiss in our responsibilities. The shock of

" defeat was such a. blow many thought no recovery was pessible. This attitude

was understandable if not desirable,

The long, uphill road and battle began in the Congress early in 1949.
Through near historic efforts, I believe, Republican members of the Congress
averted further disaster., We licked in practically every instance the

'handout state" programs of the Administration. This struggle which was
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carried on on your behalf became infeoctiocus, and in resent menths a

new spirit among Republicans has permeated our natien. In additiom, and
this is most important, this new attitude has seemingly taken hold of
the imagination of that great group of citiszens who consider themselves

independent voters,

A year ago Republican rallies and dinners were performa performances. We
went through the moutine with little hope for future successes. Today
I am glad to report to you thet Rejpublican gatherings are attended by

citisens of all walks <« life, of all ages, who believe they have a missien

and a crusade, '

Let me give you several examples. On January 2lst, in the Cily of Detroit,
the largest and most enthusiastic GOP dinner and get together was held in
the history of the Party in the State of Michigan. We did not delve on our
dimi past performances, but rather spoke of ocur future achievements,

I can assure you that every Republican from the St.at;o of Michigan who

attended that meeting, and even those who were turned away for lack of

facilities, and there were many, believe that cur mission can be aceomplished

in the erueial months ahead,
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On Monday night, February éth, the Republican women of the Distriet of

Columbia put on the mest succeesful political rally in the amnals of the
nation's capital, the cost of the function a mere $2.20, that including a
grass roots dinner, exsellent spseches by our 1oa&orl, and an evening of
good entertaimment. It might be mentioned that we who attended, and there
were over 10,000 in the arena, paid our Federal tax in order to partiecipate
in this stirring event. In passing, I might menticn that our Democratic
friends, who are having their annual Jackson-Jefferson Dsy Dinner with

a tariff of $100 per plate, are not assuming their .l;mro of the tax burden,
For some unknown reason, probably best imown by the Administration, the

20% tax on the Administration's party is not being peid,

I would like to give you still another example of a reborn enthusiasm, In
my home town, Grand Rapids, Michigan, we are having the larguf. Republican
Lincoln Day Dinner in the histery of the community. A year ago at our

Lincoln Day Dinner we had difficulty in corralling 350 for the oceasion.

In 1950, 2 weeks in advance of the Dinner, 1600 dinner tickets have been
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Needless to say, I am certain that you who are here this evaning have a
similar attitude as best illustrated by the enthusiasm and determinstion
that I see among you.
As 2 young man, I em one of those who became of voting age after the New
Deal came into power, and as a result hsave had no opportunity to point teo
the ‘hite House and say "/ Republican who believes in ocur Americam way of life
nwmﬁumwmmmefﬁ«mtbmld.“ All of my
contemporaries are ir. tha same category and as a result have never had the
opportmity to appraise the difference between sound admihistration and
maladministration. Because there has been no opportunity to contrast good
and evil, 1tmmmn1m;cﬁmthmnom11yWMmcmfcm
younger genoration to see that our future success depends upon a change in
suthority in the White House and in the Congress.
It is now becoming apparent, however, that some of our indu'a in the younger
gwerstions are realising and appraising the gravity of the situation. In-
stead of being sold » false bill of goods by the Administration's propegsndiste
' aﬁmﬁ;ndn;anﬁﬂhcfmGOﬂnmmoﬂluomwm

¥/ in our scommunities. In the Middle West, for example, a determined group
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of young Republeans have taken the time and effort to present a thoughtful
platform entitled "The Oppertunity State®. At the same time, and wrking
independently, another group of young Republicans in New York State has pl'm
wvhat they ¢call "A Blueprint for a Better imerica". I submit to you that these
twe young groups, and there may be many more with which I sm not asquainted,
have started a grass roots movement to rekindle the fires in the hesrts and
minds of our young people. 1 recommend most highly that you aid and abet
any and all new movements of this sort for both the Party and the nstion need
such help. Frankly and in all sineerity, some of the most comstrustive
and aoncrete thinking I have seen among Republicens has been evidenced by
the work of the young GOPers in New York and on the campus in Ann Arber,
Michigan. Ko one here tonight probably agrees in toto with every provision
4n the Michigen platform or the New York bhlueprint, but under no circumetsnces
should we destroy their initiative by being disdainful of their determinstion
to present a real phtfmtotheuoftho;lr.cmmmuu.
Our real purpose in gathering here this evening is to pay tridute to cne
of the greatest imericsns in ocur nation's history. At the swme time it is

