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If ¥r, Johnson is truly devoted to the principle of "one-man,one~vote," he
would advocate the election of the President by direct popular vote with a

"run off" if necessary to obtain majority rule.

An alternative proposal calls for proportional representation in

the electoral college, If two candidates receive 60 percent and

4O perzent of a state's popular vote, they would get 60 and 4O percent
respectively of the state's electoral vote. I supported this plan when I

first came to Congress and I endorse it today.

Thank you for listening. This is your Congressman Jerry Ford reporting

to you from Washington.















These are facts. They are known to all the free werld, But are *he nations of the
free world helping us? Most are not. Many of them are actually giving aid and comfort to our
enemies by permitting their ships to transport cargo to the Communists in North Vietnam.

Here is to me a tragic fact: In 1965, there were more free world ships docking at the
North Vietnam port of Haiphong thon there were Communistshirsl We have a huge fleet sur-
rounding North Vietnam yet we let them through without a murmur,

Many of us in Congress have been insisting that the Administration act to prevent this
Allied trade with North Vietnam. This week, the State Department tcok some action--although
far short of what is necessary. The Department announced that any ship which carries supplies to
North Viemam will be denied U.S. Government-financed cargoes. But that's all,

We could~=and should--do a lot more. For example, why not deny use of United
States ports to any ship which carries eny kind of cargo t the enemy? There's no question we need
some toughness in our policy. American boys are being killed on the battlefieid by an enemy
veing helped by our so-called Allies.

To date, only Australia, New Zealand and South Korea have put troops in the field
tc help us In Vietnam, Surely, it is past time that we insisted on a showdown-~that we demanded
that the notions of the free world share in the manpower burden, At the very least, we should toli
aur so~called Allies that the port of Haiphong is closed and business as usual with the enemy is a
thing of the post,

Without question, we must continue to fight Communist uggression‘m
But, in the case of Vietnam, must we fight with one arm tied behind our back?

This is Congressman reporting to you from Washington.,

(A copy of this script is available on Teleprompter in the House TV Studio),
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These are facts, They are known to all the free werld, But cre *he nations of the
free world helping us? Most are not. Many of them are actually giving aid end comfort to our
enemies by permitting their ships to transport cargo to the Communists in North Vietnam.,

Here is tc me a frogic fact: In 1955, there were more free world ships docking ot the
Nerth Vietnam port of Haiphong than there were Communistshirzsl We have a huge ficet sur=
rounding North Vietnam yet we let them through without @ murmur.

Many of us In Congress have been Insisting that the Administration act to prevent this
Allied frade with North Vietnam, This week, the State Department took some action-=although
far short of what is necessary, The Department announced that any ship which carries supplies to
North Vietnam will be denied U.S. Governmeni-financed cargoes, But that's all,

We could-=and should-~do a lot more. For example, why not deny use of United
States ports to any ship which carries any kind of cargo to the enemy? There's no question we need
some foughness in our policy. American boys are being killed on the battlefield by an énemy
being helped by our so-called Allies.

To date, only Australia, New Zealand and South Korea have put troops in the field
tc help us In Vietnam, Surely, it is post time that we Insisted on a showdown-~that we demanded
that the nations of the free world share in the manpower burden, At the very least, we should teli
our so-calied Allies that the port of Haiphong is closed and business as usual with the enemy is a
thing of the post,

Without question, we must continue to fight Communist aggression wherever it arises.
But, in the case of Vietnam, must we fight with one arm tied behind cur back?

This is Congressman reporting fo you from Washington,

(A copy of this script is availdble on Teleprompter in the House TV Studio),
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The trouble with a little Inflation Is that it never stays little. Once it is accepted os
a national way of life, it geis out of hand. Unless the Federal Government takes definite steps to
contain it, it hurts those who can least afford to be hurt--people in a low income group and our
older people who have to rely on a fixed income.

Inflation, In short, Is "legalized robbery.” It steals from a man's or women's pocket-
book just as blatantly os any professional pick-pockets, Every day, inflation steals a sizable per-
centage of all a man earns, Remember the figures | quoted--tomatoes.up 50 per cent, pork chops
up 23 per cent, potatoes up 2l per cent and on and on.

