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NOTE TO NEWS MEDIA: 

GRAND RAPIDS 49502 

I have received the following reply 

from F.B.I. Director J. Edgar Hoover in response 

to my request that the F.B.I. render the great-

est assistance possible in connection with 

solution of the series of co-ed slayings in the 

Ypsilanti-Ann Arbor area •. I thought Mr. Hoover's 

letter would be of interest to you. You may 

make whatever use of it you wish. 

Gerald R. Ford, M.C. 

Digitized from Box D4 of The Ford Congressional Papers:  
Press Secretary and Speech File at the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library



JOHN EDGAR HOOVER 
DIRECTOR 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
United States Department of Justice 

Washington, D. C. 

Aagut l, 1969 

Hooonble Gerald R. J'ord 
House of Repree.tatJYM 

-ubtllgtoa, D. C. 10515 

MJ dear Coacreum•: 

I ba'Ye reeel'Nd your letter of 1u1J 10, 19et, and 
Certalal7 tppNdltt the deep IDtenat IDd eoDCerD wb.ieh prompted 
JOU to wrttt me regaJ'diDI the nrl• of murclerl of J0UD1 women 
ill the State of lticldgiD. 

Oar Detroit Field Office bU been ill ftr7 cloae 
eoatact with Mlcblpn autborlU• resardiaa tb- llrodou8 
ertm•; and u nc.U, u luly lOth, at the tutructiou of 
.AttDnaey Gelltral JobD N. MttcbeD, Mr. Paul H. lloddard, our 
8pectll Apat In Cbarp 1D. n.trolt, cootaeted Gowmor WWlam G. 
vnut• IDd stlte Attomey Geaeral Fra J. X..Uey to retterllte 
the immediate IDd CODt1JI.alBiavadJaN.IttJ of the FBI'a eooperlltlve 
l.adUU•--illcladiDC the aeieatWc MrYie• of our LMorltDry 
and ldllltifieation DIYlatoaa--u well u our ~ to 
cover iDftatigatin leads In th-. murder• ouUtde the state of 
lllcbtpa. 

Mr. stoddard wu aJ.ao bUitruetld to determine 
what facta hid bMD elltabUflbed to iDdieMe a poeaible YioliiUon 
of l'ederallaw. In the lbHnce ol aucb fact., the FBI c1oea DOt 
have the authority to ueume Jurildlctloa owr thNe or •Y other 
Joell crtm•; aDd MtomtJ OeDeral MitobelliCCOrdlDclJ adY1Md 
Ooftl'DOr MiJltJren bJ te1egnm J..terdaJ. 



Honorable O.rUd R. ord 

I wtrnt to uaure you that every item of mformattoa 
obt•tned by tbia Bureau--includlng crlmiaal ~ data 
fumiabed by our conftcleatlalinlormanta--haVlDg ey ~ 
bearing wblt...,.r on theee murder c- hM bea, and wUl 
continue to be, diaeeminilted 1m ediately to the *JPl'Opriate 
offlciala and acectN of JOUr a.te. I aiJo ..at you to bow 
that we tn the !FBI abare your deep penoul coocem in th1a 
mllt•r; and JH may be aNured tlllll. within 1~ rlgbtful ,_..... 
dlcttoa and ...,rit,, tJda Bureau wU1 COilUaue to extend •"I'Y 
form of coopentica PM.tble to tbe law eaforcemtat lgtllciN of 

ch1gan to help Jd.ufy and bl18l to jU8Uce the tndlvldual or 
iadlYidu.UII re.pouib1e for th- vlctou murden. 

erely youre, 
J. Edgar lioovea 

- 2-
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CONGRESSMAN 

~~ 
GERALD R. FORD 

NEWS 
RELEASE HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR IIv~'lEDIATE RELEASE-­
July 30 , 1969 

NOTE TO NEWS MEDIA: I have today formally requested that the F.B.I. investigate 
the series of murders in the Ypsilanti· Ann Arbor area of .tvlichigan. This 
request is based on the Lindbergh Law as statutory authority. My letter to 
the F.B.I. follows: 

Dear Mr. Hoover: 

I am writing you to formally request that the F.B.I. join in investigating 
the series of seven kidnapping-murders which have occurred in the Ypsilanti­
Ann Arbor area of l1ichigan over a two-year period to the present. 

The latest victim was Karen Sue Beineman, an 18-year-old Eastern Hichigan 
University student from Grand Rapids, Michigan, in my congressional district. 

There is reason to believe that all of the slayings were committed by the 
same killer, a sex fiend who strangles and beats his victims. 

Since the Ann Arbor-Ypsilanti area is less than 50 miles from Toledo, Ohio, 
I think there can be a presumption that the killer has at some time or other 
crossed the state line with one or more of the girls he has lured to an 
early and horrible death. 

Col. Frederic Davids, head of the Michigan State Police, has informed me 
that the Beineman case has offered local and State police authorities 
the best lead yet in this series of murders. That lead is the fact that 
Karen Sue Beineman was seen getting on a motorcycle behind a curly-haired 
young man and was never seen alive again. 

The fact that Miss Beineman last was seen riding on a motorcycle leads me 
to believe that the killer may have crossed the Ohio state line with her. 
Certainly we can make that presumption, and this would provide the basis 
for the F.B.I. entering the case. 

I have been besieged with telephone calls and telegrams from Grand Rapids 
parents urging that the F.B.I. come into the case. I personally feel that 
this is a case which requires a total mobilization of Federal, State and 
local investigative effort if it is to be solved. 

There is even talk among some Grand Rapids residents to the effect that 
parents with young girls at tending the University of Ni chigan and Eastern 
Michigan University should withdraw their daughters from school until this 
series of slayings is cleared up. 

Please give this matter your immediate and most serious consideration. I 
hope and pray for a favorable decision. 

Best regards, 

Gerald R. Ford, M.C. 

GRF:pc 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

FOR RELEASE AT 12 NOON 
TUESDAY, AUGUST 5,1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

Remarks by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., in connection with introduction of a bill 
providing for the minting of a co!IJ.ffiet:J.crative ha::'_:':'-doll<'r as a proof coin bearing 
des:L[;lB honoring the Apollo 11 astronauts and commemorating the Apollo 11 moon flight. 

Mr. Speaker, I have today introduced legislation which provides for the 

minting of new non-silver half dollars as proof coins commemorating the epic flight 

of Apollo 11. 

Mr. Speaker, the new non-silver half dollar I have proposed for minting 

would not supplant the Kennedy half dollar nor would it circulate in competition with 

it and thus create confusion. The moon mission half dollar could be obtained only 

by placing an order with the Treasury Department, which would sell the coins at a 

price not to exceed $1. 

The moon mission half dollar would be a special commemorative coin with the 

likenesses of Neil Armstrong, Edwin Aldrin Jr., and Michael Collins on the one side 

and the lunar module on the surface of the moon on the other. 

Under my bill, the Treasury Department would receive orders for the moon 

mission coin until Dec. 31, 1970. Not only residents of the United States but also 

residents of foreign countries could buy the coins from the Treasury. I felt this 

was appropriate since the Apollo 11 moon mission really belongs to the world. As 

Neil Armstrong said, it was "one small step for man, one giant leap for mankind." 

I think people throughout the world should have an opportunity to buy a moon mission 

half dollar • 

Mr. Speaker, as so often happens in matters of this kind, the sponsor of a 

bill is not always its originator. In the case of the moon mission half dollar, 

I would like it known that Hugh Downs, host of the NBC "Today" show, suggested the 

idea. 

One last comment. I think the half dollar is the ideal coin for a moon 

mission commemorative coin because in a sense it will honor not only all our Apollo 

astronauts--including the late Roger Chaffee of Grand Rapids, Mich.--but also the 

late President John F. Kennedy. We all recall that it was Jack Kennedy who in 

ringing tones told the world America would put men on the moon before the end of 

this decade. We have realized that dream. We have accomplished that objective. I 

think Jack Kennedy would have been proud to have a moon flight half-dollar 

memorialize tne reaching of his goal. 
######### 
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FOR USE ON RECEIPT 

Mines began exploding all over the place, like giant firecrackers, and rifle 

fire ripped the air. 

Of 30 Americans sent out from the 198th Infantry Brigade toward the village 

10 miles south of Chu Lai, 19 fell as shrapnel tore their bodies. One man, hit 

by rifle fire as well, died. 

Sp/4 Paul Ceton of Grand Rapids, Mich., clutched at his right eye and moaned. 

By the time the helicopters dropped down on their mercy mission, he was in a state 

of partial shock. 

A whirlybird whisked Paul off to a field hospital in Chu Lai. From there he 

was taken to the U.S.S. Sanctuary, lying at anchor off the South Vietnam coast. 

An eye specialist on the ship said there was nothing to do but remove Paul's eye, 

and he did. The shrapnel had done too much damage. 

The year was 1968. Paul Ceton had served in Vietnam for three months when 

he lost his eye. 

From the ship he was taken to Danang, which was hit by Viet Cong rockets 

that same night. 

From Danang Paul was flown as a stretcher case to the Phillipines, Japan, 

Alaska and to Scott Air Force Base. From Scott he was taken to the Great Lakes 

Naval Hospital, where he recuperated over a two-month period. 

The Army sent Paul home about June 1. Home was 219 Oakley Place N.E., Grand 

Rapids, where he joined his parents, Mr. and Mrs. Gerrit Ceton. 

Paul wondered. All of his buddies who were wounded when the platoon ran 

into the minefield in Vietnam had received Purple Hearts while still there. He 

had not. But he did nothing. 

On July 17, 1968, Paul Ceton was discharged from the Army. Still no Purple 

Heart. 

Meantime his artificial eye worked well. The eye muscles had been attached 

to it . Anyone not knowing that Paul Ceton had lost an eye in Vietnam would never 

have guessed it. Paul went to work in August 1968 as a stockman and warehouseman 

at Horne Building Specialties, Inc., 2768 East Paris S.E., Grand Rapids. 

In January 1969 Paul's twin brother, Daniel, was inducted into the Army after 

graduating from Western Michigan University. 

It bothered Dan that Paul had never received a Purple Heart for the wound 

he suffered in Vietnam, and so Dan wrote to Congressman Gerald R. Ford. 

(more) 
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Ford immediately contacted the Army and urged that their records be searched. 

Near the end of May the Adjutant General's Office assured Ford that Paul 

Ceton was entitled to a Purple Heart and that the decoration would be presented to 

him in a ceremony at Fort Sheridan, Ill. Ford wrote back asking to be notified 

when the ceremony had been scheduled. 

Weeks passed and Ford's office heard nothing. Finally Ford learned in a 

letter from Paul Ceton himself that he had received his Purple Heart by mail. 

Asked why he had not gone to Ft. Sheridan for the Purple Heart presentation, 

Paul said simply: "We have about 20 men working here at Horne Building 

Specialties, and when one guy is gone it makes a difference. I just didn't want 

to take that much time off from work." 

Paul talks casually now about the loss of his eye. He apparently has taken 

it well. 

In a simple yet most eloquent statement, Paul told Ford's office: "I was 

thankful, because there are a lot of other guys who made greater sacrifices • 

.America has given me 23 years of freedom. That's the least I could do in return." 

Paul says his left eye, which had been the weaker, now is stronger because 

he has to rely on it entirely. Initially he had depth perception problems but he 

adjusted. He even plays basketball -- and plays it well. 

His mother and his girl friend are very pleased that Paul finally received 

his Purple Heart. So is his twin brother, Dan, now serving with the Army in 

Heidelberg, Germany. 

Paul wrote a two-page letter to Ford, saying in part: "It is truly wonderful 

that a man in your position would take the time to see that I got my Purple Heart. 

I can't tell you how much I appreciate what you have done for me." He later 

added in a conversation with Ford's office: "It's really tremendous that someone 

high up in Washington would do this for me." 

Ford commented: "It's fellows like Paul Ceton who make me very proud to be 

an American." 

What does the future hold for Paul Ceton? He had attended Grand Rapids 

Junior College for one year when the Army called him on Oct. 11, 1966. He hopes 

ultimately to return to school and get a college degree, like brother Dan. 

# # # 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR RELEASE AT 12 NOON-­
August 7, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., to be placed in the Congressional Record 
of Thursday, August 7, 1969, immediately following the President's Message on 
Public Transportation. 

Mr. Speaker: 

Today nearly 80 percent of all Americans 1i ve in cities. By the year 2000 

it will be 90 percent. In the next 30 years our population will increase by more 

than 100 million and almost all of it will be in our Qities. Imagine, if you will, 

an urban population twice what it is today. 

Urban dwellers depend almost exclusively on the automobile to meet trans-

portation needs. There are now more than 80 million cars in use in the United 

States. An estimated 160 million will be on the roads in 2000. 

As automobile use has grown, public transportation has declined in both 

quality and availability. This heavy reliance on the automobile for urban transpor-

tation has greatly disadvantaged the poor. While nearly all families with incomes 

in excess of $10,000 have a car-- and those who don't, rent one as needed-- less 

than half of those with poverty-level incomes own an automobile. 

Most new jobs are opening in suburban or rural industrial areas, locations 

made feasible in most cases by construction of the Federally-financed Interstate 

Highway System. If an unemployed person has no car of his own and cannot work out 

a car pool arrangement, he cannot get the good job unless there is public transpor-

tation. If he is lucky enough to have public transportation, it is usually low 

quality, increasingly expensive, very often so indirect that a 20-mile ride takes 

an hour and a half and several transfers. 

If urban residents are to have a real choice in how they move about, and 

whether they move at all, an estimated $20 billion is going to have to be spent on 

public transportation in the next 12 years. 

Our cities, alone, cannot carry this burden. State and local public debt 

now exceeds $100 billion. Over the next 10 years it may well exceed $250 billion. 

Federal funding for public transportation must be substantial and available on an 

assured basis. 

Funding must be sufficient to help finance major urban transportation 

projects and to provide aid for medium and small cities. 
(more) 
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The need is great and time works relentlessly against us. This is ample 

reason to back the public transportation legislation proposed by President Nixon. 

With his Message on Public Transportation, President Nixon has laid down a 

blueprint for action -- action not only by the Federal Government but by the States 

and local units of government. For the legislation he proposes would not simply 

improve existing facilities and provide for new facilities and more research. It 

would also supply urgently needed financial support to the states and local bodies 

for the advance acquisition of property rights-of-way. 

The President's proposals would start the country moving to solve its 

public transportation problems. 

This 12-year program proposed by Mr. Nixon would amount to $10 billion in 

Federal funds, actually a meager sum when compared with our space effort, our war 

effort and our highway effort. 

The time has passed for us to study and re-study our public transportation 

problems. It is time to act --now. 

I ask that this legislation be given speedy approval. We must back up this 

program with our votes. 

There is hardly a state in the Nation that does not have a complaint about 

transportation. In fact, you now have to go into remote parts of our country to 

escape from congestion, smog and the masses of people trying to get from their 

homes to work and back home again. 

Now is the time to show the great mass of Americans that we know and 

recognize their dilemma and that we are determined to do something about it. 

# # # 
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Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., regarding 
on Welfare Reform, to be placed in the Congressional 

For Release at 12 Noon, August 11, 1969 

Presi'!! ~ag+r 
Record of August 11, 1969 

M;•. Speaker, I strongly agree with President Nixon that the present welfare 

system is a complete failure and should be abolished. I further agree with him 

that it is far better to develop an entirely new system of family assistance than 

to try to patch up and improve the existing system. 

Mr. Speaker, President Nixon's Message on Family Assistance, sent to the 

Congress today, is an historic document in more than the usual sense. It is an 

historic declaration because it breaks new ground in the history of American 

government and our attempts to perfect the funerican system. 

There are several features in the President's new family assistance plan 

which I believe especially commend it to the American people and to the Congress. 

One of these features is the enlargement of opportunities which the 

President's Family Assistance Plan offers to those now on welfare but able to work 

and to the working poor who need an assist to enter the economic mainstream of this 

country. 

Another is the emphasis that the President's plan places on keeping families 

together. The family is the basic building block of our society. The President's 

Family Assistance Plan furnishes the foundation for economically deprived American 

families to stay together and thus serves to undergird our society as a whole. 

Finally, although the Family Assistance Plan initially would cost more than 

the present welfare system, the President's new assistance program means greater 

equity for the taxpayer. 

We are telling the taxpayer that those who are able to work must work or 

take training if they are to receive Government assistance, except in the case of 

mothers with children under six. 

Mr. Speaker, President Nixon's program is a bridge to full opportunity for 

the able-bodied welfare recipient and for the working poor and a stride toward 

equity for the taxpayer. 

Looked at in the aggregate, the Family Assistance Program is designed to 

break the vic1ous cycle of welfarism and at the same time provide those who cannot 

work with a basic economic floor. 

