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This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from Washington. This is my
first weekly radio report of 1973, and so I want to begin by wishing you all a Happy

th

Congre ss began A rew year by convening on Jan. 3, a day when all members-elect were

sworn into office, 4/ = } é

New Yeare

Currently both Houses of the Congre ss sre in the process of getting organized--and
this ppocess will take most of this month. It involves assigning members of Congre s
to the various legislative committees, ¥t is in the committees of the Congre s that
much of the wrk t akes place--the work of taking testimony, questioning witnesses and
putting le gislation together for consideration by the House and the Semate,

House Republicans have elected me their floor leader for a fifth consscubive tw-year
term, I am grateful for that honor, In addition, I em chairmsm of the Committee which

”
makes House Republican committee assignments, wamiimms so I will be very busy in that
connection all this monthe

The Committee on Committees had its fir st meeting just this past week, which means that

PR
the job of assigning House Republicans to various committees is under eugp way. The
- =
Democrabs, of course, are engaged in their own committee assignment imimmsgh tasks.

There has been no busine ss in the House thus far, but on opening dsy there was a
debate over = NNy move by the Democrats to change the rules by which the House
operatés., What the Democrats proposed is that twice as much time be alloted this year
to taking up bills under a procedure which limits debate to LO minutes--20 minutes to a
side--and close s all such bills off from amendment.

Other Republicas and I fought this rules change because it meant that there would be

' /" FOR,
Atime‘ when important bills would be brought up under a “gsg rulee—tuice as ,tg&h tiﬁn%(, in

-
=

=

o= B

. f/
the previous Congre ss, We pointed out that complex bills involving hurdred&'fﬂof milligns
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of dollars were brought up under this procedure--called suspension of the rules--im the
M
92nd Congress, And now the Democrats were seeking to iRy clve more time to
doing the same thing in the 93rd Congress. Well, we lost--208 to 204--despite our most
strenaous effoits,
..

I have introduced two bills since Congre ss convened--bills I consider to be of msm much

importance.
i,

Unoyngliy of thess bills would help parents bear the finamcial burden of ssnding their
children to nonpublic schools--and, in the process, would help to keep nonpublic schools
open and operating, This bill would provide a 50 per cent tax credit--up to $200--for

- -
tuition paid by @ parents to send their youngsters to 3 a nonpublic scheols I feel that
parents have a constitutional right to send their children to the school of their choics.
A

That right is impaired when the Stumumialbebssmlsn cost of exercisingpfreedom of choice is
m unusually great, Parents of nonpublie school children bear a double burden.
They pay public school taxss and at the same time pay nonpublic school tuition, I think
it isyj@ only fair that we subtract from their Federal income tax bill part of what

—————
they pay #poige to snd their children to nonmpublic school,

ﬂ
The other bill I have introduced would give states the discretion to require @i dual
signatures in connection with welfare checks, This would apply to aid to families with
dependent children, The idea behind it is to 4ummme mske sure that ¥alEs merchants
P
who sell @ welfare recipients an appliance such as a stove or refrigerator get paid for
s e,
their wares., We must prevent welfare cheating. lihminnfissndsssgessiy When people see
welfare cheating, even by a few, they get the impression that such cheating is widespread,

.
I think preventing welf are cheating would be for the good of the general public«ill@ and the
P e ==

welfare recipient, as well as the & merchant., SEEE
(G
This SR is your congre spen, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's gl

capitals I'll be talking with you sgain next week-~same times, same station,
Hithi
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This is youor congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's capitadl,

Congress is getting organized, Committee assignments are being made, and members
of Congre ss now are waiting for the President to send his budget and his State of the
Union Message to Capttol Hill, No date has been sat for the State of the Union

—_

Message but the fiscal 197L Budgetd® is due on Jan, 29,

Meantime there have been two big news developments--the Presidential order
setting up Phase III of price and wage congrols and the Presidential announcement
that 21l bombing, shelling and mining of North Vietnam have been halted.

K‘\
I am most gratified at the MR obvious progre s which has been made toward

finaliging s negotiated settlement of the Vietnam War,

As for Phase IIT of étezieseisswiitsrecencxizapes price and wage controls, I
think there is a good chance that the new system will work,

Let me point out that when the present Administration took office four years

/\
ago, the inflation rate was an 3@ unbearable 6 per cent, President Nixon's vigorous
actions during Phase I and Phase II of price and wage controls have effectively
T~

reduced Wea¢ that rate of inflation, The Phase III goal is to bring the inflation
rate down to 2% per cent by the end of 1973--and I certainly endorse that objective,

It should be made clear that Phase III does not mean that all réstraints have
been abandoned, What the President hss done is--in effect--sgimply t; make the

Price Commi ssion and the Pay Board divisions of the Cost of Living Council, The

i edd caace

big change is that labor and Wl not have to come to the Federal Government

and ask permission before proceeding with price and wage changes, However, a pattern
of restraints will be in effect--and the Government will act to roll bac; price and

']
wage rises that t-w geed inflation,
/o

The succe ss of Phase IIT will depend on a determined self-restraint b%h |
X \&

\ 9\—/

o f

o/

'{J/ vy ‘i\_/, d



within the Federal Government and among the general public, I believe the Congress

p—————
must act on the Federal budget with deex$xae a sharp senss of fiscal responsibility

that the b general public should m cooperat?’in
-

the fight against inflatbton, If we @R do this, I think we can bring the inflation

rate down to 2% per cent.

I might also mention the fuel o0ill shortage and actions that are being taken to
alleviate it. I have besn very much concerned about the fuel o0il shortage and so I
have written to Secretary of Interior Rogers Morton and ’ Gen. George Lincoln,
director of the Office of Emergency Preparedne ss, urging that immediate steps be
taken to alleviate the fuel crisis, Hopefully, the Administration's recent action
to increase oil import s will be a fir st step in solving the immediate oil problem.

In recent weeks the Midwest has undergone a critical fuel shortage--both in
0il and natural gas. Fartunately, the Administration announced on January B8th that
it has authorized more than a fourfold increase in heating oil imports:-to help ease
the fuel shortages threatened in the Midwest.

Now I would like to turn to legislation I am sponsoring. Last Thursday I
reintroduced what I call my "runaway pappy™ bill., This is a piece of legislation

A
aimed at #@ fathers who have flad to other states to escape paying child support.
o~

My bill would Mk mske child support orders enforceable in Federal courts, It
wuld bring Federal aunthority to bear on the problem of non-support by hushands and

(\
fathers who 3 shirk their parental responsibilities.,

The main purpose of my bill is to try to deter a man from leaving a state to
avoid paying for child support under a court order obtained against him, My bill
Brants jurisdiction to Federal officidls to act in those cases where a man flees from

one state to another to avoid his parental obligations, kit st arsdisthe ool
This is Congre ssman Jerry Ford, reporting to you from Washington, I'll be tglk(ng
with you again next week=-same time, same station
P ® Buuuguny
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«

This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's capital,

snd alssyedona
The long nightmare of Vietnam is over for Americans.AX sigh of relief has #mmgone
s N :
up eessssusesbemssss that has been heard around the world,

I am very happy about the pesace ssttlement, I am happy not becauss the
fighting has stopped=--at least as far as America is concerned--but because we have
gchieved the kind of peace which will give South Vietnam a chance to survive as a

ey,
non-Communist entity. We have sachieved an honorable peace, "W 2 peace that has a
-
chance to stick, a chance to last,
P, *

And I am delighted that @k the 587 American POW's will be#P returning home by

March 28 and that there will be the fullest possible accounting of the 1,200 Americans
R,

missing in action, It is caus for rejoicing, @M too, that the 23,700 remaining

U.Ss troops in Vietnam will be coming home by March 28,

any terms, who will we could have had peace long ago,/l That attitude ignore s Ml

-

There will be some Americans, particularly those who wanted peace in Vietnam 07
F:d ’,\

our oxigimal commitment in Vietnsm=-the fact that we went to South Vietnam's aid with
the purposs of thwarting Communist aggression in Vietnam, P F—thiwk Ihi.s original
commitment was important, Hﬁmﬁt was vital to the future peace of the world,
Vietnan was actually the final and pivotal battle in the Cold War, It may prove to
be one of the building blocks of a future generation of peace for all the peoples
of the world,

It wes a curious coincidence--and most fitting--that the President's announcement

of a ceasefire in Vietnam end the scheduled signing of the peace agreement should have

come at a time when the Nation was mourning the death of former Presi dnt Lyndon

w
S '
Johnson, NN Although I disagreed with ctic s Lyndon Johnson

)
~I oL
72}(
employed in Vietnam, I admired him for his determination to stay the course%} Ve =)
\‘@ \“ /
N,



gu——,
became close JJle friends while he was President--and I cherished that friendship.

=
There have been so many momentous events in recent days. &K One of thess

-
S ———
was the second inaupuration of Richard Nixon as Assebsiswéwmleds 37th President of the
1

United States, More than ople from the Fifth Congre ssional District came to
Washington for the inauguration, including 3L young Latviam dancers who performed
during a Salute to America's Heritage program at the Corcorsm Gallery of Art, Mrs,

G,
Nixon witnessed the @R performance by the Latvians from Grand Rapids and

erbrandnts t g
Turning to other matters, I would like to report that the United States will ask
Canada to join in making adjustments in water levels im the Great Lake s, Great Lakes
levels have been critically high, and some corrective action q imperative, I can
¢tell you authoritatively that the Nixon Administration acted in this matter becaunse
of a letter to the President sent by 3l other congre ssmen and me am most pleased=-~
and I hope that the International Control Commi ssion, which is the body that must
M‘ 7/
onisensbsiesnubieny now will re spond,
I would like to mention now a piece of legislation I introduced in the House
i
last Wednesday--a bill Il call the Agricultural Marketing and Bargaining Act of
1973, This bill is aimed at eliminating the sad situation that arose last fall when
/. ”
Michig an apple growers felt forced to picket fruit proce ssors to get living-income
prices for their gpples, The bill I have introduced would create a National
Agricultural Bargaining Board, which would set standards to qualify associations of
producers for bargaining purposes and would generate the proper climate for good
fai th bargaining betwen farm producers and farm product proce ssors, I hope the

Congre ss will see fit to adoptfmy legislation and that it will prove the answer to

the woes of Michigan's gpple growers,
This isg) your congressman, Jerry FordW, reporting to you from Washingtony I’11 by’
talking with you again @ next week--same time, same station. =

Ulig g ed
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This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's capital.

