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room, dining room, and family room, many om folding chairs brought
from the church not too far away.

It is always a pleasure to listen to the various committee
reports and hear the constructive suggestions that are made by and
to the Farm Bureau members. The chairman of the womens' committee
reported on a recent meeting of the county group she attended., The
moderator handled a discussion of the topic for the evening., Here

A ——

in the give~and-take among friends, I saw true democracy at work.

It was like o0ld times to ke with these home folks with whom

I had met on probably 13 or 14 previous occasions. It always impresses

me how pleased and appreciative local Farm Bureau members are to hear

about what is going on in Washington and to have an an&lysis of some

of the problems facing us in the Congress. Before the evening closed,

of course, we had our refrestments and you can imagine what delicious

pumpkin, apple, and mince pies we had along with coffee, ice cream,

nuts, and candy. I ate too much, as 1 am sure everybody did.

Since that meeting near Caledonia we have witnessed, as

.

perhaps never before in our history, unprecedented tragic events.

o T——




”3”
The assassination of the President has removed from our midst a man of

great charm, great dignity, and great courage.

*

I first met Jack Kennedy in January 1949 when I came to Congress
and was assigned an office across the corridor from his on the third
floor of the 0ld House Office Building. Frequently during the
ensuing ; four years we walked and talked together as we went to and

i
from the House Chamber. Although on many fundamental issues we held
different viewpoints, I always respected his ability and valued his
friendship.

From 1953 to 1960 while Mr. Kennedy served in the Senate
I saw him less frequently, but—whenever-we-met—he—wasmostcordial-and

~congental. Following his election to the Presidency in 1960 I had
several close and intimate contacts with him. In the summer of 1961
during the consideration of the controversial foreign aid authorization
bill, Mr. Kennedy asked me to come to his office in the White House
for a conference on the legislation. This half-hour session with the

President on an important legislative problem will remain one of the

highlights of my experience in the Nation's Capital. For 30 minutes
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just the two of us talked ahout his proposal to finance the
development loan part of the mutual security program by the "back=~
door-spending"” method. He was friendly and extremely well informed
on the technical details of our differences. Although we didn't see
eye to eye on the controversy, I well remember his fairness and kind

consideration of my views. The memory of that discussion in the

R bl A

President's office was vivid as we stood in the East Room of the

White House on that solemn Saturday afternnon following his tragic

passing.
| SIS —

In full realization that I wvigorously disagreed with
Pres ident Kennedy on many basic issues of public policy, I did
appreciate his friendship and I do commend to all people as a fitting
tribute to his memory these worde of his eloquent inaugural address:
"And so, my fellow Americans, ask not what your country can do for you:
Ask what you can do for your country. My fellow citizens of the world:

Ask not what America will do for you, but what together we can do for

the freedom of man."
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He wrote: ''I have no hesitation in stating my deep conviction that

the legislatures of America, local, state, and national, are

presently the greatest menace to the successful operation of the

democratic process." I respect and would defend the right to make

the statement, but I vigorously disagree with the viewpoint.

How does the Senator propose to remove this menace? His

first recommendation is that “the executive should be strengthened

at the expense of the legislative.” 1In short, says a member of the

Congress of the United States, don't trust the representatives of

the people, of the fifty states, with power. NO. Put that power

in the hands of the executive! Don't spread power out among all

the people, majority and minority alike, says Senator Clark. Put

that power at the disposal of the mathematical majority, concentrate

it in the single hands of a single branch of goverrment. Does the

Senator know that ""Power corrupts and absolute power corrupts

absolutely.”

When President Johnson first appeared before the Congress

as President, Just_ld-days—ege, he very properly stressed his
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accountable to the voters. But they can be made accountable by and
through the Congress. And they should be, unless you believe that
the largest business in the land, the Executive Branch of the

government, should be permitted to operate beyond control, beyond

restraint, and beyond responsibility to the people it is supposed

et e s J—

to serve.

Through its committees, Congress is chief investigator in
regpact to every sector of public affairs. And, again, its role is
solely on behalf of the electorate, not on behalf of a political party
or faction,for its committees are diversified in membership,
sectional outlook, and political philosophy. These committees are
far more diversified than ever is possible within the more rigid
structure of the executive branch.

