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* * ' “SUPPLEMENTAL COMMENTS BY HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER GERALD R. FORD

Arguments for one-third minority staffing:

Overturning the one-third provision was a breach of faith. An agree-
ment had been made with the Democrats, but was not kept.

Overturning the one-third provision was an exercise of raw political
power, an example of & unit-rule, secret, binding party vote which prevents
Democratic members from changing their minds because of Floor arguments or
because of conscience.

The protection of the rights of the minority is a basic tenet of
governmental philosophy in the United States.

Although the minority is to receive "fair consideration” in staffing,
this is in fact differently interpreted in each committee and often the
spirit of the law is not observed.

If the minority is to serve as a loyal opposition, it needs staffing
in order to be effective.

The minority cannot grapple effectively with the complex issues and
problems generated by & post-industrial society without adequate staffing.

If the minority is to develop meaningful alternatives and responses
to these problems, it needs staff assistance.

Professionalism is not inconsistent with partisanship -~ it is
important for the minority to have minority staff with points of view
different from those of the majority staff., Republicans and Democrats
have different viewpoints, and minority members need to be able to work
with staff members who share their outlook.

Having a sizable minority staff does not mean that the minority and
majority cannot work effectively together. The Education and Labor
Committee is an example of cooperation.

Some chairmen won't mske staff available to other members -- either
majority or minority. The amendment is an opportunity for all members of
committees to get adequate staffing. The allotment of staff has been
abused on some committees.

The GOP has controlled Congress in only 4 of the last L0 years -- the
staffs that have grown over that period are not bipartisen.

The adversary system calls for the best possible presentation by both
sides to achieve the goal of justice and good legislation.

Minority views have frequently influenced the outcome of legislation.
Adequate staffing is necessary to insure that those views are developed and
offer worthwhile alternatives.

Congress needs adequate staffing in order not to lose its initiative
in policymsking and bill drafting to the executive.

Many staff members are not quartered in the committee rooms, but are
in the Chairman's or other majority members' offices where they are not
accessible to minority members.

The executive branch has grown and developed into a vast bureaucracy
of professionalism. Its strength has been proportional to the caliber of
people it has attracted. The minority in Congress needs staff to balance
and respond to this.

From 1969 to 1972, approximately one~third of the Record votes have
been divided along partisan lines. Since so many important issues are
decided on the basis of partisanship, it is only fair that the minority be
assisted by an adequate staff so it can deal realistically with the world
in which it exists.
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GERALD R. FORD
FIFTH DISTRICT, MICHIGAM ‘a;HCHIGAN OFFICE:
CHERRY STREET SE.
GRAND RAPIDS
Zir 49302

Congress of the United States

Office of the Minority Leader
Bouse of Representatives
Washington, P.C. 20515

February T, 1973

The Honorable Caspar Weinberger

Secretary

Department of Health, Education
and Welfare

Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Secretary:

I am writing you with regard to welfare cheating--~the failure of persons
on welfare to pay for items or services with funds provided them for
that purpose.

The remedy for such cheating is the dual payee system--the requirement
that payment for specific goods, services or items be in the form of
checks which are drawn Jointly to the order of the recipient and the
persons furnishing the goods, services or other items and negotiable
only upon endorsement by both such recipient and such person.

This would epply, for instance, to the payment of rent, payments for
dental and optometric services, and the purchase of such appliances as
a refrigerator.

Michigan hes sought to use this dual signature method of assuring pay-
ment for services and goods provided to welfare recipients since
February 1971. But HEW has consistently maintained that the dual
signature method can only be used where welfare recipients have demon-
strated inability to menage money--and even then 1t must be restricted
to 10 per cent of the welfare caseload.

R. Bernard Houston, director of the Michigan Department of Social
Services, maintains that the policy being pursued by HEW is unrealistic--
and I agree.

I have introduced legislation (H.R. 1750) which would allow a State
discretionary use of the dual signature method in cases involving aid

to dependent children. States would be permitted to use the dual
signature method broadly without risking loss of Federal welfare payments.
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The Honorable Caspar Weinberger
February 7, 1973
Page 2

However, Mr. Houston believes that HEW can remedy the present situation
simply through a change in regulations.

I therefore urge that you, as Secretary of HEW, order a change in
policy to allow states to use the dual signature method without loss
of Federal assistance. Even if it were possible to gain enactment of
H.R. 1750 in a relatively short time, I would be glad to see the
objective accomplished through departmental regulation.
I hope I may have a reply from you in the near future.
Best regards,

/s/ Jerry Ford
Gerald R. Ford, M.C.
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EUROPEAN SECURITY CONFERENCE AND ITS
POSSIBLE ADVERSE EFFECTS ON LITHUANIA

On February 16, Americans of Lithuanian origin and descent will commemorate
two anniversaries - the 722nd anniversary of the founding of the Lithuanian
State, and the 55th anniversary of the establishment of the modern Republic
of Lithuania on February 16, 1918,

Lithuania's independence lasted only until 1940, when the Soviet Union invaded
and occupied Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia and forcibly annexed these Baltic
States into the Soviet Union. The United States and other great western
powers have steadfastly maintained a policy of non-recognition of this force—
ful incorporation of the Baltic States into the Soviet Empire. This non-
recognition policy must continue, especially, in view of the Soviet proposed
'European Conference on Security and Cooperation'. As indicated in the
published preliminaries of the Conference the Soviet concept of the security
of the European States has one primary prerequisite: That the territorial
integrity of the states and inviolability of their frontiers be maintained.

The recognition of the territorial "status quo" in Europe would violate the
right of self-determination of the peoples and the nations of Eastern Europe.
It would be tantamount to world ratification of the infamous 'Molotov-
Ribbentrop Pact of 1939', and would extinguish for all time the small candle
of hope in the darkness of totalitarian oppression.

Today, the Unites States stands on the threshhold of the most meaningful and
potentially rewarding era in the history of mankind. For the first time in
the last fifty years, global peace is attainable. However, global peace is
only the first great objective of our nation, we must also seek the attain-
ment of freedom and justice for all oppressed nations. For even if the
countries of the world cease hostilities toward one another, the unresolved
legacies of the Second World War must be confronted; the status of the
Baltic Nations must be once and for all - equitably resolved. Furthermore,
let us not be fooled that world peace can be attained by offering the
inalienable rights of the people of Lithuania and the other Baltic Nations
upon the altar of appeasement.

Even now, Lithuanians raised under the yoke of communism are risking and
sacrificing their lives in defiance of the Soviet regime, seeking religious
and political freedom for their country. The unsuccessful escape attempt

of the Lithuanian sailor, Simas Kudirka, the self-immolation of Romas Kalanta,
and the subsequent demostration by thousands of young Lithuanians, and the
petition of 17,000 Lithuanian Roman Catholics to Kurt Waldheim of the United
Nations, demonstrates their thirst for freedom at any price.

The 89th U. S. Congress during its second session adopted House Concurring
Resolution 416, urging the President to direct the question of the status of
the Baltic countries in the United Nations and other international forums.

The time is now, to present to the public at large and the government of the
United States the grave concern shared by Lithuanian Americans and the people
of Eastern and Central Europe over the approaching Soviet proposed 'European
Conference on Security and Cooperation'.
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