And we're In for even more trouble chead, The wholesale price index, which reflects
prices retailers pay before adding on potential profit, jumped 3.6 percent last yea:_cﬂdJ another
one=half of one percent in the first six weeks of this year alone--forecasting even .more ropidly -

A 19
rising consumer prices to come. What is so shocking about this increase is that over the seven=

—_—
vear period from 1958 to 1965 this index rose only one percentl

The causes of inflation are only too well-known--Federal extrﬁvegance , Federal defi-
wits, Federal borrowing, and Federal spending, just to mention a few. The Administration is
coolly ignoring this fact, Embarked on a policy of "spend now, pay later," it is shutfing s cyes
fo the robbery technique inflation hos developed.

There is no greater thief than inflation, The man who put aside some money for o rainy
day or for retirement, for example, found his saving had last two percent of their purchasing power
last year alone,

| If inflation continues at that rate for 20 years, one dollar in every three saved would
sirply vanish.

Why? One reason is that we haven't had a balenced Federal budget since 1961, With

" ~..a war on in Vietnam we must now, more than ever, cut back on unnecessary spending. We must

‘make sure that our policies abroad are not undermined here at home by inflation,

This Is Congressman reporting to you from Washington.

(A copy of this script is avallable on Teleprompter In the House TV Studio).
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economy and liberty or profusion and servitude.” Unquote,

'But times have changed" is the excuse the big spenders use fo justify thelr tax increases
and their big Federal budgets. | agree that times have changed, but | do not agree that the fund-
amentals of sound and honest govemment have changed, 1 do not believe that the times have
transmuted debt from a burden into a panacea for every human ill. | honor Jefferson for expound-
ing some of the soundest views on public policy ever set forth by a public figure. | especially
honor him for these two forthright and courageous statements--quote-~"When all government, do-
mestic and foreign, in little as in grect things, shall be drawn to Washington as the center of all
power, it will,,.become as venal and oppressive as the government from which we separated. "

! And for this one=~quote-="] think we have more machinery of government then is
necessary, too many parasites living on the labor of the industrious.*”

Jefferson's belief in what he called "The Holy Cause of Freedom™ was deep and sincere.
He brought all his wisdom and political experience to the cause of maintaining freedom and fo
expounding the dangers that freedom faced. The author of our Declaration of Independence had
lived under tyranny, He knew that unless the great American experiment of democracy succeeded
the cause of freedom arourn’. the world would suffer a death blow. Again and again, he wamed
against excessive central government. Again and again, we wamed against debt, Changing
times cannot affect the basic political truths that Jefferson laid down,

Debts, at certain times and certain financial crises, are unavoidable. Dut living in
debt as a national way of life, as though debt were a "public blessing, " is iike building a house
on the banks of a river noted for its floods. It is courting the danger of complete collapse.

White the President’s party may claim Thomes Jefferson, there are meny today who
would find Jefferson's membership in such free=wheeling company hard to believe. In fact, |
feel that the party of the Great Society has left Thomas Jefferson and the principles for which he
stood, And | would like to welcome him into the ranks of the GOP.

~This ie Congressman reporting to you from.*ashington.

(A copy of this.script s avoilable on Teleprompter in the House TV Studio)
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RADIO TAPE FOR FIFTH DISTIRICT STATIONS, MARCH 30, 1966.

My friends of the fifth congressional district, this is your congressman,

Jerry Ford, speaking to you from the nation's capital.

As you know, I have requested a congressional investigation of unidentified

flying objects, UFO's, as they are called.

1 am most serious about thisj but, of course, this is the kind of subject

that lends itself to some flak, a little criticism, and a shower of compliments.

One day this week, I felt an unidentified flying object whiz past my ear--

my right ear, naturally. Upon close inspection, I had no more trouble

identifying this particular UFO than the Air Force did in telling the people

of Michigan they have been seeing swamp gas.

The UFO I encountered was a brickbat tossed by an irate gentleman who

believes Congress could use its time to much better advantage than in investigating

what he calls '"UFO hysteria."

But this was one of the few criticisms I encountered in the more than
50 letters I have received since first proposing that UFO's be investigated by
either the House Armed Services Committee or the House Science and Astrongutics
Committee,

Many of the letters I have received are from Michigan--from Grand Rapids,
Ann Arbor, Kalamazoo, Lansing, Algonac, Petoskey, Port Huron, Utica, Grosse
Pointe, Bay City, and other points.

