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FOR USE BY FIFTH DISTRICT NEWS MEDIA

For Jalileh Farah Salameh El Ahwal, the long nightmare of sitting alone and
afraid in war-torn Jordan is over. She is safe in the arms of her family in Grand
Rapids at last.

The story of Miss Ahwal's attempts to be reunited with a sister, her brothers,
and other relatives in Grand Rapids tells of an ordeal which produced a file several
inches thick in the office of Congressman Gerald R. Ford and ended after a successful
three-year fight to get a special bill through Congress.

Ford first became interested in Miss Ahwal's case in 1966, when her brother,
Aziz Howell (Ahwal) of 1524 Tenth Street, N.W., Grand Rapids, wrote and begged Ford
to help his sister emigrate from Jordan to the United States.

Howell, a naturalized citizen who had legally changed his name, told Ford
that his sister, Jalileh, then 55, was living completely alone in west Jordan and
could not get a visa to come to the United States because she could not read or
write,

Howell wanted Jalileh to join him, his brother, Louis, and his sister,
Miledeh, in Grand Rapids, where there were seven households of Howells (Ahwals),
counting all of the relatives. Miledeh, the last of the Ahwals to leave Jordan,
had obtained a visa and had made the trip to America in August 1966. Now Jalileh
was left all alone.

Aziz Howell wrote Ford: 'There are no close relatives in all of Jordan to
care for her or help her. There are Tth and 8th cousins in the city, but they all
have families and struggle for a living. Wages there are low, living costs are high.
and work is scarce. If she becomes ill or needs care, there is no one to care for
her, and it is not safe for her to be alone. All of her family is here in Grand
Rapids, where she would receive care, affection, full support and the company of
her loved ones."

The immigration laws made no exception for a poor, lonely Jordanian woman
who could not read or write. If she could not pass the literacy tests in order to
obtain a visa, she could not come to the United States.

Congressmen Ford introduced what is known as a private bill, H.R. 14752,
for "the relief of Jalileh Farah Salameh El Ahwal." The bill would make it legal
for Miss Ahwal to enter the United States despite the fact she could not read or
write.

(more) x:»\
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Ford's bill languished in the Subcommittee on Immigration of the House
Judiciary Committee. The Subcommittee refused to report it out, which was the
usual procedure in such cases.

Ford and Aziz Howell continued to correspond. In 1967 Ford re~introduced
his private bill, but again the Subcommittee on Immigration refused to approve it.

In June 1967 fierce fighting broke out between the Arabs and the Israelis.

A blitz war, it lasted for just six days. At the end of that time, Jalileh found
she was living in territory occupied by the Israelis.

More than a year passed. Then on Jan. 3, 1969, Congressman Ford introduced
a new private bill on behalf of Jalileh, this one numbered H.R. 1707.

Ford made a fresh appeal to the Immigration Subcommittee, urging that Miss
Ahwal be permitted to enter this country on "humanitarian" grounds. He stressed
that she was living completely without family in Israeli-occupied Jordan and that
her brother, Aziz, would be entirely responsible for her if she were allowed to
enter the United States.

On April 1 Ford received the good news from Rep. Michael Feighan, chairman of
the Tmmigration Subcommittee, informing him the subcommittee had approved his bill.

The toughest legislative hurdle had been surmounted.

After House approval of the bill, Ford wrote to Sens. Robert P. Griffin and
Philip A. Hart alerting them to the fact his private bill was coming over to the
Senate and asking them to see it through that body. They did.

On August 25, 1969, President Nixon signed Ford's private bill into law and
sent him the pen with which he had signed it. Ford happily informed Aziz Howell
that the way now was open for his sister, Jalileh, to come to the United States.

But there followed more delays--the red tape of actually obtaining a visa
for Jalileh and a mixup over where the financial responsibility bond posted by Aziz
Howell was to be sent. Ford wrote letter after letter, working to get all of the
snarls straightened out.

At long last Jalileh obtained her visa, and a few days ago Aziz Howell wrote
Ford that she was safe in the arms of her family in Grand Rapids. The nightmare
that began four years ago was behind her.

"My sister is very happy," Aziz Howell told Ford. "We are all very happy for
her. And we will never forget all you have done for us."

