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Steve Hess

Natiemal Press Club Speech - March Zi; 1965

by Gerald R. Ferd

I feel quite henered te have been asked te address the Natiemal Press
Club. Hewever, fer seme strange reasen, havimg se many distinguished reperters
ceme here te break bread with me - a simple Republican - calls te mind the
passage frem the Bible: *Where the carcass is there willkk the eagles gather.*®

Actually, I am particularly pleased te be here because yeur President,
Bill Blair, and I have se much in cemmen -

Wb’both have recently run in hetly centested electiems;

We beth wen by narrew margins; A

And, new that welve had time te ebserve the pitfalls and beeby traps ef

eur new pesitiens, we'd beth like semeene te tell us why we were se "all fired

up” te get eur jebs in the first place!

Se, at this time, I weuld like te make a presentatien:

Te Clark Mellenheff - I new present the Charles A. Halleck Award fer the

Best Last Laugh ef 1965!



As yeu knew, feetball is really my first leve. I enly became a pelitician
because of the jeb security!

But since Michigam beat Oregem State in the Rese Bewl by 27 peints, and,
three days later, Ferd beat Halleck by enly six peimits, perhaps I chese the

?é;) wreng prefessien!

Alse, since January Lth semething tells me that I've failed te scere the
peint-after-teuchdewn.

I've often wendered where I'd new be if I had accepted Curley Lambeau's
offer in 1934 te play pre ball with the Greem Bay Packers - perhaps en the

o
Supreme Ceurt!

The pelitical dialegue in the United States teday eften reminds me of
the rich eld spimster, whe, when she is suddenly ceurted by a handseme yeung
man, asks herself: #Dees he really leve me ~ er is he just after my fair
white bedy?"

In ether werds, we are asking eurselves the wreng questiems. TLecked in
the struggle of the mement, we lese sight of the breader, everridimg cemsider-

atiens.
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Se I welceme this eppertunity te stand apart frem the daily issues ef
legislatien, and leek at seme of the larger implicatiens ef mid-twemtieth
cenfhry American pelitics.

It strikes me that we are cenfrented with feur serieus crises:
~———= 1 - A crisis in the Twe-Party System.

2 - A crisis ef Executive-Legislative Balance.

3 - A crisis ef Federal-State Balance.

b - A crisis ef Judicial-Legislative Balance.

I shall direct my brief remarks te these areas.

At the presemt time, one pelitical party centrels the White Heuse and
mere than twe-thirds ef beth Heuses ef Cengress - thus giving rise te cen-
siderable cencern fer the survival ef the twe-party system.

There is nething conétitgtionalyy erdained abeut rummimg eur gevermment

] L
"
giv

threugh twe great pelitical parties. But almest frem the start eur natiem
made the cheice that this weuld be the best way te eperate. It has preved te {;C/

a wise decisien. We have aveided the chaes ef the multi-party system and the

o
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less ef freedem of the simgle-party system, while buildimg inte gevernmemt an
additienal set of checks and balances. Net enly dees the secend party previde
the electerate with altermatives, but i£ insures a remarkably high level of
henesty. As the late Earl Leng ence said, "I ain't agaimst stealing, but the
ether guy might squeall"

Therefere, I submit, gentlemen, that it is a matter ef ne small cencern
when the relative strengths ef eur twe parties get se far eut ef kilter.

Mereever, this sheuld net merely scare Republicans, whe - like their
Demecratic ceunterparts - have a healthy respect fer self-preservatien. Ner
sheuld this merely cencern these cryimg crecediles whe shed a tear ever a
pessible Republican demise because they are fer the twe-party system. The
twe-party system, let me remind them, weuld be meamingless if half ef it were
te beceme the Permanent Mimerity Party. Indeed, the rebuildimg ef a streng,
vital, cempetitive Republicam Party is the cencern ef all Americanms. ;z;~‘ 17( 77’"“’
Lre Py A9 a.?”"w’}d¢5h42n- . UL, Pres

Furthermere, en its ewn merits, the Republican Party is clsarly werth
saving. Bern eut ef dedicatien te free seil and free men, it is the Party eof

Abraham Linceln and Theedere Reesevelt, of the Emancipatien Preclamatien, the

Merrill Act, the Pure Feed and Drugs Act, the Shermam Anti-Trust Act.
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It is the Party ef the Square Deal, the Party that first realized America's
destiny as a werld pewer and first seught te censerve eur matural reseurces.
It is the Party of Dwight Eisenhewer, under whese Admimistratien the
Kerean War was ended, a Department ef Health, Educatiem and Welfare was created,
Secial Security was imcreased and expanded, twe Civil Rights Acts were signed
inte law, and peace and presperity were maintaimed fer eight years.
[_-_;’ During my sixteem years im Cengress, as yeu knew, it has mever beem my
practice te use the press as the whipping-bey fer the ills ef the Republicam
Party. Om the centrary, I believe that Republicam preblems have beem largely

{ created by Republicams. Te berd a metapher: Our recemt experiemce has shewn

that when a party gets se far eut eof the maimstream ef Americam pelitical life,
perhaps it sheuld expect te drewn.

Under eur system ne party caﬁ be dectrinaire, sectariam, narrew in its
appeal - and still attract the majerity ef a highly pluralistic electerate.
The high greund ef mederatiem is met enly cemmen herse semse fer a pelitical
party - it is alse representative of the peeple and in keeping with the

l underlying genius ef the Americam pelitical system.

Hewever, I must alse cenfess that pickimg up the daily newspapers lately -
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and reading seme of the editerials, celumns and news steries - has bsceme ene
of the less happy cheres im my day;I—;:o eften my geed friends ef the Feurth
Estate seem te be mere cemcermed with the Party's sickmess than its health.
Wkat seems te interest them mest is a merbid curiesity ever whick disease the
patient will die ef. (Perhaps eur scheels ef jeurmalism sheuld start granting
degrees of D.,R.P. - Decter of Republicam Pathelegy.)

In this regard, I weuld like te tell yeu abeut a dream I had last might.

I dreamed that when I aweke my wife Betiy breught me breakfast im bed,
and my children handed me the newspapers.

“The lead editerial in the Washinmgtin Pest will interest yeu, Dad,” said
Mike. Amd I read: (quete) "Hew can we expect te have a healthy pelitical system
under the present staffing arramgement im the Heuse of Represemntatives? Fer
example, en the Bamking and Curremcy Cemmittee there are new thres Republican
staff members and gg Demecratic staff members. (Cemcluded the ggggz) This is
a matter that must be cerrected. It shertchanges every Americam regardless ef
Party affiliatiem." (emd of quete.) Amd te myself, I said, "Thamk yeu,
Mrs. Grakam."

Then my sen Jack handed me the New Yerk Times. Its editerial read :
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(qu;te) "We have neted with satisfactien the new pelicy ef !Censtructive
Republican Alternatives'! in the Heuse of Represemtatives. Since the begim-
ring of the term there have been detailéd, well theught eut C.R.A.s en every-
thing frem Appalachia and Aid te Educatiem te Disarmament and a Department ef
Urbam Affairs. In the future (cemtimued the Times), we will give equal space
te creative Républican prepesals and net tag them en te the emnd of articles
abeut 'The Great Seciety.'" (emd of quete.) And I said te myself, "Amem, Mr.
Sulzberger.t

Well, befere my dream crept back imte the ether frem whence it came, I

had expressed my gratitude te Mrs. Schiff ef the New Yerk Pest, Mr. McClatchy

of the Bee papers in Califermia, the Nerthern Virginia Sum, Mr. Field ef the

Chicage Sun-Times, Mr. Bingham eof the Leuisville Ceurrier-Jeurmal, amd a hest

of ether fime newspaper peeple whe had just seen the light.

’ At this peint I suspect my geed friemd Everett McKimley Dirksem weuld
cautien me that "the eil can is mightier than the swerd." I leve flewers,
teel (Theugh im Michigam we are mere partial te the apple blessem than the
marigeld!)

What I hepe te cenvey is that, in the werds ef Madisen Avenue, "Us

I\
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Republicans Weuld Rather Fight Than Swi?s&l:‘]

Right new there is an exciting new fermemtatiem im the Republicam Party.
In the Heuse of Represemtatives - within the limits ef the Mimerity Leader -
staff pesitiens have been given te skilled and experiemced researchers (such
as Dr. William Premdergast), amd net merely used te reward the faithful. There
has been a reergamizatiem ef imtermal machimery, with Jehn Rhedes directimg a
cemmittee te deal with curremt, day-te-day legislative preblems, amd with
Charles Geedell directing a cemmittee te leek at leng-ramge pelicy and ebjectives.
The latter will seen umdertake a number ef substantial task ferce studies in
such impertamt fields as Agriculture, Cengressienal Referm, Ecenemic Oppertumity,
Educatien, and the Right te Vete.

The Republican appreach imn the Heuse will be three-premged. One: As
the Oppesitiern Party we willz centinue te sppese the Administratiem im these
areas where we believe it te be misguided in ebjective er methed. Twe: 1Im
such areas as we feel the Presidemt is corfoct, we will net hesitate te pub-
licly give eur suppert, as we have aiready dele en the Viet Nam struggle.
(Parenthetically, I might add that as *The Tales frem the Viet Nam Weeds" be-
ceme less meledic, mere amd mere Republicams have backed the President, while

mere and mere Demecrats have chamged their ture te megetiatiem and detente.
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Iremically, in the mest serieus werld cenfremtatiern that faces eur matiem teday,
nYeu can't tell the players witheut a scerecard.") Returmimg te the third

preng of the Republicam appraach: Threugh eur new party ergams, and the minmerity

membership en the varieus Cemgressiemal cemmittees, we will present te the
American peeple a series of carefully werked eut altermative pregrams. There

will be ne deubt where Republicams stand.

-_/"J
I have referred specifically te actiems im the Heuse because this is my

special field of cempetance. But equally impertant actiems are being - and
will centinue te be - takem im the Semate, the mew Republicam Ceerdimating
Cemmittee, and, I am sure, in the Republicam Natiemal Cemmittee umder its
in-ceming Chairmam, Ray Bliss.

Gentlemen, this is news-werthy! At this time - when the Demecrats speak
threugh the White Heuse and the Republicams threugh the Cemgress - adequate
ceverage eof Republicam actiems is all the mere imp;;ative. I recegmnize that
the struggle fer headlines between the President and the (Oppesitien Party is
inherently umequal - but the press khas the pewer te be the Great Leveler.

Mr. Jehnser may have seme reservatiemns abeut kjsbisbw takimg yeu inte his
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cenfidence, but Semater Dirksem and I de met!

The imbadance betweem the Exscutive amnd the Legislative Branches ef the
Natiemal Gevermment is meither new ner mystifyimg. The gbeat French ebserver
of the_Amsrican system, Alexis de Tequeville, predicted it mere than a century
age. The vastly cemplex preblems of eur demestic seciety first weighed the
scales teward the Executive in the Great Depressien, partly because a President
can act fagter than a deliberative bedy. Then the pestwar peried shifted
gevernmental cencern frem the demestic te the werld sceme, where the cemsti-
tutienal pewer of the Executive is primary. Mereever, as the pepulatiem
expanded, and it became mere mecessary fer the peeple te stay imfermed threugh
the mass media, the ability ef a Presidemt te demimate the mews further werked
te shift emphaais away frem the legislature. This is net a criticism ef the
press - merely an elememntal fact that ene man, if he wishes, can dramatize
issues better tham a mamy-headed, diffuse institutiem like the Cemgress.

It is umusual, hewever, that Lynden Jeknsen - whe, in a ZEm sense, grew
up in the Heuse, and came of age im the Senate - sheuld new seek te further
undermine the cemstitutiemal balance of pewer.

I find this trend highly regrettable. OQurs is a system ef representative
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gevermment. And the respensibility ef the Presidemt te the individual citizen
is diluted threugh a myriad ef agemcies, bureaus, and five milliem Federal
empleyees.

The Cengress, en the ether hanrd, must remain clesely in teuch with its
censtituency. A Heuse member makes many trips te his district each year,
persenally talks er writes te theusands ef the peepld whe elected khim, and
biamnually puts his pelitical life im the hands eof the veters. As William S.
White wrete in his new histery ef the Heuse &f Representatives, "A Cengressman
is an ea;entially lecal efficial, theugh sernt te a far placs called Washingtem.®

Of ceurse the Cengress is net witheut blame fer its ewn decline. Semater
Rebert Taft, speakimg in 1946, put his fimger en this when ke said: "It is
eagler if a man cemes in and says, 'Here is a preblem,' te say, 'All right;
let!s create a beard and let them de it.! But this is net preper legislatiem
...and if we want te preserve eur primciples...we (must) write the standards
inte the law." We in Cengress have simply tee eften given the admimistrater

a carte blanche. The legislatien te fight the se-called "War en Peverty™ was

enly the mest recent and unfertumate example of this.
There are a number of suggestiems fer structural chamges that might be

helpful in rightimng the Executive-Legislative balance. Theugh I must admit
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that I de net usually regard structural tamperimg as the best way te selve this
preblem - and eften the changes brimg even greater preblems in their wake. Fer
example, liberals new leudly deneunce tie Heuse Rules Cemmittee; yet it was the
liberals, when stripping Speaker Cannen eof his pewer im 1910, whe gave the
Rules Cenmittee its autherity im the first place.

e But I de wish te make ene structural prepesal. It strikes me that the
Gevermment Operatiems Cemmitteesim im the Heuse and Semate sheuld nmever be
centrelled by the President's party. Simce it iz the fumctien ef these
Cengressienal cemmittees te imvestigate the cenduct eof the Executive Branch,
it is enly preper that they be directed by the eppesitien x party. This sheuld
be the case whether the eccupant eof the White Heuse is a Demecrat er a Repub-
lican. It smacks ef legalized cellukiem when we fimnd that the suspect and the

( district attermey are brethers!
The Cemgress has a meble heritage. Its 535 members eccupy places ence
held by men like Webster, Clay, Calheum, La Fellette, Taft and Vamdemberg. I
believe we can best restere Cemgressienal presemimemce by acting with the

independence, dignity and jealeus regard fer eur cemstitutienal rele that such

names characterize. Speaker Rayburm was ence asked hew many presidents he had
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served umnder. Mr. Sam replied, I served umder nene. I have served with eight.”

That te me epitemizes the spirit ef Cengressiemal greatnmess.

While the Executive has been evershadewing the Legislative Branch, an
squally insidieus develepment has takem place in Federal-State relatiems.

Part of the cause fer the rise of Big Gevermment, at the expense of the
States, is that bureaucracy, like tke Sercerer's Appremrdice, is almest impes-
sible te shut eff ence set im metien. It builds an ildependent mememtum, and
becemes an effective lebby fer its ewn centinuance and aggramdizement.

But there is a secend facter - less carcfullzoxplored, but equally im-
pertant: Tee eftem in the past State amd Jecal gevermmemts have abdicated
their preper fumctiems in fulfilling the peeples! legitimate need feor services.
Gevermment, like mature, abhers a vacuum. And whem the States iritially left
a vacuum, the Federal Gevernmert rushed im te fill it.

This, I am serry te say, has beem cameuflaged by a geed deal ef hyprecrisy
abeut States! rights. Im 1963 a Senate Subcemmittee en Imtergevermmemtal
Relatiens received replies te a questiemaire frem L60 tep State and lecal

efficials, imcluding many gevermers. The results shewed that almest a majerity
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of them were payimg lip service te the histerical temets of States'! rights
while wanting te take all they ceuld get frem the Federal Gevermment!

This was put te the test inm 1957. .In a very creative meve President
Eisenhewer prepesed turmimg ever te the States seme specific Federal functiems
aleng with the tax revenues fer them te assume the services. Nb actier was
taken.

It 111 beheoves me as a Cengressmam te tell State gevermmemts hew te de
their jebs. But it dees strike this ebserver that there are many ways fer the
States te kelp themselves restere their preper amd vital fumctiem im the
American system.

Many State gevermments are desperately im nedd of streamlimimg. Seme of
them sag under the weight of tee many bexes en their erganizatiemal charts. Ne
lemger can they afferd the luxury ef eperating u;der eutmeded systems eof
management.