Congress, also, is our chief public forum for the criticism
and evaluation of every aspect of public life. Watched closely by
the press, not shielded by the protective armor of executive branch
secrecy and privilege, its deliberations are always under a

penetrating spotlight and because of that never-ending scouting
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serve as a truly public platform of debate.

Without Congress, or with a Congress that was only a rubber
stamp, there is no question that the national gowvernment would be
more efficient in a cold, mathematical sense, -1Isrﬁﬁany efforts to
streamline the Congress today are aimed in that direction and based
on that false premise. It is well to remember that the
legislative body of the Soviet Union,if you can call it such,is most

efficient; there is no delay, no dissent, no debate - but neitler is

there the life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness which we treasure.

Le—

Any close observer has noted in the last 3 or 4 decades a
concerted effort to weaken or discard ogr traditional system of
checks and balances. The common argument, as put forward by
Professor Famew=dh. Byrnes, 1s that "our govermment was set up to be
a divided govermment with internal checks at a time when we did not
need a strong national govermment!" This of course assumes that we

have reached the stage in our national development where we do need

a strong national government. The next assumption is]that a strong

national government means a strong executive govermment amnd that
























22w

If we are to preserve theVEggf in our way of 1ife, the balance
of powe r between the legislative and executive branches of
gover ment must be strengthened,

Of course, the question arises at this point, why should the
imbalance be redressed? What evils will flow from presidential
supremacy? What dangers are attached to this concentration of
authority and power?

There is no easy answer to these questions and there has
been much speculation about the likely consequences of these
trends, If we believe the maxim, deeply held by our founding
fathers, that the concentration of all power imthe hands of one or
the few is the very definition of tyramny, the future is not
promising.

Pixst, there is the increasing danger of arbitrary govern-

ment. Eventually, if the trend toward concentration of power

vont inues, there will be no centers of power in our institutional

iy ——

fabric capable of withstanding the presidential will. When this

T S T e . o s .

occurs, those who may disagree with a President, for whatever reason,



-23-

will not have to be consulted nor will compromise with their

position be necessary.

Those who persist in their resistance to the Executive,

largely because the Executive can claim to present the "general

will"”, will doubtless face the charge of being obstructionists or

representatives of vested interests. I ask this question: Was

_the Farm Bureau an obstructionist or did it in reality represent

the general will when it opposed the Secretary of Agriculture on

the wheat referend ?
w—»—..

Secondly, decision-making in our society will without
question be more secretive, As matters s&and now the President is
at least forced by Congress to give reasons for his decisions and
to present rational arguments for his proposed programs. Such
debate and the ensuing deliberation might well disappear when there
is no one with the power or authority to call a President to account.
There are examples of this in the foreign policy area, particularly
in connection with our World War II agreements with the Soviet

Union,
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Finally, local self-govermment, an ideal highly cher ished by
most of the nation's founders, stands absolutely no chance of
survival, Differences in policies, values, and beliefs between
communities will be transferred to the national arema of public
debate, and we can hardly expect a national majority to show the
rescrainséecessary to allow local diversity on important matters
of public policy ta—flomeish.

Centralism will be checked only when national leaders refuse
to encourage the 'easy way' of federal assistance, and state and
local leaders assume the responsibility and privilege of local
action and control. The answer is not a call to easy living but an
opportunity for strength. through struggle.

The big issue 100 years ago was whether the excess

sovereignty of the states was going to destroy the Union and the

Constitution. One big issue today is whether the excess concentration

e,

of Federal power and sovereignty 18 going to destroy state, local

and individual freedom and responsibility.

Another, the issue of executive absolutism, whether achieved
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by artifice, device, "purchase,' or by our own complacency, is a great
threat to our country today. Much has been said recently about the
rantings and ravings and dangers that confront us from the "fanatical

left" and the "fanatical right.'" _I am not so concerned about the

-y

"fanatical left'" and 'fanatical right' as I am about the ''complacent

center" and the ''power hungry top."