In a quaint translation from the Arabic, Mrs. Howell said: "Jalileh was
scared too much."
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FOR USE THE WEEK OF MARCH 22-28, 1970

A proud new U.S. Navy gunboat named for the City of Grand Rapids, Mich.,
will slide down the ways April 4 at Takoma, Wash.

Susan Elizabeth Ford, l2-year-old daughter of Congressman end Mrs. Gerald R.
Ford of Grand Rapids, will swing the traditional bottle of champagne against the
bow of the new vessel.

The christening and launching ceremony is scheduled for 3 p.m., Pacific
Standard Time. The Navy has selected Congressman Ford as the principal speaker.

Construction of the Grand Rapids started Nov. 15, 1968, at the Takoma
Shipbuilding Company yards. She cost $2,943,000 to build.

Then-Secretary of the Navy Paul R. Ignatius designated Patrol Gunboat 98
as the "Grand Rapids" on June 26, 1968.

The Grand Rapids is & modern, new-type motor gunboat intended for coastal or
interior water patrol, blockade and surveillance duty. She will have the speed and
ability to interdict and destroy costal shipping in shallow or restricted waters
and to defend small craft during an amphibious operation.

The new gunboat has an aluminum hull and fiberglass deck. She has an overall
length of 165 feet; an extreme beam of 24 feet; a full load displacement of
250 tons; & maximum draft of 5 feet, 10 inches; and a designed speed in excess
of 35 knots. She is powered by two T52-horsepower diesel engines for cruising and
one 1L400-horsepower gas turbine engine for high speed.

The Grand Rapids will have a complement of four officers and 24 men. She
will be armed with one 3-inch 50-caliber gun, one 4O-mm. gun, and two 50-caliber
twin mount machine guns.

After the launching April 4 the Grand Rapids will be fitted out and will
undergo sea trials. Estimated date of delivery and commissioning for sea duty is
June.

The U.S.S. Grand Rapids is the second vessel of the fleet to be named in
honor of the City of Grand Rapids, Mich.

The first U.S.S. Grand Rapids was a patrol frigate which was laid down at the
Welter Butler Shipbuilding Company, Inc., Superior, Wis., on July 30, 1943. That
ship was launched Sept. 10, 1943, under the sponsorship of Mrs. Ted Booth. After
river trials, repairs and shakedown, the first Grand Rapids sailed for Argentia,
Newfoundland Jan. 6, 1945, and was assigned to Commander Task Force 24 as a weather
picket ship.

The first Grand Rapids was decommissioned at Boston April 10, 1946. She was
struck from the Navy list May 21, 1946, and was sold to Sun Shipbuilding and Dry
Dock Company, Chester, Pa., on April 1k, 1947. She was scrapped Sept. 21, 1947.
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FOR RELEASE UPON_RECEIPT

Congressman Gerald R. Ford of Grand Rapids urges all West Michigan residents
to become acquainted with the safety rules that should be followed in the event of
a tornado.

The Environmental Science Services Administration under the Department of
Commerce, reports that the months of May and June are peak tornado months.

ESSA said that hundreds of tornadoes are reported during these months each
year.

Ford listed the following safety rules to be followed when a tornado hits.

1. When you receive a tornado warning, seek inside shelter,

preferably in a tornado cellar, underground excavation, or
a steel framed or reinforced concrete building.

2. Stay away from windows.

3. If you are in an office building, stand in an interior hallway
on a lower floor or basement.

4. Factory workers should move to the section of the plant offer-
ing the greatest protection.

5. In homes without tornado shelters, take refuge in the basement.

6. Seek shelter under heavy furniture in the center of the house
if you have no basement.

7. Keep some windows open, but stay away from them.

8. Do not stay in mobile homes when a tornado warning is
received.

9, In schools, go to an interior hallway or basement shelter;
avoid auditoriums, gymnasiums, and other structures with wide
freespan roofs.

10. During tornado emergencies, stay tuned to your radio or
television for latest messages.
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GERALD R.FORD MICHIGAN OFFICE:
rlrn-ﬁ:ls'mlcf, MICHIGAN 425 CHERRY STREET SE.
-

Congress of the Anited States
Office of the Minority Leader

Bouse of Vepresentatives
Washington, B.LC. 20515

May 1, 1970

Dear News Editor:

I am mailing a congressional questionnaire to the nearly 142,000
residences in the Fifth District.