Mr. Speaker, I think all members of Congress recognize that the present 

welfare system is a colossal failure. I urge that members of both bodies look at 

the President's Family Assistance Plan as the handle which will enable America to 

lift itself out of the rut of welfarism and to move ahead to a brighter day. 

# # # 
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Statement by Rep. Geraln R. :<'ord, Republican Iaader, U.S. Hottse of Ret>resentatlws 

~~~~~, 

I believe all Atooricans wnl welcome the bold ne-w initiatiVes outlined by 
a..s 

President Nixon tonight ~ a mo~-e to relax the muscle-bound Federal Government 1 s 

stranglehold on people, programs and money. 

trJhat I see in tm Pr-esident' s proposals 1n the areas of welfare, manpower 

training and sharing of federal revenue with the states and cities is an attempt 

to make government at all levels work better for all the people of America. 

The course the Prestdent has charted is a far better way of solving problems 

in Jmarica than the path He have been pursuing. 

I ~1ould describe t."le President's welf'aro plans ae F~UtiJy Assistance Reform, or 

FAR, because I see his proposals for \-Ielfare reform lifting economically handicap,P)d 

Americans out of tha slough of despair and placing tmm on a road to a better life. 

FAR is an effort to give evecy Jiner!cmiJ.able to work tha incentive to ~oJ'ork, t.hl!l 

desire to stand on his own two feet. For tha first tiY~e , if the PresidenMs 

proposals are enacted, it would always pay en American to work instead of going on 

welfare . This is the true spirit of A11orica. 

The old welfare system born in the deprosBion d3¥s of tba Thirties perpetuates 

welf'arism and'::ld.lls decency in man. In addition, it taxes working .Americans so th!!t. 

others may live in idleness. like the tax reform bill just passed by the House, 

President Nixon' s welfare reform program \\ill be a great leap forward for the t~syer; 

I also applaud the Pf'e.sident•s plans to reorgeni.ze Federal manpower training 

progrrurB to make them perform better and to give the States and locali tlos the 

opportunitytto operate them in a ma:'lr:er geared to local needs. 

Establishing innovation ns the primar.y role of the Office of Economic Opportuni~ 

in the war against poverty also vrill serve to promote our national objectives. 

I was particularly impressed with the overall the100 of the President ' s message 

to the people--that of a New Federalism, the placing of more pol~r and responsibiltt,y 

in the hands of the States and th3 cities. 

If the States and cities are to assW!B more responsibilicy1 they must have more 

funds . Sharing of Federal revenue with them is the best lTEJY to solw:--the many domesti 

problems which confront us. 

< 
Ovorall , the proposals outlined by Presi;.nt Nixon~.tonight repre se : human 

investment--arur investment ~ peoplo~IIO!.:!Jafptorile--which will redound :ho too g~ t 
good of too country. 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

7o • ""'. 
--FOR RELEASE--

August 8, 1969 

Statement by Re;e. Geraln R. Ford, Republican Leader, U.S. Hot1se of Reuresentatiws 

I believe all Americans will welcome the bold ne~ initiatiVes outlined ~ 
As 

President Nixon tonight ~ a Move to rel~~ the muscle-bound Federal Government ' s 

stranglehold on people, programs and money. 

vlhat I see in tm President' s proposals in the areas of welfare, manpower 

training and sharing of federal revenue with the st~tes and cities is an attempt 

to make governtTJent at all levels uork better for all the people of America. 

The ccurse the Pres1dent has charted is a far better WaY of solving problems 

in America than the path Ne have been pursuing. 

I 1·1ould describe the President 1 s welfare pla.l'ls as FfAmtJy As::;istance Reform, or 

FAR, beoause I see his proposals for \-relfnre reform lifting ec0110mically handicapped 

Americans out of the s1ough of despair and placir-.g tlBm on a road to a better life. 

FAR is an effort to give evecy .liner!carl able to work t.J.m incentive to work, t.J:e 

&3sire to stand on his Oi-.'11 two feet. For the first tiPe , if too PresidenMs 

proposals are ent~cted, it would always pay P.n kner5.c~m to work instead of going on 

weJ..fare . This is the true spirt t of America. 

11w old welfare system b~r.n in the depression d~s of the Thirties rerpetnetes 

we~_farism and..l:ills decency in man. In addition, it taxes working Americans so 'thgt 

othars may live in idleness . tike the tax reform bill just passed by the House, 

President Ni.'lCon•s welfare reform program will be a great leap forward for the tsxpe,yer. 

I also applaud the J>tesldent's plans to reorganize FederE~l manpower training 

progrrur.s to make them perform bett.er and to give the States and localitlo~ the 

op~ortunity .to operate them in a m&~ner geared to local needs. 

Establishing innovation ss the prim~r role of the Office of Economic Opportunity 

in the lial' P-gftinst poverty t~1so will serve to promote our national objectives. 

I was particularl;r impressed with the overall thetM of the President's message 

to the people-•Lhat of a New Fafleralism, the placing of mora pol-7er and responsibility 

in the hands or the States and the ci~ies . 

I£ the States and citio ~ are to assW!B more responsibili1(!1 they must have more 

funds . Sharing of Federal revenue r1i th them is the best wey to solw the many domestic 

problems -H'hich confront us. 

Overall, the proposAls outlined by Pret=:ident Nixonttonight represent hu"!an 

inveat..mcnt--rm:l inve:, tmnnt in peoplt ... aGCJ.:·tot,Jptoplo-.. which wi1 1 rodonnd to tm t;I'f>~t 

good o£ too countl'y. 



a ... rka hy Rap. Gerald a. rord, R-Mich., to be placed in the body of the 
Coaa~aeional Record of Moaday, Auauat 11, 1969. 

Mr. SpuJrar: 

I believe all Amerieaaa will wel~ the bold new initiatives outlined by 

Pr .. ldent Nixon t .. t Prlday niaht as a move to relax the muscle-bound Pederal 

CO.er.-.at'a atr8D&lehold oa people, pro r .. • and money. 

•• I aee ia the PI'Hidat '• praposall la the areas of •lfare, .. ,_.r 

tralaiaa and abartq of federal revenue with the states and. cities 1s an attampt 

to aake government at all levels work better for all the people of Aaarica. 

The course the Pnatdent baa charted h a far better way of sol'Yiaa Jrobl ... 

1a Merica tbaa the p.-h we have bea purauiag. 

1 would d .. crtbe the Pr .. tdent's welfare plant as family Aaaietanee Refora, 

or PAll, beeauM I aee bh propoealt for wlfare refom lUting eeonoaieally haadi-

capped .._ricant out of tba •louah of deapari and placing thea on a road to a 

better life. 

PAR h an effort to atve every American able to work the incmtive to work, 

the de1lre to atand on hit own two feet. ror the first tiae, tl the President's 

pro,..ale are enacted, it would alway• pay an Aaeriean to work instead of goina 

on welfare. Tblt 11 the true 1ptttt of .._rica. 

The old welfare eyatea born 1n the dephttioa. day1 of the Thlrtiea 

perpetutaa velfarh• and kllll decency imaan. In adclttlon, it taxes vorkina 

A.tlcena 10 that other• aay live in 1dl-••· Like the tax ~forra blll just p .. Hd 

by tbe llcnaH, Pr .. icl•t Ntxoa••valfare hfarm proar• will be a great leap forward 

for the taxpa,ar. 

1 alto applaud the Preeidant'• pl~ to reoraanlae Federal manpower •rateiaa 

proanaa to ... th .. perfoa batt..r and to sive the State• and localitlee the 

opportUDlty to operata thea in a manner aeared to local naede. 

Enablishina lnaovation as the prtaary role of the Office of !coa•tc 

Opport-.tty in the war qainet poverty alto will serve to pr0110te our national 

objec:Uvea. 

1 vae particularly t.preal8d with the ~rall theme of the Praaldent's ....... 

to the .people - that of a Nev JaderaUa, the placina of more power end reapontl-

bility in the banda of the States and tha elttaa. 

If the State• and cities are to aaaume aore reepooaibillty, they must have 

more fmad1. Sbarina of l'aderal revenue with th• 11 the bett way to solve the 



aaay d-. I tic problem• 61eh confront ut. 

O.erall, the pnp•all outlined bJ Prutdent Mixon tmiaht repre .. nt m.an 

iuv .. ~ut -- an luv•t.••t la people and.!!!, people - which will redO\IIld to the 

greet aoed of the coat~. 

I I I 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR RELEASE AT 2 P.M. EDT-­
August 12, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., to be placed in the Congressional Record 
of August 12, 1969, immediately following the President's Manpower Training 
Message. 

President Nixon's manpower training message is a vi tal part of the overall 

formula he has produced to bring disadvantaged Americans into the economic main-

stream and to bring more funds and greater responsibilities to the states and local 

communi ties. 

With this message, President Nixon has declared it a national objective 

that we extend to every American the opportunity to learn a job skill and to fulfill 

all of his capabilities. This, I believe, is a national goal the Congress should 

endorse and embrace. 

There is no question that the most efficient and effective implementation 

of our manpower training programs is necessary if we are to meet our commitment of 

helping people get off welfare rolls and onto payrolls. 

Every feature of the President's 7-point Comprehensive Manpower Training 

Act is important, but I would call attention especially to the need for flexible 

funding, the provision for decentralized administration "as Governors and Mayors 

evidence interest, build managerial capacity and demonstrate effective performance," 

proposed establishment of a National Computerized Job Bank long advocated by the 

House Republican Leadership, and proposed use of the comprehensive manpower training 

system as an economic stabilizer. 

The last of these points is one which deserves the closest possible 

congressional attention. 

While many economic stabilizers have been built into the American economic 

system, we cannot have too many safeguards against potential economic problems. 

President Nixon's proposal that appropriations for manpower services be 

increased by 10 per cent if the jobless rate rises to 4.5 per cent or more for 

three consecutive months is one that appears to have great merit. It would be a 

welcome addition to an economic arsenal that for too long has contained little else 

out pump-priming mecha.nisms. 

# tl # 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR RELEASE AT 2 P.M. EDT-­
August 13, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., to be placed in the Congressional Record 
of August 13, 1969, immediately following the President's Message on Revenue Sharing. 

Mr. Speaker: 

Incentive and extra effort have always been essential elements of success. 

It is just those elements that would be generated by Federal revenue sharing, 

as proposed tod~ by President Nixon. 

Throughout the President's proposal for diversion of an assured portion of 

Federal income tax revenue to the states and local units of 8overnment is woven 

the idea of greater responsibility for those units of government, for governing 

bodies closer to the people than is the Federal Legislature. 

As a supplement to other Federal aid, revenue sharing can be the catalyst 

for problem-solving on a scale we have never yet witnessed in America, problem-

solving at the local level on the basis of priorities viewed as local people see 

them in their own communities. 

The House Republican Leadership has long urged the adoption of Federal 

revenue sharing. Together with the President's new Family Assistance Program and 

his Com~rehensive Manpower Training Act, revenue sharing would supply the cement 

for the building of a better America. 

This is the New Federalism the President spoke of last Friday night--a 

channeling of new funds and new responsibilities to states and local communities, 

a movement which will return government to the people. 

Mr. Speaker, any proposal as bold as Federal revenue sharing will require 

deep study and concentration within the Congress. I am hopeful that hearings on 

the President's revenue sharing plan will begin very soon in the House and move 

steadily to a favorable conclusion. 

President Nixon's revenue-sharing plan is a proposal which speaks to the 

future of America, a program which is needed to revitalize the American political 

system and the people it serves. 

# # # 



FOR RELEASE ON RECEIPT 

All levels of government, industry, schools and other interested organizations 

must launch a concerted effort to end economic stagnation and poverty in rural 

America, Rep. Gerald R. Ford of Grand Rapids said today. 

Ford said there is a tremendous imbalance with regard to how fully rural and 

urban America share in the economic product of the Nation. He cited lmver income 

levels and lessened economic opportunities in rural America and the disproportionate 

number of rural citizens living in poverty. 

One of the best ways to end this imbalance, Ford said, is to attract industry 

to rural locations. 

Rural areas have much to offer industry as the location for new plants, Ford 

declared, but they need the help of all governmental units to bring in new industry 

and the jobs it would generate. 

Not only would new industry provide needed jobs for the rural poor; it would 

also, Ford said, establish an adequate economic base for future development of rural 

areas. 

The Federal Government should provide economic development assistance to 

these areas, Ford said, so that they can exploit their natural advantages--a willing 

work force, uncrowded living and working conditions, and abundant natural resources. 

Ford said rural areas need assistance to provide better transportation 

services, better schools and better public utilities. With such assistance, Ford 

said, rural areas could compete with their urban neighbors for industry. 

Ford said the establishment and expansion of area technical schools is highly 

important in this connection. Such schools, he said, produce a skilled work force 

available to industry in rural ft~erica. 

Ford said another key weapon against r1rral stagnation is improvement of farm 

income. 

He pointed out that the rural economy lost $11 billion between 1963 and 1968 

due to failure of farm income to keep pace with non-agricultural income. 

A substantial boost in farm income, he said, would be a tremendous help in 

combatting rural poverty. He noted that this would generate increased business 

activity and thus create many new jobs and new business opportunities. Finally, he 

said, this would in turn produce additional tax revenues for rural towns, which then 

could provide their people with better transportation, schools and other services. 

Ford said: "I hope and trust that these matters are receiving full con-

sideration by United States Agriculture Department planners as they develop a farm 

program to be presented to the Congress shortly." 
# # # 
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RECEIF'I' 

Congressional t, r :ngs l~ill begi.n Sept. 25 on anti-obscenity legislation, 

ir.cluding three bil1 s e-n the sub,;ect by Congress'fl'IJin Gerald R. Fo:cd of Grand Rapids . 

Ford ' s bills are among those on which test.;_rrPny will be taken by a subco11'll11ittee 

of the H0use Judiciary Committee . Fa '"' ' s legislation is based on an Anti-obscenity 

Meszage sent to the Conf,I'ess Hay 2 by President Nixon. 

"I hope tre Judiciary Commi tteo finds it possible to agre:1 rat. her quickly on 

legi:;ilation whi.ch <Jill prove effective," Ford said. " found that, anti-obscenity 

legislation was one of tm chief topics of conversat,i on when I visited my 

congre ::~donal district dur:i ng t.he August congro ::>sional recess . n 

Congre &Jional intera~t i? anti-obscenity measures parallels that of the folks 

back hotOO. Nora than 200 anti-obscenity bills have been introduced in the 9lst 

Congress . 

Ford has sponsoroa three bills--the Administrati.on bills recommended by 

President Nixon to halt the mailing of obscene literature and advertisements. 

The first bill would place a flat ben on tr~ sending of any obscene material 

to a person under 18 years of age . 

The second bill would require those sending pander·ng advertising materials 

through the mail to first purchase from too Post Office Department a list of all 

families l-Thich do not want such mail. Any smut peddler ~iho then persisted in 

sendi.ng pandering advertisements to such families would be subject to fine or 

imprisoruoont . 

The third Ford bi).l makes it a Federel crime to mail or transport in interstate 

conmerce ~ advertisement intended t~ produce a market for obscene materials by 

stimulating prurient interest in the recipient. 

The Ford bill dealing t-rith obscor..e mailings to persons under 18 is based on a 

New York statute which has been upheld by the Supreme Court. Violation 1\ould be 

punis)1able with a prls~n term of up to five yaFrrs and a $5o,coo fine . 

Ford commented: !'These Administration bi 1ls calling for a crackdown on mai 1 

peddlers of pornography and smut have strong support in the 9lst Congress. The 

need for this legislation is well-established. The Administration has requested 

these lC~ws and ~i·l'iJ 1 enforce them. The Congress ohould Move promptly to enact 

these me&suras . n 

~#111#1 



CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR RELEASE ON RECEIPT--

Rep. Jerry Ford Plays Cupid 
In Trans-Atlantic Romance 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

The fellow who first remarked that the course of true love seldom runs 

smooth might have added: If you have a problem, take it to your congressman. 

That's what sweet young Maureen Szymczak of Grand Rapids did when she ran 

into bad luck with love last Spring. With the help of Rep. Gerald R. Ford, 

wedding bells will ring for her in October. 

For Maureen, love was a grand adventure that happened to her in Europe in 

the summer of 1967. It budded and bloomed in Munich when she remained on the 

continent after a three-week Grand Rapids Junior College tour in 1966. 

She lived in Europe for a year and a half, first visiting with a sister 

married to a U.S. serviceman stationed in Bremerhaven and then working in 

Copenhagen. She vacationed in Greece and Spain during the summer of 1967 and 

then found work at a hotel in Munich, Germany when she ran out of money. 

It was at the hotel that she met Giancarlo Vanin, an Italian who was an 

on-the-job trainee in hotel administration. 

"I was working as a chambermaid," she said, "and I literally met Giancarlo 

over my mop and pail." 

They fell madly in love, and when Maureen returned to Grand Rapids last 

Christmas and then enrolled at Western Michigan University in Kalamazoo it was 

with plans for a Fall, 1968 wedding. 

Maureen and Giancarlo agreed that he should come to Grand Rapids on a 

visitor's visa in August so he could meet her family and they could be married 

in September at St. James Catholic Church. After their marriage, they would 

travel to Munich where Giancarlo would resume his training in hotel administration. 

But then the blow fell. Giancarlo was turned down cold when he went to 

the American consulate in Munich and applied for a visitor's visa so he could 

go to Grand Rapids to marry Maureen. The official at the consulate told him 

he would have to apply for an immigrant visa under the quota system, a procedure 

which would take years because of the long waiting list. 

(more) 