President Nixon has sent his fiscal 19Tk budget to the Congress. The budget
sets guidelines for Federal spending. It also proposes a set of priorities which
the Congress can accept, modify or reject.

In my view, the President's Budget for 1974 points the way toward better
government and continued economic progress. l}"“

i’

At the same time, it would keep Federal spending within the limits required if
we are to avoid higher taxes or increased inflation.

The President has urged the Congress to set a rigid ceiling of $268.T billion
on fiscal 19Th outlays before any spending bills are considered. I—£0%x cemeur

__J.}/fhlt recomendationm A

The Congress should adopt that spending limitation and then consider the
Rrpesident's budget proposals in the light of the goals and objectives that have
shaped it. Whatever action the Congress then takes on the budget, all of the

appropriations bills should fit under the $268.7 billion ceiling.

The President has said firmly and vigorously that Federal spending can and

4

#LA. e

should be held down. T agmee. -The 19Tl budget ind:lca.teﬁ how this can be done.

It is true that the President plana# reduc% or termina& %grams,

but he also recommends continued and increased support of many effective and

needed programs. ZUL:V{_ w a:g M g Z"“"’Hi Ay ANC pyprt
Hais lonees = 38 G [ it — T s

In many respecththe course the President has outlined is difficult and
Wihsea
peinful. But consider what would happen if we do not make the kind of choices

represented by the Presideat’'s budget recommendations.

The President currently is holding fiscal 1973 outlays to $250 billion ,a.nd/,‘;;fj_;-y\
/ q\- O {’;\
ER
he is proposing fiscal 19Tk outlays totalling $268.7 billion. Without the \3 2



-l

restraints being employed currently and those proposed in the 19Tk budget,

1973 spending would be over $10 billion greater and 1974 spending would be almost

$20 billion more.

And, most importently, these higher spending levels would mean either an

across-the-board personal income tax surcharge of at least 15 per cent or an

added deficit which would fuel the fires of inflation.

The\ President's efforts to hold back Federal spending are holding the fiscal

1973 deficlt to $25 billion. The fiscal 19Tk d ;cit will be roughly %alf that,
under the President's budget.

The President has put the tax and inflation monkey squarely on Congress's back.
He has said, bluntly: If there is a tax increase because of Federal spending in
excess of my budget, Congress will be to blame. If there is no tax increase but
a larger deficit, which adds to inflation, Congress will be to blame for the higher
cost of living.

The President sent his annual Economic Report to the Congress last “ESF?EE&E?
He said 1972 was a very good year and that 1973 can be a<§£5£} year if the Congress
agrees to hold down Federal spending.

The President's Council of Economic Advisers predicted continued overall
expansion and some decline in unemploymeg%%;g%iation. "The problem,”" the Council
said, "will be to prevent this ;xpansiog from becoming an econonic_zggz;"

Specifically, the Council predicted a 10 per cent increase in the Gross National
Product to $1.3 trillion; a real growth in the econemy--after inflation--of
6 and 3/4 per cent, an annual increase in prices of 3 per cent, and a reduction in
unemployment "to the neighborhood of 4 1/2 per cent by the end of the year."

'71223 Ao 3}677( MenQ
This id your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from Washington, I'll

be talking with you next week -- same time, same stationm. ¥ ##
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's eavnital,
o Starting Feb, 1, the power facilities on the St. Mary's River at Saulte Ste. Marie
8 4
% shut down, This was done to reduce the flow of water from Lake Superior
to the lower Great Lakes. And it will continue over a three-month periocd, from Feb, 1
to April 30, Reducing the flow of water from Lake Superior into the lower Great Lakes
will lower the levels of Lakes Michigan, St. Clair, Huron and Erie, Diring the three-
month period of reduced outflows from Lake Superior, the International Joint Commission
will be considering a new plan for regulating the level of Lake Superior, It will be
the first time that the condition of the lowdr Great Lakes will be taken into accountgl
a8 part of a Lake Superior regulation plan,
The action I have described is a temporary emergency measure, taken because the
P gr— ~
levels of the @ lower Great Lakes are froml 2 to GENED 2% feot s higher than their
longterm average at this time of year,
This emergency action didn't just happen, It wss btaken because 33 other congressmen
GpneTHlE
-
and I wrote a letter to @B President Nixon urging remedial measures to lower the levels
=
of the lower Great @ Lakes, The President responded with a formal application to the
International Joint Commission to reduce the out¥low from Lake Superior, And the
International Joint Commi ssion approved the application,
This doe s not solve the problem of the high levels of lower CGreat Lakes. It
p—
———
merely alleviate s the situation, I will continue to work on this problem until a
T
permanent solution is achieved, *
I would like to turn now to moves being made in the Congress to fight the

President on his efforts to hold Federal spending to $250 billion in this fiscal

year and $268,7 billion in fiseal 197k, _ /'Q-
QLQ

(< =
"he battle of the budget is on...renging from House action to force t&;’, W

~



-

o -
of $2@85 million @ for the Rural Environmental Assistance Program to thef} Senate's

insistence on the spending of $593 million for various water projects. The President
R

is refusing to spend the rural envirommentd assistance momsy, He #lvetoeqthe water

projesct bill on ecconomy grounds las’ years, The Senate is also resdying a confrontation

with the President by voting to make the job of Cffice of Mansgement and Budget

d@irector subject to Senate confirmations

I am not teking the position that every cutback and impoundment ordered by the

ﬁ‘- An IE/{
President is the rig one}’ But I do believe tHat Federal

the $250 billion level this fiscal year and to $268 billden in fiscal 197h. I am

~

spending shouldbe held to

M g—
e
ab solutely @ opposed to an incresse in siedeseisiegesss ind ividual Federal 3 income
—

tages, I—wmiek fhe American people Sl zlready pay more than enough taxes, And
~—

if the only 3 way to avoid future tax increases is to cut 8 some programs, then we
will have to cut.

The Presidant is absolutely right in telling Congress to set a rigid ceiling on

=

overallg government spending, The Congress has a right to decide what programs to cut
and which programs to increase, and its decisions may not agree with the Presfident's

A
racommendations. But the fact remains that Federal spending has to be ¥llllls held

down, We cannot Just go shead and authorize and appropriate as much as we would like

to. y The competition for the Feder&l dollar is tremendous. Members@ of Congress
simply have to make -a—Fot—ef tough decisions on priorities and stick to them,.

> il
I'm convinced the Nixon Administration @ik is not going to spend as much money

as Congre s has appropriated for fiscal 1973 regardless of whe ther Congress re-suthorizes
the spending by overriding a Presidential veto. The Congress sppropriates but the

President is charged by law with expending--and the laws impose on him the duty to

make ¥ savings and to spend only at a rate which is not wasteful, Instead of challeaging
the President, the Congress should try to do a littls saving right glong with him, T is
is your congressman, Jerry Ford,reporting to you from Washington. 111 be talking vg;th
you sgain next week--same time, same stationa i -
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, repcrting to you from the Wation's eapital,

Th: House of Represen-t’ativaeh has mounted its first €hallenge to the President over
his impoundment of appropriated funds. 4~ /"‘WVJ( M

The House last Wednesday votad 251 to 12 to require the Secretary of Agriculturs
to fund the Rursgl Environmental Assistance Program, otherwiss known as REAP, Presant
law allows the Agriculture Secretary to use his own discrotion in making payments or
grants or other aid to agriculturzl producerse

The President cut off RE'P funds mmxxk last Dnce 22, @@ {he Administration had
®r spent only $15 million on the program as of thst time, The House had appropri.ated

wvﬁw
$ 25 million for REAP for fiscal 1973, and it is that amount micthdt,he ouse now is
trying to force the President to send., FPrior to the impounding, the Agriculture
Dspartment had planned only to spend $1L0O million on REAP, in any casse.

So we are talking ¥ about saving $210 million in apyropriated funds--or §125 milléon
in funds that the Agriculture Depesrtment had earmarked for REAX the REAP program,
Whichever way vou look 2t it, thers are only a little over four months left in the
1973 fiscal year--and it doesn't make much sense to talk about spending exzkexz§i2E #210
million or even $125 million on REAP during that four-month period,

SENATE

Assuming the &% 2lso approve s the REAP forced soending bill=-and it probably
will=-=the President is believed certsin to veto it. And I do not believe those who
are ssking to force the expenditure of the s funds can muster up enough votes in the
House for a two-thirds override of the Pre sident's veto.

What about the RZAP program? Is it absolutely esmntial in our national scheme of

things to spend hundreds of millions of dollars for this purpose? The REAP program




-

Truman has been trying to cut it back or abolish it on the ground that it provides a
Fadera1l subsidy for projects the good farmers in our country would undertake on their
own anyway. Zhexarguxextsxef Those who favor this agricultural subsidy contend that
enduring-conmat%on}ractices will not be engaged in kpgxfarx by famers and ranchers
without Federsl aid because these prachbices yeilkdxms provide no immediate or special
benefit to the farmer,

My own position is that REAP is a program which ism not critical to our¥m Nstion's
welfare at this time. And at this time we are fighting to hold total Tederal outlgrs
to $250 billion and to hold oxﬁ fiscal 1973 Federal deficit to $25 billion. A $25
billion deficit is bad enough xxkx without spending Federsd dollars on progesms which
are not absolutely naces=ary.