There is a great lessem fer ether States im the werk that Geerge Remmey
perfermed in rewritimg the Michigam cemstitutiem. Ours was net the only State
censtitutien that was less than perfect. One State, fer example, is new

governad by a decument that cemtaims 217,000 werds and LO7 amerdments!
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We must alse rethink the rele of the State legislatures. Can many ef
them centinue te be merely part-time bedies, with unsterpaid members, and
inadequate prefessiemal staff assistance?
Clearly, I believe, the time has ceme for less leese talk abeut States!
rights - especially when it is semetimes ne mere than a cever fer anti-Civil

Rigkts actiem - and mere meanmimgful discussien ef States! respemsibilities.

My fimal peint cencerns the Judiciary ~ specifically the Supreme Ceurt.

It dees net require an elephant's memery te recall when the justices ef
eur highest tribummnal were derisively called "The Nime (Old Mex." The year
was 1937. Amd President Framklim Reesevelt, imcemsed by the damage deme te
kis New Deal by the ultra-cemservative jurists, prepesed a ceurt-packing plam.
Teday the Ceurt'!s detracters ceme frem amether pelitical guarter, ard distribute
"Impeach Earl Warrem" bumper stickers.

Times change. The extremist critics, yostcrdiy's and teday's, seund
harsh and shrill, and will be fergetten temerrew. While the Ceurt, prebably
in its presemt form, will be with us fer as lemg as the natien existis.

Yot there is a meral im this tale ef twe Ceurts.
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As a lawyer I de net find the Ceurt!s attackers whelly witheut merit -
altheugh, in beth cases, many eof them were merely reacting viscerally - and may
have been partly right fer tetally wreng reasens.

The meral te me is that the Ceurt - them and new - has gettem imte treuble
when it has acted mere pelitically tham judicially.

Just as the leglslature weakens the Cemstitutiemal system whem its Judges -
as we have seen frem seme well-remembered Cemgressienal imvestigatiems - se
tee dees the Ceurt weaken the Cemstitutienal system wken it legislates.

Let me mentiem just eme case - appertiemmemt. The Ceurt!s decisien, I
believe, was wremg - met because eur system wasn't badly in meed of reappertien-
ment (it was) & - but becauss this has always, histerically amd traditiemally,
been a pelitical matter, eutside of Ceurt jurisdictiem.

Assuming that eur rurally-demimated State legislatures were net abeut te
vete themselves eut of existemce - the preper way te handle the preblem was
threugh a Cemstitutienal amemrdment. The way it was dene, threugh the Ceurt -
which is hardly the preper bedy te redraw pelitical beumdaries - did a great
disservice te the primciple of the separatiem of pewers and te the cemcept of

a Federal system.
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I am reminded, im cemclusien, ef a Fremnch Premier whe ence said that "the
art of pelitics lies met in dealimg with fumdamemtal preblems, but in keeping
quiet these whe raise them." While this statement has the crystal rimg of the
epigrammatist, it perhaps explains why there were mere tham sixty French Cabimets
during this gentlemam®s lifetime. Fer I centend that emly by dealing with the
fundamental preblems can a peliticiam stay adjusted te his times.

Peliticians, ef ceurse, are net expected te be philesephers - and, unlike
the beatniks, we need net spemd eur days in an endless search fer the "immer
lumineus experiemce." But the basic preblems ef seciety de net have te be
extracted frem the earth's depths like seme exetic gem. They are en the surface
and they cry eut fer actiem.

And with this final remark I gird myself fer the onslgvgght of yeur
questiens. I new await yeur grillimg semewhat im the spirit ef Framklin
Reesevelt, whe ence intreduced the White Heuse press cerps te Winstem Churchill
as "my beleved welves.®

> 30 =



NATIONAL PRESS CLUB SPEECH
March 25, 1965

in Hashingten may recall that I was elected Minority leader of the House of Repre-
sentatives not long ago by a landsgliide vote of 73 to 67,

This triumph gives me a certain fesling of kinship with the kiadly fellow
who has just intvoduced me so handsomely -- your new president, Landslide Blair.

Bill Blair and I, in fact, are liviag proof that democracy works, even in
the National Press Club or a Republicam caucus.

All you need is an allegation of virtus, a moderate amount of hard work, and
M*‘-—i lc;t of luck.

In any event, the overwiwlming mandate I yeceived in Janusry, and the unbroken
record of successes since them, have encouraged me to appear before you today as an

authority -- on the problems of oppressed minorities.

| TR aa\\& ATTY rpbra Og ¥
m:,“u’cpu-ap from the Bible -- "Where the emrcass tzth-nﬂu the sagles \D)
\ 7' & '.IV e

gathezy" :rlikhu:utnnm of you are hers for such a purpose today.

As you imow, football is really my first love. I ocaly became a politicisn
becauss of the job security!

But since Michigan best Oregon State in the Rose Bowl by 27 points, and, three
days later Ford beat his opponent by only 6 points, perhaps I choss the wrong professioa!

1 have oftsn wondered where I would now be if I had scceptad Curly Lambeau's

offer in 1934 to play pro ball with the Green Bay Packers -- perhaps on the Supreme Court!

PRI Wy

/\l:l.neo January 4th somsthing tells me that I failed to score the point after

touchdowm on several occasions,
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Although the new Houss Republican leadership hasn't won any spectacular
legislative successes, and this has been appropriately noted by soms, we never campaigned

on a platform that by some strangs sleight of hand or secret potion with reproduction

t
)
aarly
c.dtuthl) 3 could double our numbers and slice the opposition in half before
November 1966. As you well know, the numbers on eagch side of the aisle in the House
have not changed except in onge instance since November 3xd -~ 140 Republicans to
o
284 Democrats. The odds are rough. But, to coin a phrase -~ with a little different
twist -~ “ya shall ovexcoms."
hrmmhmmhuMnGMnﬁ+hm¢m the same
powerhouse but in a different way. The White House and all its troops try to spoon-fead
you and they try to clobber us. The President as "king-pin” in the Executive Branch has
7 over 2% million civilian employess with an annual payrell of sbout $15 billion, In ad-
dition, thes White Houss controls the dastiny of 2 million 600 thousand in the military

Q0 mmw’g '-“&‘ \3 '
with a-payroil—of approximately $3 billion per year. The total amnual payroll in the

'3
Bxecutive branch reaches the astronomical figure of $30 billion for over S million 100

VAN "\2‘7
%ﬁ?’ thousand, and this group will spend in year 1966 sbout $126 billiom,

M This awesoms power and the vast apparatus, if used inppoperly, eculd mean the
vithering away and eventually the death of the two-party system. Now, there is nothing
constitutionally ordained about running our government through two great political
parties. But almost from the start our nation made such a choice. It was a wise decision.

We avoided the chaos of a multi-party government and the loss of fresdom of the single-party

system, while building into government an additional set of checks and balances.
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Not only doss a stroug second party provide the clectorats with legislative
slternatives but alsc, a remerkably high level of honesty and frankness. Our Americen news

A

aedis have a noble tredition in demsnding the facts, burstimy the bubbls of propagands,

- N

q and mmamcun. You can perform your job better if the relative streagths of our &
two pertiss are more nsarly ia balamce and not so far out of kiltex,

To meks our Fedsral government functios bstter, to help you gat the facts,
Sepudblicans in Congress belisve shie new idea would be a step in the right divection:

When both the Ewscutive snd lsgisletive branches are éominated by the same political
party, the Committees on Government Operatioms of the House snd Seanste, uhuhhmn.mz
investigating suthority, should be under the comtrol of the mimority pazty. It smacks
of legalised collusion when we find the suspect and the Pietrict Attorney are bloeod
relatives,

Hore would be a genuine wehicls for assuring that the veoice of the mimoxity would
be heard, that the majority would be comstamily on motice that its actioms or inactions wers
subject to effectivwe and critical reviswy, and that the public through yous help would know

‘that eny cover-up or wrongdding would be improbsble if not impossibls. It is safe to

speculats that with such a set-up there would be more public confidence that the real

Bobby Baker story had besn told,

The Democrats have us overwvhelmed mumsricslly in Congress. We could say,
"What's the use!” That's no answer for the Amsrican psopis, for you or for oursesives,
Right now there is a constructive fermsntation ia the Bspublicen Party. ¢a have made some
reorganisation of our internal machinery, 7The Rsssarch and Plamming Committes, with

skilled resesrchers wnder Dr. Biil Frondergast, is working at long-remge policy. Vs are

ereating special task forces on mjagabm Zumn in such repid succession that one



abs

'\,\1 }\__\Q’u‘ RN 5 LA S ‘¥
1 \

~7 _ cbserver d559718%dyy g “em smti-poverty program for Republican intelectuals.” Jobn
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Rhodes, with a besfed-up staff, is Policy Committes chairmsn, and this reorgmnised group
will deal with curreamt, day-to-day, legislative problems,

On the basis of simple mathematics, the Administration can pass about everything
it wants to in this Congress, particularly if it twists a few arms as it did in the Nasser
victory on an appropriation bill a few weeks ago. Despite the " " we will win on some
issuss in this Congress. More importantly, Republicans will build a vecord for a sub-
stantially strongsr repressntation after November 8, 1966.

The Republisan strategy in the House will be diversified., We'll be grateful for

7 sny Democratic support, morth or south, but our positiom on any issue will be developed
' indspendsatly of any Democratic coalition., To compete with the Administration, we will
offex:

1. Opposition to Administration's aims and msthods when we think both

< are wrong; but never obstructionism just for its own sake.

2. Constructive alternatives to Administration shhemes when we feel they are

tackling the right problems at home or abroad in the wrong way. House Republicans have
) alvealy sroviiiod inapeacitiis oolperiaten this yoor Sh Wndieuin, ehussios, hevalig and
Appalachia,

3. Vorkable programs, dsveloped through our task forces, to meet the many
We- Aok
problems the Administration is ignoring or neglecting, ssi-refuse to mﬁhncnn
have a momopoly on ideas for the solutiom of domsstic or foreign difficulties,
&. VWholehsartsd support for the President when we think bhe is right. Viet Nam

policy in the last fev weeks is the prims example. Parenthetically, I might add that as

"The Tales From The Viet Nam Woods" becoms less melodic, more and more Republiceni’bave



«Se
staunchly backed the President while more and ¥More Democrats have changed their tune
to immediate negotiation and uu-umu-ou-ui wtthdrm;.

This blueprint for Bepublican legislative action is based on what we conceiwve
to be our duty to the 43 percent of the Americen electorats who put us in office, and
to the people as a whole who face ewer-increasing Federal domination and erosion of
their liberties unless an articulags opposition functions effectiwely,

It is based on the hard truth that the Republican Party to win in 1966 and-

/Lﬂ must earn and regain the respect of many millions of voters -- and it ca't do
this by sitting on the sidelines and waiting for an international or domestic catastrophe
to produce a call for a changs of leadexship.

It is based also on a profound gonviction that something more than talk of unity
and consansus is demanded by the challengss of our times,

We subscribe to the observation of Senator Robert A, Taft in 1951 that "if you
pesmit appeals to unity to bring an end to criticism, we endsngsr not only ths constitutional
liberties of our country, but even its future existencs,”

We raise the question of whether it is enough in tis se days of dangar and
turmoil for our President to continue to act as & consensus politicien instead of s
statemman who leads,

Wafiting for a consensus can and often doas mean ignorimg little problems until
they becoms big ones.

It can and doss mean inection until the rviots start -- whether in Saigon or in
Selma.

As rvecently as Janusry, the President was referring with satisfaction to our policy

in South Vietnam as one of “creative inaction.”
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To me, this is a fantastic concspt -- better described, perhaps, as "vigerous

ineptitude” or "dymamic pavalysis.”

Yet this attitude was reflectsd in the Stats of the Union Massags, which

suggestad that the international scene was so improved that we eould all but forgst it in

favor of domestic affairs.

The disazray of NATO is all but ignored by the Adainistration, Nasser and

Sukarno thumb their noses with seeming impunity.

And the disruptive voices

the Pemogratic Party not only undercut

g
S—

the President in his conduet of foreign affairs at s séme of national crisis; thay also
raise the very grave damger of a Commmist miscalculation as to our intentions in Vietnam
and Southeast Asia,

We believe in keeping ths ball on the enemy’s goal lime -- not back-pedalinmg to our
20-yard line before starting the next play.

The President can always count on Republisan suppert vhege his foreign policy is
firm and decisive on the side of freadom/ it wn P, PO /% 1Y y

But if ever there was a tims for broad-gauged revival of genuine bi-partisanship
in foveign policy in the spirit of the lats Senator Arthur Vandenberg, tnat time is now.

Senator Vandenberg, who was my fellow townsmsn, was E«a zespoasible for .
my getting into pelities.

He arrived at a Lﬁn concept of the mation's best intsrests in foreign

policy matters which served the American pecple msgnificently well -~ and it is & coancept

which I would be honored to Belp to expand beyond current policy in South Viet Nam,
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But foreign polisy bipartissnship in the Vamdemberg pattern mesns gsnuine con-
sultation scross party lines in determining poliey -- not just using the Republicens
for aftex-thought window dressing.

It does not mean @ryely a summons to the White House in & moment of erisis, end
then eslling in the photogrsphers and amnouncing Rspublican endorssemsnt of an Administration
policy slready datermined.

Nor doss it mean foreclosurs of Republisan criticism of foreign policy when we are
convnmé the Mt;um s wrong.

Many of our p:obll)u. particularly s lask of unity, have been crestad by Republicans.
To bend a metaphor: Our recent experisnce has shown that when a Party pu'-o far out of
the mainstream of Amsrican political 1ife, perhaps it should expect to drowa, ~Newesax,
on b-hallf of the Amexican future, I suggest that the present political imbalance -~ howaver
self-iaflicted the-woubd that s eiling the G.0.P, -= is not & good thing,

Undsr out systeam no Party can be deetyinaire, ssstarien, narrow in its sppesl
or just as importantly have such an image, however unfap the charge might bs -- and still
attract the majority of a highly pluralistic electorate. The high growmd of moderation with
unselfish unity is not omly common horse-sense for a political Party -- it is also repre-
sentative of the people and in kesping with the wmderlying genius of the American poittml i
system,

The day-to-day rebuilding of Republican policy and the Party must begin in the
Congress -- and because all the House must face the voters next year -« the hesaviest burden

of the task must be carxied in ths Houss,
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We aim to correct that imbalance == to re-establish twe-party government,
Far from lamsnting our fate, House Republicens are wide open to fresh ideas and
confident that new approaches, full participation, and renewad dedication can earn new
friends for the Republican Party and make an important contribution to the future of
Amarica.

I now await your grilling somewhat in the spirit of Franklin B. Roosewelt, who
once introduced the White House Press Corps to Winston Churchill as "wp himd wolves,"
lat me add a footnots ~- the President may have soms ressrvations about takiag you into

his eonfidenge, but Senator Pirksen and I do not.
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[hose of you wino are concerned with tne aore ooscure political happenings

in vlaohl.n"'g‘:on may recall that I was elected Minority Leader of the House vizBmpea-

v
e

stusweéwes not lon, a,0 by a 1andoitda vote of 73 to o7,
This triumpn ives me & certain feeling of kinship with tne xindiy teilow
who has just introduced me so handsomeiy -- your new president, Landslide Biair,
Bill Blair and I, in tacc, are livin, proof that democracy works, even in
the Ncglonal iress Club or a Republican caucus,
[}11 you need is an allejation t vxrtn;. & moderate amount of hard work, and

4 Lrtwsrdon, prnend

T—wii—ef=t—=t ol luc-(.7
In any event, the ¢ erwwimin_, mandate [ received in January, ano tne unbroken
record of s.ccesses since tnen, have encouraged me to appear before you today as an
suthority -- on the prov.ems of oppressed minorities,.
ijihlte is a passage from the Biole -- 'Where the carcass is there will the eagles
pather.,' 1 am certain acne of you are nere for sucn a purpose :oday:7
-
As you know, football is really my first love. [i_only became a politician

because of e Job “cutlty!7

[:éut since Michi_an beat Ore_on State in the Rose Bowl by 2, points, and, three

4

2 \
cay .ater Ford beat his opponent by onl, o points, periaps I chose the wron, professioa’

I have >ften wondered where 1 wouid now be if I had acceptea Curly Lambeau's

>fter tn 1934 to play pro ball with tiue Green Bay Fackers -- perhaps on the Suprems Court!
e

Best Possible Scan from Poor Quality Original



o

\“’,VJ-OJIV/- . :
' /= 140 Republicans te .