Naturally I am hoping that as many people as possible will fill out the
questionnaire and return it to me. Any help you can provide in calling
attention to this project would be a service to the people of the district.

The 10 questions in the survey have been most carefully formulated. Every
effort was made to guard against phrasing any question in such a way as to
suggest & particular answer. I want to get as good a sampling of con-
stituent opinion as possible.

I am sending you a copy of the questionnaire so that you might have
information as to the questions included in the survey. If you care to
publish the questionnaire, I would be most pleased.

I hope you will agree with me that this is a worthwhile project and that
the questions have been formulated fairly.

I should emphasize that the results of the survey will be for guidance
purposes only. This means that the results of the survey will enter into
the decisions I make on votes I cast in Congress but will not necessarily
be governing.

Thank you for any help you may provide in publicizing the questionnaire.

Sinceprely,

GRFlpe
Enclosures (2)



FOR USE ON RECEIPT

Congressman Gerald R. Ford today announced he is mailing out 1970
qQuestionnaires to the nearly 142,000 residences in the Fifth Congressional District
to obtain a sampling of district views on current issues.

A new feature of the questionnaire, Ford said, is that both husband and
wife will be able to express their opinions on the same questionnaire form.

"I discovered last year that some questionnaires came back with an indication
that the husband and wife strongly disagreed on some issues," Ford said. "So my
questionnaire this year offers 'his' and 'hers' columns."

Ford said he has limited the number of questions to 10 so as not to
discourage replies. He also noted that issues omitted were covered in his 1969
questionnaire, which means he already has an indication of district thinking on
those questions.

Ford emphasized that answers to the questionnaire will be helpful to him
in deciding how to vote on various matters yet to be tackled by the Congress this
year.

"I have the responsibility for my votes, but the 1970 questionnaire will
provide me with valuable guidance," Ford said. "I would like the advice of the
people in Kent and Ionia Counties on important questions facing the Congress."

Eight of the 10 questions in the 1970 Ford poll require yes or no answers.
The other two are multiple choice questions.

The multiple choice questions deal with general farm legislation to be
voted on by the Congress this year and a choice of the most important issue of
the day.

Ford said every word that went into makeup of the questions was carefully
analyzed to meke sure the queries are as objectively phrased as possible.

Ford said he has purposely made his questionnaire card simple in order to
encourage as many replies as may possibly be obtained.

"All anyone needs to do is to check the boxes next to the questions, detach
the lower half of the card and mail it back to me," Pord said.

Ford emphasized that the questionnaire is not printed at Government expense.
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Congress of the nited States
Office of the Minority Leader
Houge of Representatives
Washington, B.E. 20515

May 1, 1970

Dear News Editor:

I am mailing a congressional questionnaire to the nearly 142,000
residences in the Fifth District.

Naturally I am hoping that as many people as possible will fill out the
questionnaire and return it to me. Any help you can provide in calling
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Thank you for any help you may provide in publicizing the questionnaire.

Sincerely,

Gerald R. Ford, M.C.
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facilities are clearly inadequate. This new structure will meet our needs and
is essential to the development of the Vandenberg Civic Center. Together with
the new state office building, it will complete the splendid new complex of
downtown urban renewal structures."

The Federal Building project dates back to April 1964, when it first was
authorized by the Congress.
Ford persuaded the Nixon Administration to include construction funds for

the project in the Federal Government's fiscal 1971 budget.
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For Release at 12 noon Wednesday, June 24, 1970

Kent and Ionia County residents view crime and violence as our nation's
greatest problem, the response to Congressman Gerald R. Ford's 1970 questionnaire
indicates.

Asked to single out what they considered to be the most important among four
major problems facing the country todsy, 45.5 per cent of Fifth Congressional
District residents responding picked crime and violence.

Of the rest, 24.7 per cent chose the Vietnam War; 12.8 per cent picked
inflation; and 9.4 per cent singled out air and water pollutionm.

Ford sent out 156,040 copies of his questionnaire, blanketing the entire
district. He received 34,577 responses--an impressive 22 per cent.

"I am terribly pleased by the number of responses to my questionnaire,"
Ford said. "This tells me that the people of my congressional district are very
much interested in public affairs and very much concerned about the issues.”