The £22§ million appropriation for REAP is only a small part of the $11 billion
tkex Eraszdantxmustz which must be kept out of the Federal trough this fiscal year if
we are going to stay below the $250 billion ceiling. And so we must be consistent,

We must shut off the £225 million for REAP along with the othertk billions in Federal
spending which are at stake,

Only one out of five of mrx the country's farmers participate in the REAP program,
it is not crigical. We can get along without it during this time of Federal fiscal
belt-tightening.

My hope is that Congress will get a handle %Fedeml spending amd so zkexexwkikzbex
w can get avay from confrontations on fiscal affairs between the Congress and the
President.

A joint budgetary contrcl committee of the Concress has moved wx a step in that
ditection by filing an interim report on the problem. That report proposes setﬁi{ugrup\

f ~

a ‘
a special committee in each houss of Congress to establish/budget ceilinngxzum >
at the start of each Congress. But this mechanism won't begin operating until \next year
This is your congrsssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to ycu from Washington. I'MNbx be
talking with you again next week--same time, same station.#####i S’
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's eapital,

The House of Representatives has mounted its first éhallenge to the President over
his impoundment of appropriated funds,

¥

The House last Wednesday voted 251 to 142 to require the Secretary of Agriculture
to fund the Rural Environmental Assistance Program, otherwise known as REAP, Present
law allows the Agriculture Secretary to use his own discretion in making payments or
grants or other ald to agricultural producers.

The President cut off REAP funds mmxxk last Dsc. 22, and the Administration had
EE spent only $15 million on the program as of that time, The House had appropriated
$ 225 million for REAP for fiscal 1973, and it is that amount which the Houss now is
trying to force the President to send. Prior to the impounding, the Agriculture
Department had planned only to spend $140 million on REAP, in any case.

So we are talking & about saving $210 million in appropriated funds--or §125 milléon
in funds that the Agriculture Dspartment had earmarked for REAR the REAP program,
Whichever way you look at it, there are only a little over four months left in the
1973 fiscal year--and it doesn't make much sense to talk about spending etzkerz§¥2¥ $210
million or even $125 million on REAP during that four-month period,

Assuming th?%so approve s the REAP foreced spending bill--and it probably
wl1l=-=the Pre sident is believed certain to veto it. And I do not believe those who
are seeking to force the expenditure of the s8 funds can muster up enough votes in the
House for a two-thirds override of the Pre sident's veto,

What about the REAP program? Is it absolutely essential in our national scheme of

thing s to spend hundreds of millions of dollars for this purpose? The REAP program

involve s soil-building and soil and water conservation projects, including re}g"_ﬁid'fa“—-\
7S <

-
)
f~d = |

wildlife conservation and pollution abatement practices. Every President si‘u;g? irﬁ

e



Truman has been trying to cut it back or abolish it on the ground that it provides a
Fedsral subsidy for projects the good farmers in our country would undertake on their
own anyway. Skexarguxmcixef Those who favor this agricultural subsidy contend that
enduring conservation practices will not be engaged in kxyxfaxx by farmers and ranchers
without Federal aid because these prachices ymilkixme provide no immediate or special
benefit to the farmer,

My own position is that REAP is a program which ism not critical to ourMm Natien's
welfare at this time, And at this time wa are fighting to hold total Federal outl grs
to $250 billion and to hold mﬁ fiscal 1973 Federal deficit to $25 billion., A $25
billion deficit is bad enough wihx without spending Federd dollars on progeams which
are not absolutely necessarye

The $225 million appropriation for REAP is only a small part of the $11 billion
thex Prasidantxemstz which must be kept out ﬁf the Federal trough this fiscal year if
we are going to stay below the $250 billion ceiling. And so we must be consistent.
We must shut off the $225 million for REAP along with the otherix billions in Federal
spending which are at stake,

Only one out of five of mmxr the country's farmers participate in the REAP program,
It is not crikical., We can get along without it during this time of Federal fiscal
belt-tightening,

My hope is that Congress will get a handle %Federal spending mm® so zkerexwikikxzimx
w can get aay from confrontations on fiscal affairs between the Congress and the
President.

A joint budgetary control committee of the Congre ss has moved ux a step in that
divection by filing an interim report on the problem. That report proposes setiting up

a
a special committee in each houes of Congress to establish/budget ceiling¥} XRENZIZESHTX
at the start of each Congress., But this mechanism wontt t%%in oaerating until next ypare
This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from Washington. "1'llbm De
talking with you again next week--same time, same station.#####
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po—
This is your congre ssmsn, Jerry Ford, reporting to fi you from the nation's capital,

Before 3 recessing over the Lhicoln's Birthday period, Congress passed legislation
which ended the one-day old Penn Cen‘;ral reailroad strike and ordered the Wil
strikers back to work for 90 days. Meantime the Administration is to propose a
comprehensive plan for railroad operations in the Northeast and to study the
specific labor dispute.

This should be the 1la=st time that the Congre ss is forced to take emergency
action to end a strike in tr msportation, What w need is legislation to forestall
the po soibility of crippling strikes in trasportation and to eliminate the need
for Congre ssonal strike-ending action on an emergency basis, I favor giving the
Pre siddnt the power and the flexibility to achieve settlements of such disputes.

I favor legislation which would extend bargaining for 30 days if that seems to the
‘resident to be productive. And, most significantly, the 1egislation= should
provide for : settlement of the dispute by an arbitration panel on the: basis of
the final and be=t offer by each of the two sides, When the well-being of the
entire nation ie at stake--as is the case in a work stoppage like the Penn Central
strike--special powers must be employed to prevent such a work stoppage in advance
and to bring about a settlement without a shutdown,

I would like to turn mow to the recent 10 per cent devaluation of the dollar,

There are some benefits to be derived by the United State s_frm' such action,
of course, The benefits will flow from the fact that U.S. goods will become more

: I
competitive with foreign-produced Qe goods--both at home and sbroad, But the

fact remains that the dollar devaluation indicates the weakness of the American




the American people.

Devaluation is not a cure=all for the problems that beset ouycountry. We
must engage in determined efforts to increase American productivity and to contain

B

inflation--and we must e@minate W restrictions on sales of American goods abroad.

So the hardest part of the battle is still shead of us, and devaluation is only

e,
a temporary solution, Devaluation will S help us compete with foreign manufacturers
but it is only part of the answer,
P
The nexte@® step is to gain trade concessions from other nations., And if it is
e
necessary to arm the President with the authority to impose #iJilfJis quotas and higher
tariffs in order to win those conce ssions, then we ought to do that,
o

The basic problems we face are the barriers to @ the sale of U.S. goods in
Japan and Europe, the big spread between U.S. labor costs and those of foreign
prodmcers, and such longterm problems as America's inecreasing thirst for foreign
oil,

We had a $6.4 billion trade deficit in 1972, In other words, imports ezceeded
exports by that figure.

U.S. mamfacturers still are umable to enter freely into Japanese markets to
set up their own sales forces and they face delays in obtaining simple permits to
transact certain busine ss, Such discriminatory requirements are the rule in s
meny other comntries as well,

So it's not surprising that the President is talking about tough new trade
legislation, *t the same time we will have to concentrate our efforts on nilllm

control of inflation, That is the only way we will bring oub economic system into

proper balance,
—This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reparting to you from Washington, I'11 be

talking with you again next week--same tire, same station.

Ty,
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This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the nation's capital,

This country is now facing a severs energy shortage.

Alrcady many areas sre shart of gaé and/or fuel oil, Pollution controls ars
meking energy more expensive,

Congre ss will have to make some deci{sions on how we are going to meet the
challenge of unheated lomes and power shortages that now threaten millions of
Americans, In shorty, the controversy betwsen conservationists and those who supply

this country with energy must be settled for the benefit of all our people,

V4 PR, / /¥ ) ﬂﬂj

amm
"le want Wil low-cost, low-sulphur fuel oil but we don't want ships, pipelines,

terminals or refineries on our shores, We want mord coal, but don't want sirface
mining and prohibit cosl's use by sulphur restrictions. We demand adequate suprlies
of elecgricity but resist setting up nuclear plants."

The fact appears to be at this @l point in time that some of thef snswers

AT
vhich will help solve the energy crisis will hurt the environment, andg) answers
et

which will help clean up @) our air and water will add further complications to our
energy troubles,

Congress, with the help of the people of this Netion, will have to sit down
with the enwironmentalists and the energy people and make compromises and change s, i

How did we get into this situation?

S

Buring the 1930s, the U.S. Uovernment Guimmsmise advécated a low-cost energy

policy., Prices were held down, consumption of energy was pushed relentlessly by

=
advertisinggil and, in some cases, through subsidy. We energized everything in
L]

sighte Now, due to sudden of g@ envivonmental concerns, plus the realiz/gmm
- ?0:—*0;\
Q -\
that our current energy sources are being depleted, we face a crisis, g 4,
W >/
& A7
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We have six per cent of the world'sp population, but we burn up 33 per gent of

the world's energy. Projectioms are for a rgpid increase, unless we level off and
_ ey
develop more efficlent proce sses in manufacture, motoring, S heating and cooling

and other energy uses.