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Maureen wrote to the Immigration and Naturalization Service Office in 

Detroit but received no help. 

Then she appealed to Congressman Ford, detailing how the American consulate 

official in Munich insisted there was no assurance that Giancarlo would marry 

during his visit to the United States and that he would return to Europe with 

his bride. 

Ford went to work on the case. Four months, seventeen letters, three 

telephone calls and one notarized statement later, the American consulate informed 

Ford that a visitor's visa had been granted to Giancarlo. With Ford's assistance, 

Maureen and Giancarlo had finally satisfied the consul that they would in fact 

be married in Grand Rapids and would then leave for Europe. 

Bubbling over with happiness, Maureen wrote Congressman Ford: 

"I would like to sincerely thank you for your assistance in helping my 

fiance obtain the visa. We are so thrilled and excited. It's hard to believe 

he actually has it! It's a nice feeling to know that when you have a problem 

you can take it to your congressman--and get results!" 

Expressing his gratitude, Giancarlo wrote Ford: "I want you to know that 

all my life I will never forget you. I will never forget what you did for me. 

I will never forget the man who with his help gave me the opportunity to go to 

America and marry the girl I love so much." 

A daughter of Mr. and Mrs. Charles Szymczak, 731 Stocking, N.W., Maureen 

will be married to Giancarlo Vanin at 6 p.m. Oct. 17 at St. James Catholic 

Church with Msgr. Walter Grill reading the Nuptial Mass. There will be a 

reception at St. Hyacinth's Club. 

True to the word given the American consul in Munich, Germany, Maureen and 

Giancarlo will make their home there for four months after the wedding and 

then will live for two or three years in Rome where Carlo will complete his 

hotel management training. They plan u•timately to live in America. 

Mrs. Szymczak hasn't met her future son-in-law yet but already she is 

proud of him. 

"He speaks five languages, 11 she said. "I am very happy for Maureen 

although I am sad at losing her." "You should have seen all the letters they 

wrote to each other after she came home last Christmas. This just has to be 

the real thing." 

And that is how the course of true love was made smooth by a congressman. 

if if if 



FOR RELEAS~ ON RECEIF'l' 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR Il-1MEDIATE RELEASE-­
September 8, 1969 

Comment on the death of Senator Dirksen 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

A great American is dead. Some of the life has gone out of the Congress 

with the departure from this life of Sen. Everett McKinley Dirksen. Of 

Sen. Dirksen it must be said he was larger than life. He was the kind of man 

who not only filled the canvas but spilled over from it. He was so colorful 

that whether you agreed with him or not you loved to hear him talk. He was a 

giant in American politics. He had a uniqueness that was peculiarly Dirksen. 

There was nobody like him before; there will be nobody like him again. I am 

proud to have been the junior half of the "Ev and Jerry Show." 

# # # 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

September 10, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

One appointment to the U. S. Military Academy at Hes t Point, three appointments 

to the U. S. Naval Academy at Annapolis, and one appointment to the U. S. Air Force 

Academy at Colorado Springs are available to young men of Kent and Ionia Counties, 

Congressman Gerald R. Ford announced today. 

These all-expense college scholarships are open to high school seniors and 

graduates who are interested in careers in the armed services of the United States. 

In addition, applicants must be U. S. citizens, under 22 years of age, unmarried, and 

able to pass the physical and scholastic requirements. 

Applications may be obtained from Ford's Grand Rapids office at 425 Cherry 

Street, S.E. (telephone 456-9747) and from his Washington office in the Capitol 

Building. The deadline for filing applications is September 25. 

Selection of the appointees from the Fifth Congressional District of Michigan 

will be based on the results of an open, competitive Civil 3ervice examination to be 

given on Saturday, October 4th. The examination will be held at Grand Rapids, 

Lansing, and other cities thoughout the country to accommodate those who may be 

residing temporarily away from home. An examination vill also be conducted on Tues-

day, November 4, for those who cannot report for the October examination; these 

applications will be considered if received as late as October 30. 

Rep. Ford reported that applications also will be received for appointment to 

the U. S. Merchant Narine Academy and the U. S. Coast Guard Academy, but selection to 

these institutions is not limited to congressional districts. Michigan congressmen 

may nominate ten candidates for the Merchant l·1arine Academy at Kings Point, New York, 

to compete on a state-l'lide basis for 12 available scholarships. The Coast Guard 

makes its own selection of cadets to attend the Academy at New London, Connecticut, 

from a nation-wide competition. 

11The opportunities for training and a career offered by the United States 

Hili tary, Naval, Air Force, Merchant Harine, and Coast Guard Academies should be 

seriously considered by many young men in Kent and Ionia Counties, Rep. Ford said. 

He emphasized that the opportunities offered qualified young men who choose these 

four-year courses lead not only to a bachelor's degree in science but also to a 

commission in one of the Services. 

"At the present time, 11 Ford stated, '\re have at the academies ten young men 

from Grand Rapids, two from Ionia, and one each from Cedar Springs, Comstock Park, 

Grandville, and Wyoming. I hope a large number of applications representing every 

community in the Fifth District 1vill be received this fall. n 
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Congressman Gerald R. Ford today announced that he will mail out a 

questionnaire to all 141,491 residences in the Fifth Congressional District to 

sample the thinking in Kent and Ionia Counties on the issues of the day. 

"I am sending out this questionnaire," Ford said, "to get the advice of the 

people in the district on important questions facing the Congress." "This survey 

will provide me with a valuable guide in voting on legislation. While I must bear 

the responsibility for votes I cast, it will be most helpful to me to know what 

my constituents think." 

Ford noted that nine of the 10 questions in the poll will require yes or no 

answers, with no space for an undecided reply. 

"I have done this because my votes in the House of Representatives must be 

'yea 1 or 'nay, 1
" Ford said. "At no time can I vote 'maybe, 1 so I am posing these 

questions to my constituents on much the same basis that I will have to vote on 

them in the House." 

One question -- that on Vietnam -- offers Fifth District constituents a 

multiple choice. 

"I am offering a multiple choice question on Vietnam because it is a policy 

question which will not come up in the House as a yes or no vote on legislation, 11 

Ford explained. "In addition, it is a most complicated question, and I felt that 

a multiple choice was mandatory." 

Ford said he had weighed the formulation of every question most carefully to 

make sure it was phrased fairly. 

11I am not looking for any particular answer to any of the questions, 11 Ford 

said. "The questions were chosen to reflect the most important issues facing the 

Congress, and the wording of them is intended to let the respondent make up his 

mind for himself." 

Ford added that the questions in the district poll could not parallel 

exactly the voting decisions he must make in the House, because the votes in the 

House will be on legislative language. But the basic issues, he said, will be the 

same. 

Ford noted that his questionnaire card has been designed so that a respondent 

need only place a six-cent stamp on it in the designated space and mail it back. 

It will not be necessary to place it in an envelope or to do any addressing. 

It will take about a week for all of the questionnaires to be delivered 

throughout Kent and Ionia Counties, Ford said. As soon as sufficient returns have 

been received by his office, they will be compiled and the results announced, he 

said. # # # 



CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR IMMeDIATE RELEASE--

NEWS 
RELEASE .... 

Remarks by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R·Mich., Republican Leader, U. S. House of 
Representatives, on the floor of the House, Wednesday, Sept. 17, 1969. 

Mr. Speaker: 

President Nixon's statement yesterday concerning further troop 

withdrawals makes it abundantly clear that the President intends to have 

peace in Vietnam, but that it will be peace with honor. 

Although the emphasis in the press is on the new troop withdrawal, 

the emphasis in this Administration is that it will not negotiate away 

the right of the people of South Vietnam to determine their own future, 

free of outside interference. 

In other words, we will not abandon South Vietnau1. 

However, we will continue to work diligently for peace. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, that it would be well to go over the steps this 

Administration has already taken in that effort. 

We have renounced an imposed military solution; we have proposed free 

elections under international supervision; we have said we will retain no 

military bases; we have offered to negotiate an internationally supervised 

cease fire; we are willing to settle for the de facto removal of North 

Vietnamese troops so long as there are guarantees against their return; 

we are prepared to accept any results of a free election and we are 

prepared to discuss the 10-point program put forward by the North Vietnamese. 

Mr. Speaker, the President is indeed walking the extra mile in the 

quest for peace. It is up to the North Vietnamese to see that he does not 

walk it alone and in vain. 



CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE-­
September 18, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

Remarks by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Ivlich., Republican Leader. U.S. House of 
Representatives, on the floor of the House, Thursday, September 18, 1969. 

Yrr. Speaker, if the United Nations is to be more than a debating society 

and a propaganda forum, the members of that organization must respond meaningfully 

to President Nixon's urging that they persuade Hanoi to engage in productive 

peace negotiations at Paris. 

I would like at this time to commend President Nixon for going before the 

United Nations to make this eloquent appeal for peace, this plea that member 

nations of the U.N. seek to use their good offices on behalf of an early peace 

in Vietnam. 

Mr. Speaker, there is no problem facing this Nation that is more pressing 

than the Vietnam War. Any effort, therefore, that the President makes which may 

have beneficial results is very much to be applauded. 

I mentioned yesterday during House discussion of the prisoner of war issue 

that world opinion counts for something even among Communist nations. I believe 

that to be true, and it is for that reason I feel that President Nixon's appeal 

to the United Nations may have some impact on North Vietnam. 

If all 126 members of the U.N. were to pressure North Vietnam for more 

rneaningful peace negotiations, I believe the result would be beneficial in the 

cause of peace. 

If only a fraction of the U.N. members but a sizable number were to raise 

their voices in protest against the unyielding position of North Vietnam at Paris, 

the result might be to move the other side to some degree. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe President Nixon's initiative in going before the 

United Nations on behalf of world peace will have a salutary effect. I feel he 

deserves the commendation of the entire House. 

# # # 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE-­
September 23, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

Remarks by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Hich., Republican Leader, U.S. House of 
Representatives, on the floor of the House, September 23, 1969. 

Mr. Speaker: 

One of the underlying causes of youthful unrest in our nation is 

uncertainty about the future. One of the great reasons for that uncertainty is 

the present draft system that makes a man eligible for the draft for seven years. 

We all know that no man can plan his future if he never knows when the long arm 

of government is going to reach out and take him. 

The resulting uncertainty can only breed resentment among our youth, 

regardless of their race or socio-economic background. 

Knowing this, we have gone along with such a system far too long a time. 

Finally, the time has come for us to change that system, for it will be 

done either by Congressional action or -- if we refuse -- by Executive decision. 

President Nixon asked this Congress in May to provide a random selection 

system that would limit the draft to 19 year olds. To date we have not acted. 

As an alternative, the President will take Executive action after the first of 

the year that will accomplish much the same objective although, in his own words, 

"not as clearly and as fairly 11 as legislation would. 

Mr. Speaker, Congress has three months to act on this very important 

matter before the first of the year. I hope we will get on with the job. 

# # # 
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Remarks by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Hich., Republican Leader, U.S. House of 
Representatives, on the floor of the House, September 24, 1969. 

Mr. Speaker: 

Today more than 75 Members of the House, including 7 from the Ways and 

Means Committee, have joined to introduce legislation that will make federally-

collected revenues available for percentage sharing with the states and cities. 

When passed, this legislation will effectively carry out the proposal made 

by President Nixon last August 13 that federal revenues should be made available 

for use by the states and cities on a no-strings-attached basis. 

Mr. Speaker, introduction of this legislation today marks the first time 

in recent history that a concerted effort has been begun to give states and local 

governments the funds that will allow them effectively to live up to their 

committments and their responsibilities to their citizens. 

I think it is generally agreed that the central government until now has 

increasingly pre-empted the sources of revenue available to states and local 

governments, thus leaving no alternative except for the federal govenrment also 

to pre-empt their responsibilities. 

Until now, money flowing from the federal government to the states has been 

sent in the form of categorical grants, with the federal government determining 

how and where the funds will be spent. Often, in doing so, we have put such 

grants on matching bases. This forced the recipients to increase their own taxes 

to take advantage of projects and programs they need less than some for which we 

have provided no grants. 

The legislation we are seeking today will provide additional funds that 

states and counties and cities can spend as they see fit. 

Mr. Speaker, there are those who lack confidence in the ability of states 

and local governments to spend money effectively or properly. I would agree 

there will be cases where money is badly spent. 

But we have no farther to look than the federal government to see great 

sums badly spent on poorly devised progrruns devised for questionable reasons. 

(more) 
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Mr. Speaker, we are a self-governing people. The Constitution ordains 

our system as such, and the vast majority of Americans want it that way. 

Self-governing begins with the government closest to the people --local, 

county and state government. 

Revenue sharing will make it possible to make that government more 

effective and more able to meet the needs of those it governs. 

Mr. Speaker, remembering that big government is not necessarily the best 

government, I urge the members of this House to give this legislation not only 

their careful study but also their votes of approval. 

Our nation will be the stronger for it. 

# # # 
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--FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE--­
September 26, 1969 

Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, Republican Leader, U.S. House of Representatives, 
re: President Nixon's press conference comments. 

I expect an increasing majority of the American people will support 

President Nixon's declarations on policy in Vietnam. 

The facts cited by Mr. Nixon at his press conference Friday showing progress 

in Vietnam-- the decline in U.S. casualties, the sharp drop in enemy infiltration 

as compared with the first nine months of last year, and other indicators -- prove 

to my satisfaction that the President's Vietnam policy is sound. 

I agree with President Nixon that setting an arbitrary date for complete 

U.S. withdrawal from Vietnam would not only undermine but completely destroy our 

bargaining position at Paris. Such a pronouncement would be harmful, not helpful. 

There is an unfortunate tendency among some Americans to abandon that 

objective which the President has declared as "non-negotiable" -- the right of 

the South Vietnamese people to decide for themselves who their leaders shall be. 

Any willingness to junk that objective plays into the enemy's hands and 

encourages them to drag the war out instead of negotiating a political solution. 

As President Nixon has repeatedly made clear, we are pursuing a negotiated 

settlement in Vietnam. The only ingredient lacking at present is enemy willingness 

to negotiate. 

The other side will negotiate, as the President said, when the enemy 

becomes convinced they have nothing to gain by waiting us out. 

On another subject, I would also like to comment on President Nixon's 

prospects for winning congressional approval of automatic cost-of-living increases 

in Social Security benefits. 

It should be emphasized that both the Democratic and Republican platforms of 

1968 contained planks endorsing automatic rises in Social Security payments to 

keep pace with the cost-of-living. 

Under the circumstances, I think chances for enactment of such legislation 

are good. Any failure will be the responsibility of the Democratic Congress. 

# # # 
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--FOR RELEASE FRIDAY AM's-- t.. 
September 26, 1969 

Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., to be placed inthe Congressional Record 
of September 25, 1969 

Mr. Speaker, if it is possible to be both amused and saddened simultaneously, 

this best sums up my reaction to the dramatic by-play which has been diverting 

some of my dear Democratic friends of the Majority side in recent weeks. The 

theme of this mini-melodrama seems to have been "Are We a Do-Nothing Congress?" 

And their resounding denials of such a horrid accusation were given added 

dignity and stature in the September 17th Congressional Record by the distin-

guished Majority Leader, the gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. Albert appears to have been alarmed by what he terms "reports in the morning 