But there is interest all over the country, and everyone but the wielder

I —,

TORD ™S
+ ( “,‘
of the aforementioned brickbat is urging that I follow up on my propofal that @gz
P
Lot "

B r
there be a congressional investigation of UFO's. I fully intend to do)€2: A

oo

(MORE)
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A few of the letters were a bit far out--like the one which suggested
that UFO's caused the failure of the Gemini 8 spaceship, the electric power
blackout last November in the East, and the recent Boeing 727 airplane
accidents.

This letter writer informed me that planet people are piloting the UFO's,
have superiorvabilities, have ﬁhe anti-gravity secret, and fly about in
spaceships that travel 50,000 miles an hour or better. He wants a Minute
Man alert whenever UFO's are sighted anywhere in the country.

Another gentlemen. sent me a copy of a letter he had dispatched to a
friend of his in the Central Intelligence Agency.

He wrote: 'Well, the Aif Force has done it. By its ridiculous *solving'
of the UFO's in Michigan in a day or two, they may have doomed the Air Force.
Brilliant, Absolutely brilliant. They (the planet people) were trying to
establish their reality...for it must be done, if they are to help us. Now
they are angry at being called 'marsh gas' and are going on record that they
-are going to harassvthe Air Force just as they have been doing to NASA.
Knowing what I do, if I were the Air Force, I would be scared witless. But,
of course, who ever heard of marsh gas being dangerous? To make it clear,
the SI's (Saucer Intelligences) are now going to teach the Air Force a lesson
it will never forget. They are turning their attention to harassment of the
Air Force in a big way."

Now, Dr. Hynek and the Air Force may not be disturbed by that letter, but
they'd better beware of some astronomers in the nation. A chap in Seattle,

Wash,, says he has absolute proof that the Air Force was dead wrong in

(MORE)
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describing Michigan pictures of an alleged UFO as 'the rising crescent moon

and the planet Venus."

Well, happy landings to the Air Force. And I do think the American

people want a better explanation of UFO's than they have been getting. If

my mail is any indication, there are many, many people who find it extremely

difficult to believe some of the stories put out by the government on this

and other subjects.

This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, saying--So-long for now, and I'll

see you next week at this same time, same station.

# 4+ ¢#






too little of the frills too late,

The Administration must stop pursuing will o' the wisp fiscal fantasies and return to
sane, proven, down-to-earth monetary and fiscal policies. "Voluntary” wage and price "guide-~
posts" become an absurdity when the very reason for them is the Administration's own foolish lack
of monetary common sense. If the Administration would cut out the obvious causes of inflation,
the so~called "guideposts" would be unnecessary.

The Administration must respect and defend the role of the Federal Reserve System o
an independent ogency within the government, To the layman, the importance of this is not per-
haps at once obvious. But | can assure you that if the Federal Reserve System ever loses its politi-
cal independence we will be ot the mercy of the wild spenders and their wildest dreams, There
will be no independent agency to warn or to curb,

The Administration must attack residual unemployment with real weapons rather than
with promises, press releases and propeganda. It must emphasize selective programs of job-trainin:,
counseling and placement os provided in the Republican-sponsored Manpower Development and
Training Act of 1962,

The Republicen Coordinating Committee also urged thot the Administration consoli--
Jate or eliminate overlapping Federal programs and, where possible, turn their administration ov>r
to State and local governments,

Lost week, the President noted that living costs are soaring and he asked the Nation’
housewives to hold down their spending. What the President must be told-~and accept=~is that 11
Government must get about the business of putting its own house in order before handing out ad-
vice,

This is Congressman reporting to you from Washington.

(A copy of this script is available on Teleprompter in the House TV Studio)
# # #
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FOR TAPING APRIL 6, 1966

My friends of the fifth congressional district, this is your congressman,
Jerry Ford, speaking to you from the nation's capital.

Let's talk today about you and your money, particularly about how much
money you've got to spend, how much you send to Washington and how Washington
spends your money. When I say '"Washington," I mean, of course, President
Johnson and the 2-to-1 Democratic majorities in Congress. Let's face it;
it isn't Republicans who are determining where your dollars go.

Right now, this nation is caught up in an inflationary spiral because of
heavy Administration spending of your tax money. Mr. Johnson and Democrats in
Congress are intent on spending more money than they take in; they're fixing
it so your dollar buys less by constantly feeding the fires of inflation.