apfropes for us to draw lines of distinetion between the political



e
philosophies of the Party founded by Abraham Lincoln and the presemt
Democratic administration. I have entitled my speesh "The Present
Demooratie Administration - & Mensce”, and I feel that if Abrahem lineoln
were here with us during these tumultucus and eonfusing times his attitude
toward those now in authority in Waeshingtom would be identical with curs,
Abraham Lincoln believed in the preservation of the Union and the fundamental
American way of 1ife. Today we are faced with an equally grave erisis and
unless all of us are willing te contribute of cur time and mesns, the natien
that lineoln preserved will inevitably tumble over the presipiee toward
statism,
So much has been written about this great leader of the Americsn people,
Abreham linecln, that tedsy he stands as cne of the mymbols of real
Americanism,. mtmmuudnahnﬁ? What did he aceomplish
to deserve such a nishe in cur history? Why is he treated with such great
reverence by all of our people?
You are all familiar with Abraham lincoln's xighiz rise from the back woods
Kentueky to the office of President of the United States. FHe was a men

kindness, simplieity, intelligense, statesmanship, integrity, and deep
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'rougim canviction. Unfortunately some of his resent successors in
that high office have lacked to a surprising degree a number of these
negessary and desirable charutoriu;u. I condemn no man for any indridual
failings, but I feel it is tragic for the ‘werican pecple and the world at
large, and in these critical times, that our President cannct be above
backroom political trading and lacking in essemtial qualities for true
l‘ndcnh!.p.
Today more then ever before we need to survey Lincoln's life to evaluate what
he said and what he did. As the first President eleeted by the Repudbliocan
Party, Lineoln gives us the answer or answers to the troubles that is presently
raging in this country as to whether or not we should preserve the American
conoept or way of 111;0 in favor of a new philosophy, term it what you will,
Some c¢all the present mm-t.raticn', program socialistie. Others define
it differently. Regardless of the definitien, it must be sdmitted that

the Administration does not believe in or stand for principles thst have

guided ~ur penple to the pinnacle in the short span of 174 years,
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The basic difference is in the means by which a better standard of living

may be obtained for all of us. This difference is reflected in the eompletely
dissimilar political and sosial philosophies preveiling vdthin esch Furty,

The choice between these two philosophies lies with the /merican peeple. It is
an alternative between self-help and the handout.

The leaders of the present Democratic Party pursus relentlessly their poliqy
of unlimited Federal spending for the purpose of appesssing rressure groups
which command large blocks of votes. The Admindstration's program is not

one of prudently conceived assistance to the individual in need but is rather
a program of creating s relience upon Government from the eradle to the grave.
The inevitable result has been the slow but never-ending destruction of
self-reliance end individual incentive. By demagoguing appesls to the some-
thing-fer-nothing instinet, the Demosrats in ih- past have and will in the
future endsaver to obtain widespread support of their program. 'ie in the
Republican Party firmly believe that the American pecple are self-reliant

and indeps-denco-loving citisens and that they, if the fasts were known

to them, would resent being classified as the cbjects of permanent charity.

Assricans prefer to rely primarily upon their omn industry, abdlity and
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The basic difference is in the means by which a better standard of living

may be obtained for all of us. This difference is reflested in the ecmpletely
dissimilar political and sosisl philosophies prevailing within each Party.
The choice between these two philosophies lies with the American peeple. It is
an alternative between self-help and the hsndout.

The leaders of the present Democratic Party pursus relentlessly their policy
of unlimited Federal spending for the purpose of appessing pressure groups
which command large blocks of votes. The Admirdstration's pregram is not

one of prudently conceived assistance to the individual in need but is rather
a program of ereating s relisnce upen Government frem the eradle to the grave.
The inevitable result has been the slow but never-ending destructiom of
self-reliance snd individual incentive. By demagoguing sppeals to the some-
mrmmumw,tub-unuummmuunum
future endsaver to obtain videspread support of their program. Ve in the
Republican Party firmly believe that the Ameriean people are self-reliant
and mmadmo-z@ citisens and that they, if the fasts were known