press that Republican colleagues are hoping President Nixon will try to pin the 

'do-nothing' label on Democratic members of the 9lst Cmgress." 

I cannot pretend to bespeak the secret hopes of all my Republican colleagues, 

any more than my friend from Oklahoma can divine the designs of all his Demo-

cratic colleagues. But I wonder who first suggested a "Do-Nothing" description 

for this 9lst Congress. Was it President Nixon? Not that I know of. Certainly 

1 have never leveled any such charge against my friends across the aisle; on the 

contrary, I have been generous in my praise, both public and private, for the 

cooperation which you, Mr. Speaker, and the Majority Leadership of this Congress 

has given on several outstanding occasions, such as the extension of the 10% 

income tax surcharge. Nor do I think the late Senate Minority Leader was ever 

party to a "Do-Nothing" accusation, although it is perhaps true that the other 

body has dilly-dallied in this session a bit more than we have. In fact I know 

of no leader of my party who has branded this a "Do-Nothing Congress" although 
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some allegations of "foot-dragging" and "stalling" have, not without justice, 

been mady by Republican legislators. 

So who started ali this "Do-Nothing Congress" charge and countercharge! Why, 

my friends, it was planted by no less an authority than the last Democratic 

candidate for President, the Honorable Hubert H. Humphrey. 

I would like to quote from the eminent national columnist, Marquis Childs, in 

the Washington Post of September 17th, reporting on a closed-door session which 

the former Vice President had with Senate Democrats before the Labor Day recess. 

Mr. Childs quotes Mr. Humphrey as saying: 

"In 1970 President Nixon can go to the country with the same battle 
cry that President Truman used in 1948. He can talk about the 
legislative failures of a Congress with solid Democratic majorities. 
The President has put one program after another up to you and you 
haven't acted. He can appeal for the election of Republicans to help 
him get his programs through. And if the Republicans make substantial 
gains in the Senate and the House the chances for a Democrat winning 
in 1972 will be a lot worse than they are today. Unless the record of 
Congress improves in the second session and unless the Democratic Party 
gets behind its own legislative program, I can see Nixon aiming a 
campaign at the 190-worst' Congress just as Truman went after the 
'80-worst' Congress and won against all the odds." 

So, the alarm having been sounded in the first place by their own Mr. Humphrey, 

my friends on the other side have now indignantly and officially denied that 

they are running a "Do-Nothing Congress." While I am loath to take sides in 

fights among Democrats, I must point out for the record that this entertaining 

side-show has been scripted solely by them. It is histrionics, not history. As 

the Biblical Proverb puts it so well: "The wicked flee when no man pursueth." 

My good friend Mr. Albert compared the number of Presidential messages sent up to 

the 89th and 90th Congresses by Former President Johnson and to this Congress by 

President Nixon. I do not think this numbers game is particularly relevant, but 

I wonder why the distinguished Majority Leader limited himself to the first 3 

months of each of these Congresses, during which he says President Johnson . 
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submitted 25 messages in 1965, 23 in 1967, and President Nixon only 12 in 1969. 

Is there extra merit in Administration plans that have only baked, or half-baked, 

90 days or less? If the Democrats' researchers had brought the record up to date, 

they would have logged 30 Presidential messages from President Nixon during his 

first eight months in the White House. This compares with 31 and 28 messages, 

respec.tively, for the first 8 months of 1965 and 1967 from President Johnson. In 

President Nixon's 30 messages there are, of course, many more than 30 specific 

legislative proposals, of which the Democrat-controlled 9lst Congress has 

completed action on only four. 

But, Mr. Speaker, we all know that the workload of Congress cannot be measured so 

easily. I have said before and I say again that I would like this 9lst Congress 

to be known as a Quality Congress rather than a Quantity Congress. My friend 

from Oklahoma in his recent remarks laid great stress upon the Great Society 

legislative proposals which were rubber-stamped into law in 1965 by the lopsided 

89th Congress. That was the Congress with 295 Democrats to 140 Republicans in 

the House and 68 Democrats to 32 Republicans in the Senate. 

I believe the wise words of the distinguished Majority Leader of the other body, 

Sen. Mansfield, about the legislative landslide of 1965 are still eminently worth 

repeating: 

"We have passed a lot of major bills at this session, some of them very 
hastily, a:4d they ::;tac-,~ in e.xtreme need of a gcing-over for loopholes, 
rough corners, a,d pa~ttcularly for an assessment of current and ultimate 
cost in the framP.work of our capacity to m2et it." 

So I, for one, don't think there is any magic merit in sheer quantity of 

Presidential messages or Public Laws enacted by any particular Congress. And I, 

for one, intend to withhold judgment on the record of this session of the 9lst 

Congress until we are finished. If it turns out then that this has been a "Do-

Nothing Congress", I will have to agree with Former Vice President Humphrey that 

the American p~.ople will know who was responsible and will know what to do about it. 
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Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich. 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

I think all members of Congress would agree that social security benefits 

today are terribly inadequate. The questions facing the Congress, then, are how 

much benefits will be increased, when that increase will take effect, and how the 

increase will be financed. 

In his message sent to the Congress Thursday, President Nixon has gone beyond 

these questions by proposing that future increases in social security benefits 

be made automatic, in line with the cost of living. I not only fully endorse 

that proposition at the present time but point out that I joined with the Republican 

National Coordinating Committee in calling for cost-of-living social security in 

1966, and thereafter. Cost-of-living social security also became part of the 

Republican platform adopted at the 1968 Republican National Convention. 

This is the only way that we can make sure the social security system will 

fill its role in helping to provide our elderly and other beneficiaries with an 

adequate income -- by tying it to the cost of living. 

I also endorse without hesitation the President's proposal that future 

increases in social security benefits be financed by automatically increasing the 

base on which social security taxes are levied. 

It seems to me eminently fair that we finance future benefit increases in 

this way. Not only have social security tax rates reached extremely high levels, 

but to increase them further would impose an unreasonable burden on our young 

people when they are just starting their careers and families. To increase the 

taxable base would be to act in accordance with the principle we have employed in 

the past in the field of income taxation -- taxing most heavily those most able 

to pay. 

The President's social security proposals not only point toward an adequate 

income for our elderly and other social security beneficiaries but also toward an 

end to political opportunism in the social security field. 

(more) 
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It is long past time when the Congress should remove social security from 

the political arena -- eliminate it as a biennial political exercise aimed at 

winning the votes of senior citizens through an auction-type bidding up of benefits. 

Let neither major political party seek political profit out of the plight 

of our elderly. 

Let us aid our elderly and improve our social security structure simply 

because it is right -- and let us provide for automatic adjustments in the name 

of eQuity for the future. 

# # # 
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Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, Republican Leader, U.S. House of Representatives, 
on the floor of the House> September 29, 1969. 

Last Friday the Chairman of the Democratic National Committee joined a small 

group of Congressmen who would limit the President's options in Vietnam by demand-

ing a specific timetable for a United States withdrawal -- a withdrawal without 

terms and without honor, a withdrawal tantamount to surrender. 

The National Chairman, who also is a Democratic Senator from Oklahoma, 

presumably speaks for a segment of the Democratic Party "1-rhen it is out of power. 

~rr. Speaker, I cannot believe that Chairman Harris speaks or acts for all 

the members of his Party, or even a majority of it. 

I cannot believe he speaks for the Speaker of the House, or for the 

Majority Leader, or for hundreds of my colleagues on the other side of the aisle. 

Mr. Speaker, there was a time when politics in the Congress stopped at the 

water's edge. There was a time when Republicans and Democrats alike supported our 

Presidents in their conduct of foreign affairs and in the waging of war. 

I hope that era has not ended. Today, with a Republican President in office, 

there are those who would intensify the effort to make war and foreign affairs 

matters for partisan politics. 

But, l•!r. Speaker, I still do not believe that any one man, regardless of 

his party position, does speak or can speak for the Democrats in this Congress and 

in this nation, especially in an area •rhere national commitments and national 

integrity are at stake. 

Mr. Speaker, I am convinced that for most Americans, of both parties, 

politics still does end at the water's edge. And I am sure that the leadership in 

both parties agrees with that position. 

# # II 
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Congremsman Gerald R. Ford today reported the results of balloting on his 

congressional questionnaire by students at Lo-,;ell Senior High School, St. Patrick's 

High in Portland, and Kelloggsville government classes in Wyoming. 

"At the n9quest of plii.ncipals and government teachB:JrS, I sent thousands of 

copies of my questionnaire to high schools in Kent and Ionia CountiesJ" F-ord said. 

"I found the initial results as reported to me most interesting, and I will be 

comparing the school talloting with the public responses to my questionnaire as the 

o1.erall results are tal:ulated." 

Ford said the responses at Lowell and Kelloggsvtale pretty much paralleled 

each other, particularly on Vietnam. But the voting on Vietnam at St. Patrick's 

took a somewhat different tack. 

At Lowell, s tutients voted 56 per cent in favor of President Nixon's policy of 

phasing out u.s. combat troops in Vietnam and 13 per cent for his policy of pursuing 

the peace talks at Paris ••. for a combined total of 69 per cent. Only 10 per cent 

voted for immediate withdrawal of U.s. forces and only 16 per cent for resuming bombing 

of North Vietnam. 

At Kelloggsville, the balloting was 51 per cent for the phaseout and 12 per cent 

for pursuing the peace talks ••• for a combined total of 63 per cent. Of the rest, 20 

per cent favored immediate withdrawal and 17 per cent resumption of the bombing. 

At Portland's St. Patrick's, 44 per cent favored the phaseout while 8 per cent 

were for pursuir:g ~ peace talks, giving a combimd total of just 52 per cent for tm 

Nixon policies. Of the remainder, 31 per cent favored immediate withdra:al and 17 per 

cent wanted to resume bombing the North. 

In balloting on the other nine questions in Ford 1s qtl9stionnaire, stuclmts involved 

at all three schools heavily favored President Nixon's Family Assistance and iiioi'kfare 

Program, his plan to give cities and states a percentage slice of Federal income tax 

revenue to use as they see fit, a cutoff of Federal aid from stucl.ents disrupting college 

classes and administration, direct popular election of the President, and a constitutional 

anerrlnBnt giving 18-year-olds the right to vote. 

Students at all three schools favored deployment of the Safeguard anti-ballistic 

missile system--62 per cent in favor at Lowell; 60 per cent at St. Patrick's; and 55 

per cent at Kelloggsville. 

The students opposed increased space spending to put a man on Mars, drafting young 

men by random selection (lottery), and creation of a government-cJ>mefli self-supporting 

postal corporation. Ford said he believes students might not have understood the 

question involving the government postal corporation 0 
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Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., Republican Leader, U.S. House of 
Representatives, in comment on the President's Mess!6e· 

Sunday is Columbus Day, but it should be with no sense of discovery that 

Congress receives President Nixon's Message detailing the tremendous amount of 

work yet to be done by the 9lst Congress. 

It should, however, be with a sense of public-minded cooperation and a 

spirit of deep determination that Congress considers the tasks remaining as spelled 

out by the President. 

I personally pledge that I will bend every ounce of my energies to the 

goals enunciated by the President, and I fervently hope that the Democratic 

Leadership of the Congress will do likewise in a spirit that eschews partisanship 

in favor of what is best for the country. 

I think the President has set a splendid example for the Congress by 

displaying in his Message exactly the kind of nonpartisan spirit now needed to get 

the Congress moving on the President's program and to get this country moving 

ahead. 

I agree with the President that "neither the Democratic Congress nor the 

Republican Administration is without fault for the delay of vital legislation." 

It is because I wished to proceed affirmatively and positively with the 

Presdient's program that I have repeatedly refused to call the 9lst Congress a 

"do-nothing Congress" and have counseled waiting until the final scorecard is in 

before we judge the 9lst. 

The 9lst Congress is potentially a great Congress, and the President has 

made clear how the 9lst can achieve greatness. 

The route to greatness for the 9lst Congress is to enact President Nixon's 

excellent reform proposals -- his proposals which would turn the country into New 

Directions, away from centralism to a New Federalism and away from recognized 

failures to new successes. 

I have spoken of the Nixon Administration throughout the country as a 

Reform Administration -- and that is what we must have at this juncture in our 

history. But we cannot have those reforms unless the Congress implements the 

President's program. 

I therefore join with President Nixon in urging the 9lst Congress to act on 

the administration program -- and to act now. II # # 
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--FOR RELEASE AT 12 NOON EDT-­
October 15, 1969 

HOUSE AND SENATE LEADERS SPONSOR RESOLUTION 

REPUDIATING OPEN LETTER FROM NORTH VIETNAM 

NEWS 
RELEASE,. 

House Majority Leader Carl Albert, D-Okla., and House Minority Leader 

Gerald R. Ford, R-Hich., today joined in sponsoring a resolution calling upon the 

House of Representatives to repudiate North Vietnamese Premier Pham Van Dong's 

open letter to the American people. 

Ford drafted the resolution in cooperation with Senate Minority Leader 

Hugh Scott, R-Pa. Scott introduced an identical resolution in the Senate. 

The resolution resulted from a meeting of House Democratic and Republican 

Leaders, House Foreign Affairs Chairman Thomas E. l'•iorgan, D-Pa., and House 

Foreign Affairs ranking minority member E. Ross Adair, R--Ind. 

Albert read the resolution to the House, expressing the hope that the 

House would adopt it later 'ivednesday under unanimous consent procedure. 

The resolution not only repudiates Pharo Van Dong's letter but also calls 

upon the American people to disassociate themselves from "North Vietnam's 

insolent and intolerable declaration'' that the Vietnam Horatorium is "their fall 

offensive:; aimed at forcing immediate U.S. withdrawal from South Vietnam. At 

the same time, the resolution upholds the right of every American to dissent 

from public policy. 

The resolution is attached. 

# # # 



9lst Congress 
lst Session 

House Res. 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

October 15, 1969 

Mr. Albert, for himself and Mr. Gerald R. Ford submitted the following House 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on 

H 0 U S E R E S 0 L U T I 0 N 

Relating to demonstrations for peace 

Whereas responsible dissent and freedom of speech are among the most sacred 

traditions of the American people; and 

Whereas many Americans are demonstrating their concern for peace pursuant to 

rights enjoyed under the Constitution of the United States, from which springs 

our nation's deep commitment to peaceful debate, the essence of our free 

political system; and 

Whereas the Premier of North Vietnam has publicly described the Vietnam Moratorium 

in an open letter to the American people as "their fall offensive" aimed at forcing 

the United States ;'to withdraw completely and unconditionally" from Vietnam; and 

Whereas the said Premier greatly misjudges Americans, and deceives himself if 

he believes that those who demonstrate are doing so with a desire to assist 

Hanoi; and 

Whereas the said Premier's letter to the American people is a blatant and 

insolent intrusion into the affairs of the American people by an enemy; 

Resolved by the HOuse of Representatives, That we support the inherent right of 

all Americans to responsible and peaceful dissent, but we abhor the attempt of 

Premier Pham Van Dong to associate those Americans who demonstrate for peace 

with the cause of our enemy; and resolved further that we repudiate the premier's 

letter and call upon all Americans to disassociate themselves from North Vietnam's 

insolent and intolerable declaration. 



FOR RELEASE ON RECEIPT 

Congressman Gerald R. Ford of Grand Rapids today said he has sent the 

estimated 20,000 responses to his congressional questionnaire to a computing firm 

for tabulation and is waiting to see if there is a generation gap in Kent and Ionia 

Counties. 

While marking time on the general results, Ford meantime announced question­

naire returns from four high schools --Catholic Central in Grand Rapids, Rockford 

Public Schools, and Godvrin Heights and Godfrey-Lee in Wyoming. Ford last week 

announced results from Lowell High School, St. Patrick's High in Portland, and 

Kelloggsville in Wyoming. 

"I am anxious to get back the tabulations on votes cast by the general 

public because this will indicate whether there is a generation gap between the 

young people and the older generation on the issues posed by my questionnaire," 

Ford said. "The school voting thus far has pretty much formed a pattern." 

At Catholic Central, 945 students were involved in the questionnaire 