‘a-nn lu odis ase rough. llu. o sl & phress -- with a little dul-m

rl‘e: b "f
R R u-}' : s ,‘ e L
3, Suier L] f | 4 ’ 5 0 W
gl ‘

f 3 j [

‘Wamnmetmquw“-.-lmouumoxsmm-. Y *3
i ol

»- .
f“"" Ki’ ”

mu-. the Wite mueumua-mu.uzmxumu-uummuq

with a payroll of approximstsly $#15 billise pec year. The tetal emmwal pqﬁlt o
o .

ot
= ¥, iy

 Bwscutive bremch resches the astvomomisal figwee of $30 billiom for over 5 milliem §

Mmmmﬂxwucmmnmmomuuug

e avoaded the cheos of & miti-pasty govesmment and the loss of freedom of the single-p

systum, -huc' building into m o odficiens]l oot ¢f ohochs and balances.

4
»

F A : Best PW Scan f"?rE,PO?" Quality Original



ale

Not only does a strong secomd party provide the electorate with legislative

g'}* hﬁ.dnﬂu Mﬁ. f= h-d‘-. the focts, Dugeting the bubble of ytopq-‘l, :
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tiag suthority, should be under the control of the minoricty party. it l-nb :

legalised collusion vhen we find the suspect and the District Attorney are blood UTV:
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Bere would be a gsauime v‘uclo for-ssousing that the voice of the umt.

+
L s

e bsard, thet cthe majority would be comstamtly om motice that its 'actions or tncecseniiii

subjset to effective and cuuul reviev, and that the publu through your hxj :

rw... sy covar-up o uaa.nu. would be u.coubu A€ mot dmposeidle. It 4s sale

spiculade MWM would be mose public sonfidence shes the resl

e
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Bobby Seker .m'.y hed bese teld. | e

The Democzass have us om_d n.-ntu_lly in Congress. We could say, iy ‘s
“Waat's the 'mf" That'es no snewer for the Amsrigsen people, for you or forx ougulyu.
Afght now there {s a constrwstive uu-qp'hi}u the Repwblisan hr:j. We have made un}

i wessgmisration of eus invevial mmshinezy. The BMeseerch aed Plasaniag c—um,ﬁah j g

5,\is wovking at lomg-rengs policy. We ere

=
creating :pccul task forces on major wboﬁ:een 1ssues in such rapid succession that one
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observer doacebled.s as ‘‘an anti-poverty program for Repubiican intelectusls. Jonn

Rhodes, wit’h s beefed-up staff, is Policy Committee chaivman, and this reor_anized sroup

L]

will deal wita

curreat, day-to-day, legislatie problems.

Cn the hasis of simple mathematics, the administrati n can pass about everything

1t wants W@ in this Congress, particuiariy if it twists a few arms as it did in the Nasser

victory on an

issuvas in tais

stantiai y str

appropriation bill a few weeks &_o. wuvespite the "odds' -«nﬁﬁ.iﬁwin on some
Con;ress, More importantly, Repubiicans will build a record for a sub-

on.er representation arter November o, LYok,

The Republican strate .y in the House witi be Evarstfxeé] e'll he ;rateful for

any Democratic

indepenagent.y
of fer:
SR
are
2.

tack 1ng tie r

support, north or south, but our position on any issue wili be deveioped

0. any bemocratic coalition, To compete with the Administration, we will

Upposition to Administration's aims and metiods wnen we think both
wron ,; put never obstructionismw just for its own sake,
Constructive alternatives tc Administration schemes when we feel they are

fght probiems at home or abroad in the wron, way. House Republicans have

a.ready provided responsible competition this year in medicare, education, housing and

Ap.alacnia,

dorxable jro_,rams, deveioped througn our tas« forces, to meet the many -

WL

probiems tne adrinistretion is i norinyg or ne,lecting,, arofuae to conceds Lemocrats

have « monopol

atey La ¢

y on ideas for the solution of domestic or forei n difriculities.

dholenearted support for the President when we think ae is cight, @Lec Nam

vas tew weess 18 the prine example\?[ o = m—r
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L lde o Na doods —beseme—baiinglndjc, Mre and more xepub. icans have
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This blueprint for Kepublican .e islative action is pased on wiat we conceive -
- .

to be our duty to the 43 pcrcent'of the American electurate wih: put s in office, and

1:§o the people as a whole who face ever-increasin, Federal douinatian and erosion of

their liberties unless an articulate opposition functions efrecci

4

It is based on tpe nard trutu tuat the Repuolican rarty :o win in lvnb <md
4@ must earn and re_ain the respect or wany mitiions ot soters -- anu 1t can't do
this by sittiny on the sideiines and waivin, for an internationa. or domestic catastrophe

to produce a cui! for a cnange oi iradersaip.

It 1s nased als> on & protound conviction tuat sowetning, more than talk of uaity

and consensus is Jenanded vy the chailenges of our times,

' 1
endoried by Tobw V. Kemeds b 120,
de guonscribe ro tue ooservation of senator Rovert A, laft 1in l9)$ tnat "if you

s A

permit apneals to vniLy to Brinu an end to criti-ism, we endan_er not oniy the constitutional

4

iiberties o9f cur country, out even its tuture axistence!‘

We raise the juestion of wnetier i 15 enouy,n in the se dars of dan_er and
turmoil f-or out tresident Fn continue to act as a onsensus poiirician instead of a
stateumén who leads, ' i ¢

3
laitin, for a cohsensus ca and Hrten Goes tean 1 noria, itti2 prooiems until

rrey @ ome b, ones,

It can and does mean inection until the riots start -- wanetuer in sai_on or in

St""“. ﬁ
ns recently as January, the President wes referring wita satisfaction to> our poliey
) U]
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‘Yet this attitude was refiected in the State of the lniun .iessa.e, which

suy ssted that the internaticnai scene was so ifmprovea that we covld aii but for_et it in
favor of domestic affairs,

[ne disarvay of NaTU s all but 1 nored by €. adnrialscration, hasser and

Sukarno thumb their noses 7ito seeain impunity.

and the disruptive voices ot Mm the mz;\urrauc ra;ty not cniy undercug
the Fresident in his -ouduct of foreir n atrfaivrs utf & cime 0L nationa:r crisis; they also
raise tnhe ver. _rawe 49an € ol 4 wmual ' miscar U dalion as to our 1atentions in Vietnam
4ang ooule®d: NS.a.
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But foreign policy bipartisanship in the Vandenber, pattern means genuine cone

sultagion saross puiey 1ines in hm policy -- .nc'“t uoﬁg the Republicans
/’ I¢ doas not -'-m. sumecns to the l:gu House in & moment og crisis, .1
‘ lhf ealling in dn photcuqbn. md “hs Republican endorsemsnt of an Ahhutruun

policy elready determined.

"doee 1t meen foreclosure of Repudlicen criticiem of foreign poiicy whea - ..;2

e
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0d the Adninistzation i won;.
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] Howsver, ‘
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Lonspigan \ : L'j“,
o ‘uuu of she Ameriiam tntm. I suggret that the mt politicel hbalnu =

f

ooif-inflicted the wound that 1s ailing the G.0.P. -- 1s not & good thing, . 3-a
. 4

Under our system no Pezty can be déstrinaire, sectarien, narrow in its appeal |

4lon Yo be gual —
or just as lqotu-tlrigw such an hnp/ however unfar the charje might be -- and

sttract the majortty of a{highly pluralistié]electorate. The high ground of M'

unsalfish uuy is sot omly c—m horn-mu for a pouuul Party -- u is aleo

sentative of the pecple and is keeping with the underlying geaius of the Amarice pol
system, | ' :
' The day-to-dey rebuilding of Republicam policy end the Party must begin in the

dnmu s and because all the House muet face ths voters next yeer -- ths heavisst burdss

of the task sust be carried tn the Nouse.
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we alm %o correct tiat ilwoalance -- tu re-establish twu-party _overnuent,

Far from lamentin, our fate, House Republicans are wide open to fresh ideas and
-

~

coa!ldon‘t' that new approachss, ﬂtll perticipation, and renewed dedication can earn new
friends for the Republican Party and meke an important contribution to the future of
Anetica,

lal. now await your _rillin, somewhat in tne spirit of Franx!in D, Rocsevelt, who
once introduced the White House Press Corps to Winston Churchill as 'my beloved wolves."
Let we add a footnote -- the President may have some ronrvctlon.l about taking you‘tnto

his confidence, but Senator Dirksen and 1 do nog
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NATIONAL PRESS CLUB SPEECH.
darcn 25, 1905
Those of you who are concerned with the more obscure political happeninga
in Washington may recall that I was elected Minority Leader of the House of=Bmpea-
Ssmpwebwes not lon, ayo by a landslide vote of 73 to o7,
This triumpn  ives me a certain feeling of kinship with the kindiy felilow
who has just introduced me so handsomely -- your new president, Landslide Blair.
Bill Blair and I, in tact, are livin, proof that democracy works, even in

the National iress Club or a Republican caucus.

l:All you need is an allegation <f virtue, a moderate amount of hard work, and

ot lucij

In any event, the owerwheimin, mandate I received in January, and the unbroken

record of successes since then, have encouraged me to appear before you today as an

suthority -- on the probiems of oppressed minorities,

ﬁm:e is a passage from the Bible -- 'Where the carcass is there will the eazles
gather.” 1 am certain none of you are here for such a purpose toda,;.
As you know, football is really my first love, &only became a politician
because of e Job ucuti:yg
Eut since Michi_an beat Ore_on State in the Rose Bowl by 2, points, and, three
days Later Ford beat his :opponont by onl, o points, perhaps I chose the wrong profeuioﬂﬂ

I have often wondered where I would now be if I had acceptec Curly Lambeau's

sffer in 1934 to play pro ball with tiw Green Bay Packers -- perhaps on the Supreme Court!
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Not only does a strong secomd party provide the electorats with legislative
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observer dsacebemdus as “'an anti-poverty program for Republican intelectuals. John
Rhodes, with a beefed-up staff, is Policy Committee chaivman, and this reor_anized group
will deal with current, day-to-day, legislativwe problems.

Cn the hasis of simple mathematics, the Administration can pass about everything

it wants @ in this Congress, particuiarly if it twists a few arms as it did in the Nasser

victory on an appropriation bill a few weeks a,o. UDespite the "odds" méﬂlﬁd_n on some

issves in this Con;ress. More importantly, Republicans will build a record for a sub-

e stantia: v stron_er representation after November o, 1966,
i The Republican strate_,y in the House will be@tivetsifieg Wwe'll be rateful for

any Democratic support, north or south, but our position on any issue will be developed

t independentiy oi{ any Uemocratic coalition. To compete with the Administration, we will

& g, g g — o p—— S—

B i s

—— P p——

of fer:

* 1. Upposition to Administration's aims and methods wnen we think both

are wron_; but never obstructionism just for its own sake,

2, Constructive alternatives to Administration schemes when we feel they are
tack tny tne rignt problems at home or abroad in the wron, way. House Republicans have
aiready provided responsible competitioa this year in medicare, education, housing and
Apyalacnia. fi .

{, dorkable pro,rams, deve.oped tﬁroubn our tas« forces, to meet the many -

Wt
probiems tne adrinistration is ignoring or neglecting, arofuu to concede lemocrats

have « monopoly on ideas for the solution of domastic or foreign difficulties.

#Wholehearted support for the President when we think ne is ri ht. @iet Nam
" a5 fcy Lo, e [agt few weeks is the pr lme examplgﬂ o
£ Viag -] - o%re and more Republicans have
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Yet tnis attitude was retiected in the State or the Union vessa o, which
sugzested tnat the internaticna. scene was s¢ improrred tha' we covld all but rorget it in

favor ot domestiec affairs.

: .d sarray ol NaT S 4ll but i nored by tie Ad volallon,  osasser and
Sucarn. thui! tneir noses vit, see .in  im uni LY.
and the disruptive voices of |b-sqﬂm t hie uer.x ratio .av;c. not cniy undercut

the Fresident in his I [T, f fore itta it a fioe 1ationar °risis; they also
raise ¢ 21 rave dan er ot 4 vun ; aviin as to oour 1atentions in Vietnam
anag o>u L g

eepLia, tn 0 the eneay's _Joa ne -- N0 ac.-pedaling to our

D 1 a 1Y »

ar alway - il 1o wers ais orei,n policy is

firm “.“ " ! o .edo .
it er Liere w 4 time road-gaused rev 1. Lne r1-partisanship
. e spirit of tue late Ity Arthur Va . , t a8l time is now, ]

anat lenhe 15 1 J an, v rasponsinle for .
W‘(.
Lve i 3 t » Na & rel
t mer s ent ., wei. == i i & concept
- e
red to help toff eyond currenc poilicy 1 aul

Best Possible Scan from Poor Quality Original
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But foreign policy bipartisanship in the Vandenbery pattern means geuuine come
sultation acrose pesty lines in detexmimiag policy -- mot jubt using the Republicene
| for after-thought viadov dressing.
QE‘: _;:?; : ’ '
N 3
£

{f ltdnvutmt--_!ﬂ'wic-oum:hlluta-licmutnunn::-mn:c.v!cri.u.c.a,,l'~

i 'M ealling fn the photographers and emnouscing Republican endorsement of an Adninistration

policy already determined.

: Howsver,

on ‘unu of the American htm. 1 suggret that the present politicel imbalance ~-

ﬂll"h!ucud the woumd that is ailing the 6.0.P. -~ is not a good thing,
¥ Under our system no Pasty can be destrinaire, sectarian, narrow in its appeal

QLun Yo be dueli— | |
or just as h’oﬂ-uyiﬁn such an t-p) however unfar the charze might be -- amd

attract the majority of & mighly pluralistic]electorate. The high ground of M

unsslfish uaity is not emly common borse-sense for a political Party -- it is aleo ¢

sentative of the people and im keeping with the underlying genius of the Amsricau po
.,.no
The day-to-day rebuilding of Republicam policy and the Party must begin in the

Cragrses -- and because all the Houss must face the voters next year -- the heaviest burdse ‘7

of the task sust be carried in the House. ;‘

e Best Possible Scan from Poor Quallt)‘/"OrlglnaI S st ool



Wwe alm %o correct t st imoa.ance -- tu rv-establish two-party jovernment,

Far from }mntin. our fate, House Republicans are vide open to fresh ifi-as and
confident that new approaches, fu}l participation, and renewed .dedication' can earn new
friends for the Republican Party and make an important contr: .tion to the fut.re of
America.

ljno\v await your grilling somewhat in tne spirit of Frank! in D. Roosevelt, who
once introduced the White House Press Corps to Winston Churchill as "my beloved wolves."
let we add & footnote -- the President may have some teurvntion's abput taking youl:l.nto

his confidence, but Senator Dirksen an< I do nog

Best Possible Scan from Poor Quality Original
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It's trus that the new House Republicen lesdership hasn't won any spectacular
legislative successes, This has been approprietely noted by somes, But we never
capaigned on a platform thatewwby some strange sleight of hand or secret potion
with reprodictive capabilitiesewwwwe could double our numbers and slice the opposition
in half before November 1966,

As you well know, the mumbers on each side of the aisle in the House have not
shenged except ‘n one instance since Novermsber thirdeee=140 Republicens to 28
Democrats. The odds sre roughe But, to coin a phrase=—-with a little different twistew
"we shall overcoma,®

You in your profession and those of us in my profession face the same powerhouseses
but in adifferent waye

The White House snd all its troops try to spoon=feed youw=-eand they try to clobber
us. *he President has virtually unlimited resoruces for working his willeee a veritable

A”opafmvdfsfs
army of experts, suthorities, maammm,\%ou{.m the 1ike,

He 1s slso king pin of the branch of government that employes 24 million civilians
and controls the destiny of 2 million 600 thousand military personnel. ‘hese two groups
have a payroll totalling $30 billioneessssnd together they ; will spend m‘;,?;
billion in fisesl 1966,

This awesoms power and the vast apparatus, if used improperly, could mean the withering
awgy and eventually the death of the twoepmrty system,

Now, there is nothing constitutionally ordained sbout running our governmment ' rough
two great political parties,

But almost from the start our nstion made such a choice, It was a wise decision. We

avolded
yunbtiyt the chaos of a multi-party government, ‘e avoided the loss of freedom of the

=g -
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It's true that the new House Republicen leadership hasn't won any spectacular

e

legislative successes, This has been sppropristely noted by some, But we never
carpaigned on a platform thatew=by some strange sleight of hsnd or secret potion

with reproductive capabilitiess=ewt¢ could double our numbers and slice the opposition
in half before November 1966,

As you well know, the numbers on each side of the aisle in the liouse have not
shanged except in one instance since Novermeber thirdeww«lij0 Republicsns to 28}
Democrats, The odds sre roughs But, to coin a phrase-—-wifh a 1littls different twist—w
*we shall overcoma,"

You in your profession and those of us in my profession face the same powerhouseese
but in sdifferent way.