We have 52 billion barrdls of oil, about 10 years! supply at today's rate of

L= _— =

consumption, We @ import a lot of oil, about a S fourth of what we @B use, But
this supply is subject to the perils of radifcal govermnments abroad, Current predictions
are that 38 per cent of our oil supplies will have to come from overseas by 1985, This

o=
wuld @ create a $20 billion trade deficit in oil alone,

We have on hand 3,000 trillion cubic feet of natural gas, about 11 years'! supply.

i

We are talking of bringing in liquefied natural gas from Russias, But it would g® cost

R, .
$1.25 pergg@ thousand cubic feet plus trensportation charges, compared with [} 26

[eamm
cents for U.Seproduced natural ¢ gas.
[l —)

We have anywhere from 160 billion to 600 billion e barrels of shale oil on
harnd, But crude 0il prices would have to rise 150 per cent to make it economically
feasible to extract this o0il, The Department of Transportation has estimated that,
within a few years, gasoline will go up to $1 per gallon,

e
We have WM 1% trillion tons of coal on hand, enough for a 500-yesr supply.

G, e
But little ‘ of it is low-sulphur, And cosl @ strip mining is under attack from ¢

environmentalists, as it should be,

We have 50,000 tons of uranium, enough for 13 years, But atomic power prodices
only 1 per cent of our power today--and can be expected to produce only 13 per cent by
1985,

There will be many developments on the energy crisis during this session of Congress,

eand I will do my best to keep you informed of thess developments, This is not a Re'p_ub-

lican or Democratic problemsk It is a United States problemo
This is your congre sman, Jerry Ford, reportirg go you from the nationts capitaI,

I'1]l be talking with you again next week--same time, same station,
eiaiah i ol
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's Capital.

Wﬂ""mm

With all the fuss tmang-nade sbout * the President's efforts to

hold down Federal spending, mary Amaricans are unavare that the proposed Federsl budget

ST Ty
for fiscal 197, G ocarmarks L7 cents out of the Federal dollar human re sources

My rivd “.,( AL
programs as compared with 30 cents for defense. 4AZ'ZZ.4, /?‘ /9 ~
f"‘z St Tt K0

Ml Povo —JM.-E Fohidl

Wg—uaﬂa bout the fact that the Office of Economic Opport 3nity
LANCIIA M

is being abolished and its mgjor functions “transferrad to {arious Government

Departments, The facts about the anti-poverty program are that? anti-poverty expenditures

¢ . ; .
have grown from@ less than $8 billion in 196l to more than $30 billion in the propoeed

m
z};ﬁ} 7 A /7W %QQJW FQDZ;GQ/I E WV

And the truth about the anti-poverty activities being shifted from 0.E.C. to <%ire
& departments is that this reorganization will increase the efficiency of the
o~
various programs by grouping them with otherg® related Federal efforts and cutting

o 0
overhead costs, ‘ In the past,# toc much anti-poverty money has been diverted

i

The only major O.E.0. program tagged for terminationkis Community Action.l It will

from human meed s into staff payrolls and administrative expenses.

be up to the local communitie s whether to fund Community Zction Programs and keep them

going. Most C.A.P.'s have existed for more than 7 years In that time, they have had

a chance to demonstmate their value to people at the local level, If local people

belidve their Ce.A.P. program should be continued, that is their decision--and properly so,.

P
There is one other econymic opportunity Program that deserves special mention amd

o,
that is Legal Services., ZIgtsbek Legal Services is very much needed and WP tm

oy &
should continue to be B funded at the Federd level, I was very pleassd th%

V&Iﬁ/

Ly

o/
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learn ®» just recently that the Legal Aid and Dafender Association of Kent County will
p ﬂ
beceive a Federal g rant of $207,188 Sl for @mm® calendar year 1973, The Federal Government

has been funding the Iegal Aid program in Kent County since 1965, The Isgal Aid Society

provides roughly $56,000 in local in-kind services and receives about $22,000 in cash

W;Q Society ﬁiﬁw
from the United Fund, ou ds of poor people who otherwisse would be without le gal

assistance . ugiieile

Let me turn now to Federal aid to help students go to collegs, The proposed Federsl
budget earmarks $1,750,000,000 for thi s purpose in fiscal 1974. Bat college and
university officlels are protesting that this is not enough. The budget includes $959
million in basic educational opportunity grants, $250 million in work-study funds,

$310 million in guaranteed student loans interest money,i?lSO million for Direct Student

Loans, Thaf;:s a lot of money. dfiSegighigi-giyigy

s —
The Administration contends that the budgeted amounts are @i sufficient so :

;oﬁv-oj -

that no qualified student sesking postsscondary education would be for lack

of funds, The Appropriations Committees of the Congre ss will be tzking testimony and

will make a judgment s to whether the budgeted amounts are sdequate, I personally ‘

W-"-LMNT"T =~

believe a young person wanting to go to college should have some financial re sponsl.bility.

I have two more comments on education at this point, I will renew and step up my

g—
efforts to ban the WP forced busing of students from one nsighborhood to another

simply to satisfy some judge's notion of proper racial balance, And I am delighted that
’o /"V-M l

the Feder=l budget for fisc &1 1974 includes funds to implement my proposal to help parents

who send their children to nonpublic nomprofit schowls, E&m—mmﬁm@

o)
=

e ; S This is your congre sman, Jerry Ferd, repgyting
to‘you from Washington. I'1] be talking with you again next week--same time) same g atione
Hit#HHAF
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry :Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's capital.

& recent:nationwide poll showsd that the two problems Americams are most concerned
about are inflation and crime,

We are fighting inflation with a holdback on Federal spending, a system of modified
price and wage controls, and efforts to increase food supplies so as to bring dowmn
food prices,

We have been fighting crime with stepped-up anti-crime acbivities, and now the

President has proposed new legislation as additional weapons against crime,
—
The jurisdiction of the Federal Government #mme in the area of 1aw enforcement
e
is limited, but the #8 Administration legislation should be of some help, I like the
look of it,
The President hs called for a revision of the entire Federal Criminal Code, His

Vo)
proposals would modernize and streng_l_then the Code, giving us tougher penslties and

stronger weapons in the war against orgamized crime and dengerous drug s,

e
The #=wdli Administration is proposing that the death penalty be restored for

certain Federal crimes, This statute will provide aeinmegsgxcapital punishment

s

for cases of murder over which thell# Federal Government has jurisdiction, and for
treason and other war-related crimes,

I have alw:ays felt that the death penalty can be an effective deterrent against

& o
certain crimes, I was therefore i@ dismgyed when the Supreme Ceurt ruled it out.

The capital punishment statute which has now been drafted by the Attorney General is

o
said todate be consistent with the Supreme Court's recent decision,

pr—

The proposed new eapital punishment statute will make it clear that the = person

_— =)

committing certain Federal u'in\es\% be%suprem penalty upon conv}oﬂ;f&ﬁé'

'-; ab:.p\.
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N
Wts will serve as a deterrent to Wl potential hijackers,
kidnappers, fire-bombers, and persons assault a prison guard or an

officer of the law,
o

let us ¥R turn now to the Administration proposals in the area of drug abuse,
I firmly endorse the recommendation that a five-year prison sentence be mandatory for
anyons convicted of selling heroin, In fact, I question whether a five-year sentence

— ~—

is severe enoughe The Administration ®also ealls for a sentencem of 10 years to 1life
imprisonment for major drug t.raffickers/ and life imprisonment without parols for
offenders with a prior conviction for a drug felony.

There is definite need for a meandatory prison sentence in drug conviction cases,
A recent study by the Burdau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs showdd that over 25 per
cont of the federally convicted narcotics offenders were not even sentenced to jail,

e —
This softness on pushers gives them little reason to sisEFnieskems got out of the drug

racket or stay out of it,

We iE mak ing progress in the fight against crime, however, and I feel that actions

taken by the Administration--as well as local offici a ls--are responsible for this
improvement,
e

The late st FBI figures show that the gmsMex growth rate for serious chims in
America was reduced to 1 per cent for the first nine months of 1972--the lowest rate
of crime increase since 1960, In 83 of our major cities, crime has actuslly been
reduced,

We don't % to live with 1 aile ssness--not if we are determined to reduce it to
the lowst po ssible fijure, The Federal government can help in the war sz sinst crime
but the most significant and lasting battles are fought every day on the streets of owr

cities and the roads of owr rursl areas, We are %soldiar’s in this war, and we can win

it This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's ,oppit.ala,;/
I'11 be talking with you again next week--same time, same station.i#### :
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry BB Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's capital.

— A,
A recent g nationwide poll showsd that the #® problems Americems are most concerned

gbout are inflatirn and crime,

We are fighting inflation with a holdback on Federal spending, a system of modified

price and wge controls, and efforts to increase food supplies so as to bring down
food prices.

We have been fighting crime with stepped-up anti-crime acbivities, and now the
Pre sident has proposed new legislation as additional weapons against crime,

The jurisdiction of the Federal Government ssme in the area of law enforcement
is limited, but the E&: Adninistration legislation should be of some help, I like the
look of it,

The President has called for a revision of the entirs Federal Criminal Cods, His
proposals would modernize and strenghthen the Code, giving us tougher pgnalties and
stronger weapons in the welr azainst org smized crime and dangerous drugs,

The in!t!l Adninistrsition is prorosing that the death penalty be restored for
certain Federal crimes, This statute will provide xiressixmskkxcspital punishment

for cases of murder over which theBlt Federal Government has jurisdiction, and for

A

treason and other war-related crimes,

I have dlw ays felt that the death penalty can be an effective deterrent against
certain crimes, I was therefore wim dismayed when the Supreme Court ruled it out.
The capital punishment statute which has now been drafted by the Attorney General is
said todmxm be consistent with the Supreme Court's recent decision.