balloting, although all did not vote on each and every question. 

The voting took place before the Oct. 15 Vietnam Moratorium, but it seems 

significant that on the Vietnam question only 17 per cent of Catholic Central's 

students favored immediate withdrawal of American forces. Another 13 per cent 

favored resuming and expanding the bombing of North Vietnam. Of the remaining 

70 per cent, 52 per cent were for President Nixon's policy of gradually phasing 

out U.S. troops and turning more combat duties over to the South Vietnamese, and 

18 per cent favored Nixon's policy of carrying on limited military action while 

pursuing the Paris peace talks. 

The Vietnam pattern was the same at Rockford and the two Wyoming schools. 

At Rockford, 53 per cent favored phaseout and 7 per cent pursuit of the Paris 

peace talks for a combined total of 60 per cent supporting present Nixon policies. 

Of the rest, 33 per cent favored immediate withdrawal and 7 per cent were for 

resuming the bombing. Students voting at Rockford numbered 206. 

At Godwin Heights, where 214 students voted, 49 per cent favored phaseout, 

8 per cent pursuit of the peace talks, 22 per cent immediate withdrawal, and 

21 per cent bombing of North Vietnam. 

Godfrey-Lee's 39 participants voted 49 per cent for phased withdrawals, 

15 per cent for pursuing the peace talks, 21 per cent for immediate withdrawal, 

and 15 per cent for resumed bombing of the North. 

(more) 
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Students at Catholic Central, Godwin Heights and Godfrey-Lee Schools 

favored Nixon's Safeguard anti-ballistic missile system by substantial margins 

but Rockford students opposed it 56 to 44 per cent. 

Students at all four schools favored Nixon's new Family Assistance Program 

in place of the present welfare system, percentage sharing of Federal income tax 

revenue with cities and states, a cutoff of federal aid from students disrupting 

college classes and administration, election of the President by direct popular 

vote, and amending the U.S. Constitution to give 18-year-olds the vote. 

All four schools opposed creation of a government-owned, self-supporting 

postal corporation, selection of draftees by lottery and an increase in Federal 

space spending to put a man on Mars. 

Including those schools previously reporting results to Ford, Rockford is 

the first school to oppose the Safeguard ABM system. Results from the other 

schools were similar to the current batch on Vietnam and all other questions. 

# # # 
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FOR USE ON RECEIPT 

The Nixon Administration has come up with a novel plan aimed at saving the 

Great Lakes from slow death, Congressman Gerald R. Ford of Grand Rapids said today. 

Ford said the program involves picking a lake, making a laboratory out of 

it and testing a variety of ways to control certain kinds of pollution now 

threatening to kill Lake Michigan and the other Great Lakes. 

The program has been developed by the National Council on Marine Resources 

and Engineering Development. 

The testing planned by the Council for the laboratory lake will take about 

two years. The Council will decide during the next several months what lake to 

use for the tests and what testing techniques to employ. 

"Whatever techniques are finally developed for controlling certain kinds of 

pollution in Lake Michigan and the other Great Lakes will be no substitute for 

the regulatory type of pollution control," Ford warned. "Both kinds of pollution 

control will have to go forward at the same time. In fact, we must step up all 

our efforts." 

Lake Michigan and the other Great Lakes are threatened with slow strangulation 

because nutrients in municipal sewage cause algae to grow fast and this growth takes 

oxygen from the water that the fish need. Ultimately, the weeds die and form a 

marsh. 

How do you deal with this "slow death 11 for the Great Lakes? 

The best answer is to turn off the pollution. 

If you can't do that sufficiently, what is the alternative? This is what 

the Marine Council is determined to find out with its laboratory lake. 

Some of the methods to be tried to keep the "slow death" weeds and algae 

from flourishing include pumping air into the water as is done in home aquariums; 

coating the bottom with a thin film of plastic or with asphalt to prevent weeds 

from taking root; getting the lake water to "turn over" by heating the bottom 

layers of water and thus generating currents that rise to the top and cause the 

air near the surface to move to the bottom. Still another method is filtering the 

lake inflows to remov-e chemicals before they hit the lake. Another is "harvesting" 

the lake weeds as is presently done with seaweed. 

The lake laboratory program is estimated to cost $35 to $50 million, 

according to the Marine Council. First funding would be in President Nixon's fiscal 

1971 budget. But preparations will begin immediately with presently available 

funds, Ford said. 
# # # 
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GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE-­
October 22, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

I have been polling my constituents during the past few weeks and have 

been amazed to find how few Americans are fUlly aware of what President Nixon 

has done to promote peace in Vietnam. 

There are, in fact, some who profess to see no difference in President 

Nixon's Vietnam policies and those of his predecessor in the White House. This 

of course is an unfortunate indication of blindness to the facts. 

Now we have a summing up of Nixon Policy facts on Vietnam from the White 

House, and this ~fuite House paper is one which should be studied by all Americans. 

It spells out succinctly how different the Nixon Policy on Vietnam has been and 

the results which have been obtained. It is most timely and much needed. 

One of the results should have been a breakthrough at Paris. Logic would 

indicate this, in view of President Nixon's announced willingness to negotiate 

on every point raised by the other side and his willingness to make every issue 

negotiable except the right of the South Vietnamese to determine their own future 

through free elections. 

The \fui te House paper makes clear the dual track that the Nixon 

Administration has followed in pursuing peace in Vietnam -- a wide-open agenda 

at Paris, and a Vietnamization process that has us turning the war over to the 

South Vietnamese. 

The unspoken element in the White House paper is this: We will not 

simply hand over South Vietnam to the Communists -- not at Paris or in the field. 

And for this as well as his great pursuit of an honorable peace I salute the 

President. 

II # # 
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HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE-­
October 23, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

For the first time since the Eisenhower years, America has a positive 

program to again bring this Nation into the front rank of seafaring countries. 

That is the significance of the merchant ship building program which 

President Nixon has outlined in the message he sent to the Congress today. 

This is a program which gives American shipyards the incentive to modernize 

and expand. Unlike the previous Administration, President Nixon is not throwing 

our shipbuilding business into foreign shipyards. Instead he is offering American 

shipbuilders -- industry and labor -- a challenge and an opportunity. 

Under the Nixon maritime program, American shipbuilders have the opportunity 

to invest $4 billion in modernizing their yards over the next 10 years so they 

can become truly competitive with other shipyards throughout the world ... in 

techniques, facilities, and production. 

If American shipbuilders accept the challenge and avail themselves of the 

opportunity, the program outlined by President Nixon will succeed. But it must 

be remembered that the Nixon program is predicated on a responsible response from 

industry and labor. The Federal Government cannot carry this program forward 

alone, because it is not just another subsidy program. It is a program under 

which the Federal Government is providing the leadership and incentive for a 

great surge forward in America's maritime fortunes. 

This is a program of deeds and not words -- a multi-year shipbuilding 

program to make longrange planning possible, a trebling of Federal mortgage 

insurance from $1 billion to $3 billion, payment of construction differential 

subsidies directly to shipbuilders instead of through ship owners, extension of 

subsidy payments to bulk carriers. 

I think the Nixon maritime program will revitalize the American merchant 

marine and revive our shipbuilding industry. If industry and labor respond, we 

can once more make our merchant fleet a source of pride for every American. 

# # # 



CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR RELEASE AT 12 NOON t'ffiDNESDAY-­
October 29, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

A solid majority of Kent and Ionia County citizens responding to his 

questionnaire favor President Nixon's Vietnam policies, Congressman Gerald R. Ford 

of Grand Rapids reports. 

Ford today released the complete results of his poll, which drew answers 

from 24,360 people in the Fifth Congressional District. The questionnaires were 

tabulated by a Washington, D.C. computer firm (the Aztech Corp.) at no expense to 

the government. 

Ford found that 50.2 per cent of those sending back questionnaires endorsed 

the Nixon policy of gradually phasing out American troops in Vietnam and replacing 

them with South Vietnamese. Another 4.3 per cent favored limited military action 

while pursuing the peace talks in Paris. This produced a combined total of 54.5 

per cent in favor of policies now being carried out by the Nixon Administration. 

Roughly one out of five (21.4 per cent) favored immediate withdrawal from 

Vietnam. Only 13 per cent wanted to resume and expand the bombing of North Vietnam. 

Others gave multiple answers or none. 

"I feel that the Fifth District voting on Vietnam probably reflects 

sentiment nationwide," Ford. said. "Although the actual balloting took place 

before the Vietnam Moratorium, it indicates to me that a majority of the American 

people support the policies President Nixon is pursuing in an effort to end the 

Vietnam War on honorable terms." 

The narrowest division of opinion on the questionnaire issues came on 

Nixon's projected anti-ballistic n1issile system, already approved by the Congress. 

Slightly more than half of those ansvrering the question opposed the Safeguard ABM 

system. The totals were 44.8 per cent "no; 11 42.2 per cent 11yes; 11 and 12.9 per cent, 

no opinion. Many of those leaving the question unanswered commented that the 

subject was too technical for them to vote on. 

The Senate narrowly approved the Safeguard proposal but the House over-

whelmingly endorsed it. 

Fifth District residents responding to the poll heavily favored Nixon's 

proposed welfare plan (72.15 per cent), return of a percentage of Federal income 

tax revenue to the cities and states (63.6), election of the President by direct 

(more) 
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popular vote (88.5 per cent), establishment of a government-owned self-supporting 

postal corporation in place of the present postal system (71.9), and a cutoff of 

federal aid to disruptive college students (89.6 per cent). 

A majority of Kent and Ionia citizens favored Nixon's proposed lottery or 

random selection system for the draft, with 52.4 per cent for it, 36 per cent 

opposed and the rest undecided. 

"This tells me that the people in my district want the reforms that 

President Nixon has laid before the Congress," Ford declared. 

Fifth District residents emphatically rejected any stepup in space spending 

to put a man on Mars (86.7 per cent against, 10.6 per cent for, and the rest 

undecided). 

The poll revealed a generation gap in the Fifth District on draft changes, 

giving 18-year-olds the vote, and creating a government-owned postal corporation. 

Adults balloting on Ford's questionnaire opposed giving 18-year-olds the 

vote (63.9 to 33.4 per cent, with the rest undecided), while favoring postal and 

draft reform. 

Results from Kent and Ionia County high schools reporting on Ford question­

naire balloting showed them heavily in favor of 18-year-old voting and opposed to 

a lottery system for the draft and a government-owned postal corporation. 

Student and adult views on the other Ford questionnaire issues pretty much 

paralleled each other except that the school balloting generally favored Nixon's 

Safeguard ABH system. Voting at Rockford Public Schools was the only case where 

the adult and student balloting ran about the same on ABM. 

Ford said he was extremely pleased with the response to his questionnaire. 

He sent the questionnaire to all 141,491 mailing addresses in Kent and Ionia 

Counties and received replies from 24,360. 

''That's a return of better than 17 per cent, as compared with the 10 per cent 

that most congressmen get," Ford said. "It proves to me that Fifth District 

residents are more interested in good government than the average citizen." 

Ford added: ni want to thank everyone who took the time to fill in and 

send back my questionnaire, with special. thanks to the thousands of people who 

wrote comments on their questionnaires or sent me letters. I am very much 

gratified, because this gives me a good idea of what the people in my district 

are thinking." 

# # # 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR RELEASE AT 12 NOON EST-­
October 30, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

I congratulate President Nixon on his proposed Buyer's Bill of Rights. The 

proposals the President has outlined in the consumerism message sent to Congress 

today are easily the most far-reaching of any consumer protection measures yet laid 

before the Federal Legislature. 

Under the President's proposals, the American consumer at last would have 

full protection under the law and laws that would fully protect him. He would have 

complete representation in Washington and access to product testing information 

which Federal agencies have gathered over the years. 

President Nixon's consumer protection package is indeed an historic stride 

forward, a step that will cultivate greater confidence in U.S. consumer products 

and thus benefit not only the buyer but the seller. A byproduct doubtless will 

be increased world confidence in the quality of American goods, already recognized 

in world markets as outstanding. 

In my view, Hr. Nixon is the first American President to take complete 

cognizance of the buyer's problems in all of their ramifications. He has struck 

a blow for the consumer that will have permanent and most beneficial impact. 

# # # 
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RELEASE 
GERALD R. FORD 

HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

November 5, 1969 

Remarks by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., Republican Leader, U. S. House of 
Representatives, of the floor of the House, Wednesday, November 5, 1969. 

Mr. Speaker, we have all heard considerable comment recently about 

special election trends, so perhaps I may be permitted to do some vote 

analyzing of my own today, on the first anniversary of President Nixon's 

victory in 1968. 

It seems plain to me that the great silent majority of Americans who went 

to the polls yesterday continued and intensified the Republican tide which 

began to flow in the Congressional elections of 1966 and will inevitably lead, 

I am confident, to further gains in the 92nd Congress and in other State and 

local elections next year. 

While a spot poll shown me at the White House this morning showed that 

77 percent of the American people rallied behind President Nixon on his Vietnam 

policy of peace with honor, it is hard to say what effect, if any, this had on 

yesterday's balloting. What is obvious is that the impressive Republican 

victories rolled up were not restricted to any local district or to one region 

of the country. As David Broder observed in this morning's Washington Post: 

"Republican candidates have won important victories in two important 
states, one the most urbanized state of the populous Northeast, and 
the other a former Democratic bastion in the South. Local GOP candi­
dates ran well in Philadelphia, Newark and a number of other major 
cities. 11 

Republicans will now hold 32 of the 50 State governorships, and I want to 

congratulate our colleague, Bill Cahill, on his impressive victory in New Jersey 

(where the contest for a vacant Democratic seat in the House is still a cliff-

hanger) and also Lin Holton, and the other successful Republicans in Virginia, 

for their fine showing. 

One further point: let it be reme~bered that President Nixon campaigned 

vigorously and personally for both Governors-elect. Had either of these 

candidates been defeated, it certainly would have been widely interpreted as a 

rebuke to the President and a repudiation of his Republican Administration 

policies. 

Since they Here not defeated, but instead were elected by larger-than-

expected majorities, I hope th ~ opyor4te ccnclusion will be conceded. It was 

a great victory for the Nixon Administration and a great day fer tre Republican 

Party. 
#11#1141 
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FOR RELEASE ON RECEIPT 

The Creston High School A Cappella Choir will make at least 

two public appearances in Washington, D.C., next April, Congressman 

Gerald R. Ford of Grand Rapids announced today. 

Ford said arrangements have been made for the choir to sing both 

on the House and the Senate steps of the U.S. Capitol Building on 

April 2. 

The choral group will sing for about 20 minutes on the Senate 

steps, beginning at 10:30, and then is scheduled to sing on the House 

steps starting at 11:30 a.m. 

# # # 



CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

November 8, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

NOTE TO NEWS MEDIA: This radio script taped by Rep. Gerald R. Ford for use by 
Fifth District stations the weekend of November 8-9 is being made available 
to you for use as you see fit beginning Saturday, November 8. 

Today I want to talk with you about a variety of topics ••• action by the 

Congress and other important developments here in the Nation's Capital. 

The most significant happening here, of course, has been President Nixon's 

address to the nation on Vietnam, and the show of support for him that followed 

that speech . 

As you know, thousands of telegrams in support of the President's Vietnam 

policy poured into the White House after Americans heard Hr. Nixon explain why he 

has chosen to pursue ~ plan for peace in Vietnam and has rejected immediate 

withdrawal and surrender. 

I think this tremendous show of support for the President was primarily in 

response to four sentences in his Vietnam speech. "Let us be united for peace. 

Let us also be united against defeat. Because let us understand: North Vietnam 

cannot defeat or humiliate the United States. Only Americans can do that. 11 

I agree completely with this statement by President Nixon. And I feel sure 

that a solid majority of all Americans agree with him too. 

That is why I believe the second Vietnam Moratorium, planned for nov. 13 