Mr. Johnson is a colorful fellow, and he likes to talk. And he's finally
acting worried about inflation., So last week he talked with you and asked you
to spend less; he talked with governors of the states and asked them to spend
less; he talked with big businessmen and asked them to cut back on their
expansion plans.

Then we Republicans pointed out something that apparently hadn't occurred
to Mr. Johnson. He was asking everybody else to reduce spending but wasn't
doing a thing about tightening the federal pursestrings,

Mr. Johnson quickly held a meeting with his cabinet. He told them he

wanted them to save $1.1 billion the last three months of this fiscal yea

April, May, and June.

(MORE)
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We Republicans were happy to hear this. Mr. Johnson was tinally admitting
that what we have been urging tor months is right--the tederal government should
cut spending.

Let's carry this thing a step turther. If the Administration can cut
spending $1 billion during the last three months of this fiscal year, why
can't non-military federal spending be reduced by $4 billion for the full 12
months of the next fiscal year? But the talkative Mr. Johnson is not talking
about this.

This is simple arithmetic, and it's what 1've been urging for months.

Let's cut nonemilitary federal spending by $4 billion or more in fiscal
1967 and thus avoid the‘increase in income taxes that Mr. Johnson keeps talking
about,

Mr. Johnson has been talking about the prospect of an income tax increase
so much you'd think he was paving the way for it--you know, getting you accustomed
to the idea so it won't shock you so much when it comes.

I feel sure of this much--an income tax increase :2géicome if the Johnson-
Humphrey Administration and Democrats in Congress persist in their traditional
role of big spenders.

Last week marked the first real test in the House on the spending issue.

We Republicans tried to knock the potentially costly Rent Supplements and Teacher
Corps programs out of a bill providing $2.5 billion more for the Johnsonuﬂumphrey‘
Administration to spend by July 1 of this year.

The initial amounts recommended for these programs by the House Appropriations

Committee were small by Washington standards--$12 million to start the Rent
(MORE)
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deserves corresponding care and honesty in the Federal spending of those same taxes. For Instance,
I don’t believe in this time of financial crisls we should build a palace costing more than three
quarters of a million dollars to house the Vice President,

Another reason | am against a tax increase is that it will give the President more money
to spend. If we are to judge by his spending habits to date, it will be spent with the usual reck-
less abandon, | cannot believe that the additional funds will be used simply to make ends meet.
To the contrary, The President, will dream up, | am sure, some new boondoggle or other=-which
will odd to the present Inflationary trend, not take away from it,

In closing, | would like to return to the somewhat time-worn phrase "guns and butter,”
If it were only a butter bill that the administration wanted the taxpayer to foot, | might be per-
suaded to go along, But | am afraid Faderal spending has long passed the "butter” stage. |t hos

reached the point where we must make a choice between cannons and caviar,

This is Congressman reporting from Washington.

(A copy of this script Is available on Teleprompter in the House TV Studio)
# & #









FIFTH DISTRICT RADIO SCRIPT FOR TAPING APRIL 20, 1966.

My friends of the Fifth Congressional District, this is your Congressman,
Jerry Ford, speaking to you from the nation's capital.

One of the nation's leading lending institutions the other day issued its
bimonthly report on the state of business. Here's what itfound--and 1 quote:
"Unless action is taken to check demand, the Nation faces an inflationary gap that
could amount to the order of $30 billion. That would point to an implicit rise in
the general price level of as much as four to five per cent."

The report goes on to say: 'While it is argued in some quarters that it is as
important to continue the war on poverty at home as ;t is to sustain the military
effort in Vietnam, the fact is that the Nation lacks the resources to do both
this year."

These two quotations from the Chase Manhattan Bank of New York cannot be
carelessly brushed aside as partisan pessimism nor can they be ignored as lacking
authority.

I have said it before and I repeat it now--it's high time we faced up to the
economic facts of life in this country and cut out unnecessary domestic spending
when we're engaged in a war that is costing us a billion dollars a month.

These warnings by myself and others have been consistently ignored by the
Administration. Government spending has continued unchecked. Now the piper must
be paid--by you and by me. Inflation is here. The cost of living is rising steadily.