The proposed new capital punishment statute will make it clear that 4 person

committing certain Federal crimes*be% supreme penalty upon cqnviction.co\

\%




I personally believe t hi s will serve as a desterrsnt to kimm potentia; hijackers,
Ly f;%M/ B ) e

kidnappers, fire-bombers, and persons whmx plebbbmgide assault a prisn guard or an
officer of the law,

Let us tr.l turn now to the Administration proposals in the area of drug abuse,
I firmly endorse the recommendation that a five-year prisn sentence be mandatory for
anyone convicted of selling heroin, In fact, I question whether a five-year sentence
is severs enoughe The Admin‘stration galso calls for a sen’oancei of 10 years to 1life
imprisonment for major drug traffickers and life imprisonment without parols for
offenders with a prior conviction for a drug felony,.

There is definite need for a mandatory prison sentence in drug conviction cases,
A recent study by the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs showdd that over 25 per
cent of the faderally convicted narcotics offenders were not even ssntenced to jail,
This softnes: on pushers gives them little reason to sheyzihezXmex get out of the drug
racket or stay out of it,

Ve are mak ing progre ss in the fight against crime, however, and I feel that actions

mnnhnekimgxtxatzthczmz
taken by the Administration--ss well as local offici 2 1s-~-gre responsible for this
improvement

The late st FBI figures show that the grwmix growth rate for serious crime in
America was reduced to 1 per cent for the first nine months of 1972--—‘5;6 lowest rate
of crime incresse since 1960, In 83 of our major cities, crime has actuslly been
reduced,

We don't have to live with 1 aile sness--not if we zare determined to reduce it to
the lowst po s=ible figures The Federal government can help in the war ag ainst crime

but the most significant and lasting bzttles zre fought every day on the streets of our

cities and the roads of owr rural areas. We sre gll soldiers in this war, Phd wo can win

/,;-‘
ite This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting tc you from the Nation's cppitale
1111 be talking with you again next week--same time, same station.#####
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This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's capitak.
I share the tremendous feelings of elstion and pride that have gripped Americans

o
N, S,
since our POW's have been coming home. I Gy vwent to »wisssswiesy voice

wlcome=home for Major Joe Shanahan of Kentwod and to tell his wife, Barbar g and

< \
the Dhmahan young sters, Jim and Theresa, how happy I am that Major shan ack

home with his family,
nliste

Major Shanahan in the Air Force in October
. 1956, He entered officer training school and was commissioned a sscond lieutensnt
in December 1960, He then entered air navigation training, On completing that training,
he served with a number of units and on May 31, 1968, was assigned to Sutheast Asia

—, - S
with the lljth Tacticd Recomnaissance W) Squedron g at WM Udorn Air Force Base
Gl
in Thailand, On August @B 15, 1968, vhile on a combat mission over North Vie tnam,filg
Joe Shanahan's RFLC was hit by hostile fire and he was captured by the North Vietname =,
o

I am @ delighted that Major Shanshan now is back home, He has served his country
valimntly and wll,

Major Shanahan and his fellow POW's have been welcomed home as heroes--and rightly
so, They can truthfully be called "ll-Americans.”

It is quite a contrast when you compare thess former POW's with those men who

s

call themsel¥es Americans but who live in Canada or .&e@n or "underground U.S.A."
because they refused to s swer the call of their country,

Now there are many who are demanding total forgivensss for Vietnam ' draft
evaders, In fact, there are some members of Congre ss who are seeking total anm@ty

B i
e,

for these men,sgmim claiming that history spesks = in their favor,

-
The factsq) are otherwise, History offers clear evidence that Americans who -

in the past have refused to ssrve teir country have been held accountable for &,ﬁeir i



actse

The United States never has granted unconditional forgiveness to those who
ducked military ssrvice.

Not even Abraham Lincoln, whose generosity of spirit is often cited by
proponents of smnesty, went that far,

Althougl;the totals may not be precise, the Defense Department'’s latest count
lists 32,557 Vietnam Era deserters, (S A recent tally by the White House
.

‘(,950 fugitive draft dodgers in Canada and 450 in other countries, primarily
® Swedan, The biggaatm"w*mof draft-dodger fugitive s--2,100--gre presumed to
have gone underground in this country.

By sp ing their country's call to arms, were these men answering a higher

moral call? PresidRmt—Nixen thinkf not, and studies indicate that most of his

White House predecessors felt the same way asbout de ssrters and draft dodgers in their

L
day. I agree with@ the pesition taken by these Pre sidents.

G
In the Civil War@@s and its aftermath, Presidents Lincoln and Johnson offered
e =t = S

emnesties of varying types to Confederate soldiers and Union Army de serters., But nons
of the amnesties was unconditional,
L
Following##World War I, no amnesty was provided for thousands of wartime

deserters or draft evaderso In 1933, 15 years after the end of the war, President

-
Roosevelt pardoned about 1,500 violators of the Espionage Act and draft laws whol® had

— e
completed their pri son sentences. @ This restorj voting and otherdiiiliR civilg

T
rights usually denied ex-eonvicts, In 1947, President G Truman pardoned 1,523

out of 15,803 draft evaders in line with recommendations from his amnesty board, These

men were serving prison sentences, No amnesty was given to deserters. No amnesty of

]
any kind was gl granted to deserters or draft dodgers after the Korean Warp, TB take |
a different course today would be a disservice to all of the men who served with loyalty
and distinetion in Vietnam, and an affront to the former POW's who now have come back,’
This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting from Washington, I'll be talking with
you again next week--same time, same.station F######
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reparting to you from the nation's capital,

Iet there be no mistake asbout it, Republicans support a sound vocstional
, * “—

rehsbilitation program, They alwsys have, and they alwsys will, But Republicanss

[Eee o
#¥pwe in the Hou s, by and large, will e vote to sustain the President's mmmm veto

S
of Se T, the Vocatiopal Rehabilitation Aet of 1972, because S, 7 is @@ overly-

ambitious andf{irresponsible legislation,

G
As WD the President has pointed out, S. 7 would result in an increase in
Federal outlays of some $1 billion above the budget for fiscal years 1973-1975,

Said the President in his veto message: ™o some members of the Congress, a

$1 billion increase in Federal spending may seem only a smalll crack in the dam,

—
But there are more than a dozen W@ other bills already before the Congress

RS,
which glso carry extravsgant price tags. And more mmmm seem likely to follow
during the remainder of the year,
"If we gllow the big spenders to sweep aside budgetary restraints, we can expect
f===cN
an increase of more than $50 billion in Federals® spending before the end of fiscal
year 1975, This would force upon us the unacceptable choice of either ralsing taxes
substantially--perhsps & much as 15 per cent in personal income taxas--or inviting
M
ailf hefty boost <IN in consumer prices and interest rates,"
PEEN
I person2lly am very @ much opposed to t he kind of budget-busting represented
by Se Te I challenge the backers of this legislation to come up with a bill which
is in 1line with the Presidsnt's budget.
There are some Americans who are being led to believe that the present Administration

SR
is gnttl.ng‘om' social programs., WS Nothing could be farther from ths truth.

YUR AN
W

There have been tremendous increases in social program spending during the pggt. four %
| =
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Here are the factss

~-Federal outlays miseiifiagiedgiugiioghistlp for the Vocational Rehabilitation
Program would total $650 million under the President 's fiscal 197l budgey--an
increass of 75 per cent over ountlays for vocational "reheb™ four year s ago.

=- Federal outlays for the elderly will total $63.5 billion in 197k, an increase
of T1 per cent since 1970,

--Yederal food aiﬁ%eased nearly 3% times--from $1.2 billion in 1969 to $h.1
billion in 197ke

--Total Federal@ funds benefitting the sick have grown from $18.1 billion to
$30.3 billion--up 67 per cent in the last four year s,

--Federsl outlays for direct benefits to low-income persons increased 88 per cent--
from $16.1 billion to $30.3 billion--sinee the pre ssnt Administration took office.

--Tn 1969, outlays for income security programs were $37.7 billion; by 197k, they
will have more than doubled, to $87.6 billion,

--Research on cancer and heart diseass, the two greatest causs of death in the
United States, has increased 117 per cent since 1969 to a new total of $765 million,.

=-Federal funds for drug sbuse prevention and drug law enfa cement programs have
increased from $82’- million to $785 million since 1969--a ten-fold increase,

=-Since 1969, funds for student grants and work-study have increased nearly
four-fold--up $700 million--with the number of awards increasing by more than 1%
million,

--Federal outlays for anti-pollution programs have increased from $700 million in
fiscal 1969 to $3.1 billion in fiscal 197k, and outlays for waste treatment grants

have risen from $135 million to $1.6 billion in these same years.