through 15 will not only fail to arouse greater support for immediate U.S. 

withdrawal from Vietnam but will boomerang on those who urge a U.S. surrender in 
\ 

Vietnam. 

One reason I believe the Vietnam Moratorium next week will boomerang is 

that while some of the leaders are simply idealistic young men others are dedicated 

American Communists. It is Communists like David Dellinger and other members of 

the New Mobilization Committee to End the War in Vietnam who will be leading the 

Moratorium demonstration in Washington on Nov. 15. I believe the American people 

will feel repelled by this demonstration and will make their feelings known. 

President Nixon has made clear what the choice for America is in Vietnam: 

Defeat by the Communists -- what I call an American Dunkirk in Vietnam -- or his 

pursuit of a peace with honor either through negotiations or through Vietnamization 

of the war. (more) 
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As the President has said, the consequences of an American defeat in Vietnam 

would be a disaster of the greatest magnitude -- "a collapse of confidence in 

American leadership not only in Asia but throughout the world," and, ultimately, 

it would not bring peace but more war. 

Now there are a number of other items to which I would like to call your 

attention. 

The House of Representatives, by an overwhelming vote, has passed a bill 

which would allow President Nixon to establish a lottery system -- a true random 

selection system -- for picking draftees. Unfortunately, the Democratic leaders 

in the Senate have indicated there will be no Senate action on this bill. I hope 

the members of the Senate will enter into a gentlemen's agreement to approve the 

one change in the draft law the President is asking for now and to take up 

comprehensive reform of the draft law next year. This is the course of action 

which is indicated now. It is vital for the Nation. 

In recent actions, the House of Representatives passed a long-needed measure 

to protect coal miners. It requires mine owners to adopt safety practices 

recommended by President Nixon and the House Education and Labor Committee. 

The House also has passed a bill providing Federal funds to help schools 

educate their pupils on the dangers of drug abuse. This is a much-needed three­

year program in drug abuse education. 

Finally, I want to point out that President Nixon has sent the Cognress 

proposals to greatly strengthen protection for the American consumer. He is 

asking for a fair deal for the consumer in the market place. He proposes a 

Buyer's Bill of Rights that would set up a new Office of Consumer Affairs, 

strengthen the Federal Trade Commission, and in other ways protect the consumer 

against fraud and dishonesty. I hope the Congress acts soon on the President's 

consumer proposals. 

# # # 
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NEWS 
RELEASE 

Comment by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, Republican Leader, U.S. House of Representatives, to 
be placed in the Congressional Record immediately after the President's Message on 
trade. 

Mr. Speaker: President Nixon has todq sent the Congress a Message which reaffirms 

this Nation's devotion to the principles of free trade. I am pleased that the 

President has outlined a course which will steer us toward the objectives of freer 

trade but at the same time shows an awareness of the shoals and sandbars along the 

wq. 

I believe the trade policies recommended by the President will be helpful in 

restoring our Nation to a position of trade surplus. There is no question that 

movement toward freer trade is necessary if we are to move toward the much-desired 

goal of a favorable balance of trade. 

To that end, I fully support the President's request for authority to make 

limited tariff reductions. The President has quite accurately stated that lack of 

authority to make such reductions exposes our exports to foreign retaliation. 

The Congress also should give serious consideration to the President's request 

for elimination of non-tariff barriers to trade. As the President stated, a clear 

statement of Con!ressional intent in this regard is needed to achieve the reciprocal 

lowering of non-tariff trade obstacles. 

The President's Message on Trade is a prime example of the balance that 

President Nixon has brought to our domestic and foreign affairs. I refer particular~ 

to his realistic recommendations regarding aid for industries and individuals 

adversely affected by increased imports and the need to take effective action in 

cases where American exports are illegally or unjustly discriminated against. 

By and large, the President's trade recommendations commend themselves to the 

Congress. Prompt action on these recommendations is vital to our Nation's future 

well-being. 

####### 



CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

Novembe~ 20, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

NOTE TO NEWS MEDIA: This radio script taped by Rep. Gerald R. Ford for use by 
Fifth District stations the weekend of November 22-23 is being made available 
to you for use as you see fit beginning Saturday, November 22. 

First I would call your attention to the fact that President Nixon has 

signed into law a $610 million bill to provide food stamps for poor Americans. 

By signing this bill, the President broke a deadlock in Congress. Now the way 

is open for the Congress to appropriate funds for the food stamp program for the 

rest of this fiscal year through next June 30. 

In another important development, Congress has sent the President a bill 

which sets up a commission to find out exactly how the Defense Department and 

the rest of the Federal Government spend $50 billion a year buying goods, services 

and facilities. I believe this is a most healthy action by the Congress. It's 

time we checked up on all of our government procurement practices, and that is 

what the 12~an commission to be named under this new legislation is going to do. 

The House has approved and sent to the Senate a bill which would add another 

4.5 million non-farm workers to the unemployment compensation program. The bill 

raises to about 62.5 million the number of workers who are covered by the joint 

Federal-state program of unemployment "comp." This is a big step forward, under 

legislation recommended by the President. 

On Nov. 15 we witnessed a peaceful mass march here in Washington. There 

also was some violent behavior by a relatively small segment of the Anti-Vietnam 

War demonstrators gathered in Washington during the three-day Moratorium. 

I certainly believe in the right of responsible dissent. That is one of 

the great strengths of America -- the fact that individuals in our country are 

permitted freedom of expression, guaranteed under the Constitution. 

While the mass march itself was peaceful, there was ~violence during 

the three days of protests here, and there were some ugly manifestations of 

radicalism. The Washington Board of Trade reported upwards of 75 plate glass store 

windows broken in downtown Washington and the Georgetown section of the city. 

Coupled with that we had an attempt by the radicals to charge the South Vietnamese 

embassy, and some nastiness near the Justice Department building. 

(more) 
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It is naive to ignore the ugly occurrences simply because the mass march 

itself was peaceful. 

It is also naive to believe that because an estimated 250,000 or more 

people gathered in Washington to demonstrate against the war the President of the 

United States should alter a carefully considered policy based on his desire for 

a just peace in Vietnam. 

Some will choose to ignore the Communist role in the Washington demonstra­

tions, but none of us can afford to ignore the tragic consequences that would 

ensue from a precipitous U.S. withdrawal from Vietnam. It is precisely because 

the consequences would be disastrous for the future of world peace that I am 

supporting the President's policies on Vietnam. 

At this point, Congress has completed action on a one-sentence bill 

of tremendous importance to our Nation's young men. That one-sentence bill will 

allow the President to institute a system under which men will be subject to the 

draft only during the year they are 19 years old or their college deferment has 

expired. Selection will be by the lottery method -- so-called random selection. 

In a recent poll I conducted, people in Kent and Ionia Counties voted 

heavily in favor of the lottery or random selection method of choosing draftees. 

This is a means of reducing to only one year's time the period when a 

young man is vulnerable to the draft. It also limits that one-year period of 

vulnerability to the period before the young man has to make his important career 

and marriage decisions. I favor going to an all-volunteer Army. But until it is 

possible to do so, it is vital that the lottery system of draft selection be 

instituted. 

President Nixon has cancelled the November and December draft calls, and 

he is making progress in bringing our combat troops home from Vietnam. I expect 

there will be even more encouraging developments if the President gets the support 

of the American people in his efforts to extricate us from the war. 

# # # 
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FOR USE THURSDAY, NOV. 20, 1969, AND THEREAFTER 

In-prison job training of the kind being carried out at the !11ichigan 

Reformatory in Ionia is one of the keys to a reduction of crime in America, 

Congressman Gerald R. Ford of Grand Rapids declared today. 

Ford made his comment when the Labor Department announced that three 

projects involving 36 trainees at the Ionia Reformatory are included in a program 

to give in-prison occupational trainees job bonding assistance after they get out. 

Ford said: 11The Nixon Administration program providing vocational training 

and job placement for prison inmates and ex-offenders promises to be a real 

breakthrough toward the control of crime and deliquency.n 

Ford noted that about 60 per cent of the persons released from prisons find 

themselves back in jail within four years. 

"The released prisoner is what I would call a specially disadvantaged 

person, 11 Ford said. "He needs special help under the Federal Government's 

manpower training and assistance program, and President Nixon has noted this." 

Ford cited the fact that Nixon has directed Attorney General John N. Mitchell 

to coordinate a 13-point program of prison reform with special emphasis on 

rehabilitation, particularly of the young offender. 

"The reformatory at Ionia fits right into this picture," Ford said. 

Ford said the U.S. Labor Department now is funding training programs for 

more than 4,000 inmates in prisons in 24 states at a cost of over $5 million. 

These men are taught to become auto and diesel mechanics, carpenters, electricians, 

bricklayers, welders, machine operators, computer programmers, electronics 

mechanics and keypunch operators. 

"Manpower development is not the whole answer to the problem of crime," 

Ford said, "but it holds much promise for a strone attack on it." 

Ford said the crime statistics give prisoner rehabilitation programs 

special urgency. 

He noted that 4.5 million crimes were committed in the United States in 

1968, a 17 per cent rise over 1967. From 1960 to 1968, he said, the volume of 

serious crime rose 122 per cent while the population increased only 11 per cent. 

Juvenile crime increased 300 per cent faster than the increase in juvenile 

population, he reported. 

The money spent on rehabilitation seems large, he said, until you consider 

that crime cost this country at least $31 billion last year, a rise of $4 billion 

over 1967. 

# # # 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE-­
November 24, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

Remarks prepared for delivery by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., on the floor of the 
U.S. House of Representatives, Monday, Nov. 24, 1969. 

Mr. Speaker: The march of an estimated 250,000 Vietnam demonstrators down 

Pennsylvania Avenue on Nov. 15 was a peaceful protest sanctioned by the Constitution. 

Because it was peaceful, little attention has been paid to the destruction and 

violence engaged in by the relatively small radical element among the demonstrators. 

I take this opportunity to inform the House that the three-day Vietnam 

Moratorium cost the taxpayers over one and a half million dollars and cost private 

business interests an estimated $240,000 to boot. 

In addition to detailing these costs, the Justice Department reports that 

606 persons were injured during the Moratorium and it vas necessary to arrest 361 

individuals. 

Treatment was administered to individuals at six area hospitals and 

various first-aid stations for everything from trauma to the effects of tear 

gassing. Twenty-six police officers were among those receiving treatment. 

Total estimated cost of the Moratorium is placed at $1,816,622 on the 

basis of reliable estimates made by the Federal Government, the D.C. Metropolitan 

Police Department, and knowledgeable business firms. 

In the aftermath of the demonstrations, 503 area firms placed orders for 

replacement of broken glass. Of that number, 25 were downtown financial 

institutions. 

In government buildings, 111 windows were broken. There also was paint 

damage and damage to nine glass doors. Twenty buildings owned or leased by the 

government were involved. Greatest damage was to the Justice Department and 

Internal Revenue Service buildings. Repairs will cost an estimated $10,000. 

Damage of up to $12,000 was done to United States parks property, and 

$6,000 damage to 76 law enforcement vehicles. 

Overall costs included $936,088 for standby military support of civil 

authority; $473,776 in overtime pay for members of the three major metrop9l~t~n 

area police departments during the three-day Moratorium; $91,760 in General 

(more) 
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Services Administration costs; $38,497 for support personnel fo the United States 

Marshals Service and Justice Department legal divisions; and $8,500 for debris 

removal. 

The Moratorium record in terms of injuries, arrests, damage and other 

costs is as follows: 

SUMMARY 

Injured 

Arrests 

Damage to 503 private buildings 

Damage to 20 government buildings 

Damage to 76 law enforcement vehicles 

Damage to park property 

Military operations costs 

Law Enforcement overtime pay 

Department of Justice support personnel 

General Services Administration 

Debris removal 

TOTAL 

# # # 

606 

361 

$240,000 

$ 10,000 

$ 6,000 

$ 12,000 

$936,088 

$473,776 

$ 38,497 

$ 91,761 

$ 8,500 

$1,816,622 
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GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE-­
November 25, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

Statement prepared for delivery by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, R-Mich., on the floor of 
the U.S. House of Representatives, Nov. 25, 1969. 

MR. SPEAKER: President Nixon's decision to seek Senate approval of 

United States participation in the Geneva Protocol banning first use of gases and 

bacteriological methods of warfare is an initiative toward peace that may have 

far-reaching effects. 

This affirmative action by the White House could have a highly salutary 

impact on the Strategic Arms Limitation Talks now in progress in their preliminary 

phase. 

In taking the United States out of the field of germ warfare, the President 

has made abundantly clear to the American people and to peoples throughout the 

world the great devotion that this Nation has to the objective of universal peace. 

Not only is this action reassuring to our own people but it is also fresh 

proof to the people of other nations that the United States wants nothing so much 

as peace for itself and for all countries in the world commonwealth. 

I believe this move by President Nixon will greatly enhance the standing 

of the United States in the eyes of the world. I would go further and say that 

seldom has the prestige of the United States been greater than at this moment in 

our glorious history. 

# # # 



CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

--FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE-­
December 8, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, Republican Leader, U.S. House of Representatives 

I join with House Majority Leader Carl Albert in inviting the American 

people and the press to look at the record of the 9lst Congress. Look at the 

record and what do you see? The cupboard is almost bare of legislative achieve-

ment. 

That is the record of the Democratic-controlled 9lst Congress. That is 

the record that Mr. Albert so proudly points to. It is the record of a Congress 

that has been spinning its wheels and going nowhere. 

As for the Nixon Administration, the President has sent the Congress more 

than 40 substantive proposals ranging over a wide variety of problems including 

welfare abuses, the breakdown in the courts, the violence of organized crime, 

crime in the streets, narcotics traffic, chaos in the postal system, and a host 

of other defects in our society. 

President Nixon has laid a great program of domestic reforms before the 

9lst Congress, but the only reform on which there has been any final action is 

the draft. In that case the legislation enacted was a one-sentence repealer. On 

tax reform, the Democratic-controlled Senate is ranging so far afield from 

President Nixon's recommendations and the House bill that final enactment of a 

good meaningful reform bill has been placed in jeopardy. 

I am amazed that Mr. Albert would invite attention to the record of this 

Mark-Time 9lst Congress. But to that invitation I say amen. The Democratic-

controlled 9lst Congress to date has a do-little record. The Administration has 

a record of which President Nixon may justly be proud. 

# # # 
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Remarl:s of :P-ep. Gerald n.. Ford (Hichi:.:;an), House Republican Leader, 
during :::;ene::c.l c~.e"o:iate 0~1 the Votin,., I!i..,.hts Let E~~tension. 

-"·------ 0 .., 

Hr. Chairman, there arc several points upon l-lhich I hope m~ can all agree as 
we begin this debate. 

First, He can surely agree uith the statement of the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary that "Every American must have an equal right 
to vote; no duty w·ei~jhs upon the Congress more heavily than the duty to assure 
that right." 

The gentleman from lieu York's eloquence uas echoed by my friend from Ohio l-lho is 
the ranldng minority member on the committee, uho said: "The elective franchise 
is the cornerstone of our representative Republic." 

Ue must agree Hith that, also. 

The Voting Rights Act of 1965 was enacted to implement the euarantee of the 
Constitution that no American's right to vote should be abridged because of his 
race or color. At the time Congress took this action, it l7as apparent that the 
right to vote of many Americans, mainly blacl: Americans, was being abridged 
on account of color; the remedy t·Ias compounded to fit the situation then pre­
vailing. A formula t·las devised, based upon the registration and voting pattern 