You and your local officials throughout the country have

the answer. When in concert, local and state leaders proclaim

loudly and clearly "we will do the job," the first step will be

—n. ™

taken. But one more thing is essential. You and I, all of us

who are concerned, must continue to show our citizens, the voters,
the significance of this issue and that those political candidates
who promise the most from Washington are not the most deserving
of our support. Beware of the man who promises to bring 'free

e et

gifts" from the banks of the Potomac. Likewise let us beware of

————

those who promote distrust by the people of the elected

representatives of the people.

I close as I opened-- with the Farm Bureau community group
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meeting at the Elton Smith home near Caledonia. There was the
source of America's strength; there was the answer to the
troublesome American problems; there were citizens at home
working together for constructive purposes; there were the
people sending up the ladder their recommendations for positive
group action.

Policy~formulation from the bottom up rather tlan from the
top down; the willingness of citizens to assume positions of
leadership; careful choice combined with faith in elected
representatives; and a determination to preserve the integrity
of the states and local communities through responsible and often

difficult endeavor--this will keep America strong.

























































ADDRESS:  GERALD R. FORD, M, C,.
National Convention: American Farm Bureau
Chicago, Illinois December 10, 1963
May I as a fellow Bureau member at the outset, thank you for

affording me the opportunity of meeting with you, the representatives
of American agriculture and of a great farm organization. Let me congra-
tulate the Farm Bureau Federation on reaching an all-time high in
membership., In my judgment your organization has the best record of
integrity and principles on legislative recommendations. (1) You were
right on the tax bill; no cut in taxes without a reduction in spending.
(2) The American Farm Bureau has honestly and effectively favored
balanced budgets and fiscal responsibility. (3) On farm legislation-—-

you have been right., You have been right because Farm Bureau recom-

mendations come from the grass roots, This is the first time that I have
been privileged to atiend a national convention of the American Farm
Bureau but I have been present at innumerable Farm Bureau community group
meetings and county conventigg;. Less than a month ago, in faet, I spent
an evening with a group at & farm home near Caledonisa, Michigan., Arrange-
ments had been made by Mrs. Glenn Clark who had written me to say:
"The South Kent Farm Bureau will be looking forward to

your spesking to us on November l3th.... Our meeting will be

held at the home of Elton Smith."

That evening I drove up to a typical rural home of my longe~

standing friend, Elton Smith, a first-class dirt farmer who operates a
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successful dairy farm. The meeting had just gotten underway with
approximately 40 folks present sitting in the living room, dining room,
and family.room, many on folding chairs brought from the church not too
far away.

It is always a pleasure to listen to the various committee reports
and hear the constructive suggestions that are made by and to the Farm
Bureau members., The chairman of the womens' committee reported on a
recent meeting of the county group she attended. The moderstor handled

a discussion of the topic for the evening. Herein the give~and-take

among friends, I saw true democracy at work.

It was like old times to be with these home folks with whom I had
met on probably 13 or 14 previous occasions, It always impresses me
how pleased and appreciative local Farm Bureau members are to haar
about what is going on in Washington and to have an anslysis of some of
the problems facing us in the Congress. Before the evening closed,
of course, we had our refreshments and you can imagine what delicious
punpkin,apple, and mince pies we had along with coffee, ice cream, nuts,
and candy. I ate too much, as I am sure everybody did,

Since that meeting near Caledonia we have witnessed, as perhaps

never before in our history, umprecedented tragic events. The assassi-

nation of the President has removed from our midst a man of great charm,

great dignity, and great courage.

I first met Jack Kennedy in January 1949 when I came to Congress
and was assigned an office across the corridor from his on the third

floor of the 0ld House Office Building. Frequently during the ensuing



-3

four years we walked and talked together as we went to and from the

House Chamber. Although on many fundamental issues we held different

viewpoints, I always respected his ability and valued his friendship.
From 1953 to 1960 while Mr. Kennedy served in the Senate I saw him

less frequently. Following his election to the Presidency in 1960 I had

several close and intimate contacts with him. In the summer of 1961

during the consideration of the controversial foreign aid authorization

bill, Mr. Kennedy asked me to come to his office in the White House

for a conference on the legislation., This half-hour session with the

President on an important legislative problem will remain one of the

highlights of my experience in the Nation's Capital, For 30 minutes

Just the two of us taelked about his vproposal to finance the

development loan part of the mutual security program by the "back-

door-spending” method. He was friendly and extremely well informed

on the technical details of our differences. Although we didn't see

eye to eye on the controversy, I will remember his fairness and kind

consideration of my views. The memory of that discussion in the

President's office was vivid as we stood in the East Room of the

White House on that solemn Saturday afternoon following his tragic

passing.