The White House and all its troops try to spoon=feed youwe-wand they try to clobber
uss ’he Prestident has virtoelly unlimited resoruces for working his willeee a veritable

Ropagandisls
army of experts, authorities, nsomhnw the 1ike,

He i also king pin of the branch of government that employes 2% million civilians
and controls the destiny of 2 million 600 thousand militery persomnel. hese two groups
have a payroll totalling $30 billion.essetnd together they ; will spend Iﬂ“;ﬂi'
billion in fisesl 1966,

This awesoms power and the vast apparstus, if used improperly, could mean the withering
awgy snd eventuslly the death of the twoeparty system,

Now, there is mothing constitutionally ordsined about running our governmment t'rough
two great political partiea,

But almost from the start our nation made such a choice, It was a wise decision. We

avoided
myuuhlipt the chaos of a multie-party government, We avoided the loss of freedom of the

e -
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Although the new House Republiican leadership hasn't won any spectacular
legislative successes, and this has been éppropriately noted by some, we never campaigned
on a platform that by some strange sleight of handjor secret potion with reproduction
capabilities|we could double our numbers and slice the opposition in half before
November 1960. As you well know, the numbersvon each side of the aisle in the House
have not changed except in once instance since November 3rd -~ 140 Republicans to
284 Democrats. The odds are rough. But, to coin a phrase -- with a little different
twist -- "we shall overcome.
Perhaps you in your profession and those of us in tﬁé mine face the same
powerhouse but in a different way. The White House and all its‘troops try to spoon-feed

you and they try to clobber us. The President as 'king-pin ' in the Executive Branch has

e
e

over 2% million civilian employees with an annual payroil of about $15 billion. In ad- (712?)
dition, the White House controls the destiny of 2 million 600 thousand in the military (222)
with a payroll of approximateliy $15 billion per year. The total annual payroll in the

—

EBxecutive branch reaches the astronomical figure of $30 billion for over 5 million 100

MW =
thousand, his gr will spend in fiscaf year 1906 about $126 billion.f#"/{/““{’ :
‘ \—-’\;——y

This awesome power and the vast apparatus, if used improperly, could mean the
withering away and eventually the death of the two-party system. Now, there is nothing
constitutionally ordained about running our government through two great political
parties. But almost from the start our nation made such a choice. It was a wise decision.
We avoided the chaos of a multi-party government and the loss of freedom of'the single-party

system, while buildin_ into government an additional set of checks and balances.

ﬂRAI ~
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the new House Eepublican leadership hasa't gmn smy spestssular
B
muuunmo.d—ﬁummmuuuwnm asver campaigned
‘ —\—ﬂ—
-..ma%—womuu- potion viiswpredustibyf

w-undmuummnmmqpumummm

dovember 1966../As you well know, the mumbsers ou sach side of tie aisis ia the House

mm—mmmm o= 140 Ropublicans to

284 Pamoczats. The odde are rough. But, to coin a phrase ~- with a lLittlie diffevent

twist -~ “we shall evercome.”

: m
mLhmmamu tbdjﬁa:iu-

—
w%n«tmw. The White House end all its troops try to spoon-feed

they try to clobber us. The Fresident as 'king-pin” ia the Executive Branch has

\ /
-;;ﬁumxumusmxm. In ad= (i01)
Vd

over 24 miliion civilien employess

dition, the White House cemtrols the of 2 million 600 thousand in the military ('/()

4
"
:

/
na.muumuuu.yuu por yoar. The total annual payroll in the
Exacutive bramch reashes the astroncmical of §30 billien for over 5 million 100
mmmmmlq—duuu-mmrﬂcu’uuuw %%‘

This swssoms power and the west apperatus, if used jagpeperly, could mean the
ﬂhﬂmﬂmﬂlly*“dﬂmmﬂ%hhum
constitutionally ordaimed about running our government through Ctwo great political
mﬂumcu—m-mcnmmm-mm. It was & wise decision,

| T

h-m‘mmu.mummtﬁﬁntmumum.ww
wc»ﬁlé

systes, imte government an sdditiomal set of checks and balamees.
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Not only doss & strong sscond party provide the mlectorats with legislstiwe
fh
umnmmuu.mgywuuxum-uam Amtrican news

-mm.mummum.muu.uu% muolmh

ﬁl&www
and exposin, You m”wmhmutbnuunon-uho!m'

two parties are more nearly in balames and mot so far owt of kiloerx,

)

b—bnmmthpm. ko help you gat the facts,

uuumhsu-mmutmnm;mm-mwm.-pumu
pasty, mc—u«---mzmamunumu.mmw
investigating suthority, should be undar the comtrol of the mimevity m%m

of uuuuduuuh-“n!M&*tﬂwwmucummbw &

be heard, u-tm-mvwdhmmuuuM1Mlunu-uuhuMm

M,M m

subject to effective and eritical nﬂmﬁ“ﬂ through your help would know
Mnmwamﬂgmuhwumwﬁuuuﬁu

.pnunMuum.-cq)mmdummummmmm

Bobby Baker story bad beem told, :

\

The Democrats us overvhelued numerically in Congress. We could say,
"What's the use?” That's no answer for the dmsrican peocple, for you or for ocurselves.

W t@ c;u- is & constructive m%nu l-y?b hmgﬁi-‘

reorganization of our intermal -tunuy% Ressarch and Flaoning Committes, wishk

m under Dr. Bill Prendergast, is working at lLong-vrange po“q?b Exe

ommmmmm-umu}qmummdm“n-
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r VSRt g “en anti-poverty program for Kepublican intalectusls,® 1&&
Rhodes, with & beefed-up staff, is Policy Committes chairmsn, and this veorganized group
will desl with curzemt, day-to-day, legisletive probliems.

n the basis of simpls mathematics, the Administration can pess about everything
it wants to in this Congress, particulaviy 4if it twists a feow arme as it did in the Nesser
vu:uyunmmmuua!umhmMﬁ:ﬁ?ﬁnn
iseuss in this Congress. Move importantly, Republicans will build & record for a sub-

stantially stronger vepresentation after November &, 1966,

The Republican strategy inm the House will be diversified., We'll be grateful for

sny Democratic support, north or south, Wit-cur—pusitien—eneay—teourwili—s—SWIaed

« To compete with the Administration, we will
offer:

1. Opposition to/Administration's aims and msthods wben we think both

are wrong; but never obstructionism just for ics own sake,

3. Constructive alternatives to Adeinistration shhemes when we feel they are
tackling the right problems st boms or sbroad in the wrong way. House Republicans have

S el Sl
nm'ﬂ‘% this year in medicare, education, housing sad

Appalachia.
3. Vvorkable programs, daveloped through ouwr task forces, to mest the many
e
problems the Aduninistration is ignoring or negliecting,, refuse to condade Democrats
have a monopoly on ideas for the solution of domestic or foreign difficuicies.

4. Wholehearted support for the President when we think he is right. Viet Nam

policy in the last few wesks is the prime example.

’m.ﬂnmmmxmw
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staunchly backed the President while more snd jere Democrats bave changed their tune

to/immediate negotiation lsg?a‘\lg!.
This blueprint for Sepublicam legislative action is based on what we conceive

to be our duty to the &3 percent of the Americen slectorate who put us ia office, ead
te the pecple a8 s whole who fecs ever-increasing Federal domination and erosiem of
their lLiberties ualess an articulags oppesition functioms effectively.

----- the hard truth that the Republisen Party to wim im 1966 ad
W-long!?‘uiiﬂia&!l:-i&i%!:i.nt
this by sitting on the sidelimes and waiting for em international or demmstic catastrophe
to produce a call for a change of leadership.

It ie based also on a profound conviction that something move tham talk of unity

, and consensus is dememded by the challenges of our times.

ol it by Pl Pt = 700/

We subscribe teo the observation of Senator Robert A, Taft in 1551 )cthat "if you

pesmit appeals to uniiy to bring an end to eritisiem, we endanger not oniy the constitutional
—inggiis. but even its future existesce,”

Ws raise the question of whether it is enough in tie se days of danger amd
turmoil for our FPresident to continué to act as & consensus poiitician instsad of a
statemman who leads,

Waiting for a conssnsus cen and oftem does mean ignoring little problems until
they become big cnes.

It can and doss mean inection until the riots stazt -- whether im Saigon or ia
Salma.

bl ?@JN%&&«%R\SET
As recently ss January, the Presideat was referring with satisfection to our policy

in South Vietnas as one of “creative imaction,”
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hn.muahﬁnﬁ-w--htmmm%m

M( dyanamic paralysis.” . 3 et

Yot this sttitude was veflected in the Stete of the Union Message, which

suggested that the imtarmatiomal scene was so improved that we could all but forget it im

favor of domsstic affairs.

The disarray of NATO is all but ignored by the Administration, Nesser and

Sukarno thumbd their noses with sesming ifmpunity.

And the disruptive veieces efmsgpsussmmst in the Demosratic Party met only undercut
the President im his conduct of foreign affsize at s Sfme of national erieis; they also
raise the very grave danger of a Communist miscalculation as to our intentions in Vistnmm
and Southeast Asis.

We tolisve im keeping the ball on the enemy's goal iims -~ not back-pedaling to our
20-yard iime before starting the mext play.

The President cam always count on Republicem suppwrt whegd his foreign policy is
m--da-m‘--a-uaotwj»;#'ww

But if ever tiwre was a tims for broad-gauged revival of genuine bi-partisanship
in foreign policy im the spirit of the late Semator Arthur Vandenberg, that tims is sow.

mmumuquxmmm%mmm
my getting into politiss.

He arrived at a thoughful concept of the mation's beet interests ia foreign
policy matters which served the Americen pesple magnificently well -- and it 1s & concept

&

mxmumumuq—cwmammummﬂ&.
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Bst foveign poiicy bipartissnsbip in the Vandember, pettern mesns gemuine con-
sultation acrose party iines in determining policy -- not just using the Repudlicans
tor after-thought window dressin.

It does not mewn werely & sumwons to the White Nouse in @ wowent of crisis, and
then calling in the photogrephers snd sanouncing Espublican emdorsement of sa Adninistration
poilcy slresdy determined.

Hor does it wean foreclosure of Republicen criticisa of foreign policy whes we are
convinced the Aduinistration is wromy.

%nmwuamam.mnmnwm

To-tmiemesaphor . or revedi Sxperithce OEF SHOUTEE RN Lty i i e ol

«&wtnasn—n—hm I suggest that the present poilticel isbalance - however

_~ —
wwif-infliicted ' » 48 not & good thing.

= - IR

muﬁummnm.mmumw

t <
n'%m.“mduupmb«ﬂuul
muwudo%m.m%uwum“

unselfish wnity is not only comsen horse-seunse for & political Party -« it 4s alse repre-
sencative of the pecple and in keeping with the underlying yealus of the sserices politicsl
system.

The day-to-day rebullding of Republican pulicy and the Farty must begin in the
m«ummumwmnmmm)j;wm

of the task must be carzied in cthe Souse.
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We aim o covrect that imbalance -~ to we-sstablish two-party governaent,
Far from lLamenting ocur fate, House Republicens are wide opam to fresh ideas and

counfident that new spprescihws, full partisipation, and venswnd dedication can sarn new

fziends for the Republice: Farty amd w2 an impoctamt contribution to the futuwe of

e —

I now await your grilling somswhbet in the spizit of Framklin B. Roceswslt, whe

once introduced the White House Press Corps to Wimstem Churchill as "wp belowed wolves.”
Lot me add s footnots -- the Fresident may have soms vsservetions sbout taking you imto

his confidence, but Ssastor Pirkssn and I do mot.



’ . Those of you who are concerned with the more cbscure political
| * happenings in Washingtom may recall that I was elected Minority Leader
f { of the House of Representatives not long ago by & landslide vote of
| 73 to 67. '
,‘{-ﬂ-{“"_“”‘;ummum-ammnmm.ofmuuthmwxy
fellow who has just introduced me so handsomely, ycur new President,
Landslide Blair.
Bill Biair and I, in fact, are living procf that demccracy works,
mhmltum}mmuborclqublh.m, All you need is
@ a lictle virtue, a moderate amcunt of hard work, and cme hell of a lot
of luck.
hm.“MM!mdﬂhMryﬂ
=N trimghs T heve achioved oinse then heve encouraged
me to appear before you today as an authority -~ on the problems of
e I come here, in fact, as a defender of the dowmtrodden in the
Great Soclety -- the press, the two-party political system, and my dog.
Let me say first that I am not one of those who blames the press
for the Repubiican disaster of last November,
_‘_Dlohlpmnlhl.
| It was an overvhelming plebiscite against our national ticket,
poasibly the first negative landslide in American history.
mmummu-uu-maméuumm
must never be repeated -- for even now, ocur two-party pclitical system is
dangercugly close to the brink of destruction,
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Dick Rovere has referved to it as the one and one-half party
system, and not without some justice.

This is a sericus matter indeed for a republic whose long political
iife has been based importantly on the unique success of its broadly-representa-
tive two-party system.

Those of you serving the commumications media are acutely aware of
the dangers.

As guardians cf the people's right to know, for amample, you are
well aware of what happens to that right whem cur traditional politiecal
balance gets tipped to cme side as crazily as it is today.

Right now, I know you could do with a lot less lecturing on unity
and consensus in favor of a few more Presidential press conferences and a
lot more administration candor.

80 could we Republicans.

There ave only 140 of us left ocut of 435 Members of the House of
Representatives, and it m some doing to make the majority pay us any
attention.

But the election which thimnned cur ranks alsc altered cur orieatation.

rh heaviest casvalties were %aong the most conservative members.

The result is that the Republican membership cf the House today has
a heavier concentration of those who take moderate positicus in most matters. |

Aud 4 yeast is working within that membership which I and my
associates of the House Republican leadership are determined to comvert
intc better decisions by this Comgress and substantially stromger Republican
representation in the next Congress.
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Younger men are coming to the fore in cur leadership.

We have created 2 new Committee om Plamming and Research under the
chairmanship of Representative Charles E. Goodell of New York which is
building up a top flight research staff under Dr. William Prendergast,
former research director for the Republican National Committes. |

We are creating special task forces on major substantive issuss
in such rapid succession that one observer described us as “an anti-
poverty program for Republican intellectuals.