of the 196l~ presidential election. This formula uas very carefully fashioned so 
as to include certain Southern States and exclude others. 

Leaping over all the debate of 4 years .:1go, it t·Tas generally accepted then by the 
Congress that the unprecedented intervention of Federal authority, represented by 
the Voting Rights Act of 1965, into the constitutional pm-1er of States to 
determine the qualification of voters, tlOuld only be temporary. It Has felt, 
quite properly, that the extension of the right to vote llould, in time, be self­
sustaining for those previously denied the franchise because of racial discrimina­
tion. Once they could vote they uould, through the pot·Ter of the ballot box, make 
certain that they uere never disenfranchised again -- this is the theory to tvhich 
most of us subscribe. Therefore, the l:ey provisions of the 1965 Act Here 
supposed to become unnecessary and to expire in August, 1970 -- although there 
twuld still be a probationary period under the lau. 

It is these l:ey provisions, Hhich single out six Southern States and portions of 
several others, t7hich the committee bill t10uld have us continue unchanged for 
another 5 years. Ue arc told ue must not even chan3e the existing lau so much as 
to update its triggering formula fror.1 196l; to the 1968 election statistics. Hhy 
not? 

The ans>·ler is incredible, but here it is: The l96l:- formula should not be changed 
because a 196C formula \10uld permit most, if not all, of those six or seven 
Southern States to escape further discrimination from the Federal Government. 
This is because they have notv registered or not-7 allot-~ more than half their voting­
age citizens to vote -- because they have sucessfully passed the test Congress 
set in 1965. 

I am highly gratified that 000,000 -- perhaps as many as J. million blacl: Americans 
in the seven specially covered States have been registered since the G9th Congress 
passed the 1965 Voting Rights Act. I believe the 9lst C on;jress should not stop 
there but should go fon-1ard to prote~t and expand this fundamental right for all 
citizens, Hhatever their race, creed, or color, >vhereever they reside. 

But I believe there are other fundam.ental rights that are equally precious to 
Americans -- the right of equal justice under lat1, tJhich surely applies to the 
50 States of the Union as nell as to individuals -- the presumption of innocence 
t-1hich puts the burden of proof on the accuser -- the principle that there is Ntc 

lav7 in this lanrl for black and for uhite, for rich and for poor, for Georgi au and 
for Californian. 

If it is agreed ue have a duty to implement the voting ri;jhts zuaranteed by the 
15th amendment and elset1here in the Constitution, if tve agree that substantial 
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pro13resD has been made under the 1965 Act but that much room for ir.1provenent 
remains, and if uc arc hone~t enouch to admit that the present lm1, for all its' 
conmendable results, is discriminatory in spirit and in practice against one 
part of our country, then let us get on with a tHltionuide Dtandard in the spirit 
of 1970 rather than 1964. 

To do this. President lJb:on and his Administration have proJcsed, and I have 
introduced -- uith oy distinr;uishcd collear;ues -- H.R.l2695, the Nationuidc 
Voting RightD Bill uhich uill be before us as a substitute for the Committee Bill. 

~k. Chairman, I have in my possession a letter dated December 10 from President 
Nixon which I uill not read at this point. I ,.,ill insert it at this point in the 
RECOND as a part of my remarks: 

lion. Gerald R. Ford 
Minority Leader of the u. s. House of Representatives 
Hashinr;ton,n D. c. 

Dear Jerry: 

I am auare that the House is considerinr; a five-year extension of the 
Voting Richts Act of 1965, and alternatively, as an ar.1endment, the 
l.dministration-proposed nationuide votinr; richts bill, ll.R.l2695. 

I stroncly believe that the nationuide bill is superior because it is 
more cor.1prehensive and equitable. Therefore, I believe every effort r.1ust 
be made to sec that its ~ssence, at least, prevails. 

I would stress tuo critical points: 

1. Instead of simply extendinG until 1975 the present V0tin3 Rights 
Act, ''hich bans literacy tests in only seven states, as the Committee 
bill vould do, the natiomlide bill uould app:y to all states until 
January 1, 1974. It l'lOuld e~tend protection to raillions of citizens 
not nou covered and not covered under the Committee Bill. 

2. ll.R.l2695 assures that otherwide qualified voters uould not be denied 
the ri13ht to vote for President merely because they changed their state of 
residence shortly before a national election. 

In short, the nationwide bill uould go a lons llay touard insuring a vote 
for all our citizens in every state. Under it those millions uho have 
been voteless in the past and thus voiceless in our covernraent uould have 
the legal tools they need to obtain and secure the franchise. Justice 
requires no less. 

For certainly an enlightened national legislature must adr.1it that justice 
is diuinished for any citizen llho does not have the ri:::;ht to vote for 
those l1ho govern hir.1. There is no uay for the disenfranchised to consider 
ther.1selves equal partners in our so,iety. 

This is true regardless of state or geographical location. 

I urce that this message be broucht to your colleagues, and I hope they 
uill join in our efforts to grant equal voting richts to all citizens of 
the United States. 

Sincerely, 

RICHARD HIXON 

Hr. Chairman, I au notivated not only by the idea of relievinG the citizens and 
authorities of a fe>l States from unjust discrimination, but also by a firm con­
viction that the laHs of the United States, 'vhich \'le urite here, ought to be the 
same for all 50 States; that the benefits of good lmJs should benefit citizens 
everyllhcre; that the penalticE for defiance or evasion should be the same 
Porth South East and tkst· and that the ri~ht to vote r.1ay be -- and often is 

~ ' ' ' -abridged in many \mys and for many reasons in addition to race or color. 

The rjght to vote for President and Vice President, and for other Federal 
elective office::;, is a natiom1ide right entitled to natiomJide protection. Our 
Natiomlide Voting Richts Bill, to summarize it briefly, is natiomvide in all of 
its parts. 
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Specifically: 

1. It uould sunr.:>cnc'. ~_Eionuidc, all literacy tests in all 50 States until 
January 1, 197L: .• 

2. It uould provide, nationuide, a uniforr.1 residence requirer.1ent for all 
.1\mericann uho uant to vote in Presidential elections. 

3. It uould grant, nationuide, statutory authority to the l,ttorney General to 
station voting e::aoiners and obscrve::s in any jurisdiction in all 50 States to 
enforce the rir;ht to re~ister and to vote. 

Lf. It ~10uld provide, nationuide, statutory authority for the Attorney General 
to ::;tart voting rights launuitn in Feder:J.l Courts to prevent discrir:1inatory 
practices and suzpend discrir.1inatory voting lmw in all 50 States 

5. It \lould launch a nat ioi).~ ntudy of the use of liter:J.cy test::: or devices 
and other con:upt practice::: \Jhich nay abridge voting rightc in all 50 States • 
.1\ national voting advinory cmauission \Jould be created to report its findings 
prior to the m:piring of the natiom1ide literacy test suspension in 197L: .• 

I cannot see anything anong thene five n.al:.iomzjde proponals to uhich any 
reasonable pernon could disar;rce c::cept, perhaps, the ter.1porary ~an on all 
literacy test::: for four years. Literacy tests arc not urong or unConstitutional 
in ther.1selves; uhat is illegal in their nisuse to deny the richt to vote not for 
illiteracy but on account of race or color. Even the present .1\ct docs not 
prohibit literacy tent::; in nooe 20 Staten that have thco; it ter.1porarily :::;uspendn 
thco in six or seven States under certain conditions. 

Our Nationuidc Voting r-.ights Bill says, in effect, if any State is to be 
temporarU.y denied the right to have a literacy test of any l~ind, let's tcoporar­
ily deny this right to .:1ll States; let's sec Hhat effect thi~:; has on reGistration 
of r.1inority groups and upon voting pattern~:; in all 50 States, and then let's 
decide \lhat to do about nuch tents and other devices for the nation as a uhole. 
1Jhat could be fairer 1 

There in one provinion of r.1y llat ionuidc Voting Right a Dill uhich the proponents 
of a simple 5-year extcnnion do not, so far as I l:nou, openly oppose; that is the 
provision nationalizing residency requirements for Presidential elections. This 
sinply recor:;nize::; the fact of 1i:Ze in the super-hi:;;huay and jet a:;;e; .1\oericans 
are the nost r.1o~ilc people in the uorld; more than 5 1/2 nillion of then uere 
prevented ~ron votinr:; in 19GC because they had recently ooved. They thun lost 
their vote in their place of previous rcnidence too last to reacquire it in their 
neu hor.1e, 

1lith all deference to oy Vice President' n reservations, the nm1s nedia l:eep 
trannient Anerica<.1G just as uell (or just a::; badly) inforoed of national issues 
and national candidates a::; they do voters uho stay in one precinct all their 
lives. It oakes no sense to deny anyone his riGht to vote because his enploycr, 
or his child's health, or uhatcver, transfers hin abruptly to another part of 
the United States. The nain ar~junent a::;;ainst this overdue renedy secnn to be 
tha.t it has nothing to do uith race or color -- althour:;h population nover.1ents in 
recent years clearly have included both blacl~ and uhite voters in large nuobers. 

Congress should not be precluded froo doing anythinr:; in the ler:;islati.on before 
us simply because it has no racial or color ranifications. Voting rights are 
votinr:; rir:;hts and I have aluayn believed ue should be colorblind -- nondiscriuinator} 
if you uill -- about then. 

The President is the reprenentative of all the prople and all the people should 
have a reanonablc opportunity to vote for hio. 

Perhapn the most significant change \lhich oy Uationuide Voting Rightn Bill 
uould effect in cooparison \li'i:h the c::isting 1965 statute is found in the spiri·t 
of it. Today, any State or county \7hich is under the shadou of the 196L:. formula 
cannot oate any change in its election lmw uithout coning to Hashinr,ton for 
perminnion. Under the 1965 act it is assuncd that any such change is intended 
to cheat the lm1 and circur.wcnt the Constitution. 
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The fundamental presumption of innocence is denied these six or seven States, 
under an arbitrary, outaodcd, mathematical formula. They arc presumed guilty 
and prevented -- thouch 43 other ::>tatcs are not so prevented -- froc manar;inn 
their mm electoral affairs until they prove thecsclvcs innocent in Federal 
court not their olm district courts but in the District of Columbia. 

Maybe I do not concede it, but maybe -- past sins justified such severity 
in past lenislation. But this is not the Reconstruction Era and neither is 
this 1965. Four eventful years have passed; evils and errors of another time 
have yielded. UolJ, today, it is uronr; and it is shaceful for this House to 
perpetuate a punitive and discricinato~J provision for another 5 years beyond 
the point uherc the original authors of the act intended it to e:·:pire. 

:Hy llatiomdde Voting Rights Dill shifts the burden of proof bacl: uhere it ought 
to be -- to the Attorney General -- and ecpol·Ters hie to go after any State which 
does, in fact, discricinatc against voters on racial grounds or uhich might 
backslide in the future. Just as we do pnt l·'-9nt any second class citizens in 
this country, neither do uc uant any second class states. 

My friends, the choices before us here are usually difficult choices. 

I do not believe they are at all difficult today. 

Ue "have before us t\·70 proposalo -- one to continue unchanced for five more years 
a raear;ure intcv:icd as trr.~ •' i.:~U"?orary t:tedicinc to c.un~ :r:-ucial dir;crir.dnation 
in one p rt d: the ccuurry ...... _.~.::·il in uorldnc a ~c· , ::..a;)lc :.md purtial cure has 
itself d scri.nir.::tted tr. ,_.l":.r." c· .. :-:..,.ry uays. The .11.(· ..:' :•u..: iv is t:lY Uatiom-Tide 
Voting Ri[;hts Lill uhich bu.:. .!.d..: upon the lessons of ~.he 1965 Act, continues its 
Federal oversight but elicinatcd its serious nhortcon~nzs. 

This Adcinistrat i.on with this bill intends to protect all the gains in votinn 
rights p:-otcct icn u~1ic.h have been made in the !? a-: t fct!r years. Hore than that, 
ue intend to ex.tcml these gains to all states ai'<! -~11 Ame.l."i.cans uho cay still be 
denied thrdr full fran :hise. The very fact ue haJe ' .. :adc such spectacular 
gains rule~ out any notion of standing still, or of singling out a feu scapegoat 
States. Ue mean to step up and broaden the Federal concern for votinz rights 
anyuhere and evcryv1herc in Arae.rica. 



CONGRESSMAN 

G ALD . FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

FOr.. IHME.DIAt!Z RnLE/,SE l~t:.~:~? 

r..c:m.arl~s o~ r.ep. Ge;:-alrl n.. Ford (Hichi3an), House r..epublican Leader, 
d·.1ri_::3 ~en.=:<!l c~e:,ate o~1 the Voting Riehts Act E~~tension. 

Hr. Chairman, there arc several points upon \-Jhich I hope He can nll naree as 
uc begin this debate. 

First, He can surely aaree uith the statement of the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on the Judiciary that ''Every American must have an equal right 
to vote; no duty ueighs upon the Congress more he4vily than the duty to assure 
that right." 

The gentleman fror:1 llcm Yorl~ 1 s eloquence \-Jas echoed by my fr iencl from Ohio '"ho is 
the ranting minority member on the committee, uho said: "The elective franchise 
ia the cornerstone of our representative Republic." 

lle must aaree uith that, also . 

The Voting rtights Act of 1%5 uas enacted to implement the guarantee of the 
Constitution that no American ' s rieht to vote should be abridged because of his 
race or color. At the time Congress tool• this act

1
ion, it \l.:lS apparent that the 

right to vote of nany Americans, mainly blacl;: Americans, \-Tas being abridged 
on account of color; the remedy \·7as compounded to fit the situation then pre­
vailing. A forr.lUla uas devised, based upon the regiotration and voting pattern 
of the 196l~ presidential election. This fortaula uas very carefully fashioned so 
as to include certain Southern States and exclude others. 

I.eapinr. over all the debate of l~ yeara aco, it \las generally accepted then by the 
Con~rcon that the unprccndanted intervention of Federal authority, represented by 
t he Votin3 Rights Act of 1965, into the constitutional poHer of States to 
determine the qualification of voters, uould only be temporary . It uas felt, 
quite properly, that the c::tension of the rieht to vote \·lould, in time, be self­
sustaining for those previously denied the franchise because of racial discrimina­
tion. Once they could vote they uould, throuch the pol7er of the ballot box, make 
certain that they \Jere never disenfranchised again -- this is the theory to \-lhich 
most of us subscribe. Therefore, the l;ey provisions of the 1965 Act \verc 
supposed to become unnecessary and to expire in Au~ust, 1970 -- although there 
uould still be a probation.:1ry period under the lau. 

It is these l:ey provisions, l7hich single out six Squthern States and port ions of 
several others, uhich the committee bill uould have us continue unchanged for 
another 5 years. Uc arc told \le must not even change the existinG lau so much as 
to update its trirmerine forraul.:1 from 1964 to the 196G election statistics. Hhy 
not? 

The anst·7cr is incredible, but here it is: The 1964 formula should not be changed 
because a 196G formula \lould pert:tit most, if not all, of those six or seven 
South~rn Staten to eocapc further d:f.scrimin<ltion from the Federal Government. 
This iG bccauce they have no\/ recist:ered or no\1 allo\·7 more than half their voting­
age citizens to vote -- because they have sucessfully pansed the test Congress 
set in 1965. 

I am highly cratified that GOO,OOO -- perhaps as many as J. million blacl~ Americans 
in the seven specially covered States have been reG!istered since the C9th Congress 
passed the 1965 Voting r:.iehts Act. I believe the 9:lst C oncrcss should not stop 
'there but should ao fon1ard to protet:>t and expand this fundamental rieht for all 
citizens, uhatcver their race, creed, or color, whereever they reside. 

But I believe there are other fundaoental rights that are equally precious to 
Americans -- the richt of equal justice under lat1, \·lhich surely applies to the 
50 States of the Union as l1Cll as to individuals -- the presut:tption of innocence 
v.h i c h pu tn the burden of proof on the accuser -- the principle that there is ~'u<.! 
la·" i n this lanrl for b lacl~ and for uhite, for rich and for poor, for Geoq~i.:m and 
f or Californian. 

If it is agreed v7e have a duty to it:tplement the voting richts 3uaranteed by the 
15th amendment and else\7here in the Constitution, ~f \.Ze aeree that substantial 
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proBres:; has been nadc under the 1965 Act but that much room for inprovcment 
remains, and if uc arc honest enou::;h to admit that the present lau, for all its' 
co~endable results, is diacriminatory in spirit and in practice against one 
part of our country, then let us cet on with a niltiomlide standard in the spirit 
of 1970 rather than 1964. 

To do this. President llb:on and his Administration have pro1 csed, and I have 
introduced-- uith oy distincuished colleagues -- H.P-.12695, the Nationuide 
Votin::; Rights Bill 11hich \lill be before us n$ a substitute for the Committee Bill. 

Hr. Chairr:1an, I have in my possession n letter dated Decenber 10 from President 
Nixon uhich I uill not read at this point. I l>lill insert it at this point in the 
RECOliD as a part of my remarl~s: 

lion. Gerald It. Ford 
Minority Leader of the U. s. House of Representativen 
\~chincton,m D. c. 

Dear Jerry: 

I am auare that the House is considcrinc a five-year extension of the 
Votin::; Ri::;hts Act of 1965, and alternatively, as an at1cndmcnt, the 
/.dministration-proposcd nationuide voting rights bill, Il.R.l2695. 

I stron::;ly believe that the nationuide bill is superior because it is 
more comprehensive and equitable. Therefore, I believe every effort must 
be made to sec that its essence, at least, prevails. 

I ~muld stress t·uo critical points: 

1. Inotead of cimply extending until 1975 the present VC'Itin::; Rights 
Act, "hich bam; literacy te:::ts in only seven states, as the Committee 
bill \lould do, the natiom1ide bill 'tlould app:.y to all statca until 
January l, 1974. It \10uld e~tend protect:J,on to cillions of citizens 
not nou covered and not covered under the Committee Bill. 

2. ll. R.l2695 azsurea that othcnlide qualified voters would not be denied 
the rieht to vote for Prc:::ident merely because they changed their state of 
residence shortly before a national election. 

In short, the nationuide bill uould go a lone \lay touard insurin:; a vote 
for all our citizens in every a tate. Under it those millions uho have 
been votele:.:;s in the past and thus voiceless in our ::;overnment uould have 
the ler;al tools they need to obtain and secure the franchise. Justice 
rcquiren no lese. 

For certainly an enli::;htened national legislature must admit that justice 
is diuinished for any citizen who docs not have the ri::;ht to vote for 
those \Iho ::;overn hin. There is no liaY for the disenfranchised to consider 