In full realization that I vigorously disagreed with President
Kennedy on many basgic issues of public policy, I did appreciate his
friendship and 1 do commend to all people as a Titting tribute to his
memory these words of his eloquent inaugural address: "And so, my fellow

Americans, ask not what your country can do for you: Ask what you can
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do for your country. My fellow citizens of the world: Ask not what
America will do for you, but what together we can do for the freedom of
man,"
This is hardly the time, nor would you want me to indulge in a
partisan political attack on the old or new Administration., Nor am I

going to discuss the "farm problem" with which you are much more familiar

than I. But before you are farmers, you are Americans and you are citizens

of the United States. Furthermore you are highly respected leaders in

your communities., Therefore, I would like to think with you for a little
while this afternoon about a basic and very fundamental issue in American

life today: The appropriate roles of the legislative and executive

branches of government in determining public policy and the areas of res-

ponsibility of our state and federal governments.

— Most of you probably know what the‘aeronautical engineer said
after someone gave him the blueprint for a bumblebee. "It'll never fly,"
he said, Well, for 188 years now a lot of people around the world, and
some right here at home, have been having the same reaction when it comes
to our form of representative government. It'll never work, they say.

Maybe in theory they have somethiﬁg. It's not a very efficient

form of government. It not only gives every Tom, Dick and Harry the

chance to express his political sentiments, it even encourages him to

become a part of the political system itself.

Funny thing, though. Bumblebees do fly. And as Winston Churchill
has observed, "Democracy is the worst form of government except for any

other that has ever been tried." It can be said without hesitation or
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regervation our form of representative government has made our people

more free and more prosperous than any other people on earth.

Maybe it's about time to start thinking and thinking hard about
why it has worked and about what we can do to keep it working. Unless we
do, we could easily fall prey to the glib suggestions that what America
has just isn't good enough for these times, that we need streamlining
to achieve efficiency, that we need new ways of government to achieve
progress,

At the heart of all these suggestions is the assumption that govern-
ment can be Jjudged the same way you judge a cornfield or a car factory—--
by how much it produces every year.

To people who feel that way, the product of government is programs,
programs, and more programs., If it produces wmore, it's good. If it

produces less, it's bad. So these cynics say.

What is the function of government? Firsi, to protect the lives

and liberties of the citizens, to maintain the sort of social order that

permits the widest expressions of individual talent, aspiration, and
action without harm to others and, second, to perform those sérvices which
are both clearly needed by the people and incapable of performance by
any other means.

I remember, for instance, what Woodrow Wilson had to say on the
subject, Here was one of the great liberals of our history--but at a
time when "liberal" had a quite different meaning than it has today--
and here is his memorable statement of the relationship between liberty

and government:
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I respectfully say dissent and debate are the touchstones of the
American experience. National unity does not mean national conformity.
A difference of opinion does not mean disrespect. A responsible Congress,
one which deliberates in order to produce prudent judgments rather than
Just flurries of statistics, can never be a rubber stamp: not for the

Executive Branch, not for sny particular economic interest, and not even

for the sudden surges of well-intentioned public emotion which sometimes

are poured upon it. The dangerous notion that the work and worth of

Congress can be kept like a bowler's scorecard, misses the great point

of the legislative process and of the American political genius which
had its birghplace in Independence Hall,

Actually, rejecting programs and proposals or amending them.may
be as productive as any roll-over, play dead action in the Congress. But,
to view it that way, you must view the rolé of Congress as being mainly
involved in serving the general interests of the republic, not just
the selfish appetites of some particular segment of it, as serving and
preserving the freedom of the American people, and not just in taking

over more and more of their responsibilities.