These task forces are assigned the job of developing constructive
Republican alternatives to administration programs that we feel to be in
need of improvement, and to do the job right, they naturally require W }

Bow of course, we face the fact of simple mathematics that the |
Wummwmumuumm.iﬁfww

We aren't even trying to make coalitions with southern Democrats. (‘/-

uﬁqmummmuumm.ﬂ'amw&éw
have decided to support a Republican program, and mot because of any ériﬁpf’“
cooperative pre-planning involving us, w‘l'(ﬁ i

But our influence is being felt, and as an example I cite the W(f:ﬂ
lagt paragraph fyom a March 12 editorial in the New York Times, quote: K‘J‘ '

"Political competiticn from Representative Joha W. Byrnes and the
Republican members of the committee spurrved Chairman Mills and the
Democrats to expand Medicare. There could be mo better testamemt to ths
usefulness of competition.” End quote.



| . K
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We are supplying useful competition and we are supplying
scmething more:

--0Opposition te the administration's aime and methods when we
think both are wrong, but never opposition just for its owm sake;

--Constructive alternatives to administration schemes when we feel
they are tackling the right problems in the wrong way;

~<Programs tc meet the many problems the administration is ignoring
or neglecting; and

~=Whole~hearted support of the administration when we think it is

m“nc@n:ohm&qum

43 percent of the American electorate who put us in office, and to the
pecple as & whole whoe face ever-increasing federal domination and ercsion
of their liberties unless am articulate opposition functioms effectively.

ttuu-uummmumu-muunmumn
1966 and 1968 ucelmq;-mz of many millions of voters -- and it
can't do this by sitting on the sidelines and waiting for an international
or domestic catastrophe to produce a call for a change of leadership.

It 18 based alsc on a profound conviction that something more than
talk of unity and consensus is demanded by the challenges of our times.

We gubscribe to the cbservation of Semator Robert A. Taft in 1951
that "if you permit appeals to unity to bring an end to criticism, we
endanger not cnly the comstitutiomal liberties of our country, but even
its (future existence.”
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We raise the question of whether it is encugh in these days of

danger and tuemoil for our President to continue to act as & consensus
pelitican instead of a statesman who leads.

Waiting for a consensus can and often does mean ignoring little
problems until they become big ones.

It can and doee mean inaction until the riots start -- whether
in Saigon or in Selma.

As recently as January, the President was referring with satisfaction
to our pelicy im Scuth Vietnam as one of “crestive imaction.”

To me, this is & fantastic concept -- better described, perhaps,
as "vigorous ineptitude” or "dymamic paralysis’, -~ and swents sre sadly
Troving—i&s bankruptey.

Yet this attitude was reflected in the State of the Union Message,
which suggested that the internaticnal sceme was so improved that we could
all but forget it fa favor of domestic affairs.

The disarray of NATO 1s all but ignored by the administration.
Nasser and Sukarnc thumb their noses with seeming impuaity.

And the disruptive voices of appeasement in the Demceratic Party
not only undercut the President in his conduct of foreign affairs at a
time of national erisis; they alsc raise the very grave danger of a
mmmmnuummmmummmuu.

Jtrsirendy pistn that the President—is getting crich fimmer
{\M

"
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keeping ball on the m'aﬁ line ==
not , before starting the next play.

The President can always count cm Republican support where his
foreign policy is firm and decisive om side of freedom.

Mﬂmt&uma:ﬁubﬁ ? of genuine bipartisanship
in foreign policy im the spirit of the late Semator Arthur Vandemberg, that
time is now.

W"A’

Senator V. was my fellow towneman, my mentor;wy hers.
was importantly responsible for my getting imto pelitics.

He arrived at a thoughtful concept of the mation's best interests

u:mwxmumnmmmwx vell --
Mt:uacwtﬂtchtmui%m . %

But foreign policy bipartisanship in the Vandemberg pattern meanms "‘["4&1

genuine consultation across 'ty lines in determining policy -<- not just
using the Republ ﬁm.

It does not mean mevely a4 sumons to the White House in & moment
of crisis )

b€ FIVeR o T eongressional comilETos mextday( and then calling in the

photographers and anncuncing Republican endorsement of an administration
policy already determined.

Nor does it mean foreclosure of Republican criticiem of foreign
policy vhen we are convinced the administration {s wrong.
- I refuse to concede that the administration has any monopoly om
braine, ideas or information.

1

!
|

|
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A Republican Congressman who visited Vietnam last November made
an independent investigation and returned to Washington with a warning
that desertions were about to occur in the SBouth Vietnamese army om a
major scale.

He communicated this waruiog to the White House in writing and
received an acknowledgement that the informetiom had been received -- and
forwarded to the Secretary of Defense.

Desertions in the Scuth Vietnamese Army tripled in recent weeks,
jututh.lqubuénwm”uum. Secretary of Defense
Mclamara therefore was asked what actica he had taken on the Congressman's
warning. '

Secretary McNamara replied that he had never seen the warning in
question.

Under a genuine bipartisan foreign poliey, such a grave warning ~-
regardiess of its Republiecan origin -- would at lsast have reached the
person to whom it was directed, not short-circuited at a lower echelon as
this Congressman's warning obvicusly was.

Beyond any direct contribution we Republicans might make to
determination of foreign policy is the important matter of confidence -~
confidence between leaders of both parties based on working closely together,
and public confidence that the effective presence of a minority that will
not hesitate tc expose or eriticize if necessary is helping to safeguard
the public interest.

We of the minerity have no vested interest in any individual ego --
mmuummmmmma--uu-mtqu
necessary to serve the interest of the pecple. (
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This may annoy the administratiocn at times but it alsoc can .
increase public confidence im public policy, and this is important indeed.

I suppese you could look at the situation of us Republicans and
just say “"what's the use?”

The administration does have us overwhelmed numerically in Congress.
The Democratic Party has been grossly umfair in allocation of congressional
conmittee staff members on many committees -- running as high as 53 staff
members of one conmittee respomsible to the Democratic chairman to only
three staff members responsible to the ranking minority members.

Mo!cm{mmm mmhgmofﬂu
Executive Branch to support its push for enactment of its programs,

But we Republicans sre coming up with ideas and some of them are
being listened to -- even though the Pemocrats can igunore us whenever they
want to insofar as actual votes available are concerned.

We are coming up with ideas on substantive issues and we are coming
up with fresh thought on the functioning of Congress itself.

One idea we are discussing right now is that of requiring whem beth
the executive and legislative branches are controlled by the same party that
the Conmittees on Govermment Operations of the House and Senate be under
contrel of the minority party.

Here would be a genuine vehicle for assuring that the voice of
the minority would be heard, that the majority would be constantly on notice
that its actions were subject to effective and critical review, and that the

public would know that any cover-up of wrong-doing would be improbable if
not impossible.
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I think it is safe to speculate that were such an idea in effect
now, there would be much more public confidence that the real Bobby Baker
story had been told, dmmcuémd&umumllycam
record,

It is important that the minority be heard -~ important to the

people and important to the minority party Ltself.
puis Lord knows we function today under handicaps in this respect.

Every time the President sneezes, the broadcast media interrupt
programs for bulietims and the newspapers find space on page one.

Luctadhu;hmi. Mttdlyuy_bo livelier than a Republicamn
task force on Economic Opportunity -- but is it really more important?

Should Lady Bird's pansy bed take precedence in the news accounts
over Republican efforts to deal with sericus new farm problems which the
administration is ignoring?

And of course, almost every American knows all about those beagles,
Him and Her, the President's picking them up by the ears, and the subsequent
loneliness of Him over Her's death.

But does anyene outsida my own family and a few neighb ors know
that I am the proud master of a noble golden retriever named Sugar? Of
course not.

What's so great about a Democratic beegle that makes him more
fmportant tham a Republican golden retriever? On behalf of Sugar, I protest.

And on behalf of the American futurve, I suggest thatythe present
political imbalance -= however self-inflicted the wound that {s ailing
the Republican Party -- is not a good thing.

/',

(2
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The day-to-day rebuilding of Republican policy and the Republican
Party must begin in the Congress and -- becsuse all the House must face
the voters next year -- the heaviest burdem of the task must be carried
in the House.

We are out to correct that imbalance, Far from sighing "what's
the use,” we Republicans in the House are wide open to fresh ideas and
confident that new approaches, emthusiasm and dedication can win new friends
for the Republican Party and make an importamt comtribution to the future of
America,




V~w4«1 v e

The Press Club speech, I think, should make the following points:
(1) The survival of the two-party system is in danger.
(2) The nation needs a more vigorous and powerful Republican Party.

(3) The Republicans (particularly in the House) are trying hard to
deserve greater popular support.

(4) The press has a responsibility to see to it that the minority
party gets a fair hearing.

The following paragraphs say things that I think should be included
in the speech:

I am not sure that the dimensions of the Republican disaster of 1964
have been fully understood by either Republicans or the press.

The defeat of the Presidential ticket which received 38.5 percent of
the vote,in some respects was the worst since the split in the Republican
Party in 1912. The aggregate vote for Republican candidates for each House
of the Congress was approximately 43 percent of the vote cast. But the
election dashed any hope of Republican control of the Senate before 1971
and the net loss of 38 seats in the House of Representatives reduced Republican
strength there to one-third of the total membership.

No less serious was the loss of more than 500 Republican seats in
state legislative bodies. Although the election gave us one more Republican
governor than we had before the election (and I salute the five candidates
who succeeded in standing against the tide), there are today only three
states in which a Republican governor is supported by Republican majorities
of both Houses of his legislature.

Unfortunately, the state lawmakers elected in 1964 are redrawing the
boundaries of perhaps 200 districts of the House of Representatives and thousands
of state legislative districts. To the extent permitted by Federal law and
the courts, they will draw them to perpetuate the minority status of the
Republican Party.

 * k k%

We have seen the operation of consensus politics in the history of
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Voting Rights Act which will be enacted
in 1965. 1In both cases it was mass demonstrations, disorder, and violence
that moved the Executive to recommend legislative and the Congress to enact it -~
in Birmingham in 1963 and in Selma in 1965.



A dangerous precedent has now been set. The impression has been
given that the way to move the Federal govermment to action is not by
reasoned argument around a conference table or before a legislative committee.
Rather it appears that the way to get results is by mass picketing, by the
sit-in demonstration, by disrupting the orderly life of a community, by
situations which always pose the threat of violence and bloodshed.

I do not blame those who use such tactics when other means of
securing redress of legitimate grievances are closed. I blame, first of all,
those who kept closed the ordinary avenues for securing redress of grievances,
But those who waited for the formation of a consensus before moving to deal
with urgent problems of basic human rights cannot escape some share of the
blame.



politijfal con's,c’io ness and #nvolvement gAd of a grow}ég sen?’e of\justice.

Yet even in 1964 Negroes of voting age were mx'
registered to vote in eleven Southern States. For some part of the
2,800,000 who are unregistered, the franchise is unattainable regardless
of their qualifications. In some islaqu of resistance, the Fifteenth
Amendment to the Const'tut:‘.onis still being flouted. y t
%mation of ‘constitutional rights must endmm-e(v the
1966 election.

The achievement of this goal requires a new and;ZEEZh Federal Voting
Rights law. This shonld:

=

(1) effective }’v,end the unconstitutional denial of the right to
vote everywhere in the United States;

(2) terminate unreasonable standards for registration and voting
without interfering with the reasonable requirements established by the
states;

(3) terminate any discriminatory application of requirements for
regisZ;?ion and;r:;i.ng. / ~ R 5 -CMMM 7“&41:\ >

The Voting Rights bill which the Administration has submitted to the
er} W(Z;..’

Congress these standards. 3.0/

This bill appears to affect only the m which have some kind of

literacy test as a qualification for voting. It does not apply to four

%.
Southern states in which are found 25 per cent of the unregistered Negﬁes
(=4
[
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of the South -- Arkansas, Florida, Tennessee, and Texas. It does not apply
to Smith County, Texas, with low voter turnout among a population of 27 per cent
Negro. On the other hand, it does apply to Aroostook County, Maine,where
oreper cent of the population is non-white.
This bill ignoresjiﬁggZiscriminatory practices used in the states that
do not employ literacy and similar tests. |
In the literacy-test states it largely ignores discrimination that

touches less than 50 per cent of the population.

do. nbt-bedkiwise
” L4
“3
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= _-,..~ £5. . thestormiaPleProE—E avoids discrimination as Nthose that
! b . f i Zo < lt.ikl‘w’:r /—44

This bill introduces a strange kind of geographical discrimination.

It nullifies the literacy test in Martin County, North Carolina, where

49.9 per cent of the voting-age population went to the polls in 1964, but it

leaves the literacy test in full effect in Guilford County, North Carolina,

which registered a turnout of 52.5 per cent of its voting-age population.
This UIp:ili-uB bill leaves untouched too much discrimination in too

many places. If it is passed as drafted, the Congress will find itself

struggling with yet another voting rights bill in 1966 or 1967.
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ere will be a Republican

matn,#ﬂ:-\
The Republican members

of the House Judiciary Committee amé the members of the House Republican

(VY74
Voting Rights bill in the House of Represen ativii.

Task Force on the Right to Vote have been at work on such a bill for several
s e 1

weeks‘yfonsidering, among other proposals, those made by Republican Members

THn mmene
of the Congress before the President presented his bill.
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Speech by Rep. Gerald R. Pord (R-Mich)
NATIONAL PRESS CLUB

FOR RELEASE O
AT 1 P.M. xSTWarch 25, 1965

Those of you who are concerned with the more obscure political

happenings in Washington may recall that I was elected Minority Lesader of the

House not long ago by a landslide vote qt_ 73 to 67.
This triumph gives me s certain feeling of kinship with the kindly
fellow who has just introduced me so handsomely -- your new President, Landslide
Blair.
Bill Blair and I, in n_ct. are uvi.?ﬁpleoof that democracy works, even

in the National Press Cludb or a Republican caucus.

All you need is an allegation of virtus, a moderate amount of hard

b

work, and lots of luck.

o PPEPUE S

In any event, ths overvhelming pqggut- I received in January, and the

unbroken record of successes since then, have encouraged me to appesar before you

today as an authority -- on the problems of oppressed minorities.
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As vas said two thousand years ago -- "Where the carcass i{s, there

will the eagles gather.” I am certain none of you are here for such a

purpose today.

As you know, football is really my first love. I am /

politician because of the job security!

But since Michigan beat Oregon State in the Rose Bowl by 27 points,
and, three days later Pord beat his opponent by only 6 points, perhaps I
chose the wrong profession!

I hm ottoa m.rod vhere I would now bo if I had accepted cuﬂ.y

~ AT T

Lambesu‘'s offer in 1934 to plny pro uu vltla the Green uy Packers --

Du S

perhaps on the Suprems Gourt! [/{ (d(.,.uf\ A /[ ()

It's true that the new House Republican leadership hasn't won any
spectacular legislative successes. This has bean appropriastely noted by
some. But wve never campaigned on a platform that -- by somes strange sleight
of hand or magic potion -- we could double our numbers and slice the

opposition in half before November 1966.
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As you wall know, the numbers on sach side of the aisle in the
House have remained the same since November third -- 140 Republicans to
264 Democrats. The odds are rough. But, to coin a phrase -- with a
l1i{ttle different twist -- “we shall overcomes.”

You in your profession and those of us in my profession face the
same powerhouse -- but in a different way.

The White House and all {ts troops try to spoon-feed you -- and
thay try to clobber us. The President has virtually unlimited resources
for working his will -~ a veritable army of experts, authorities, researchers,
propagandists and the like.

He is also king pin of the branch of government that employes
2k million civilians and controls the destiny of 2 million 600 thousand
military personnel. These two groups have ;Wnynu cost tetalling

$28 billfon.....and together they will spend over 127 billion tax dollars

tn fiscal 1966. ") ... ' i ﬁfé;m PRy DIE L g T e
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This awesome power and the vast spparatus, if used improperly,
could mean the withering awvay and eventually the death of the tuo;party
system.

There is nothing constitutionally ordained sbout running our
government through two great political parties. _

But almost from the start our nation made such & choice. It was
a wise decieion. Ve avoided the chaos of a multi-party government., We
avoided the loss of freedom of the single-party system. And we built into
government an additional set of checks and balances.

Not only does a strong second party provide the electorate with
legislative alternatives but also with & remarkably high level of honesty
and frankness.