In November, you will go to the polls. When you vote, you should ask you

Y

~
)
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"Who is really responsible for the fact that there are so many things I can'

these days?"

(MORE)
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At the moment, there are 293 Democrats in the House compared with 140 Republicans.

That is a two-to-one Democratic majority with several votes to spare. In the Senate,

there are 68 Democrats and 32 Republicans. Again a two-to-one Democratic majority

with votes to spare.

This overwhelming voting edge gives the Democrats in this Congress absolute

power over all legislation. It gives them a blank check where spending is concerned.

It makes them responsible for the Federal deficits which contribute to the inflation
we're so concerned about.

Here is the record on non-defense spending: On six key measures to come before
the House so far this year, an average of 82 per cent of the Democrats have voted
for higher spending. This inevitably means higher taxes and higher prices.

On the same six roll calls, an avebage of 93 per cent of my Republican colleagues
stood for economy in government. They did this because they hoped to curb big
sﬁending and the resulting inflation to follow. They did this because they hope
to avoid an increase in your income taxes.

Here are the facts on the Johnson-Humphrey Administration's inflation:

1. The overall cost of living went up more than 2 per cent last year, the
biggest increase in seven years. Many economists predict it will go up by 3 to 4
per cent this year; some are estimating even more.

2. Big spending by the Democrats is primarily responsible for inflation. The
federal budget has not been balanced since 1960, when Ike was in the White House,
Since then, Democratic administrations have produced deficits totalling $34 billion.

There will be another big deficit in fiscal 1967.

(MORE)
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3. The Johnson-Humphrey Administration has wasted your tax money both at
home and abroad by disorganized, ill-managed programs of government spending.
Don't let Lyndon Johnson's economy talk fool you.

4. The Johnson-Humphrey Administration has mortgaged your future and that
of the Nation with a host of 'legislate now, pay later" spending programs which
are adding to present inflationary pressures.

As more big-spending Johnson-Humphrey legislation comes before the House
this year, we Republicans intend to stand up and be counted for economy.

When November 8 arrives, you voters will know who worked for lower taxes and
lower prices and which party brought on higher taxes and higher prices.

This is Congressman Jerry Ford saying so long for now; see you next week,

same time, same station,.
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In all, the United States hos dropped to 12th place among the world's shipbuilding nations.
Russia, on the other hand, has jumped from 12th to seventh place. She openly admits that she in-
tends to use her growing merchant marine=-which now numbers almost 1,500 vessels--as an instru-
ment of foreign policy.,

The importance of all this to the United States is only too clear, particularly as the ex-
panding war in Vietnam puts more pressure on our merchant marine, Shipping volume fo Vietnam
has leaped from 300,000 tons a month to 800,000 tons per month,

The poor state of our merchant marine, much of it due to Defense Secretary McNamara's
bad planning, Is so acute that we have had to call on foreign flag vessels to help us supply our
troops and supplies to Vietnam,

It is past time that our merchant marine shipbuilding be increased. Unless we do, our de~
fense commitments (hroughout the world will be in jeopardy.

If the Administration sticks fo its bankrupt maritime policy, this country=-=which once
Loasted the greatest merchant fleet in the world--will be left on history's shore waiting for ships

that never come in.

This is Congressman reporting to you from Washington.

(A copy of this script is availoble on Teleprompter in the House TV Studio)



STATEMENT FOR RADIO TAPE FOR 5TH DISTRICT STATIONS

FOR TAPING WEDNESDAY, APRIL 27, 1966

My friends of the Fifth Congressional District, this is your
congressman, Jerry Ford, speaking to you from the nation's capital.

Inevitably, whenever a member of the minority party criticizes those
in power, the question that comes flying back at him is: 'Well, how would
you do it?"

My answer first of all is that all of the criticism I have voiced
concerning the Johnson-Humphrey Administration's handling of our foreign
and domestic affairs carries with it the implicit statement that if the
minority were to become the majority things would be run better. I firmly
believe that.

So let's take a look at the Vietnam War and talk about what we, the
minority, would do if we were in a position of responsibility. In some
cases, we'll have to talk about what we would have done because certain
mistakes can hever be remedied.