Ford learned that 52.4 per cent of those responding are opposed to draft
deferments for undergraduate college students, while 43 per cent favor continued
deferments and 4.6 per cent are undecided.

President Nixon has asked Congress to end college deferments. Ford has
reserved judgment on the question until all the facts have been presented to the
Congress.,

Strong feelings in the Fifth District about crime and violence apparently
were reflected in balloting on two other questions. Nearly 80 per cent of those
voting (79.2) favored allowing Federal officers armed with a Federal warrant to
enter private premises without knocking if drugs and other evidence of illegal
narcotics traffic might otherwise be destroyed. Slightly more than 90 per cent
favored allowing a judge to keep a criminal defendant in "preventive detention” if
his record indicated he might commit a serious crime if freed on bond while awaiting
trial.

At a time when the Congress is acting on postal reform, 73 per cent of
district residents responding said they favor putting the Post Office Department
on a pay-as-you-go basis. Legislation now before the Congress calls for this to
be done in stages by 1978. The House of Representatives, with Congressman Ford's
strong support, approved a postal reform bill last Thursday.

(more)
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Congress currently is also working on general farm legislation. On this
subject, 70.2 per cent of district residents responding want the farm program
phased out within five years; 8.9 per cent want it continued as is; and 8.9 per
cent favor making it permanent but with subsidies reduced.

Evidencing their concern about inflation, 81.7 per cent of those answering
the poll would emphasize balancing the Federal budget rather than spend more on
government programs in a time of inflationary pressures.

There is no question where Fifth District residents stand on busing school
children out of their neighborhood school areas to achieve better racial balance
in classrooms. Of those balloting, $1.2 per cent opposed busing while T per cent
favored it and 1.8 per cent ventured no opinion.

District residents made clear their deep concern about water pollution.

Of those voting, 80 per cent said they favor President Nixon's $10 billion
Federal-state-local program aimed at water pollution control. Only 15.1 per cent
opposed it, and 4.9 per cent registered no opinion.

District residents do not trust the Soviet Union but two out of five would
gradually expand our relations with Red China.

Asked if we could rely on agreements reached with the Soviet Union, 75 per
cent said "no;" 20.2 per cent said "yes;' and 4.8 per cent said "don't know."

On the question of expanding our diplomatic and trade relations with Red
China, 50.6 per cent were opposed. Of the rest, 40.7 per cent were in favor and
8.7 per cent had no opinion.

Ford said he will place the results of his poll in the Congressional Record
and also will send them to President Nixon.

The poll results were processed by a computer firm, at no expense to the

taxpayer, Ford noted.
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By’contrast, the American rarmer's record of productivity is nothing short of
fabulous, and it continues on the increase.

Productivity has risen faster in agriculture than in any other sector of
the economy. In the past two decades alcone, farm output per manhour has almost
quadrupled, while nonfarm productivity has Jjust about doubled.

Last year, despite a sharp rise in production costs, farm operators posted
an 8 per cent increase in realized net income. Total net farm income was
$16 billion, based on substantial gains in both marketing receipts and govermment
payments. I hope the new farm bill will be a plus.

How can the farmer do better? One way is to make himself more friends in
Congress. Another way is to work for the election of a Responsible Congress.

Ve are making progress under the Nixon Administration on the problems of
the farmer and the problems of all the people.

We are moving toward peace in Vietnam despite the tactics of the congres-
sional sellout crowd. Vietnamization is ahead of schedule, and we will end our
front-line ground combat role in South Vietnam by next May.

The situation in the Middle East is tenuous, but at least the Nixon
Administration has produced a cease~fire there., Administration initiative in
the Middle East has averted a possible confrontation there with the Soviet Union.

We are making progress in fighting crime, too--no thanks to the weak-kneed
radical-liberals in the Congress.

The Administration has struck strong blows against organized crime, staging
massive raids on narcotics traffickers and producing shock waves felt throughout
the undervorld.

The Administration has also sent 13 major anti-crime bills to the Congress.
I predict that most of these bpills will be written into law by the end of this
session despite heel-dragging by those overly concerned with the rights of the
criminal.