Our American news media have a noble tradition i{n demanding the
facts, bursting the bubble of propaganda, unstuffing the shirt and exposing
the corrupt. You of the news media can perform your job batter if the
relative strengths of our two parties are more nearly in balance and not

so far out of kilter.
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When both the Executive and Legislative branches are dominated
by the same political party, the Co-u‘tu_a on Government Operations
of the House and Senate, which have broad ianvestigating authority,
should be under the control of the minority party. It smacks of legalised
collusion when we find the suspect and the District Attorney are blood
relatives. To make our Federal govermment function better, to help you
get the facts, Republicans in Congress believe this new idea would be &
step in the right direction.

Here would be a genuins vehicle to assure that the voice of the
minority would be heard, that the majority would be constantly on notice
that its actions or inactions were subject to effective and critical review.
Here would be an assurance the public through your help would know that
any cover-up or wrongdoing would be fimprobable, 1if not impossible.

It is safe to speculate that with such a set-up there would be

more public confidence that the real Bobby Baker story had been told.
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The Democrats certainly have us overvhelmed numerically in
Congress. We could say, "What's the use?™ That's no answer for the
hnttcln people, for you or for oursslves. Fortunately, there is a
constructive ferment right now 41in the Republican Party.

We have already made some reorganisation of our internal machinery.

pidirs Chanlls Zoestee”—
The Research and Planning Mttu« is working at long-range policy. Ve
are creating special task forces on major substantive issues in such
rapid succession that ons observer said we were setting up "an anti-pwwerty
program for Republican intellectusls.”

John Rhodes, with a beefed-up staff, is Policy Committee chairmen,
and this reorganised group will deal with current, day-to-day, legislative
problems.

On the basis of simple mathematics, the Administration can pase
about everything it wants to in this Congress, particulsrly if it twists

& fev arms as it did in the Nasser victory on an appropriation bill a

few weeks ago. Nevertheless, we will win on some issues in this Congress.
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More importently, Republicans will build a record for a substantially
stronger representation after November 8, 1966.
The Republican strategy in the House will be diversified.
We'll be grateful for any Democratic support, North or South. To
compete with the Administration, we will offer:
1. Opposition to Administration’s aims and methods when we
think both are wromg; but never obstructionisa just for its
own sake.
2. Constructive alternatives to Administration schemes when
ve feel they are tackling the right preblems, at home or abroad,
in the wrong way. House Republicans have already recommended
responsible proposals this year in medicare, education, housing
and Appalachia,
3. Workable programs, desveloped through our task forces, to
meet the many problems the Administration is ignoring or
naglecting. Ve refuse to concede that Democrats have a unpozlf

on ideas for the solution of domsstic or foreign difficulties.
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&. Wholehearted support for the President when we think he
is right. Viet Nam polficy in the last few weeks is the prims
example. More and more Republicans have stsunchly backed the
President while more and more Democrats have changed their
tune ta favor {mmediate negotiation and tail-between-our-legs

withdrawal.

On the domsstic scens we recall that the Congress has enacted
three laws on Civil Rights since 1957. Progress has been made in the
South because there is a growing [;ubuc conscience and sense of justics.

Yot even in 1964 far too many eligible Megroes of voting age were
not registered to vote in sleven Southern States. Por some part of the
2,800,000 wvho are unregistered, the franchise is unattainable regardless
of their qualifications. In some islands of resistance, the Fifteenth

Amsndment to the Constitution is still being flouted.
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The Republican leadership insists this viclation of constitutional
rights mumst end prior to the 1966 oloc;m.
The achievement of this goal requires a new and strong Federal
Voting Rights Law. This legislation should:
(1) effectively and speedily end the unconstitutional denial
of the right to vote everywhere in the United States;
(2) terminate unressonable standards for registration and
voting without interfering with the reasonable requirements
established by the states;
(3) terminate any discriminatory spplication of requirements
for registration and voting;
(4) should not penslise areas which are not guilty of discrimination.
The Voting Rights bill which the Administration has submitted to the

Congress falls short of meeting these standards.
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This bill appesrs to affect only the 18, possibly 20,
states which have some kind of literacy test as a qualification for
voting. It does not apply to four Southern states in which are found
25 per cent of the unregistered Negroes of the South -- Arkansas,
Florida, Tennesses, and Texas. It does not apply to Smith Coumty,
Texas, with low voter turnout among & population of 27 per cent Negro.
On ths other hand, it does spply to Arcostook County, Maine, where only
one per cent of the population is nen-white.

This bill ignores those discriminstory practices used i{n the
states that do not employ literacy and similar tests.

In the ligeracy~test states it largely ignores discrimination
that touches less than 350 per cent of the population.

This bill introduces a strange kind of geographical discrimimation.
It nullifies the literacy test in Martin Cousty, North Carolina, vhere
49.9 per cent of the veting-age pppulation went to the polls in 1964, dut

it leaves the literacy test in full effect in Guilford County, North Carelins,
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which registered a turoout of 52.5 per cent of its voting-age population.

This bill leaves untouched too ixch discrimination in too many
places. If it is passed as drafted, the Congress will find itself
| struggling with yet another voting rights bill {n 196§ or 1967.

The Admini{stration’s bill will not accomplish all that must be
done. Under the leadership of Congressman William McCulloch of Ohio,
I believe there will be & Republican Voting Rights bill in the House of
Representstives that will be more comprehensive in its application. The
Republican members of the House Judiciary Committee, the menbers of the
Rouse Republican Task Porce on the Right to Vote, and others, have been
at work on such a bill for several weeks. They are considering, among
other proposals, those made by Republican members of the Congress bsfore
the President presented his bill. This more effective proposal will be

ready for consideration by the House Committee on the Judiciary.

<cRALA
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This overall blueprint for Republican legislative action
umeMum!ntouthomb!pccmO!m
Amsrican electorate who put us in office, and to the peliple as a
vhole who face ever-increasing Federal dominstion and erosion of their
liberties unless an nrtimuu opposition functions effectively.

It is based on the hard truth that the Republican Party to win
in 1966 must esarn and regain the respect of many millions of voters =--
and it can't do this by sitting on the sidelines and waiting for an
international or domestic catastrophe to produce a call for a change &4
leadership.

It is based also on a profound conviction that something more
than talk of unfty and consensus is demanded by the challenges of our
times.

We subscribe to the observation of Senator Robert A. Taft in
1951, endorsed by John F. Kennedy in 1960, that “if you permit appesls
to unity to bring an end to criticism, we endanger not only the (

\\.

constitutional liberties of our country, but even its future existence.”
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We raise the question of wvhether it 1s enough in these
days of danger and turmoil for our President to continue to act as
& consensus politician {nstead of a statesman who leads.

lldttna for a consensus can and often does mean ignoring
1ittle problems until they become big ones.

It can and does mean inaction until the riots start --
vhether in Saigon or i{n Selma.

As recently as Jamuary, the President was referring with
satisfaction -- according to some well-known columnists -- to our
policy in South Viet Ram as one of "@reative insction.”

To ms, this is a fantastic concept -- better described,
perhaps, as “dynsmic paralysis.”

Yet this attitude was reflected in the State of the Union
Masssage, vhich suggested that the internationsl scene was so fmproved

that ve could all but forjgt it in favor of domestic affairs.
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The disarray of RATO is all but ignored by the Administration.
Nssser and Sukarno thumb their noses with sesming impunity.

And the disruptive voices in the Democratic Party not omly
undercut the President in his conduct of foreign affairs at & time of
national crisis ~- :hq also raise the very grave danger of a Commumnist
miscalculation a8 to our intentions in Viet Nam and Sogtheast Asia.

We belisve in keeping the ball on the enemy’s goal line --
not back-pedaling to our 20-yard line befors starting the next play.

The President can always count on Republican support when his
foreign policy is firm and decisive on the side of freedom and in the
naticnal interest.

But if ever there was a time for broad-gauged revival of genuine
bi-partisanship in foreign policy in the spirit of the late Benator
Arthur Vandenberg, that time is now.

Senator Vandenberg, who was my fellow townsmen, was largely
M T~ A

responsible for my getting into politics.
Rt L TR SRS URSERNSE L i
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He arrived st a thoughtful concept of the nation's best
interests in foreign polficy matters which served the Amsrican peocple
sagnificently wall -~ and it is a concept which I would be honored
to help to expand boyonl current policy in South Viet Rem.

But foreign policy bi-partisanship in the Vandenberg pattern
means genuine consultation across party lines in determining policy -
not just using the Republicans for after-thought window dressing.

It does not mean merely & summons to the White House in a moment
of crisis, and then calling in the photographers and announcing Republican
endorsement of an Administration policy already determined.

Nor does it mean foreclosure of Rspublican criticism of foreign
policy vhen wa are convinced the Administration i{s wrong.

Some of our prodlems, particularly a lack of umity, have besn
created by Republicans. Onm behalf of America’s future, I suggest that the

present political imbalance -- however self-inflicted -- is not a good thing.
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Under our system, no Party can be doctrinaire, sectarian, narrow
in 1its appeal, or misrepresented to have such an image, however unfair
the charge might be ~-- and still attract the majority of the electorate.

The high ground of moderation with unselfish unity is not ealy
comaon horse-sense for a political Party -- it is also representative of
the people and in keeping with the underlying genius of the American
political system.

The day-to-dsy rebuilding of Republicen policy and the Party
must begin in the Congress -- and becauss all the House must face the
voters next year, the heaviest burden of the task must be carried in the House.

We aim to correct that imbalance -- to re-establish m-p;rty
government. Far from lamenting our fate, House Republicens are wide open
to fresh ideas and confident that new approaches, full participation, and

renewed dedication can esarn nev friends for the Republican Party, and make

an important contribution to the future of America.
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I now await your grilling uuwimt in the spirit of Franklin
' D. Roosevelt, who once introduced the White House Press Corps to
Winston Churchill as "my beloved wolves.” Let me add a footnote -
the President may have some reservations about taking you {nto his

confidence, but Senator Dirksen and I do not.



Speech by Rep. Gerald R. Ford (R-Mich)

NATIONAL PRESS CLUB

FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY
AT 1 P.M. EST, March 25, 1965

Those of you who are concerned with the more obscure political

happenings in Washington may recall that I was elected Minority Leader of the

House not long ago by a landslide vote of 73 to 67.

This triumph gives me a certain feeling of kinship with the kindly

fellow who has just introduced me so handsomely -- your new President, Landslide

Blair.

Bill Blair and I, in fact, are living proof that democracy works, even

in the National Press Club or a Republican caucus.

All you need is an allegation of virtue, a moderate amount of hard

work, and lots of luck.

In any event, the overwhelming mandate I received in January, and the

unbroken record of successes since then, have encouraged me to appear before you

today as an authority ~-- on the problems of oppressed minorities.
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I now await your grilling somewhat in the spirit of Franklin
D. Roosevelt, who once introduced the White House Press Corps to
Winston Churchill as '"my beloved wolves." Let me add a footuote -~

the President may have some reservations about taking vou into his

confidence, but Senator Dirksen and I do not.



World affairs will continue to call upon our energy and courage.
But today we can turn increased attention to the character of American
life,

(Excerpt from President Johnson's State of the Union Message - Jan. 4, 1965)




N ol

ps———

"First of all, I regard my own responsibility in this field as
making available to all of you all of the information that I can consistent

with the national interests on as fair and as equitable a basis as possible."

* k k%

"Second, I consider it the responsibility of the press to report those

facts to the American public as fully and as -- as possible -~ and in the

best perspective possible,

"The press, of course, also has the right and has the duty to comment

on_the facts in any way that it sees fit., But that is a right and not a

responsibilitv.”

(Excerpt from transcript of President Johnson's News Conference on Alabama
and Vietnam - at the LBJ Ranch on March 20, 1965).
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I am not sure that the dimensions of the Republican disaster of 1964
1ly understood by either Republicans or the press.

fu
defeat of the Presidential ticket which received 38.5 perceat of
respects was the worst siace the split in the Republican
Party im 1912, The aggregate vote for Republican candidates for gach House
of was spproximately 43 percent of the vote cast. But the
slection dashed any hope of Republican contrul of the Senate bafore 1971
of 38

stremgth there to one-third of the totel msmbership.

No less serious was the loss of more than 500 Republican seats in
state lagislative bodiss. Although the slection gave us one more Republican
governoy than we had before the election (and I salute the fite candidates
who succesded in standing sgainst the tida), thers are today omly three
states in which a Republican governor is supported by Republican majorities
of both Houses of his lagislature.

/50 : state lawmakers slected in 1964 are redrawing the
boundaries o districts of the House of Representatives end thousands
of state legislative districts. To the extent permitted by Fedaral law and
the courts, they will draw them to perpetuate the minority status of the

Republican Parky.




We have seen the operation of consensus polities in the history of ‘
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 and the Voting Rights Act vhich will be emacted f
in 1965. In both cases it was mass demonstrations, disorder, and violence
that moved the Executive to recommend legislatiom and the Comgress to emact it --
in Birmingham in 1963 and in Selma inm 1965,

A dangerous precedent has mow beem set. The impression has been
given that the way to move the Faderal govermment to action i{s not by <
reasoned argument around a conference table or before a legislative committes. ‘
Rather it appesrs that the way to get results is hy mass picketing, by the [
sit-in demonstration, by diszuptisg the orderly life of a community, by
situations which always pose the threat of viclemce and bloodshed,

I do not blame those who use such tactics when other means of
securing redress of legitimate grievances are closed., I blame, first of all,
those who kept closed the ordinary avenues for securing redress of grievances.
But those who waited for the formation of a consensus befors moving to deal

with urgent problems of basic human rights cannot escape some share of the
blame.
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China Says It’s Ready
| To Assist th Reds

Korea-Type War
~ Is Seen If Peking
Sends in Troops

From News Dispatches
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NATIONAL PRESS CLUB SPEECH
March 25, 1965
Those of you who are concerned with the more obscure political
happenings in Washington may recall that I was elected Minority Leader of the
House of Representatives not long ago by a landslide vote of 73 to 67.

This triumph gives me a certain feeling of kinship with the kindly
fellow who has just introduced me so handsomely, your new president, Landslide
Blair,

Bill Blair and I,in fact, are living proof that democracy works, even
in the National Press Club or a Republican caucus,

All you need is an allegation of virtue, a moderate amount of hard
work, and one hell of a lot of luck.

In any event, the overwhelming maédate I received in January and the
unbroken record of successes since then have encouraged me to appear before you
today as an authority -- on the prbblems of oppressed minorities.

There is a passage from the Bible -~ "Where the carcass is there will
the eagles gather." I am certain none offsu are here for such a purpose today.

As you know, football is really my first love. I only becamge a
politician because of the job security!

But since Michigan beat Oregon State in the Rose Bowl by 27 points, ané,
three days later Ford beat his opponent by only 6 points, perhaps I chose the
wrong profession!

I have often wondered where I would now be if I had accepted Curly
Lambeau's offer in 1934 to pay pro ball with the Green Bay Packers -- perhapé
on the Supreme Court!

Since January 4th something tells me that I failed to score the point

after touchdown on several occasions.



Although the new House Republican leadership hasn't won any spectacular

legislative successes, and this has been appropriately noted by some, w

”M “;‘%e never : {Q v

campaigned on a platform that by some strange sleight of an;l'we could double

our numbers and slice the opposition in half before November 1966. 7 ' '(
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Speech by Rep. Gerald R. Ford (R-Mich)

NATIONAL PRESS' CLUB

FOR RFLEASE ON DELIVERY

at 1 P.M. EST, llarch 25, 1965

Let's take a look at the Republican Party in the House of Representatives.
It's true that the new Fouse Nepublican leadership hasn't won any spectacular
legislative successes. This has been appropriately noted by some. But we never
campaigned on a platform that--by some strange sleight of hand or magic potion--we
could double our numbers and slice the opposition in half before “ovember 1966.

As you well know, the numbers on each side of the aisle in the House have
remained the same since November 3rd---140 Pepublicans to 2¢4 Democrats. The odds
are rough. But, to coin a phrase~-with a little different twist-- 'we shall
overcome.,’

You in your profession and those of us in my profession face the same powerhouse
~-but in a different way.