to them, would resent being classified as the cbjests of permanent charity,

At Americans prefer to rely primerily upon thelr own industry, ability and
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decision to provide not only the necessities but also the luxuries of life
rather than to rely upon the uncertain benevolence of government.
fbrahem Lincoln believed then as he would now in the Republicen peint of
view. He is quoted as having ssid: "The 'lcgltht. cbjest of government
is to do for a community of peeple whatever they need ‘o have dene, but
cannot do at all, or eannot so waell do, for thamselves, in their ssparate
and individual capacities. In all th:t the people can do individually do
88 well for themselves, Goverrment ought not to interfere." Republisans
are constantly reminded by unthinking people that all segments of our
society are now better off secnomically speaking than thay were in the days
before the present Administration. I ask you, is that a true statement”
Statisticians can show that we may be slightly more prosperous, but if the end
result is ocomplete loss of individual oppertunity, is temperary economic
success worth the cost’
Vany oitizens rightfully ssk the question, "hal has happened to the /merican
poople that they shodld allew the United States to resch a pd.;t to which

We have gradually traveled the path of regimentation
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muamumk«mmmmmuuubnmommuam.
rather than to rely upon the uncertain bemevolence of government.
fbraham Iincoln believed then as he would now in the Republicen peint of
view. He 1s quoted es having said: "The legitimate cbject of government
is to do for a community of peeple whatever they need to have dene, but
cannot do at all, or cannot so well do, for themselves, in their ssparate
and individual capacities. In all that the pecple cam do individually do
28 well for themselves, Goverrment ought not to interfere." Republicans
are oomstantly reminded by unthinking people that all segments of our
society are now better off economically speaking than they were in the deys
befores the present Administration. I ask you, is thst a true statement?
Stastistieians can show that we may be slightly more prosperous, but if the end
result is oomplete loss of individual oppertunity, is temperary economic
success worth the cost”
Vary citisens rightfully ask the questien, What has happened to the American
p..puthatthqmameummnasumurm.pu&wma
may never retum. We have gradually traveled the paeth of regimentation

govermment control in a plecemeal but nevertheless unchanging course.
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I could recount for you some of the legislation thet has been enacted during
the past 18 years that would prove my point. 1 think it best, however, to
eall to your sttention some of the proposals that lie ahead for in them
the real danger is most evident. The snswer to the success cr failure of
the Hepublicsn Party depends upon our making swere to the imericen pecple
the specific fsults and fallings of our Demooratic friends.
A sound nuinh of the Administration's basic legislative program would
oconvinge you that it 4s not in sccord with the somcepts of Abraham Lineoln.
Kr. Lincoln at one time made the following stetement - "You cannet bring
about prosperity by discouraging threats, you camnot strengthen the weak
by weaking the streng, you camnot help the wage earner by pulling down the
wage payer, you cannot establish sound sesurity on borrowed money, you cannot
keep cut of trouble by spending more then you eam."” Thess terse but true
statements are the complete antithesis of the present philesophy prevalent
in the Administration. I believe the Hepublican point of view on all issues
ocoincides with that expressed by Mr., lincoln and is in contrast to the policies

of the Democrats.

‘e Republicans have been accused of "Me-tooism", 1 deplore the use of the term
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for a number of ressons, but prineipslly becsuse it does not define our
Party's program. On Februsry 6,1950, the Republican Party issued a Statement
of Pr&nciplu. and Objectives. The 1950 Statement coinoides with the ideals
80 often expressed by Abraham limngeln.
For example, on the issue of foreign affairs our Party advocates a di-
partisan approesh with full consideration and resognition to the legislative
branch of our govermment, We are opposed to ssoret commitments such as those
entered into at Telta., We vehemently and vigorously believe in stopping the
spread of Communism. Our Party does faver an sxtension snd expansion of
world trade, but we question the soundness or the advisaldlity of such a
progran whers it will imperil the living stendsrde of cur o people. The
United Ststes should not allow the flooding of our markets with goods pro-
duced by cheap labor to the inevitable detriment of our national security
and the economic status of cur individual workers.
In resent weeks it has been vividly called to cur attention that seemingly
responsible officials in cur State Department have been gullty of treascnous

condust. Furthermore our present Secretary of State, well imowing that a

eir and equitable trial had been grented to Alger Hiss, refused to admit
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" the reprehensible conduet of a former associate. me-vammm
are commendable personal qualities but lir. Acheson's words pertaining to
Mr. Hiss do little credit to a man ocoupying g:ch a high offioial position.
Searetary Acheso has impaired his usefulness as a governmentak official
by his comments eonserning the astivities of a man who has betrayed his
country, 'rrouau is not a pardonable offense in the eyes of the imeriean
people. m«zmmm-mmumnﬁ- comments
on his attitude toward Mr. Hiss, Mr. Acheson should resign.