President Nixon badly needs more support if he is going to turn America
around. He needs the help of sound-thinking people like the women here assembled.
Give him your help. Give me your help. Add to the strength of responsible

government in America.
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By contrast, the American rarmer's record of productivity is notuing short of
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What does the Act do?

It authorizes the use of electronic equipment on rollcall votes. This,
once the details are worked out, will save tremendous time.

It will make information swiftly available to members of Congress by
creating a Congressional Research Service in the Library of Congress, a unit which
will greatly assist the Senate and House in analyzing, appraising and evaluating
legislation. 1In fact, as I see the Congressional Research Service it will help
Congress assert its own initiative in advancing legislative proposals instead of
simply waiting for the White House to send up a sheaf of Administration measures.

It will improve the availability of information on fiscal affairs, insist
that price tags be attached to all new programs and require a four-year projection
of Federal spending beyond the fiscal year for which the Presidential budget is
prepared.

It will expand and strengthen the General Accounting Office and thus
greatly assist Congress in reviewing and overseeing Federal programs already in
existence.

It will eliminate much of the secrecy in Congress by requiring that most
committee sessions be open to the public and by placing on the record all teller
votes, those votes in which members of the House now simply pass up the aisle to
be counted on one side or the other of a motion or amendment.

It will open House committee meetings to radio and television news coverage
under rules laid down by members of the committees.

I count the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1970 a great achievement. It
did not come easily. And I say with pardonable pride that Republicans--I and
others—-were in the forefront of the movement that brought it about.

The current move for comprehensive legislative reform began with creation of
a Joint Committee on Organization of the Congress in March 1965. That was a
response to long-felt awareness that Congress needed modernization.

On March 30, 1965, the House Republican Conference created a GOP Task Force
on Congressional Reform and Minority Staffing. In July 1966 the Task Force went
to press with a book called "We Propose: A Modern Congress." On Oct. 10, 1966
the House Republican Policy Committee issued a statement urging immediate
consideration of a congressional reform bill introduced in the House by
then-Rep. Thomas Curtis, R-Mo.

Meantime the Joint Committee had produced a bill which the Senate sub-
sequently passed, 75~9, on March T, 1967.

(more)
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But what happened to the Senate-passed bill? The House Democratic
Leadership put a lock on it and kept it in the House Rules Committee.

On August 22, 1967, the House GOP Task Force on Congressional Reform was
reactivated to put pressure on House Democrats to report out the bill bottled up
in the Rules Committee. On Oct. 11, 1967, the House GOP Conference unanimously
adopted a resolution calling upon the House Democratic Leadership to schedule
the reform bill for floor action.

On Jan. 17, 1968, I personally urged action on congressional reform in a
GOP State of the Union Message. On March 29, 1968, the House GOP Task Force sent
8 comparison of the Senate-approved bill with all prominent "compromise" versions
of the bill to every member of the House and to news editors throughout the country.

On August 6, 1968, I called for action on the congressional reorganization
bill in a nationally televised speech during the Republican National Convention
in Miami Beach, Fla.

On August T, 1968, the Republican National Convention adopted a platform
which included the followingz call for congressional reform: "Congress itself
must be reorganized and modernized in order to function efficiently as a co-equal
branch of govermment. Democrats in control of Congress have opposed Republican
efforts for Congressional reform and killed legislation embodying the
recommendations of a special bipartisan committee, We will again press for
enactment of this measure."

We did indeed press for congressional reform legislation and the bill
recently passed by the House and now pending in the Senate is the fruit of our
efforts, produced with the help of Democrats right-minded enough to be

reform-minded.
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me of the arsonist who not only interfered with firemen fighting the blaze he had
set but even threw more kerosene on the fire from time to time to keep it going.

We all know what started and fed the inflation we're fighting right now. It
was the reckless spending of the Democratic administrations of the Sixties--
édministrations which produced Federal deficits of $57 billion, aided and abetted
by the Democratic Congresses of the last decade.

Now the Democratic-controlled 91st Congress seems determined to touch off
another inflationary spiral in this country with a repeat of the wild inflationary
spending of the Sixties.

The Joint Committee on Reduction of Federal Expenditures, headed by my good
friend George Mahon, recently reported that congressional actions on spending bills
and the Congress's failure to act on Presidential revenue recommendations could
produce a $12.8 billion deficit this fiscal year.