We would have handled the Vietnam situation in a positive, decisive
manner early enough to have confronted the enemy in force before the North
Vietnamese had infiltrated South Vietnam in such great numbers that our
entire operation became more or less a numbers matching game,

In this connection, it should be remembered that we now have more

than 240,000 ground troops in South Vietnam, as compared with only 25,000

last year at this time,

(MORE)
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used by bureaucrats to legally withhold information which could expose their political shenanigans.
When asked for information, they can say, "We are sorry we cannot give it to you. You are not
‘properly and directly concerned!'"

The new Freedom of Information bill, which the House will soon take up, would cer-
tainly make officials of the Executive Branch think twice before deliberately exaggerating or fcl-
sifying figures, just to make their department look good, It would make them think twice before
blatantly withholding information which should properly be the right of the public to know.

An example of deliberate exaggeration wes the Area Redevelopment Administration’s
figures on the number of new jobs created by Federal public works projects. The official figure
was more than twice too many, |t over-claimed by about 128 per cent.

Such slanting of the news to fit the political scene has, of recent years, become a
fine art. The present Administration has been responsible for several masterpieces of misinformation.

it hes led The New York Times to editorialize-~and | quote--"The credibility of the United

States government is a precious thing. It has been sacrificed too often in the name of expediency."
Unquote.

Of course, misinformation, slanted information, withheld information are to a great
axtent a matter of political morality. An Administration that has none, can usually get away with o
all three.

This is Congressman reporting from Washington.

(A copy of this script is available on Teleprompter in the House TV Studio)
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peace-loving Americans am hopeful. I am hopeful because I, like all of you, do
not want to see the world turned into a burnt cinder by the horror of nuclear war.

We all know that Red China has engaged in aggressive acts for 18 years.

The war in Malaya, begun in 1948, was financed by Red China. Chinese
Communist soldiers took part in many‘of its campaigans.

Chinese troops poured into Korea and slaughtered American soldiers fighting
in defense of Korean independence.

Chinese Communists supplied the weapons and training that drove the French
out of Indochina.

And it is this country, with this history of aggression that--in my opinton --
we will soon be asked to recognize, to seat in the U.N. In spite of the fact
that the U.N. is dedicated to do all it can to prevent aggression!

The campaign to seat Red China in the U.N. was launched when Senator Fulbright,
chairman of the Foreign Relations Committee, held public hearings on the question
recently--and when Administration spokesmen like Vice President Humphrey suggested
that American policy toward Mainland China might be one of '"containment without
necessarily isolation' U.,N. Ambassador Goldberg has admitted that the issue
is being--and I quote--"intensively reviewed by the American government.' Unquote.
After Secretary of State Dean Rusk's testimoney to Congress, a Washington
newspaper headlined: '"Rusk softens policy toward China."

We were told once by some so-called Chinese experts that the Red Chinese
weren't really Communists, they were agrarian reformers. But we know that Mao

is as much a Communist as Stalin ever was. He is just as opposed to freedom

(More)
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and free institutions. He is just as expansionist, as aggressive and as willing

to use force to overthrow free governments. Only this week, Red China exploded

its third nuclear device.

United States diplomatic recognition of Communist China and a seat in the

United Nations would not alter these tendencies one bit. In fact, Red Chinese

subversion and aggression would be made easier.

In short, I believe such a move by the country would be a mistake--certainly

at this time--certainly until Red China changes its aggressive course.

This is Jerry Ford, your congressman. I'll be back next week at the same

time.

L
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My friends of the fifth district, this is your congressman, Jerry Ford,

speaking to you from the nation's capital.

It may never have occurred to you how extremely difficult it is for the

Loyal Opposition in this country to get its views on the issues of the day

across to the American people.

One issue which I do not believe has been adequately explained to the

public is that of rent subsidies--the new Great Society program which will

have the taxpayers paying a big chunk of the rent of other families.

This program is highly controversial, so much so that it is barely

squeaking through the lopsided Democratic-controlled Congress.

Congress in shaky fashion has made money available to launch the rent

subsidy program between now and July 1, the beginning of the new fiscal year.

Funds to carry it forward beyond July 1 have been approved by the House; the

Senate still must act.

I firmly believe that despite the great public relations machine the White

House has at its disposal, most of the American poeple are opposed to this

revolutionary new idea of rent subsidies.

I think more of the people would be opposed to rent subsidies and would

act to choke off the program in the United States Senate if they truly

understood what it means.