The present Congress is criticized because allegedly it has not
done enough.
- Well, let's see what it could:have done if it just wanted to build
up a record along the lines of the scorecard view of history. In the

Senate and the House this past session slone we have been faced with

more than 11,000 public and private bills. We have enacted about 300.
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But we have also filed more than 1,500 reports from our various
cormittees~~the reports of hearings and deliberations which are so
vitally necessary to really understand a bill before we vote on it., It
is significant to note that during the first six months of this past session
of Congress the President made 207 requests for monies and 70 requests
for Presidential powers,
Suppose we had just rubber~stamped everything that came before us?
Would we have been serving your best interests? Would we have been

serving the nation's present and future welfare?

We would not! We would, instead, have plunged this nation into

a red tape nightmare of regimentation and controls, mortgated our future,

and renounced our responsibility.

Then, much of the work of Congress--your Congress, never forget,
is in areas other than actual legislation.

Congress is your watchdog over the entire federal bureaucracy, over
the entire five-and-a~half million civilian and military personnel
employed in the Executive Branch of the government. Except for the
President ,this vast bureaucracy cannot be made directly accountable to
the voters. But they can be made accountable by and through the Congress.
And they should be, unless you believe that the largest business in the
land, the Executive Branch of the government, should be permitted to
operate beyond control, beyond restraint, and beyond responsibility to
the people it is supposed to serve,

t:==:::::? Through its committees, Congress is chief investigator in respect

to every sector of public affairs. And, again, its role is solely on

behalf of the electorate, not on behalf of a political party or factionm, .
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for its committess are diversified in membership, sectional outlook,
and political philosophy. These committees are far more diversified
than ever is possible within the more rigid structure of the Executive
Branch.

Congress,‘also, is our chief public forum for the criticism and
evaluation of every aspect of public life. Watched closely by the press,
not shielded by the protective armor of Executive Branch secrecy and
privilege, its deliberations are always under a penetrating spotlight
and because of that never-ending scouting serve as a truly public platform

of debate,

l Without Congress, or with a Congress that was only a rubber stamp,

there is no question that the natinnal government would be more efficient
in a cold, mathematical sense. Many efforts to streamline the Congress
today are aimed in that direction and based on that false premise. It

is well to remember that the legislative body of the Soviet Union, if

you can call it such, is most efficient; there is no delay, no dissent,

no debate - but neither is there the life, liberty, and the pursuit of

\ happiness which we treasure.

- o

f"" Any close observer has noted in the last 3 or 4 decades a concerted

:

effort to weaken or discard ocur traditional system of checks and balances,
The common argument, as put forward by Professor Byrnes, is that "our
government was set up to be a divided government with internal checks

at a time when we did not need a strong national government.” This of

course assumes that we have reached the stage in ocur naticnal development

where we do need a strong national government. The nex! assumption is
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that a strong national government means a strong executive government
and that anything which impedes the will of the executive is old fashioned
and detrimental. From these assumptions have arisen the efforts to
reduce substantially the effective power of Congress or any other
legislative body elected by the people.
— Those who are so critical of the Congress completely overlook,
and certainly not unknowingly, that the House of Representatives probably
has the closest kinship with the electorate (you people) of any
segment of the federal government. Every one of the 435 members of the
House must put his record on the line and obtain the approval of his
constituents every two years. 1 do not mean to imply that the Congress
should not be criticized or that members of any legislative body always
reflect fully the views of their constituents. On the other hand, it
is the House of Representatives, and those of us who are elected periodically,
who do go directly to the people for a mandate, We are on the firing
line and expect to receive our share of the sniping. It is not the
criticism that troubles me but the aura of distrust generated by i%;
the feeling that Congress is a roadblock, halting progress, and failing
to fulfill its role and, therefore, should relinquish some of its
{__-authority to the executive.
What are some of the specific criticisms levied at the Congress.
You see them enumerated in the newspapers and hear them on radio and

television fairly often.

Those who point the accusing finger at the legislative branch

o

often say the Congress is a negative body, obstructing tee, 1
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contend that in certain instances any legislative body after proper
deliberation makes the best decision for the people when it rejects
unwise and poorly thought out programs. It will be an evil day indeed

when it is wrong to say "NO."