Those are the facts--and they show unmistakfably that Federal outlays for seial

programs have increasdd tremendously in the @ ladt four years, Now we must seek to Jmep

&), Federal spending under control, This i
70U £rom the mabion s capital g | § your congre smap, Jerry Ford, reporting to
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the nation's eapital,
There is no guestion about it, Inflétion is our number one problem, The rise in
meat prices in
Fcent weeks demsnded action, and so the President slapped a ceiling on the price of
all beef, veal, pork, sheep and lamb products.
WF meat? Well, the record shows that during Phase II of the Economic Stabilization
Program, red meat prices rose at almost twice the rate of all food prices. Grocery

A
store food gy prices--excluding red meat--increased less than 3 per cent during

PRase II, a rate below the overall increase in consumer prices and within the goais

of the Stabilization Program, In February, prices of red meat increassd an additional

Selt per cent at retail, threatening to erode the substantial gains in the purchasing
S,

power @ of labor!'s weekly paychecks in Phase II,

The President's action, imposing a ceiling on meat prices, was most welcoms,

I don't have t ptell you how meat prices * up prior to the President's

decision, The retail value of heef ha*risen 16 per cent since November 1972, *he

retail value of pork h* increasedik 11 per cent since November 1972, despite declines
A

in the farm-wholesdle and the wholesale-retail willle price spreads,

Higher red meat prices have contributed about half of the increase in the Consumer
Price Index since December 1972, Price increases for proce ssed red meat have accounted
for 15 per cent of the Wholesale Price Index ris during the first two months of 1973,

P -~ ~—

The problem of rising food price s @B demsnds a concerted counterattack byje both

consumers and the Government, The Federzl Government now is doing everything within
G
its power to bring Wi this probiem under control,

Despite the curfent seriousness of the problem, we can reasonably expect an improve-

\
=\
=
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ment in food prices within a few months, The heart of our problem today is a.‘gﬁﬁttag;(
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of food supplies to meet rapidly increasing consumer demands, We cannot end this
shortage overnight,

Becauss of strong actions taken by the Government and the actions of the free
marketplace, however, food prices shuld in crease at a much slower rate in the second
half of 1973, In fact, it is quite possible that the rate of increase by the end of
1973 will be near zero,

Let me make this point. The President did not m.meat prices at present high
levels, He established a ceiling for meat prices, sothey cannot go any higher, It is

e
possible--and in fact likely=-that meat prices will come down, Certainly meat prices

EEEETETe T,
Wll come down if we all eat a little less meat,
i of bee

Did you know that the per capita mmmt consumptiongin this country has increased
39 per cent since 19607

'Iheirising demand for food which we have experienced--particularly for red meat--was
generated by a vigorous expansion in consumer incomss during 1972 and early 1973. The
food=price problem has resulted, in part, from the basic health of our economy,

One additional element has been an increase in demand from other countrie sp.wiskumsss

Unfortunately, this rising demand at home and sbroad has been accompanied by a
falling supply of food on our fams, particulsrly in the second ha.f of 1972, The
consquence has been a sharp upsurge in the prices of raw farm products.

During the remainder of 1973, food supplies shouid expand significantly, although

R,

most of the @ expansion will occur in the second haif of the year.

Once additional supplies reach the market, farm prices should move down quickly and

L N
we should have a @ flattening out of retail pricess

-,
This is your congre ssmen, Jerry@lB Ford, reporting to you from the nation's espital,

P
I'1]1 be talking with you sgain next @ week--same time, szme station,

HHH
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This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's capital.
R
# Food s costs are high--especially meat prices--but if we are going to find
—
the answers to the problem we must keep the issue in properss perspective.

The meat boycott was related to the basic problem, which is that Whas been

« “ P
excesding BetI _parsonal iy beldeve should be cutting 4R back d emand

C amant p— S
on a@ a mewex proportionate continuing basis.ssdeesrdbem I don't beiisve it helps to

put thbusands of butchers out of work and to declare war on the farmer and cattleman,

To attack food prices by moderating demand mskes good senss, But let's not
e——_’

attack the farmer and the stockman, A quick review of the record a-,(that the
farmer has led the fight against inflation for the pst 20 years, and has suffered

especially from inflation himself,

o
Here are the faects: Farm prices for food mx are up only __6q per cent from 20 years

T
o =
ago. JMngkgsigpex Wholesale prices for food arep up 20 per cent from 20 years ago.

T
Retail food prices #esems are up'!_:,l per cent from 20 yeers ago, At the same time,

—

— —
the average wage rate per € hour for the nonfarm workermmks was $1.33 in 19;0; $3.65

Sm— .

inw® 1972; and $3.78 in Janu of 1973,
—?-’ .3_-—— P':;-.ﬂ '—ﬂl__.

The truth is that the famer only recently began getting fior his crops what he had
received 20 years ago, Meanwhile, the costs of items that go into his production have
doubled=--and, in some cases, tripled.

If the cost of farm products had risen as fast as other items, the American

o~ c
housiswife would #er be screaming much louder. In 1950, choice steers in the Midwst
markets were bringing $28,88 per hundredweight. If choice steers had gone up as much

r\
since 1950 as a first class postage stamp, they would now be ms-bringing $72.3L per

hundredweight instead of the current price of $45. And if choice steers gaEfebeidis; -

/ ur
Q

N
\
@
=
ES
>
by



had gone up as much as hourly wage rates have=-percentage wise--steers now would be

e —

—

$80,69 per hundredwadght, instead of $L5.

agpee .- A3
T esbad S corn iR
I housewiffe, but the truth is that American farmers have

g —_—
given the rest of us the lowest amgk food bill -ismkhsczléntrsy of any major nation,

The best quality food in our history takes about 16 per cent of our disposable incoms,

In 1950, food took 23 per cent of our disposable income, The fact that we are spending

T o
7 per cent less on food now than in 4k 1950 means we had $51.7 billion to zp spend on

consumer and lwmry items which created jobs and higher imcomes for nonfarm workers.

. )

e, AnCepn b
Agpim People of other countries spend farwsmore for food than we do. <he

! Germans spend 22,5 per cent of their disposable income
(—-ﬁ
for food; the British, 29 per cent; the Italians, 31.9 per cent; emciiems® and the

P
Japanese, 33.2 per cent. In fact, ¥ in Japan right now the psople cannot buy beef

or pork for less than $5 a pound, and it hss even gone as high = $17 a pound,
————————————— gesm—

——

Is the farmer getting rich as a resmlt of higher food prices? According to the
o
Department of Agriculture, 66 cents of every dollar spent g by the American consumer

(—q
for fam-originated food in 2EMe 1972 went to pay the marketing P_il.l—-not. the farmer,

prmm——

The marketing bill includes the cost of transporbation, processing and distribution--and
mms accounted for $77 billion out of a total expenditure for food of $116 billion,.

(_N
Labor was the most @@ costly element in the marketing bill--soms $37 billion.

Since 1947, wages in the food industry have tripled, This is why the President hss
————

ordered that wage increase s in the food industry must be cleared with the Cost of

Living Councile So let's not make the farmer the scapegoat for high food prices, He

doesn't deserve it.

This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the Nation's capital,

I'11l be talking with you again next week--same time, same station. /

2Edh A
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This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the
Nation's Capital.

Food costs are high--especially meat prices--but if we are going to
find the answers to the problem we must keep the issue in proper perspective.

The meat boycott was related to the basic problem, which 1s that
supply has been exceeded by demand.But I personally believe we should be
cutting back demand on a proportionate continuing basis. I don't believe
it helps to put thousands of butchers out of work and to declare war on
the farmer and cattleman.

To attack food prices by moderating demand mskes good sense. But
let's not attack the farmer and the stockman. A guick review of the record
reveals that the farmer has led the fight against inflation for the past
20 years, and has suffered especially from inflation himself.

Here are the facts: Farm prices for food are up only 6 per cent
from 20 years ago. Wholesale prices for food are up 20 per cent from
20 years ago. Retail food prices are up 43 per cent from 20 years ago.

At the same time, the average wage rate per hour for the nonfarm worker
was $1.33 in 1950; $3.65 in 1972; and $3.78 in January 1973.

The truth is that the farmer only recently began getting for his
crops what he had received 20 years ago. Meanwhile, the costs of items
that go into his production have doubled--and, in some cases, tripled.

If the cost of farm products had risen as fast as other items, the
American housewife would be screaming much louder. In 1950, choice steers
in the Midwest markets were bringing $28.88 per hundredweight. If choice
steers had gone up as much since 1950 as a first class postage stamp,
they would now be bringing $72.3L4 per hundredweight instead of the current
price of $45. And if choice steers had gone up as much as hourly wage
rates have--percentage wise--steers now would be $80.69 per hundredweight,
instead of $L5.

I realize it is little comfort to the housewife, but the truth is

that American farmers have given the rest of us the lowest food bill of



Page 2

any major nation. The best quality food in our history takes about

16 per cent of our disposable income. In 1950, food took 23 per cent of
our disposable income. The fact that we are spending T per cent less on
food now than in 1950 means we had $51.7 billion to spend on consumer

and luxury items which created jobs and higher incomes for nonfarm workers.

People of other countries spend far more of their income for food
than we do. The Germans spend 22.5 per cent of their disposable income
for food; the British, 29 per cent; the Italians, 31.9 per cent; and the
Japanese, 33.2 per cent. In fact, in Japan right now the people cannot
buy beef or pork for less than $5 a pound, and it has even gone as high
as $17 a pound.

Is the farmer getting rich as a result of higher food prices?
According to the Department of Agriculture, 66 cents of every dollar spent
by the American consumer for farm-originated food in 1972 went to pay the
marketing bill--not the farmer. The marketing bill includes the cost of
transportation, processing and distribution--and accounted for $77 billion
out of a total expenditure for food of $116 billion.

Labor was the most costly element in the marketing bill-~some
$37 billion. Since 1947, wages in the food industry have tripled. This
is why the President has ordered that wage increases in the food industry
must be cleared with the Cost of Living Council. So let's not make the
farmer the scapegoat for high food prices. He doesn't deserve it.

This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the
Nation's capital. I'll be talking with you again next week--same time,

same station.

##
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from‘=vthe nation's
capital,

As the budget issue is debated, the amount of Federal money spent for defense
purposes is of great concern, The argument is made that defenss spending should be
cut sharply, with the funds lopped off to be used for domestic purposes.

I favor keeping the tighte st possible rein on defense spending. I hope that
substantial reductions can be made in the fiscal 197h defense budget. ‘:But : |
feel very strongly that the entire question of defense spending should be put in the
proper perspective,

By that I mean that those who advocate deep cuts in defense outlays are 1gno§1ng
several facts,

First, while state and local governments pump billions of dollars into the same

social problem &reas that are dealt with in federal programs, the Federal Government
ﬁ

om—
alone WllF must bear the responsibility for national defense. In this context, it

g
T cEm=——————

seems remarkable that we can maint@in a national défense scond to none by amamskiess

Wi devoting only 30 per cent of our total Federal outlays to defense, Ye that is
preclisely what we have been able to do under the present Administration,
Secord, the critics are ignoring the fact that the present Administration already
e e Y

has made significant gains in slicing the fat from the defenss budﬁat.