If indeed we have such a deficit in fiscal 1971 the fault will lie with the
radical liberals and make-believe conservatives in the Congress--and with nobody else.

What we have is an opposition~led Congress which has sought to frustrate the
President at nearly every turn in the hope of reaping political advantage.

They have refused to join the President in the fight against inflation. They
have refused to join the President with any degree of urgency in fighting crime.
They have refused to join the President in fighting water pollution.

That is why America needs men like Art Busch in the Congress, men who will
work with President Nixon to move the country toward a solution of its most critical
problems, men who will support the President as he 1lifts this country out of the
mess of Democratic inflation and a Democratic war.

What a help Art Busch would be to the President, with his expertise in the
field of water pollution control! Congress needs the talents of engineers and
educators like Art Busch.

This country has been the victim of extreme partisan activity on the part of
the majority party in the Congress.

The President needs a Congress that will work with him. The 22nd District of
Texas needs a congressman who will work with the President.

Those who say there is not a dime's worth of difference between the two
parties are 100 per cent wrong--and the record of the radical liberals and
make-believe conservatives in the 91st Congress is the best proof of that.

To quote someone who is really an expert on the Democratic Party, AFL-CIO
President George Meany, the Democratic Party is being taken over by the radical
liberals, by the New Left. And I don't think the good people of the 22nd District
of Texas want any part of that. I think what they do want are men like Art Busch,

men who will do what's right for America. ###
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A ADDRESS BY REP. GERALD R. FORD, R-MICH.
REPUBLICAN LEADER, U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
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AT THE PANTLIND HOTEL, GRAND RAPIDS, MICHIGAN
6:15 P.M. THURSDAY, OCTOBER 8, 1970

FOR RELEASE ON DELIVERY

One sure way for a businessman to cut his sales and profits, turn away
customers and encourage his competitors is for him to go around all day, every day,
preaching gloom and talking against his company and telling everyone how bad
business is.

The same goes for a community. Let one group start telling everyone else
how bad business is and what a sorry, deplorable economic climate they have angd,
sure enough, it is bound to get that way.

And the same goes for a country. Get some of the "leaders'" moaning about
how terrible things are economically...get them to singing the blues and telling
about the "recession" we're in...and pretty soon you'll have most people believing
it. And then the country will really be in trouble.

There is a term for that kind of talk...this viewing with alarm. It is
called crisis-mongering--and there is a lot of it, far too much of it, going on
right now.

Certain politicians and others in America are engaging in a vicious
indictment of American society despite mountains of evidence that this indictment
is a false one.

We have problems. Of course we have problems. But the way to solve them is
not through crisis-mongering or running down America. America must approach its
national problems in a spirit of affirmation.

The crisis-mongers remind me of the student who walked into the classroom
determined that he was going to fail the examination. Sure enough. He flunked.
With that kind of mental set, how could it be otherwise?

Don't get me wrong. I am not preaching the philosophy of Pollyanna. I am
not urging that we shut our eyes to our problems and behave like a flock of
ostriches.

We have problems. We have tremendous problems. But we won't solve them by
running our country down.

America's balance sheet is good. Whatever our problems, this is still the

(more)
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best place in the world in which to live. We don't build barriers and fences to
keep people from leaving the United States. Instead, millions of people from less
fortunate countries are clamoring to get in. America must be doing something right,
despite what the crities say.

Now, as we approach the end of 1970 and pass through the gateway of the new
decade, is a good time to take stock--to take note not only of our shortcomings but
also our strengths and accomplishments. Let's talk a little bit about what's right
with America.

First and foremost, we continue to enjoy the basic freedons of speech, press,
religion, assembly and petition. If we don't like the way things are going, we are
free to say so. The importance of this precious right is underscored by the fact
+that two-thirds of the people on this earth do not enjoy that privilege.

Year after year, more Americans are at work, earning more, producing more and
building more than ever before. Our continuing economic growth provides a standard
of living that is the envy of the world. We are better fed, better clothed and better
housed than any other people in all history.

Let's look at just a few examples of the progress that our great country has
made in the past half century--since 1920.

In 1920, life expectancy in the United States was 54 years; now it is more
than T0.

Fifty years ago the Gross National Product was $89 billion; today it is more
than $900 billion and within this decade it will elimb to a trillion dollars.