On domestic matters the issue is clearly draswn between us and our Demoeratic
spponents. In our new Statement of Poliey thers is a statement demsnding

a balanced budget and s gemeral reduction of cur mounting tex burden. It

is indeed a shamfd on the /merican people that at a time of relative propperity
this nation is faced with pending bankruptey. Cansda, our nelghbor to the
north, has led the way and made a phencmenal record in redusin; taxes and:
balanoing the budget. To the contrary, the present Administration's record

is one of inoreased taxes, increased anrual deficits, and mounting national

Republican Party in its Statement of Policy stands four-square with

the agricultural programs of the Nationsl Crange and the Americen Farm Bureau,
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We condemm the Brannan plan which aims at natiomalising agriculture.
The program sct forth in the GOP Peligy Statement advoeates a fair
price for the farmer's produsts at the market place by a aystem of price
supports cnly when the need is apparent and with emphasis on the funda-
mental concepts of free enterprise.
I imagine the farmers in this ceunty and this area are similar in nany
respests to those in my own distrist. We have & stromg Grange and a stromg
Farm Buresu. Our farmers in Michigan are not selfish predatory eitizens
who disregard the legitimate point of view of the urban econsumers and the
welfare of our national economy. Our fermers and those of you in this
distriet who live in rural areas want above all else 2 fair share of our
national income without entire reliance on government subsidies, and abeve
all else deplore the trend toward regimentation of owr agrieculture.
We in the Repullican Party need hawe no apology for the basiec philesophy
in most of the provisions in the Laber Management Relations Act of 1947,
better known as the Taft-Hartley Aei. Our new Policy Statement stands
four-square for the Taft-Rartley spproach in contramt to the Administration's

table Wagner Agt. No one denies thet the Taft-Hartley Aet can be
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amended to eliminate gertain inequities. I can assure you that a singere
ettempt was made by the Members of the Congress in our Party during the
last session to amend the Taft-Hartley Aet where proven inequalities existed.
Kembers of the Demosratisc Party with an alleged fiendish allegiance to
mmpcmmuum-ummmtoftmﬁoamm
existing law, Purthermors, despite the statement in the Democratic platfomm
that the Demoerats would repeal the Taft-Hartley Aot and substitute in ite
stead the Wagner Ast, when the vote on such a motion was made in the House
only 37 Damocrats so voted. m-unzmmmnoarmmphum
pledges, fer Mr. Trumen and his followers repeatedly promised that if given
the leadership in this country in 1949 and 1950 they would destroy the Taft-
Hartley Act.
The Republicsn Party, as did Mr. Lineccln long ago, realises the govermment's
obligation to those who are in need. In our 1948 Party platferm and again in
the resent Party Statement, we indieated our approval of a sound snd fair

progran of sesurity of our older eitisens. It would be most umdse to embark

study. We faver expended coverage and insressed banefits, but we
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deplore the financis]l unsoundmess of the program as it now exists,
No one denies that this country bas room for improvement in ccpanding
our nation's health. The Demoeratie /dninistir:tien says this problem must
be altacked and solved by the President's prepsid compulsory health insurance
program, The Administration is anxious and willing to embark upon a dupli-
cation of the socialised medicine program insugurated by the labor socialist
government 4n ."-ing].p._n.d; e in the Republiean Party admit the need of
inprovement but deny most emphatieally the necessity of adopting ﬂ'mt experi-
ment which has 30 miserably falled in Great Britain. We can and will meet
Lthe challenge with the help of all interested segments of our people., The
doctors, t‘ho dentists, 2nd the various technicians in the field of heslth
are making a strenuous and determined effort to ¢ooperate with those in
public office so Lhal the Ameriean people will be given the finest medical

care and attention without resorting Lo governmental red taps and regimentation.