Since Rmmwheamimimsssminaly the present Administration took office, our armed

forces have been reduced by 1.3 million persons, This means that today we have the
= e e ) s s

smallest armed force since 1950, the year before we were forced into the Korean War,

More than half of the current defense budget is devoted to personnel costs--not

.

(

to wild-eyed weapons procurement schemes, as some critics would have the publﬂ.c bel ieb%\
=

\ &
‘\‘u\_j

’/



g
Muchyp of the reason@i@ for these high personnel costs is the increase in military pay--
R o

legislated by Congress--which is #jim designed to take us the full way to an all-volunteer
| S S e T S

8ITY o
.

Third, and perhgs the most critical point, is that deep cuts in defense spending
— M

would guEENp gouge into the muscle of the system that keeps this nation the
o ———, e T S

stronge st on earth.
PR

[ 3 a% 8 .
We can look back on 1972 as he most significant pesmgmm years in the history
of American diplomacy. After 20 years of tense silence, the doors of communication
-
were opened with China, An arms limitation agreementg was signed with the Soviet Union,

G
An honorable settlement was reachedf§e in Vietnam,

M None of these could have happened--nor would we have the hope for continued
S SR e

=

-

relaxation of intemnational tensions--if America had been forced to negotiate from a
# %

position of weakness,
SR

We were able to achieve what we did in diplomacy because we were a strong nation
S

able to convince our adversaries that there was le ss risk in negotiation than in
confrontation,
B

This year we are embarking on even more critical negotiations than in the paste
e

Talks slready have begun with the Soviets on further limitation of nuclear weapons=--
e S .

the SALT IT talks, Plans are being laid for discussions that hopefully will lead to
SRR ——.—

Muatual Balmo#m-ca Reductions in Europe.
s — T ———

Any serious lowering of our nationsl defense posture will jeopardize these talks
B e B O s

TR
and our |y future hopes for peace., Why, after all, would a nation like the Soviet
P ———

Union talk arms reductions with us if its leaders knew they were supeeior to us in

military strength? The answer is simple, They would haw no reason at all to do so,

|
There is no more certain way to doom our hopes for :a peaceful world than to ~/
make deep cuts now in our defense budget.
This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the nation's capttsl,
I'1]l be talking with you sgain next week--same time, same statiom.#######
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the nation's capital,

The draft has ended, Industion authority will expire next July 1.

The enactment of the draft extension bill in 1971 provided two years to make a
transition to an All-Volunteer Force., This transition has been made in 18 months, and
further extension of induction authority beyond Jnly 1, 1973, willd not be necessary,

In part, t his remarkable achievement has been made possible by continuing reductions
in Active Force military strength required to meet our national security commitments,

From a Vietnam War peak of 3,55 million, Active Forces have declined to an end of
fiscal ye-.\gﬂh baseline strength of 2,23 million,

From a level of 229,000 in 1968, at the height of the Vietnam War, draft calls have
rapidly declined to zero., Inductions ended last Dscember,

A favorable trend in male enlistments for all of the military Services and
especially the trend in true volunteers, coupled with a decline in required ARctive

Force strength, have eliminated need to continue the draft,
(2%

~
Despite 3 the sharpfdraft and finally the end of draft calls, overall enlistments

have increased. And the proportion of true volunteers among those who enlisted has
increased from 59 per cent in fiscal year 1971 to an estimated 8L per cent in fiscal
(“\

year 1973, With the ¥ end of draft calls last Dscember, virtually all current enlistees
are true volunteers,

What hss brought about this improvement? Congress increased military entry pay

P

effective in November 1971, and this helped, Conditions of mrvicef life have been
improved; the training of personmel has been modernized; and there is a renewed ST
emphasis on professionalism in the Services. These have also helped,

But the factor that has contributed the most to increases in the number of (aluntejea

)
o~ =
s 2=

is the improved military recruiting systems The quality of military recnuiting\gbs been:



improved, and the recruiting force h s been expanded.
With the help of special legislation and continued public support, it should not be
e
necessary to reinstate the draft in the future to meet ourge peacetime manpower needs,
Enlistment levels reached during the past year match totd mquirements through
fiscal year 19The The quality of enlistments has bsen maintained. Moreover, as
favorashle enlistment trends continue, the military Services will be able to reduce the
(‘-
numbergl# of disciplinary problems by increasing the proportion of high school gradustes
among future enlistees,
Increases in the number of highly qualified women enlistees, and the replacement of
military members of civilians in support-type jobs, will further reduce the sSeFismswc
B )
requirement g for enlisting men jmmstwickae into the Armed Forces,
The effectiveness of ean enlistment bonus as a means of attracting new members to
skills that are in short supply has bsen demonstrated by the successful Army and Marine
P,
Corps test of the ground combat arms @sgpmme bonus, More extensive experience with the
——— .
reenlistment bonus has established its usefulness in sisixbmixgehbgme kesping more men

M—
in the Service who posse s critical skills, The authority to uss special bonuses for

attraction and retention in critical skills is important insurance against having to
reinstate the induction authority at some future time to meet peacetime manpower needs,

There will be a shortage of military physicians unle ss special pay incentives ars
provided, The Military Services will reduce the health services shortage by improving
the efficiency of military health care. Such improvements--combined with additional
medical scholarships and special pay incentives--should be sufficient to solve this
problem,

Moving to an All-Volunteer Force from a 30-year-old draft system is indeed an historics

and major achievement, I feel that our nation's security during peascetime is beaf. sarved -/

by an All#Volunteer Force, This is
your congre ssman, Ji tténg N
the nation's capital, I']1 be talking with you again n:;?‘zgrkf’—q:r:gotim ;ngo&;ﬁ-_%g /###
‘ s S Ong, #
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This is your congre ssmen, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the N_ation's capitol,
The sk topic that has been

-

S, cawuq,
3
% Watergate Affair,

Early this weekA top White House aides re signed, ad. I described this development

as & necessary first step in clearing the air on the Watergate Affair,

The President then followed up by going on radio and television and announcing

that he has given Attorney General-designate Elliot Richardson authority to appoint

==
of the Watergate @ matter.

[
a special pEEgR prosecutor to WM supervise the investigation and prosscution
I personally have all the confidence in the world in Elliot Richardson.

He is a
man of the highest integréty. Bug there';probably are people who would never be

satisfied unless somebody @ is brought in from the outside to investigate the
Watergate Affair,

- =
s The Watergate Affalr has been damaging to # the Nation from a number of

Nation, GRS 1t has had a numbing effect on the ‘

~
standpoints, It is eclipsing matters that arc G vital to the future of the

proce sses of government,

It would be good if we would all now let t linvaetigatim
procee

-_
hile we concern ourselvesis in proper measure with other matters of far

greater importance to our welfare as a people and a N:ai;ion.
g,

Let me turn now to the tax reform @ propossals cutlined last week by the Nixon
Administration,

One of these proposals is virtually identickl with a bill I introduced last Jan, 3,
the opening dgy of the 93rd Congre ss.

This legislation would give parents who earn up

to $18,000 annually a tax credit of 50 per cent for tuition paid to send their

| <t

young sters to a nonprofit nonpublic elementary or seconday school, up to a limit &f



$200 per child, The Houss Ways and Means Committee approved a similar bill late last
fall, but Congress adjourned without acting on it, I think the chances for passage of
— : Ly
this legislation this year se or next are fairly good, particnlarly @ik since thisi@
[ _—
billjP® has the backing of Ways # and Means Chairman Wilbur Mills,
A

The Administration's tax reform proposals also would provide ey
tax relief for the eldsrly, The legislation would permit moder ate-income persons over
65 to deduct up to $500 a year for property taxes or 5 per cent of their annual income
as a tax credity ‘5derly tenants could deduct 15 per cent of their rent.

The Administration also proposed a way to reduce to "close to zero" the number of
wealthy individuals who use tax shelters to avoid paying any Federal income tax,

The Administration's tax plan would reduce the number of tax shelters by restricting
the amount of taxes individusls could avoid by combining certain deductions and exclusions
from taxable income, The new system would replace the minimum income tax established in
1969 with a minimum taxable income and a limitation on artificial accounting losses.

-

Under the current system, an individual pays a 10 per cent tax on all but $30,000

of his income derived by such a preference. The new Administration plan weuld require
o

that everyone be taxed at normal, graduated rates on at least one-half of his #ilB incoms,

regardle ss of its source.

The Administration also has proposed changes that would make it easier for millions

Py
of to figure out their income taxes at tax time., The plan for simplifying the
N A
figuring of incomewle taxes inwolves a new tax form, 1040-S. This new form would be
longer than the present "short form," but shorter and less complicated than the regular
Form 1040, About 20 million taxpayers could shift to the new simple Form 1040-S,

=
This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from#® the Nation's capital,

I'11 be t alking with you again next week--same time, same station,

g
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This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reperting to you from Washington.

I am mostg} pleased with Attorney General Elliot Richardson's announcement that

e GEEE———
he will appoint a special prosscutor in the Watergate Cass,
G ——— fms Y
This means we will no longer have a situation where the Administration is in the

position of investigating itself. This means that all Americans can rest assured
IR

.,
that the entire truth will be brought out in connectimn with the "atergate Affair,

T o —
And let me remind you that the Pre sident specifically gave Mr. Richard=n the

S — —
authority to name a special gD "'2torgate NPT osecutor.