I From the viewpoint of those who crave power, who want to determine
your destiny by their will and whim, the Constitution is negative. This

"go slow" or

historic document is negative in many instances--often a
"stop" sign. Frequently it says "hold on a minute" to those that govern,
Its foundation is laid on the basic belief that a government not controlled
by the people will control the people., Affirmatively, this means there

is a basic faith in the electorate and in elected representatives,

The accusing finger waved at the Congress frequently alleges there

are evils in the seniority system for committee chairmen. Directly or
otherwise they condemn Congressman Carl Vinson of Georgia, who as chairman
of the House Committee on Armed Services has contributed significantly

to the military security of America. These critics also condemn a
system which has produced Senator Harry Byrd of Virginia, a statesman
whose efforts to achieve economy in government and fiscal responsibility
has saved our nation billions of dollars.

What is offered in place of the seniority system? Each alternative
suggested in one way or another would raise the ugly menace of behind-
the-scenes polities or closed-door deals in the selection of committee
chairmen. To abandon the seniority system for committee chairmen would
place another weapon in the hands € the executive for it could use its
influence to pick a chairman who would later on bow to White House domi-

nation, All substantial evidence leads one to the conclusion that a
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system which has given us the Vinsons, and Byrds, and other renowned
and respected chairmen is the best.

Those who point the accusing finger at the elected representatives

complain about the appropriation process, alleging it hamstrings the
operations of the multitude of federal agencies, bureaus, and departments.
Of course those who seek 80 place maximum authority in the executive
really seek authority to spend those hard-earned tax dollars without
\_,ffifriCtion or limitation.
Yes, the appropristionn process in the Congress does take time

but in the next session of the Congress do you want your Senators and

Representatives to rubber stamp §_$100 billion federal budget? Do you

want the Congress this year to appropriate to the Department of Agriculture
for its many operations and programs over $6 billion in a lump sum to
be used as the Secretary of Agriculture determines at his discretion?

l Isn't it better for America that the Congress does scrutinize the
President's budget with care and deliberation? The answer is crystal
clear—-in the past 10 budgets submitted by the several Presidents Congress
has cut over $34 billion from the executive department spending demands.
As we look back at this past decade no one would honestly contend that
the bureaucrats in Washington needed that extra $34 billion plus to run
our government, | Most Americans would agree that the collective judgment
of your elected representatives, the watchdogs of the public purse, did
our nation a service in trimming the spending schemes of those who never
put their record to the test of the ballot box. President Johnson's $99
billion budget only attainable because Congress last session cut $6.5

billion,
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With the current attempts to downgrade the Congress and strengthen

the power of the Executive bureaucracy, there is a companion forece at
work to weaken the states and local units of government by expanding
federal authority.

r_rn Unfortunately few Americans today realize the numerical strength
of decision makers in the federal government., Today Uncle Sam employs
approximately 2,500,000 civilians and the army of bureaucrats is
supplemented by 2,700,000 men on active duty with the Armed Forces. The
annual payroll for over 5 million federal employees is approximately
$32 billio?;j The White House recently announced a proposed reduction
of 25,000 federal employees, May I remind you this is a drop in the
bucket, if it is carried.out. The fundamental point, however, is that
working for the federal government in the Executive Branch of the national
government there are about 5 1/2 million employees who are never really
"called to account" by the voters. The President representing the
Executive branch, it is true, puts his record on the line once every four
years and the voters in a broad sense pass Jjudgment on an Administration
whether it be Republican or Democratic. On the other hand a vast,
entrenched and potentially arbitrary bureaucracy bhacked up by the power
of $100 billion a year in federal funds never really puts its record to
the test of the ballot box.

Y'F-_ We in Michigan have recently seen a dramatic and discouraging
example of the abuse of federal executive authority and the helplessness
of a state government in meeiting unwarranted bureaucratic power from

the Nation's Capital.
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At the request of Governor Romney the state legislature passed
a law covering aid to dependent children of the unemployed. The bill
had been carefully drawn by experts in the field who consulted with
officials in the Department of Health, Education and Welfare to make
certain that the bill satisfied all departmental regulations. These
officials approved the bill., Moreover, the Congress had said specifically
in the basic legislation that the definition of unemployed parents was
to be "determined by the states." Nevertheless, after the Michigan bill
became law, Secretary Celebrezze refused to release federal funds to
Michigan, alleging that Michigan's definition of an "unemployed person"
was discriminatory., While it was perfectly clear from the federal law
and congressional debate, that the definition was to be left to the
states, Michigan to date has not received one cent of federal funds for
this program of aid to dependent children solely because of the arbitrary
action of a federal agency.