thenselvcs equal partners in our so,iety. 

This is true rccardles::: of state or geographical loc.ation. 

I ur::;e that this ne:::sace be brought to your colleanue5, and I hope they 
uill join in our efforts to crant equal votinc ri::;hts to all citizens of 
the United ~tatez. 

Sincerely, 
~'·,;,· I • .. I 

RICHARD )aXON 

llr. Chairman, I nr.t notivated not only by the idcia of relievin::; the citizens and 
authoritie5 of a fmt States from unjust discrimination, but also by a firm con­
viction that the lm·1s of the United States, '~hich He uritc here, oucht to be the 
same for all 50 Staten; that the benefits of cood law::: should benefit citizens 
every\-there; that the penaltie:.:; i:or defiance or evasion should be the same 
Harth, South, East and Hest; and that the richt to vote cay be and often is 
abridged in r.1any uays and for many reasons in addition to race or color. 

The right to vote for President and Vice Preaident, and for other Federal 
elective officea, is a natiom1ide right entitled to nationuide protection. Our 
NationHide Voting Iti::;hts nill, to sunmarize it briefly, ia natiom-1idc in all of 
its parts. 
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Specifically: 

1. It uoulcl r:un!?en<~. ~tionuic1c, all literacy test::> in .::11 50 States until 
January 1, 197!: .. 

2. It uould provide, uationuide, a unifortl resiqcnce requirer:1ent for all 
!.mcricana uho uant to vote-in Preaidential elect~ons. 

3. It uould grant, n_nJ:_ionuide, statutory authori"i:y to the /,ttorney General to 
ntation voting c::aoiners and obncrvers in any juriodiction in all 50 States to 
enforce the richt to re~ister and to vote. 

lf, It '10uld provide, .!:8,tiq_nuidc, ntatutory authority for the Attorney General 
to atart votin~ richts lrmauita in Federal Courts to prevent cliscrir.1inntory 
practicea and au:::;pend discritlinntory voting lam; in all 50 State::; 

5. It uould launch a .lli!.t..iornd.dc. atudy of the use of literacy testa or device::; 
and other corrupt prncticca uhich r.1ay abridce votinG richta in all 50 State::;. 
A national votinc advi::;ory cor:1r.1ianion ~10uld be created to report its findincs 
prior to the e~:piring of the nntionuide literacy test suspcn::;ion in 197l;, 

I cannot !lee anything .::u:tonc the::;c five nntjomziclc propo::;nb to uhich any 
n:aaonab lc pcr:::on could diaacrcc c:;cept, perhaps, the ter.1poro.~y ban on all 
literacy test::: for four years. Literacy tests arc not m·ong br unConstitutional 
in thenselvcs; uhat i::; illecnl is their raisuoe to deny the right to vote not for 
illiteracy but on account of race or color. Even the present Act docs not 
prohibit literacy teat::; in some 20 Staten that have than; it tcr.1porm:-ily suspendo 
then in s i~; or a even 3tatca under certain conuitions. 

Our Natiom1idc Votin::; r,ightn Bill says, in effec't, if any State is to be 
tenporari)_y denied the :dght to have a literacy .tent of any l~ind, let's tenporar­
ily deny this richt to all States; let's sec uhat effect thin has on recistration 
of minority croups and upon voting patterns in ~11 50 Dtatcs, and then let's 
decide uhnt to do about :::uch tcots and other devjicco for the nation as a uhole. 
tlhnt could be Zairc1: "l 

There i:::; one provioion of ny llntionuidc Votin::; IUghto till uhich the proponents 
of a sinplc 5-ycar egtcnaion do not, so far as I ~nm1, openly oppose; that is the 
provision nationali~in0 residency require~ents for Presidential elections. This 
sinply rccocni::cs the fact o[ life in the super-highllay and jet ace; 1\ncricans 
are the no:::;t rao~ilc people in the uorld; more than 5 1/2 r.1illion of then ucre 
prevented Zror.1 vot inz in 19GC. becuuac they had 1·eccnt ly novcd. They thuo lost 
their vote in their place of previous residence too last to reacquire it in their 
ncu hor.te. 

Hith all deference to ny Vice President's reservations, the ncus iJedin l:eep 
tran:::;ient /~ericnn::; just ns ucll (or just a::; badly) informed of national issues 
and national candidates a::; they do voter~:: uho ~::t;ny in one precinct all their 
liven. It nat:es no scone to deny anyone hiD right to vote because hin enployer, 
or IIi~ chil<l' n health, or uhatt!vcr, tranofers hir.t abruptly to nnothet· part of 
the United 3tates. The main nrgur.1ent acainct this overdue rcncdy seen::: to be 
th.::tt it has nothin3 to do uith race or color -- although population novcnent::; in 
recent years clearly have included both blacl~ and uhitc voters in large nuobers. 

Conzrcns :::;hould not be precluded :(roo doing anythinG in the lccinlntion before 
uc sinply because it han no r<J.cial or color raoificntionn. Voting richtn nrc 
votinc richts and I have alunys believed uc should be colorblind -- nondiscriuinntor)· 
if you uill -- about then. 

The President is the representative 6f all the prople and all the people should 
have a reasonable opportunity to vote for hio. 

Perhaps the most significant chnn0e l1hich my llatiom1idc VotinG n.ichts Bill 
uould effect in comparinon uii:h the c:dotinG 1965 statute is found in the spirit 
of it. Today, any State or county uhich is under the shnclou of the 196L; formula 
canno.t nnl:e an:l chance in its election lnllS uithout couinc to Unshin~ton for 
peroinnion. Under the 1%5 act it is assumed that .nny such chan~e is intended 
to cheat the lau and circur.wcnt the Constitution. 



... 

. , 
The fundamental presuoption of innocence is denied these sij~ or seven States, 
under an arbitrary, outooded, oathcmatical formula. They arc prcsuccd cuilty 
and prevented -- thouch t~3 other Dtates arc not so prevented -- £roo oanar;inc 
their otm electoral affairs until they prove thcosclves innocent in Federal 
court not their oun district courto but in the District of Columl>ia. 

Haybe I do not concede it, but maybe -- past sins justified such severity 
in past lc~islation. Dut thio is not the Ueconstruction Era and neither is 
this 1965. Four eventful years have passed; evils and errors of another tir:te 
have yielded. Uou, today, it is urong and it is shar:tcful for this House to 
perpetuate a punitive and diocrioinatory provision for another 5 years beyond 
the point uhere the oriGinal authors of the act intended it to e::pire. 

Hy nationuidc VotinG Uighto Dill shifts the burden of proof bacl: uhere it oucht 
to be -- to the Attorney General -- and ecpol·Tero him to co after any State \1hich 
docs, in fact, discrioinate against voters on racial groundz or uhich r.light 
bacl:slidc in the future. Just as ue do t"l"'t t-·-!lnt any zecond class citi2cns in 
this country, neither do ·ue uant any second class states. 

Hy friends, the choices before us here are usua1;1y difficult choices. 

I do not believe they arc at all difficult today. 

tic ·have be (1"\re us t\JO pro~os l:J -- one to continue unchan~~d for five more yearn 
a rlC~'"ore :Ln:=c. cd ~::; ~:'·-·r ~ -c::~ ary ocdicinc to nT' "(.tci.nl djr.crinination 
in one p<:~J:'t c-C 1!1c cc•. J.~"l"J. •' i1 in t10rl~inc a r;c?:-J:..., a lc ;:md pr..rtio.l cure hao 
itnelf discrir.:i .. ::.ted ir: •..;:::~-r c .. ~:ury uays. The ;11.. :.· ·•c.t:iv~ i::: r:ty Hationuidc 
Votinc r,i·:h1·:; I.ill 'Jhicll bl.:;;cL upon the lesson:> of tiLe; 1965 L\ct, continueo its 
Federal ovr.;rsi~ht but clir.1ir. .... tc<l its serious olv)r L:~J.un~o . 

This Adoiniztrat ion with thio hill intends to pr0.tcct nll the ~ains in votin~ 
richts p-:- _ tr.c t icn u!1ich havC! been o.:1de in the ~a,~ i: fct.!r years. Horc than that, 
uc intcnct Lo cy'-c:utl tltr'GC ~o.im; to all states ar..f! ·11 Amcr·:cans uho nay still be 
denied tl:oir f:u}.l [ran:·.hinc. The very fact uc na·;~ l.: ... l~C such spectaculnr 
cains rulcc out any notion of standinu still, or of sin~ling out a feu scape~ont 
Statca . lie mean to ntep up and brontl(>n {·he Federal concern for votinc ri~hts 
nnyt1hcrc .:md evcr:;tlh~r:<" Jn Ar.v'ri en. 



--FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE-­
December 15, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

I applaud the 50,000-man U.S. troop cut announced by the President and 

suggest that the North Vietnamese and Viet Cong can expect to deal with a stronger 

South Vietnam in the future. 

The President's latest cut in U.S. troops in Vietnam should convince even 

the "most doubting ::Jf Thomases" that he has a carefully drawn program to end the 

Vietnam War and that he is proceeding with that plan on schedule. 

It is difficult to understand why the North Vietnamese leaders do not seek 

to hasten U.S. withdrawal from Vietnam by meaningful steps toward a military and 

political settlement of the conflict. 

The evidence to date indicates that the South Vietnamese are measuring up to 

what is being demanded of them in connection with Vietnamization of the war. To 

that the North Vietnamese should pay heed. 

# # # 



For Congressman Gerald R. Ford of Grand Rapids, Christmas 1969 carries a 

special note of poignancy. 

Ford, who sent Christmas greetings to all overseas Kent and Ionia County 

servicemen whose addresses were known to him, was surprised and deeply moved when 

many of these young soldiers, sailors and Marines sent him cards and letters in 

return. 

In many of the notes, the servicemen expressed pleasure over Ford's 

assurances that "everybody back home is thinking about you as we enter the holiday 

season" and "everybody in the states who deserves to be called an American is mighty 

proud of the job you are doing in the service of your country." 

Ford went on to say that since it is impossible to have these young men 

home for the holidays, "let us tell you how much we care about you and how we pray 

for your safe return at a later time." 

Marine PFC Michael G. Littell replied in part from his station in Vietnam: 

"I am glad to hear there are some people who are proud of our job over here. 

At times you really wonder if it is all worth it when you hear of the moratorium 

at home, all the demonstrations and all the violence. But then when you figure 

what a great life you have back in the states, you figure it is worth it." 

L/Cpl Dennis M. Madden wrote from Vietnam: 

"I take heart in the thought of the people back home backing us. As I read 

the papers, I sometimes wonder. I hope you will not take offense if I state my 

mind. 

"I believe in the United States and I am proud to serve in the forces which 

protect our way of life. It is not easy to be so far from home. I left my wife 

and family to be here. I left willingly, though, because I believe in what we are 

doing here. I do not think I am the ~4ception but the rule for my generation. 

Often the minority--those who take the easy way out of responsibility--are taken 

for the whole. I am not what is referred to in the Marine Corps as a 'lifer' but 

merely one man who believes in his country and is willing to fight for it." 

Cpl. Gordon Grabke replied: "What can I say except thank you and Merry 

Christmas and a Happy New Year from all of us servicemen in Vietnam from Michigan." 

Pfc. Charles Dykstra penned a note from his duty station in Thailand 

100 miles south of Bangkok. Chuck is with the 379th Battalion, a support unit for 

the 1st Signal Brigade in Vietnam. 

S/Sgt. Edwin L. Fiers sent Ford Christmas greetings from Vietnam, and so did 

Spec. 4 Michael D. Mortensen. S/Sgt. James A. Flak sent a message from Europe. 

Keith VanderWerp, who is serving aboard the U.S. S. Batapsco, sent an "Aloha" 

from Honolulu and a "Mele Kalikimaka" (Merry Christmas), too. # # # 
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--FOR RELEASE ON RECEIPT-­
December 20, 1969 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

NOTE TO NEWS MEDIA: This radio script taped by Rep. Gerald R. Ford for use by 
Fifth District stations the weekend of December 20-21 is being made available 
to you for use as you see fit. 

I wish you all a happy holiday season. But even as I do so I am saddened 

by the thought that America is still at war -- and that thousands of our families 

are separated from sons, brothers and husbands by the realities of that war. 

I thank God, therefore, that President Nixon has announced another troop 

cut that brings to 115,000 the number of U.S. troops he has eliminated from our 

Vietnam commitment since he took office last January. 

Some letter writers ask me why we are still sending new men to Vietnam, now 

that we are cutting back on our total commitment there. The reason for that is 

our rotation policy. Our policy is that no man shall serve in Vietnam for more 

than a year. So we have to send over fresh troops to replace the veterans who are 

coming home on rotation. Of course, the number of new men we send to Vietnam each 

month is dropping as the President reduces our overall troop commitment in Vietnam. 

One of the saddest aspects of war during this holiday season is that 1,359 

Americans are either missing in action in Vietnam or held captive in Communist 

prison camps. It is pitiful that the families of these men do not even know if 

they are alive. These prisoners of war are in the hands of a ruthless enemy which 

completely disregards the accepted standards for humane treatment of war prisoners 

as laid down by the Geneva Convention of 1949. 

Both the United States and North Vietnam are bound by the Geneva Convention. 

The Convention covers undeclared as well as declared wars. We honor the Geneva 

Convention but North Vietnam refuses to abide by it. 

The House of Representatives has adopted resolutions calling upon North 

Vietnam to honor the Geneva Convention, and joint teams from the Pentagon and the 

State Department have been briefing the families of Americans held captive in 

Vietnam. 

What can the people of America do about this prisoner of war tragedy? 

Everyone can do as Sen. Robert P. Griffin and I are doing, at the suggestion 

of the United States Junior Chamber of Commerce. 

(more) 
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We can put moral pressure on the North Vietnamese by deluging Xuan Thuy, 

chief of the North Vietnamese delegation in Paris, with messages. 

I, like many others, have sent a Christmas card to Xuan Thuy with a message 

urging that North Vietnamese leaders abide by the Geneva Convention and make 

arrangements for the early release of U.S. prisoners of war. 

I urge that all of you listening do this, too. Your cards should be 

addressed to: Project Xuan Thuy, Box 2600, Washington, D.C., 20013. That is the 

collection point for the cards. The Jaycees will see that they are delivered to 

the North Vietnamese leaders. 

I do have one bright note to comment upon at this time. It is a kind of 

Christmas present to the elderly in America, to all of those on Social Security. 

It is virtually certain that Social Security benefits will be increased 

by 15 per cent across the board, effective Jan. 1. 

Now, something to remember is that the increased p~ents will not show up 

in Social Security checks until the check of April 3. The Social Security 

Administration takes that long to crank up its mechanical operations to write the 

new checks. And then the retroactive sums for January and February will be sent 

out in a special check later in the month of April. So it will be a belated 

Christmas present. 

The extra 15 per cent increases the monthly checks of single retired persons 

from $100 to $116. Other average increases are $170 to $196 for a couple; 

$254 to $296 for a widow with two children; and $237 to $273 for a disabled worker 

with a wife and two children. 

Another piece of good news during this holiday season is that tax cuts are 

on the way, along with tax reform. 

# # # 
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Statement by Rep. Gerald R. Ford, Republican Leader, U.S. House of Representatives 

The House and Senate Republican leaders with Representative John Byrnes and 

Senator Wallace Bennett met with the President at breakfast to discuss the tax bill. 

Because it more nearly conforms to the House version, the tax bill is non-

inflationary in its effect in 1970 and 1971. Compared to the Senate version the 

tax conference report saves approximately $10 billion in federal revenue in an 18-

month period. Enactment into law could help to ease the tight money policy and have 

a beneficial impact on the housing industry in 1970. 

The President's strong leadership in insisting on a non-inflationary tax bill 

contributed materially to the great improvements in the final version compared to 

the Senate's high cost of living tax bill. 

In some important respects the tax bill conference report follows the 

President's tax reform message of April 22 in that the federal tax burden on the 

lowest income taxpayers will be removed or lessened and many loopholes will be c1c.sed 

The bad features of the bill--the revenue losses after 1972-- make the final 

veto decision by the President a very close question. The revenue losses dovrn the 

road will make it very difficult for the President and the Congress to fund some or 

the environmental improvement and education programs that badly need attention. 

# # # tl # # # # 
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Statemant by Rep. Gerald R. Ford1 Republican IA3ader, u.s. House of Representatives 

The 9lst Congress will have to come on strong in the second half--the second session~-

if it is to point to a respectable record of accomplishment. 

Overall, this has been a do-little Congress in the first session. In terms of President 

Nixon 1 s reform proposals, this has been almost a mark-time Conr,re ss. Except for the tax 

bill and draft reform, this hets been a treading-water Congress, a stick-in-the.mud assembly. 

Of 46 Administration bills, Congress has passed just 14. That is only a .300 average, 

mighty poor in any league. l1y chief concern is lack of action on Nixon reforms and 

initiatives: Anti-crime legislation, welfare reform, postal reform, Social Security 

reform, consolidation of grants-in-aid, electoral reform, drug control, airport and 

airway~~ improvement, and a new mass transit program. 

The Congress has been sitting on five major anti-crime bills affecting the Nation and 

six anti-crime measures involving the District of Columbia. 

Instead of joining hands with the President to legislate in the best interests of the 

people, Democrats in the Congress have sought political advantage by turning tax reform 

into tax relief. 

On balance, the tax bill as finally enacted must be counted an achievement of sorts. 

But it assumed respectable form only because President Nixon insisted that the tax bill 

itself be reformed to more nearly conform to the House version or it would be vetoed. 

Both on revenue matters and appropriations, Democrats flaunted the President's efforts 

to ttght inflation. With House Democrats not altogether faultless, Senate Democrats 

dropped ell pretense at responsible behavior and fattened spending bills in a manner 

calculated to curry the greatest possible public favor. 

I feel the ?resident had no choice but to announce flatlY that he would veto the 

Labor-H.E.w. appropriations bill as passed by the Senate. 

Apart from-·such merit as attaches to too tax bill, the only other Nixon-recormnended 

reform to which Congress responded was draft reform. And that was only a one-sentence 

repealer making a luck-of-the-draw lottery system possible. 

No other assessment can legitimatelY be made. Except for the tax bill and draft reform, 

this Congra ss did little this session. In fact, it almost struck out. 

II#### 