The "ederal Government can and liaould assist the various ststes and communi-
ties 80 that expanded medieal care will be available to those unable to

afford voluntary health insursnce. In addition, an all-out effort should

be usde to expand end strengthen voluntary nonprofit health insuranee programs,

h
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deplore the financizl unscundmess of the program as it now exists,
Fo one denies that this country has room for improvement in expanding
our nation's health. The Demooratie Administrastion says this problem must
be attacked and solved by the President's prepaid compulsery health insurance
program. The Administration is anxious and willing to embark upon a dupli-
cation of the socialised medigine program insugurated by the labor socialist
mt!nhzhnd; We in the Republisen Party aduit the need of
improvement but deny most emphatieally the necessity of adopting ﬂ‘ut experi-
ment which has 30 miserably failed in Great Britain., We can and will meet
the challenge with the help of all interested segments of ocur pecple. The
doctors, the dentists, and the various technicians in the field of health
are making & strenucus and determined effort to cooperate with those in
public office so that the Ameriecan people will be given the finest medicsl

care and attention without reserting to govermmental red tape and regimentation.

The Federal Government can and should assist the various states and communi-
ties s0 that expanded medical care will be available to those umable to

afford voluntary health insursnece. In addition, an all-oput effort should

be made to expend and stremgthen voluntary nonprofit health insuranes progrems,

\
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One might go on indefinitely, but rather than take further time I would
like to set forth what 1 consider to be the goal of owr Party, the promise
we should make to cur people, the threat that will engulf us if affirmative
agtion is not taken in ouwr position gmerally. Far your information and
guidance I sutmit the following:
Qur goal st home - An opportunity sogiety that offers eash individusl a maximm
change for achievement, wellbeing, and security,
Our goal abroad - A world at peace working cut the common problems of mankind
through effestive internatiensl orgsnisation in a spirit of mutusl trust and
cooperation and wvith an increasing regard for the dignity of every men,
Qur Promise - At home - Insreasing sconomic prosperity with a renewed falth
in morsl values. New energy scurces, new products and new production
techniques can greatly improve the materiel well-being of each citisen in
our time, But the pursuit of msterisl wealth must be sceoupanied by a
renewal of spiritual and moral values on the part of the individual, the
fanily and the natiom.
Qur Promise /broad - A gommunity of {res pations living at peace, The free
‘-%\mdmmmummm-urmmmmm-mmuu

the peasce and ralsing the standard of living in all countries.
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The Threat st homs - Gradusl surrender of individusl freedom. In eur

country, the danger to cur demoeratic way of life lies chiefly in our adopting
schemes for attaining economic seeurity which compel o result in the surrender
of individusl freedom.

The Threat Abroad - Breskdown in internetional relstions. Fuilure of the
United States to develop a sound affirmative foreign policy to meet the threst
of Soviet imperislism and the revival of Fascism, and Lo sssume its
responsibilities of world leadercship, may lead to & breakdown in international
relations resulling in economis or military warfare between nations,

Our position is thet the present 'dmindstralion is neither reslizing the promise
nor warding off the threat. Instead, 4t is creating a hand-out state which
slowly destroys individual initiative and enterprise, limits the right of

the individual to make personsl decisions, and compels a surrender of individual
desision and sotion to a buresusratic central govermment,

Our own position can be summed up in two main principles: "individuel freedem

vith segurity” at home and "internstional responsibility” abroad.
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The Threat st homs - Gradusl surrender of individusl freedmm. In our
country, the danger to cur demoeratiec way of life lies chiefly in our sdopting
schemes for attaining economic security which compel or result in the surrender
of individusl freedom.
Ihe Threat Abroad - Breakdown in international pelstions. Failure of the
United States to develop a sound affirmative foreign policy to meet the threat
of Soviet imperislism and the revival of Fascimm, and to sssume its
responsibilities of world leadership, may lead to & breakdown in international
relations resulting in economic or military warfare between natioms.
Our position is that the rresent Administration is neither realizing the premise
nor warding off the threat. Instead, it is creating a hand-out state which
slowly destroys individual initistive and enterprise, limits the right of
the individual to make personsl decisions, and compels a surrender of individual
desision and asction to a buresucratic central government.
Our own position can be summed up in two main principles: "individual freedem

with security” at home and "interneticnal responsibility™ abroad.