Rent subsidies méen thata low-income family could rent a new or rehabilitated

—_— 5
<ORD ™
apartment and pay just 25 per cent of its income toward the rent. The t?ﬁ;:;;;s(Q;e
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For example, a family with an income of $250 a month could live in a
$100-a-month apartment and pay just $62.50 a month on the rent. You and I
would pick up the tab for the remaining $37.50. Or let's say the family rented
a $200-a-month apartment. They would pay $62.50 toward the rent; and we would
pay $137.50.

Robert Weaver, secretary of the Housing and Urban Development Department,
says he would like to see the program expanded to include middle income families.

He said this recently despite the fact the House last year refused to make
funds available to start the program until FHA changed the regulations to make
sure the subsidies would go only to low-income families.

Now, what's wrong with the rent subsidies program? Shouldn't the affluent
help the poor?

The thing that's wrong with a rent subsidy is that it rums contrary to
everything this country has ever stood for--individual pride, thrift and
initiative, and the desire of every American to some day own a home of his own.
And supporters of this scheme agree that tax subsidies will be going to middle-
income families, not just to the poor.

What incentive will a family have to save money and buy a home if all it
has to do is set aside 25 per cent of the monthly income for rent and let the
taxpayers pay the rest of the shot on a nice apartment?

And the taxpayers should ask themselves not only that question but still
others: What sense does it make to launch a big-spending program that could
cost up to $20 billion over the next 40 years? Why should this nation plunge
into a rent subsidy scheme at a time when it is spending a billion dollars ;

month on the Vietnam War?

(MORE)
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The U, S. House of Representatives recently voted 192 to 188 to provide
$20 million to finance the rent subsidy program during the new fiscal year
beginning July 1.

Some newsmen made much of the fact that six out of the 125 Republicans
present voted for rent subsidies and pointed to this as more than the margin
of victory.

A more accurate version was given in other news accounts which pointed
out that Democrats voted for the program, 186 to 69, and Republicans voted
against it, 119 to 6.

As a matter of fact, four Democrats came forward and changed their votes
to make victory possible for President Johnson on the rent subsidy issue.

When it appeared initally that a tie vote had doomed the new program,
four Democrats asked that their votes against rent subsidies be changed. This
gave the Administration a 192 to 188 victory.

With the record made straight, I'm content to let the American people
judge who's right on the rent subsidy issue.

This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, saying so-long for now. See you

next week, same time, same station.
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CLOSE FOR RADIO SCRIPT - JUNE 1, 1966

My friends, this broadcast closes out my series of radio chats with
you for this year.

This week I filed my nominating petitions to become a

candidate for reelection to the House of Representatives.

Under the rules
of the Federal Communications Commission, equal time must be given to all
candidates.

We are therefore discontinuing this public service program.

It has been a genuine pleasure for me to have visited with you each
week at this time.

I hope you have found it equally enjoyable.

The
greatest satisfaction in holding public office is to serve others.

Please
let me know whenever I can be of service to you.

This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, saying so long until the 1966

campaign is over and I can again return to chat with you each week over

your favorite radio station.

Thank you for listening.
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Then came the gradual realization that the wonderful blueprint was not being followed,
that government by consensus was being reploced by government by acceleration-~accelerated
spending, accelerated debt, accelerated living costs.

Armericans have begun to feel uneasy. What are the Administration's real aims? Does
it have any intention of fulfilling its promises? Are these promises just the camouflage painted
on a monstrous pork barrel?

One thing has become very apparent, The Administration has not made good on its
promises to the Americon people. So, of course, the Americen people are apprehensive of the
future, are wondering what will happen ofter November 8th,

The Administration isn't answering some important questions, but there are strong rumors
in Washington that President Johnson has something up his sleeve.

Will taxes be raised ofter November 8th? This question is being asked frequently.

Will there be price and wage contfrols? A Democratic Senate leader recently urged
that such standby controls be given the President.

Is the war on poverty going to be downgraded and perheps its warriors disbanded? That
is another frequent question in the Capital,

Will the war in Vietnam grow more and more costly with no foreseeable victory? That,
| am afraid, is the most disturbing question of all.

Americans cannot long endure such uncertainties. They cannot live nor work effectively
without the trust and confidence of their government. In my judgment, the November election
results will make it quite clear that Americans believe the Administration has failed to provide

that trust,
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