The lesson for all Americans could not be more clear, The more
extensive the federal aid, the more likely and more serious the federal
dictation. We should never forget--a government big enough to give us
everything we want is a government big enough to take from us everything
we have. -And fundementally, Michigan's experience dramatizes an erosion

of the basic strength of our federal system, which is the opportunity

for conformity of purpose and action on national issues with a diversity

of policy and methods on state and local affairs.

(N

of power between the legislative and executive branches of government

If we are to preserve the best in our way of life, the balance

must be strengthened.
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Of course, the guestion arises at this point, why should the
imbalance be redressed? What evils will flow from presidential
sipremacy? What dangefs are attached tothis concentration of authority
and power?

There is no easy answer to these guestions and there has been
much speculation about the likely oconsequences of these trends. If we
believe the maxim, deeply held by our founding fathers, that the
concentration of all power in the hands of one or the few is the very
definition of tyranny, the future is not promising.

First, there is the increasing danger of arbitrary government,
Eventually, if the trend toward concentration of power continues, there

will be no centers of power in our institutional fabric capable of

withstanding the presidential will. When this occurs, those who may

disagree with a President, for whatever reason, will‘not have to be
consulted nor will compromise with their position be necessary.

Those who persist in their resistance to the Executive, largely
because the Executive can claim to present the "general will," will
doubtless face the charge of being obstructionists or representatives

of vested interests. I ask this question: _Was the Farm Bureau an ob-

structionist or did it in reality represent the general will when it

opposed the Secretary of Agriculture on the wheat referendum?

Secondly, decision-making in our society will without question be
more secretive, As matters stand now the President is at least forced
by Congress to give reasons for his decisions and to present rational

arguments for his proposed programs., BSuch debate and the ensuing de-



.

liberation might well disappear when there is no one with the power
or authority to call a President to account. There are examples of this
in the foreign policy area, particularly in connection with our World War II
agreements with the Soviet Union.

Finally, local self-government, an ideal highly cherished by most
of the nation's founders, stands absolutely nc chance of survival,
Differences in policies, values, and beliefs between communities will be
transferred to the national arena of public debate, and we can hsrdly
expect a national majority to show the restraint necessary to allow local
diversity on important matters of pnublic policy.

r*‘““'” Centralism will be checked only when national leaders refuse to

encourage the "easy way" of federal assistance, and state and local
leaders assume the responsibility and privilege of local action and control.
The answer is not a call to easy living but an opportunity for strength
through struggle,

The big issue 100 years ago was whether the excess sovereignty of
the states was going to destroy the Union and the Constitution. One big

issue today is whether the excess concentration of Federsl power and

sovereignty is going to destroy state, local and individual freedom and

responsibility.

Another, the issue of executive absolutism, whether achieved by

artifice, device, "ourchase,"

or by our own complacency, is a great threat
to our country today. Much has been said recently about the rantings and
ravings and dangers that confront us from the "fanatical left" and the

"fanetical right." I am not so concerned about the "fanatical left" and
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"fanatical right." as Iram about the "complacent center" and the "power-
hungry top."
You and your local officials throughout the country have the answer.
When in concert, local and state leaders proclaim loudly and clearly "we

will do the job," the first step will be taken. But one more thing is

essential, You and I, all of us who are concerned, must continue to show
our citizens, the voters, the significance of this issue and that those
political candidates who promise the most from Washington are not the
nost deserving of our support. Beware of the men who promises to bring

"free gifts" from the banks of the Potomac, Likewise let us beware of

those who promote distrust by t he people of the elected representatives

, of the people,

L

at the Elton Smith home near Caledonia,., There was the source of America's

I close as Iopened--with the Farm Buresu community group nmeeting

strength; there was the answer to the troublesome American problems;
there were citizens at home working together for constructive purposes;
there were the people sending up the ladder their recommendations for
positive group action,

I_-‘w Policy-formulation from the bottom up rather than from the top down;
the willingness of citizens to assume positions of leadership; careful
choice combined with faith in elected representatives; and a determination
to preserve the integrity of the states and local communities through

responsible and often difficult endeavor-~this will keep America strong,
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