The White House and all its troops try to spoon-feed you----and they try to
clobber us. The President has virtually unlimited resources for working bis will--
a veritable army of experts, authorities, researchers, propagandists and the like.

He is also king pin of the branch of government that employs:2+1/2 million
civilians and controls the destiny of 2 million 600 thousand militar§ personnel.
These two groups have a payroll cost totalling $28 billion.....and together they
will spend over 127 billion tax dollars in fiscal 1966. WE /%E’QVI?L /C4x/g
188 WE A O TAAYF ffcard 06T A z.'/sfsnﬁftlé'yxzafyo/

This awesome’power and the vast apparatus, if used improperly, could mean the i
withering away and eventually the death of the two-party system.

There is nothing consitutionally ordained about running our government through
two great political parties.

But almost from the start our nation made such a choice. It was a wise
decision. Ve avoided the chaos of a multi-party government. We avoided the loss of
freedom of the single party system. And we built into government an additional set
of checks and balances.

Fot only does a strong second party provide the electorate with legislative
alternatives but also with a remarkably high level of honesty and frankness.

Our American news media have a noble tradition in demanding the facts, bursting
the bubble of propaganda, unstuffing the shirt and exposing the corrupt. You of the
news media can perform your job better if the relative strengths of our two parties
are more nearly in balance and not so far out of kilter.

Vhen both the Executive and Legislative branches are dominated by the same
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political party, the Committees on Goverument Overations of the House and Senate,
which have broad investigating authority. should be under the control of the
minority party. It smacks of legalized collusion when we find the suspect and the
District Attorney are blood relatives. To make our Federal government function
better, to help you get tne facts, Republicans in Congress believe this new idea
would be a step in the right direction.

Here would be a genuine vehicle to amsure that the voice of the minority would
be heard, that the majority would be constantly on notice that its actdions or
inactions were subject to effective and critical review. Here would be an assurance
the public through your help would know that any cover-up or wrongdoing would be
improbable if not impossible.

It is safe to speculate that with such a set-up there would be more public
confidence that the real 3obby Baker story had been told.

The Democrats certainly have us overwhelrmed numerically in Congress. We could
say. What's the use?” That's no answer for the American people, for you or for
ourselves., Fortunately there is a constructive ferment right now in the Republican
Party.

We have already made some recrganization of our internal machinery. The
Research and Planning Committee is working at long-range policy Ve are creating
special task forces on major substantive issues in such rapid succession that one
observer said we were setting up 'an anti-poverty program for Republican intellectuals’

John Rhodes, with a beefed-up staff, is Policy Committee chairman, and this
reorganized group will deal with current, day-to-day legislative problems.

On the basis of simple mathematics, the Administration can pass about every-
thing it wants to in this Congress. particularly if it twists a few arms as it did
in the Masser victory on an appropriation bill a few weeks ago. Nevertheless we
will win on some issues in this Congress. ‘lore importantly, Fepublicans will build
a record for a substantially stronger representation after November 8, 1966.

The Republican strategy in the Pouse will be diversified. We'll be grateful
for any Uemocratic support, North or South. To compete with the Administration; we
will offer:

1. Opposition to Admimistration's aims and methods when we think both

are wrong but never obstructionism just for its own sake.

2. Constructive alternatives to Admfidistration schemes when we feel they

are tackling the right problems at home or abroad, in the wrong way.
House Republicans have already recommended responsible proposals this year i@“‘ B

{

medicare, education, housing and Appalachia.
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3. Uorkable progrars, developed through our task forces, to meet the many

problems the Adm#nistration is ignorirg or neplecting. We refuse to
concede that Democrats have a monopoly on ideas for the solution of domestic or
foreign difficulties.

4, Wholehearted support for the President when we think he is ripht. Viet-Nam
policy in the last few weeks is the prime example. “ore and more Republicans
have staunchly backed the President while more and more Demoérats have
changed their tune to favor immediate negotiation and tail-between-our-
legs withdrawal.

On the domestic scene we recall that the Congress has enacted three laws on
Civil Rights since 1957. Progress has been made in the South because there is a
growing public conscience and sense of justice.

Yet even in 1964 far too many eligible Negroes of voting ape were not
registered to vote in eleven Southern States. For some part of the 2,800,000 who
are unregistered, the franchise is unattainable regardless of their qualifications.
I1: some islands of resistance, the Fifteenth Amendment to the Conscitution is still
being flouted.

The Republican leadership insists this violation of constitutional rights must
end prior to the 1966 election.

The achievement of this goal requires a new and strong Federal Voting Rights
law. This legislation should-

(1) effectively and speedily end the unconstitutional denial of the

eight to vote everywhere in the United States’

(2) terminate unreasonable standards for registration and voting without
interfering with the reasonable requirements established by the states"

(3) terminate any discririnatory application of requirements for registration
and voting-

(4) should not penalize areas which are not guilty of discrimination.

The Voting Rights bill which the Admidistration has submitted to the Congress

falls short of meeting these standards.

This bill appears to affect only the 18, possibly 20, states which have some
kind of literacy test as a qualification for voting. It does not apply to four
Southern states in which are found 25 per cent of the unregistered Negroes of the
South -- Arkansas, Florida, Tennessee, and Texas. It does not apply to Smith County.
Texas, with low voter turnout among a population of 27 percent Negro. On the other
hand, it does apply to Aroostook County, Maine, where only one per cent of the.

population is non~-white.
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This bill ignores those discriminatory practices used in the states that do not
enploy literacy and similar tests.

In the literacy-test states it largely ignores discrimination that touches
less than 50 per cent of the population.

This bill introduces a strange kind of geographical discrimination. It
nullifies the literacy test in Martin County, North Carolina, where 49.9 per cent
of the voting-age population went to the pells in 1964, but it leaves the literacy
test in full effect in Cuilford County, North Carolina, which registered a turnout
of 52.5 per cént of its voting-are population.

This bill leaves untouched too much discrimination in too manv pleaces. If it
is passed as drafted, the Conpress will find itself struggling with yet another
voting rights bill in 1966 or 1967.

The Administration’'s bill will pot accomplish all that must be done. Under
the leadership of Congressman William McCulloch of Ohio I believe there will be a
Republican Voting Rights bill in the House of Representaives that will be more
comprehensive in its application. The Pepublican members of the H.ouse Judiciary
Committee, the members of the House Republican Task Force on the Right to Vote and
others have been at work on such a bill for several weeks. They are considering,
anéng other proposals, those made by Republican “‘embers of the Congress before the
President presented his bill. This more effective proposal wil. be ready for
consideration by the House Committee on the Judiciary.

This owverall blueprint for Republican legislative action 1is based on what we
corceive to be our duty to the 43 percent of the American electorate who put us in
office, and to the people as a whole who face ever-hcreasing Federal domination and
erosion of their liberties unless an articulate opposition functions effectively.

It is based on the hard truth that the Republican Party to win in 1966 must
earn and regain the respect of many milliors of voters -- and it can’t do this by
sitting on the sidelines and waiting for an international or domestic catastrophe
to produce a call for a change of leadership.

It is based alsc on a profound conviction that something more than talk of
unity and consensus is demanded by the challenrges of our times,

Ve subscribe to the observation of Senator Robert A. Taft in 1951, endorsed by
John ¥. Kennedy in 196C, that " 41f you permit appeals to unity to bring an end to
criticism, we endanger not only the constitetional liberties of ourcountry, but
even its future existence.

We raise the questioﬁ of whether it is enough in these days of danper and
turmoil for our President to continue to act as a consensus politician 1nsteaa of

a statesman who leads.
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Waiting for a consensus can and often does mean ipnoring little problems until
they become big ones.

It can and does mean inaction until the riots start ~- whether in Saigon or
in Selma.

As recently as January, the President was referring with satisfaction -~
according to some well knovm columnists--to our policy in South Viet-Nam as one
of ‘creative inaction."

To me this is a fantastic concept ~- better described, perhaps, as dynamic
paralysis.”

Yet this attitude was reflected in the State of the Union 'essage, which
suggested that the international scene was so improved that we could all but forget
it in favor of domestic affairs.

The disarray of NATO is all but ignored by the Administration. Nasser and
Sukarno thumb their ncsee with seemine impunity.

£nd the disruptive voices in the Democratic Party not only undercut the
President in his conduct of foreign affairs at a time of nationmal :risis‘ they also
raise the very grave danger of a Communist miscalculation as to our intentions in
Viet-¥am and Southeast Asia,

Vie believe in keeping the ball on the enemy's goal line--not back-pedaling to
our 20-yard line before starting the next play.

The President can always count on Republican support when his foreign policy
is firm and decisive on the side of freedom and in the national interest.

But if ever there was a time for broad-guaged revival of genuine bi=partisanship
in foreign policy in the spirit of the late Senator Arthur Vandenberg, that time
is now.

Senator Vandenberg, who was my fellow townsman, was largely responsible for
my getting into politics.

Fe arrived at a thoughtful concept of the nation's best interests in foreign
policy matters which served the American people magnificently wedl -~ and it is a
concept which I would be honored to help to expand beyond current policy in South
Viet--Nam.

But foreign policy bipartisanship in the Vandenberg pattern maans genuine
consultation across party lines in determining policy -- not just using the Republicans
for after-thought window dressiag.

It does not mean merely a summons to the White House in a moment of crisis, and
then calling in the photographers and announcing Republican endorsement of an%{

Administration policy already determined.
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Mor does it mean foreclosure of Republican criticism of foreifn policy when we

4re convinced the Administration is wrong.

Some of our problems, particularly a lack of unity,6 have been created by

%epublicans, Or behalf of America's future. 1 susgest that the present political

imbalance -~ however self-inflicted-- is not a good thing.

Under our system no Party can be doctrinaire, sectarian, narrow in its appeal
or nisrepresented to have such an image, however, unfair the charge might be~- and
still attract the majority of the alectorate.

The high ground of moderation with unselfish unity is not only common horse-
sense for a political party--it is also representative of the people and iu keeping
with the underlying genius of the American political system.

The dav~to-day rebuilding of Republican policy and the Party must begin in the
Congress ~~ and because all the House must face the voters next year, the heaviest
surden of the task must be carried in the House.

We aim to correct that imbalance -- to re-establish two-party government. Tar
from lamenting our fate, House Republicans are wide open to fresh ideas and
confident that new approaches, full participation, and rvenewed dedication can earn

new friends for the Republican Party and made an important conteibution to the

future or America.

RS
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Let's take a look at the Republican Party in the Youse of Representatives.
It's true that the rew House Republican leadership hasn't won any spectacular
legislative successes. This has been appropriately noted by some. But we never
campaigned on a platform that--by some strange sleight of hand or magic potion--we
could double our numbers and slice the opposition in half before Yovember 1966.

As you well know, the numbers on each side of the aisle in the House have
remained the same since November 3rd---140 Pepublicans to 2@4 Democrats. The odds
are rough. But, to coin a phrase--~with a little different twist-- 'we shall
overcome,’

You in your profession and those of us in my profession face the same powerhouse
--but in a different way.

The White House and all its troops try to spoon-feed you----and they try to
clobber us. The President has virtually unlimited resources for working his will--
a veritable army of experts, authorities, researchers, propagandists and the like,

He 1is also king pin of the branch of government that employs 2-1/2 million
civilians and controls the destiny of 2 million 600 thousand militar§ persaonnel.
These two groups have a payroll cost totalling $28 billion.....and together they
will spend over 127 billion tax dollars in fiscal 1966.

This awesome power and the vast apparatus, if used improperly, could mean the
withering away and eventually the death of the two-party system.

There is nothing consitutionally ordained about running our government through
two great political parties.

But almost from the start our nation made such a choice. It was a wise
decision. Ve avoided the chaos of a multi-party government. We avoided the loss of
freedom of the single party system. And we built into government an additional set
of checks and'balances.

Kot only does a strong second party provide the electorate with legislative
alternatives but also with a remarkably high level of honesty and frankness.

Our American news media have a noble tradition in demanding the facts, bursting
the bubble of propaganda, unstuffing the shirt and exposing the corrupt. You of the
news media can perform your job better if the relative strengths of our two parties
are more nearly in balance and not so far out cof kilter.

When both the Executive and Legilslative branches are dominated by the same
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political party, the Committees orn Government Operations of the House and Senate,
which have broad investigating authority, should be under the control of the
minority party. It smacks of legalized collusion when we find the suspect and the
District Attorney are blood relatives. To make our Federal government function
better, to help ycu get the facts, Republicans in Conpress believe this new idea
would be a step in the right direction.

Here would be a genuine vehicle to amsure that the voice of the minority would
be heard, that the majority would be constantly on notice that its actions or
inacticns were subject to effective and critical review. Here would be an assurance
the public through your help would know that any cover-up or wrongdoing would be
improbable if not impossible.

It is safe to speculate that with such a set-up there would be more public
confidence that the real Bobby Baker story had been told.

The Democrats certainly have us overwhelmed numerically in Congress. We could
say, 'What's the use?”’ That's no answer for the American people, for you or for
ourselves. Fortunately there is a constructive ferment right now in the Republican
Party.

We have already made some reorganization of our internal machinery. The
Research and Planning Committee is working at long-range policy. We are creating
gpecial task forces on major substantive issues in such rapid succession that one
observer sald we were setting up ‘an anti-poverty program for Republican intellectuais”

John Rhodes, with a beefed-up staff, is Policy Committee chafrman, and this
reorganized group will deal with current, day-to-day legislative problems.

On the basis of simple mathematics, the Administration can pass about every-
thing it wants to in this Congress. particularly if it twists a few arms as it did
in the Nasser victory on an aporopriation bill a2 few weeks ago. Nevertheless we
will win on some issues in this Congress. 'fore importantly, Republicans will build
a record for a substantially stronger representation after November 8, 1966.

The Republican strategy in the House will be diversified. We'll be grateful
for any Democratic support, North or South. To compete with the Administration, we
will offer:

1. Opposition to Admidistration’s aims and methods when we think both

are wrong. but never obstructionism just for its own sake.

2. Constructive alternatives to Admbfiistration schemes when we feel they

are tackling the right problems at home or abroad, in the wrong way.
House Republicans have already recommended responsible proposals this year in

medicare, education, housing and Appalachia.
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3. Workable progrars, developed through our task forces, to meet the many

problems the Administration is ignoring or neglecting. We refuse to
concede that Democrats have a monopoly on ideas for the solution of domestic or
foreign difficulties.

4. Wholehearted support for the President when we think he is rieht. Viet-Nam
policy in the last few weeks is the prime example. ‘ox and moreRepublicans
have staunchly backed the President while more and more Democrats have
changed their tune to favor immediate negotiation and tail-between-our-
legs withdrawal,

On the domestic scene we recall that the Congress has enacted three laws on
Civil Rights since 1257, Progress has been made in the South because there is a
growing public conscience and sense of justice.

Yet even in 1964 far too many eligible Negroes of voting age were not
registered to vote in eleven Southern States. For some part of the 2,800,000 who
are unregistered, the franchise is unattainable repardiess of their gualifications.
In some islands of resistance, the Fifteenth Amendment to the Constitution is still
being flouted.

The Republican leadershlp insists this vioclaticn of constitutional rights must
end prior to the 1966 election.

The achievement of this goal requires a new and strong Federal Voting Rights
iaw. This legislation should-

(1) effectively and speedily end the unconstitutional denial of the

right to vote everywhere in the United Statas

(2) terminate unreasonable standards for registration and voting without
interfering with the reasonable requirements established by the states-

(3) terminate any discririnatory applicaticn of requirements for registration
and voting-

(4) should not penalize areas which are not guilty of discrimination.

The Voting Rights bill which the Admidistration has submitted to the Congress

falls short of meeting these standards.

This bill appears to affect only the 18, possibly 20, states which have some
kind of literacy test as a qualification for voting. It does not apply to four
Southern states in which are found 25 per cent of the unrecistered Negroes of the
South -~ Arkansas, Florida, Tennessee, and Texas. It does not apply to Smith County,
Texas, with low voter turnout among a population of 27 percent Negro. On the other
hand, it does apply to Arcostook County, Maine, where only one per cent of tﬁe

population is non-white.
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This bill ignores those discriminatory practices used in the states that do nct
employ literacy and similar tests.