-
In appointing @ Mr. Richardson as attorney general, the President said he had

N
I agree with t hat =ssessment of Mr, Richardson,

case wherever it leads,"
T,
Mr, Richardson has taken a number of actions which tend to restore public

confidence Mr, Richardson would be "fair and fearless in pursuing the Watergate
L= )

EE
confidence in tha?Justica Department, He ha @ stated, for instance, that he
TS

EEE——
|
wants §ifJ§ the Senate Judiciary Committee to sgree with his choice of a special
e T e e e e,

These are wise
ST

prosecator and that he wants the Senate to endorse his appointment.
[ —-—""

~—
adtions on Mr, Richard on's part--and he is to be commended for them,

— '
Y
And now I am delighted to report to you that the inkial response to my

I hope gveryone

The returns have been pouring in,
T e

questionnaire has been gresat.
PEEE— S
=
in my district will take the time and trouble to fill out my @® qudstionnaire because

the more returns I get the better the sampling of opinion in the district.
cEmmTETE

S S, - s
In scanning the questionnaire returns, it is already obvious that people in the

ey
Fifth District overwhelmingly favor a congressional oailinﬁ & on Federal spending‘

RN,
even if this means cutting existing programs. In short, people in my district favor
A e e S :
And so do I, 5 %a
< >
w

economy in government,
R i e ]
===



In that connection, let me point out that some Americ as believe the whole problem
T

=
of deficit spending can be solved if we will 40 only make deep cuts in defenss spending.
The answer, unfortunately, is not‘“ simple, G

I have always been in favor of a strong defense--and I mske no gpologies for thate.
P (ST

P o, g
At the same time, I have always sought to e make cuts in the defense budget @l laid

’
before the Congress=-but @R T have always believed thess cuts should be judicious
=

reductionse
l
There are those whib would have @B Americans believe that the Pentagon gets
whatever it wants  The truth is that Congress cut the fiscal 1973 defenss budget by
’ S

$5,221,208,000, reduced the fiscal 1972 defense budget by $3,025,366,000, cut the
e [Eem— e o

fiscal 1971 defense budget by $2,149,729,000, reduced the fiscal 1970 defense budget
P [ e ) fron——ai

by $5,637,632,000, and cut the fiscal 1969 mm defense budget by $5,20L4,172,000,
e Ty, EEE—— P = T

Don't let anybody kid you that the defense budget can be the surce for all extra
funding, This is just not the truth, Here are a few basic facts:

The 1974 defense budget is at the lowest percentage of Federal outlays since 1950,
ot R e e e

Fifty-six per cent of the defense budget is manpower e cost,
R es S S R e

ﬁ
The pay schedules for military personal have increased as nemmispemssd incentives

to build up an all-volunteer army, For exmple, a private made $85 a month in 1963,
—

In 1973, he gets $350 a month,
ST e SR PR

Incoms security outlays in the 197k Federal budget total $82 billion--just for thatomdg
.—___— e Y e

category alone,

The recommended 197L budget outlay for the elderly is $6L billion, indicating that
T ‘

PN

almost one=fourth of our total Federal @ spending is earmarked for just one-tanth of
= N -

our population,

\

And, remember this,...most domestic programs are funded by the Feder t p,
gcverm;ants, but def n’ funding is the sponsi.bu{l]fiiety gf %ﬁe I-eec?er é‘o%?m&‘i%‘cal
This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the nation's capital,.

I'11 be talking with you again next week...same time, same statiom,
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This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the nation's capital.
-
Returns from my questionnaire are continuing to pour in, and #R along with them
I amreceiving many letterse
A number of the Imtters are, of course, focusing on the Watergate Affair, which
is still very much in the news,
Iw would like to point out that some %ood magy come out of the Watergate Affair,
sordid though it iss By s=aying it could produce something beneficial I mean that
°
it may result §n reform of American c ampaign practicess
A number of campaign reform propcsals have glready been made in the Congress and
all of them deserve very careful scrutiny, There is a need for reform in campaign
finﬁcinﬁ. There is a need to shorten the duretion of political campaigns. Thereii®
-
is 3B a need to cut down on the cost of campaigning, There is a need to shorten the
time during which campaign advart.isinﬁ would be allowede And most of all there is
ot sy

g  geeanma,,

a need for adherence to a code of gthicsy for that

really is what the Watergate Affair oedirty campalgning,..apart from the
petty criminality involved,

&£
Iet's remember this @ about the Watergate Scandal, It is different from the
L

other great scandals that have besmirched government officisls at various times
SERTen v [
during American NS history. No one was ong the take in the Watergate Affair,
L)

= g— -
No ® one was accepting me bribes' No ® one was selling government secrets, It was
A EET———— T T I R D)

—
simply, in short, a political crime...gi® a crime that went far beyond the surface

'(‘*"“ (~
crime of breaking and entering, And so now we must look at our campalgn laws make
Lo

dyust

sure that Watergate never heppens again,
s WS g

}Qﬁ
v



We mustee overhaul our whole g proach to campaign financing, We must never
again have shadowy politicel figures carting large amounts of cash around in suitcases
or stashing large secret cash contributions away in a safe.
To get the ball rolling on campaign reform legislation, the President has
recommendsd that the Congre ss and the White House cooperate in enacting new legislation
A
that would tighten up our existing election lawse I strongly favor this e joint

effort to produce clean election legislation,

These are some of the comments I am making in snswering my mail on the Watergate
Affair, I am also receiving some mail on the bombing in Casmbodia,
’ P ]

The House of Representatives last week voted, in effect, against U.S. bambing in

Cambodia., The House thus broke a long record of stanch support for American military

policies in Southeast Asia,
g— :

The WNg@® vote on the Cambodlan bombing issue was 219 to 188,

The House, in contrast with the more dovish Senate, has been a bulwark of stranﬁh
over the years for American military policies in Vietnam and as recently as last fall
firmly rejected move s to withéraw remainming U.S. forces from Vie tnam or to cut off

ESS
- P
funds @& for the prosekution of the @ war,
The House last week first voted to deny the Defense Department the authority
S
for a transfer of fundswithin the defense budget. This involved $25 million for
SETE—
the bombing of Cambodia, The House later voted 22l to 172to bar t he use of any funds
Koo e N ——— T, m———

P
in the Second Supplemental Appropriation Bill far any mtlibese U.S. military action in

or over Cambodiae

The Hopse also rejected an attempt by Repe Sam Stratton, Democrat of New York,

to delay the effect of the no-fundsyfor-8ambodia action for 60 days, P

I hope this congre ssional act will not undercut the ¥taxwe peace agreemsnt o
affecting Vidtnam, Laos and, hopefully, Cambodia, I pray Xkt that this vote will
not interfere with American efforts to i obtain all possible information on our
Missing In Action,

This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the nation's

vapital, I'1ll be talking with you sgain next week--same time, same station,

HhHH#
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This is your congressman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from Washington.
My mail indicates to me that the 'people in my congressional district are
= o

becoming increasinglygm worried sbout Sl the gasoline shortage, Many of those
who are writing me are asking why there is a shortage at all.

It wes just several years ago that the United States could produce all the
petroleum it needed, The situstion has changed rapidly as the national use of

S,

0il and petroleum products has increased at the rate of 5 per cent wmyiR or more
8 yeare

One reason for this incressed consumption of petroleum products is that our
new cars with anti-pollutant devices built into them are regular gas-guzzlers.
They simply deliver less @i} miles per gallon@ of gas. W Anotheny reason
for the oil products shortage is thatg power plants which formerly used coal to
generate slectricity are now using fuel oil, when they can't get natural gas,

[ g =

They arell) burning fuel oil or natural gas becanse@ cosl is the dirtiest of the
fuels,.

The result is that now we not only can't produce all the crude oil we need

S
but w also don't have the refinery yilll cepacity to make all the finished
petroleum products we need, ¢
-~
One hopeful development is that since the@® President's energy message on

April 18 five companies have amnounced plens tec build or expand refineries in the

United Statese.

In moving to alleviate the problems caused by the gasoline shortage, the

Administration has called upon the mgjor x o0il companies to allocate gasoline




The plan is voluntary now but it could be made mandatory if persuasion doesn't
work, Farmers ars being xg given number one priority in the allocation plan but
Michigan Agriculture Department officials say they are rumning out of theAfuel they
need to plant tleir crops, The State Agriculture Department has appealed to all firms

hoctin
which supplyAfuel to farmers, urging them to meet the voluntary Federsl priorities
for supplying farmers. If the oil companies do not re spect the Federal prioritie s

we will have to institute a plan for mandatory allocationof of gasoline and fuel

supplises,

e
Stpps are being taken to oversome fuel @8 shortages in this country, Importation
of more finished products will help, Construction of the trans-Alaska o0il pipeline
A
and the building of a trans-Canadian gas line to bring wshsguslsleeyr natural gas to the
Lower 48 States from Alaska would be a tremendous benefit, Incentives for building
‘ refineries in this country, instead of abroad, would help too, By 1980, electric
=
utilities expect to @ be able to use high sulphur coal and still mset clsan-air
standards, By 1990, mre than half of our electric power will come from nuclear powerse
Ty
And research is being stepped up to produce natural @ gas from cosl,

But that doe sa't mean our energy picture looks bright, The days of cheap and
sbundant power are over. We must learn to conserve energy. The best way you and I, -
as individuals, can do that...is to drive our cars less and drive them at slower
speeds,

One of my constituents sent me an interesting suggestion, He said the Congress
should impose a 50 mile per hour sgpeed limit on the entire nation, Congress probably

has the authorifty to set a speed limit for the interstate highwaysy-but—it—euld-seem—

m . h@of course, would be
-

“s0RD\

a big help. il .

[ )

This is your congre ssman, Jerry Ford, reporting to you from the natiorﬁg :@)A
I'11 be talking with you agfa_inf;ggxt_mek-—sam tims, same station,
{ e ?—W_MD\ .
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