In the literacy-test states it larsely ignores discrimination that touches
less than 50 per cent of the population.4

This bill introduces a strange kind of geographical discrimination. It
nullifies the literacy test in liartin County, Morxth Carolina, where 49.9 per cent
of the voting-age population went to the polls in 1964, but it leaves the literacy
test in full effect in Cuilford County, North Carolina, which repistered a turnout
of 52.5 per cént of its votinp-age population.

This bill leaves untouched too much discrimination in too many pleaces. If it
is passed as drafted, the Congress will find itself struggling with yet another
voting rights bill in 1966 or 1967.

The Adrinistration's bill will not accomplish all that must be done. Under
the leadership of Congressman William !McCulloch of Ohio I believe there will be a
Republican Voting Rights bill in the House of Represenéiives that will be more
conprehensive in its application. The Republican members of the House Judiciary
Committee, the members of the House Republican Task Force on the Right to Vote and
others have been at work on such a bill for several weeks. They are considering,
amfng other proposals, those made by Republican "‘embers of the Congress before the
President presented his bill., This more effective proposal will be ready for
consideration by the House Committee on the Judiciary.

This overall blueprint for Republican legislative action is based on what we
conceive to be our duty to the 43 percent of the American electorate who put us in
office, and to the people as a whole who face ever-hcreasing Federal donmination and
erosion of their liberties unless an articulate opposition functioms effectively.
| It is based on the hard truth that the Republicen Party to win in 1966 must
earn and regaln the respect of many millious of voters ~- and it can't do this by
gitting on the sidelines and walting for an interpational or domestic catastrophe
to produce & call for a change of leadership.

It is based also nn a profound conviction that something meore than talk of
unity and consensus is demanded by the challenges of our times.

Ve subscribe to the observation of Senator Robert A. Taft in 1951, endorsed by
John F. Kemnnedy in 196C, that '1if you permit appeals to unity to bring an end to
criticism, we endanger not cnly the constitetional liberties of our country, but
even its future existence.’
wmmm‘We raise the question of whether it is enough in these days of danger and

turmoil for our President to continue to act as a consensus politician instead of

a statesman who leads.
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Waiting for a consensus can and often does mean ignoring little problems until
they become big ones.

t can and does mean Inaction until the riots start -- whether in Saigon or
in Selma.

As recently as January, the President was referring with satisfaction --
according to some well known columnists-~to our policy in South Viet-Nam as one
of ‘creative inaction.”

To me. this is a fantastic concept -~ better described, perhaps, as  dynamic
paralysis.”

Yet this attitude was reflected in the State of the Union 'lessage, which
suggested that the intermational scene was so improved that we could all but forget
it in favor of domestic affairs.

The disarray of FATO is all but ignored by the Administration. iasser and
Sukarno thumb their noses with seeming impunity.

And the disruptive voices in the Democratic Party not only undercut the
President in his conduct of foreign affairs at a time of national crisis - thev alsc
raise the very grave danger of a Communist miscalculation as to our ineéentions in
Viet~am and Southeast Asia,

Ve believe in keeping the ball on the enemy's goal line--not back-pedaling to
our 20-yard line before starfing the next play.

The President can always count on Republican support when his foreign policy
is firm and decisive on the side of freedom and in the national interest.

But if ever there was a time for broad-guaged revival of genuine bi=partisanship
in foreign policy in the spirit of the late Senator Arthur Vandenberg, that time
is now.

Senator Vandenberg, who was my fellow townsman, was largely responsible for
my getting into politics,

Fe arrived at a thoughtful concept of the nation's best interests in foreign
policy matters which served the American people magnificently we2l ~~ and it is a
concept which I would be honored to help to expand beyond current pslicy in South
Viet-Nam.

But foreign policy bipartisanship in the Vandenberg pattern means genuine

consultation across party lines in determining policy ~- not just using the Republicanc
for after-thought window dressing.

It does not mean merely s summons to the White House in a moment of crisis, and
then calling in the photographers and announcing Republican endorsement of an

Administration policy already determined,
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Nor does it mean foreclosure of Republican criticism of foreign policy when we

are convinced the Administration is wrong.

Some of our problems, particularly a lack of unity, have been created by

Republicans. On behalf of America's future, I suggest that the present political

imbalance -- however self-inflicted-- is not a good thing.
iy
Under our system no Party can bte doctrinaire, sectarian, narrow in its appeal
or misrepresented to have such an image, however, unfair the charge might be~- and
still attract the majority of the electorate.

The high ground of moderation with unselfish unity is not only common horse-
sense for a political party--it is also representative of the people arnd in keeping
with the underlying genius of the American political system.

The day-to~day rebuilding of Republican policy and the Party must begin in the
Congress ~- and because all the House must face the voters next year, the heaviest
burden of the task must be carried in the House.

We aim to correct that imbalance -- to re-establish two-party government. Far

\ from lamenting our fate, House Republicans are wide open to fresh ideas and
confident that new approaches, full participation, and renewed dedication can earn

f new friends for the Republican Party and made an important contribution to the

future or America.

- HHE
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Let's take a look at the Republican Pérty in the House of Representatives.
It's true that the new Fouse Republican leadership hasn’t won any spectacular
legislative successes. This has been appropriately noted by some. But we never
campaigned on a platform that--by some strange sleight of hand or magic potion--we
could double our numbers and slice the opposition in half before 'lovember 1966.

As you well know, the numbers on each side of the aisle in the House have
remained the same since November 3rd---140 Pepublicans to 284 Democrats. The odds
are rough. But, to coin a phrase--with a little different twist-- we shall
overcome,

You in your profession and those of us in my profession face the same powerhouse
--but in a different way.

The White House and all its troops try to spoon-feed you----and they try to
clobber us. The President has virtually unlimited resources for working his will--
a veritable army of experts, authorities, researchers, propagandists and the llke,

e is also king pin of the branch of government that employs 2-1/2 million
civilians and controls the destiny of 2 million €00 thousand militar§ persunnel.
These two groups have a payroll cost totalling $28 billion.....and together they
will spend over 127 billion tax dollars ir fiscal 1966.

This awesome power and the vast apparatus, if used improperly, could mean the
withering away and eventually the death of the two-party system.

There is nothing consitutionally ordained about running our government through
two great political parties.

Put almost from the start our nation made such a choice. It was a wise
decision. ‘e avoided the chaos of a multi-party governrent. Ve avolded the loss of
freedom of the single party system. And we built Into =movernment an additional ge:
of checks and balances.

Kot only does a strong second party provide the electorate with legislative
alternatives but alsc with a remarkably high level of honesty and frankness.

Our American news media have a noble tradition in demanding the facts, bursting
the bubble of propaganda, unstuffing the shirt and exposing the corrupt. You of the
news media can perform your job better if the relative strengths of our two parties
are more nearly in balance and not so far out of kilter. | /

Yhen both the Executive and Legislative branches are dominated by the same
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political party the Committees opn Governwent Drevations of the Youse and Senate,
which have broad investipating authority. should be under the control of the
minority party. It smacks of legalized collusion when we find the suspect and the
District Attorney are bloed relatives. . To make our Federal povernment functicn
better, to help you get the facts, Zepublicans in Conpress believe this new idea
would be a step in the right direction.

Yere would be a genuine vehicle to assure that the voice of the minority would
be heard, that the majority would be constantly on notice that its actions or
inactions were subiect to effective and critical review. Here would be an assurance
the public through your help would know that any cover-up or wrongdoing would be
improbable if not impossible.

It is safe to speculate that with such a set-up there would be more public
confidence that the real Jobby Baker story had been told.

The Democrats certainly have us overwhelwed numerically in Congress. Ve could
say ~What's the use?” That's no answer for the American people, for you or for
ourselves. Fortunately there is a constructive ferment right now in the Republican
Party.

We have already made some reorganization of our internal machinery. The
Research and Planning Committee 1s working at long-ranre policy. We are creating
spacial task forces on major substantive issues in such rapild succession that one
cvbserver said we were setting up an anti-poverty program for Republican intellectusls’

John Rhodes, with a beefed~up staff, is Policy Committee chairman, and this
%eorganized group will deal with current, day-to~day legislative problems.

On the basis of sgimple mathematics. the Administration can pass about every-
ghing it wants to in this Congress. particularly if it twists a few arms as it did
in the MNasser victory on an aporopriation bLill a few weeks ago. MNevertheless we
will win on some issues in this Congress. ‘‘ore importantly, Pepublicans will build
a record for a substantially stronger representation after November 8, 1966.

The Republican strategy in the Fouse will be diversified. %e'll be grateful
for any Democratic support, North or South. To compete with the Administration, we
will offer:

1. Opposition to Admidistration's aims and methods when we think both

are wrong but never obstructionism just for its own sake.

2. Constructive alternatives to Admidistration schemes when we feel they

are tackling the right problems at home or abroad, ir the wrong way.
House Republicans have already recommended responsible proposals this year in

medicare, education, housing and Appalachia.
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3. Horkable progrars, developed throush our task forces. to meet the many
problems the Administration is ignoring or neplecting. ¥e refuse to

concede that Democrats have a monopoly on ideas for the solution of domestic or
foreign difficulties.

4. Wholehearted support for the éresident when we think he is ripht. Viet-Vam
policy in the last few weeks is the prime example. ’*ow and more Republicans
have staunchly backed the President while wmore and more Demo@rats have
changed their tune to favor immediate nepotiation and tail-between-our-
legs withdrawal.

On the domestic scene we recall that the Congress has enacted three laws on
Civil Riphts since 1957. Progress has been made in the South because there is a
prowing public conscience and sense of justice.

Yet even in 1964 far too many eligible Negroes of voting ape were not
registered to vote in eleven Southern States. TFor some part of the 2,800,000 who
are unregistered, the franchise is unattainable repardless of their cualifications.
In some islands of resistance, the Fifteenth Amepdment to the Constitution is still
being flouted.

The Tepublican leadership insiste this violation of constitutional rights must
end prior to the 1966 election.

The achievement of this goal requires a new and strong Federal Voting Rights
law. This legislation should:

(1) effectively and speedily end the unconstitutional denial of the

right to vote everyvhere in the United States

(2) terminate unreasonable standards for registration and voting without
interfering with the reasonable requirements established by the states:

(3) terminate any discriminatory application of requirements for registration
and voting

(4) should not penalize areas which are not guilty of discrimination.

The Voting Rizhts bill which the Admbnistration has submitted to the Congress
falls short of meeting these standards.

This bill appears to affect only the 18, possibly 20, states which have some
kind of literacy test as a qualification for voting. It does not apply to four
Southern states in which are found 25 per cent of the urregistered Negroes of the
South -- Arkansas, Florida, Tennessee, and Texas. It does not apply to Iimith County,
Texas, with low voter turnout amonp a population of 27 percent Megro. On the other
hand, it does apply to Arocostook County. Maine. where only oune per cent of the

population is non-white. i
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This bill ignores those discriminatory practices used in the states that do nct
employ literacy and similar tests.

In the literacy-test states it larpely ignores discrimination that touches
less than 50 per cent of the population.

This bill introduces a strange kiné of geographical discrimination. It
nullifies the literacy test in liartin County. MNorth Carolina, where 49.9 per cent
of the voting-age population went to the polls in 1964, but it leaves the literacy
test in full effect in Tuilford County, North Carolina, which resistered a turnout
of 52.5 per cént of its voting-ace population.

This bill leaves untouched too much discrimination in too many pleaces. If it
is passed as drafted, the Conpress will find itself struggling with yet another
voting rights bill in 1966 or 1967.

The Adrinistration’s bill will not accomplish all that must be done. Under
the leadership of Congressman William }cCulloch of Ohio I believe there will be a
Republican Voting Rights bill in the Ylouse of Representatives that will be more
comprebensive in its application. The Republican members of the House Judiciary
Committee. the members of the House Pepublican Task Force on the Right to Vote and
others bave been at work on such a bill for several weeks. They are considering,
anéng other proposals,; those made by Republican “‘embers of the Congress before the
President presented his bill. This more effective proposal will be ready for
consideration by the House Committee on the Judiciary.

This overall blueprint for Republican legislative action is based on what we
conceive to be our duty to the 43 percent of the American electorate who put us in
office, and to the people as a whole who face ever-hcreasing Federal domination and
erosion of their liberties unless an articulate opposition functions effectively.

It is based on the hard truth that the Republican Party to win in 1968 must
ecarn and regain the respect of many milliouns of voters —- and it can’t do this by
gitting on the sidelines znd waiting for an international or domestic catastrophe
to produce a call for a change of leadership.

It is based also on a profound conviction that something more than talk of
unity and consensus is demanded by the challenges of our times.

Ve subscribe to the observation of Senator Pobert A. Taft in 1951. endorsed by
John F. Kennedy in 196, that if you permit appeals to unity to bring an end to
criticism, we endanger not onlv the constitetional liberties of ourcountry, but
even its future existence.

We raise the question of whether it is enough In these days of danger and
turmoil for our President to continue to act as a consensus politician instead of

a statesman who leads.
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Waiting for a consensus can and often does mean ignoring little problems until
they becore big ones.

It can and does mean inaction until the riots start -- whether in Saigon or
in Selma.

As recently as January, the President was referring with satisfaction -~
according to some well known columnists-~to our policy in South Viet-Nam as one
of 'creative inaction.'

To me this 1s a fantastic concept -- better described, perhaps, as dynamic
paralysis.”

Yet this attitude was reflected in the State of the Union 'fessage. which
suggested that the international scene was so improved that we could all but forget
it in favor of domestic affairs,

The disarray of 1’ATO is all but “ignored by the Administration. Nasser and
Sukarno thumb their noses with seemine impunity.

tnd the disruptive voices in the Democratic Party not only undercut the
President in his conduct of foreipn affairs at a time of national crisis’ theyvy also
raise the very grave danger of a Communist miscalculation as to ocur ineentions in
Viet-Yam and Southeast Asia.

U'e helieve in keeping the bhall on the enemy‘é zoal line--not back-pedaling to
our 20-yard line before starting the next play.

The President can alwavs count on Republican support when his foreien policy
is firm and decisive on the side of freedom and in the national interest.

But if ever there was a time for broad-—guaged revival of genuine bi=partisanship
in foreign policy in the spirit of the late Senator Arthur Vandenberg, that tire
is mnow.

Senator Yandenberg, who was my fellow townsman, was largely responsible for
my getting into politics.

te arrived at a thoughtful concept of the naticn's best interests in foreign
policy matters which served the American people magnificently wedl -- and it is a
concepc which I would be honcred to help to expand beyond current policy in South
Viet- Nam.

But foreign policy bipartisanship in the Vandenberg pattern means genuine
consultation across party lines in determining policy -- not just using the Republican:
for after-thought window dressing.

It does not mean merely a summons to the White Fouse in a momeunt of crisis, and
then calling in the photopraphers and announcing Republican endorsement of:an

Administration policy already determined.
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Nor does it mean foreclosure of ?epublican criticism of foreify policy when we

are convinced the Administration is wioung.

Some of our problems, particularly a lack of unity.  have been created by

Republicans. Or behalf of America's future 1T suggest that the present political

imbalance -~ however self-inflicted-- is not a good thing.

Under our system no Party can te doctrinaire, sectarian, narrow in its appeal
or misrepresented to have such an image, however, unfair the charse mieht be-- and
still attract the majority of the electorate.

The hisgh ground of moderation with unselfish unity is not only common horse-
sense for a political party--it is also representative of the people and in keeping
with the underlyirg genius of the Armerican political system.

The dav~-to-day rebuilding of Republican policv and the Party must begin in the
Congress - and because all the House must face the voters next year, the heaviest
burden of the task must be carried in the House.

We aim to correct that imbalance -- to re-establish two-party government. Far
from lamenting our fate, House Republicans are wide open to fresh ideas and
confident that new approaches,; full participation, and renewed dedication can earn
new friends for the Republican Party and made an irportant contribution to the

future or America.
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