Fifty years ago there was no regularly scheduled radio broadcasting anywhere.

In 1920 there were 311,266 young people graduated from high schools in the
United States. This year the number--in a population that has merely doubled--was
10 times greater.

Institutions of higher education in this country conferred 53,516 degrees in
1920; this year they conferred more than one million.

In 1920 =ix per cent of our population was illiterate; today illiteracy has
almost disappeared in America.

In addition to almost eliminating illiteracy, we have a larger proportion of
college graduates among our people than any other country in the world. The
percentage of college graduates in our population is twice as great as any other
nation.

Our flight to the moon is, of course, a glittering achievement. But it is
truly more significant that we have conquered polic and are continuing to make

(more)



great medical advances,

The moon landing aside, America should continue to lead the world in
education and science in the Seventies.

Today, about 40 per cent of our high school graduates go on to institutions
of higher learning. Our young people comprise the brightest, best informed and
most concerned generation in American history.

Despite the tiny vocal radical minority who wave Vietcong flags or hold
college deans hostage in their offices, the fact remains that our young people are
America's greatest asset.

I have cited examples of progress in education and other fields. These
examples serve to remind us how much has changed--how much improvement there has been
in health, wealth, education, communication, social consciousness and every other
aspect of life in America. And we must never let ourselves forget the basic truth--
that this progress has made our country the greatest nation on earth.

Yet we continue today to hear cries of doom. Is this a modern-day phenomenon?
No, there have always been doomsdayers in this land as well as in others. And, as
in the past, the vast majority of Americans will keep on working and building and
helping the United States t0 go on to new greatness.

Today we hear a constant clamor about the economy, about unemployment.

What the viewers with alarm do not tell you is that our unemployment rate
today is less than it was in the four years preceding escalation of the Vietnam
War, beginning in February 1965.

They do not tell you that there are 79 million Americans working--1.5 million
more than a year ago.

They do not tell you that the prime interest rate is coming down, that the
present rate of 7.5 per cent is only half a per cent above the level when the
present Administration came into office, that the recent reduction in the prime
rate signals reduced inflationary pressure on our economy and is a firm step toward
stability in the money market and the economy.

They do not tell you that, nationally, housing starts are almost back to
normal, up in August to a figure higher than in the previous six months of this
year.

They do not tell you that the average income of the individual American is
nearly twice that of any other country in the world, that the personal income of all
Americans in August was up again and higher than the average monthly level for

this year.
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They do not tell you that unemployment is a full 25 per cent less than it
was in 1961.

They do not tell you that the typical American family can buy nearly twice
as much with its annual income now as it could in 1950.

They do not tell you that after making full allowance for higher taxes and
inflation, the average real income of Americans is higher this year than ever before.

They do not tell you that the rise in consumer prices in August was the
smallest in 20 months.

They do not tell you that the rise in consumer prices in June, July and
August was at an annual rate of 3.5 per cent, the lowest three-month rate since the
fall of 1967.

I personally have no doubt about the strength and potential of the U.S.
economy .

The economy has been going through a trial by fire---the fire of inflation.
We are fighting an inflation that has been pushing prices upward for more than four
years. And we are trying to bring about the rare combination of stable growth and
high unemployment.

I say we are winning the fight against inflation. We are winning it because
our present fiscal and monetary policies are the proper policies for this point in
time. We are winning it because the U.S. economy is the strongest and soundest
that the world has ever known.

What else are the doomsdayers wailing about? About how the Vietnam War is
tearing this country apart. These are the same people who are saying that we should
tell the slackers who have run off to Canada that all is forgiven.

The United States has had draft-dodgers before and we have survived. More
than 300,000 draftees refused to report for service in World War I. That was more
than 10 per cent of the total who were actually inducted. We lived through that
ugly chapter in our history and went on to become a greater nation.

What else are the doomsdayers pointing to? Racism? There is no question we
must root out racial discrimination wherever we find it. But we can also be proud
of the progress this country has made in remedying the wrongs of the past. We can
be proud of the fact that in recent years gains in real income, education and
standard of living have been proportionately greater for blacks than for whites.
The proportion of Negroes earning middle incomes has more than doubled since 1950,
and the proportion of black students in colleges has increased more than 50 per cent.

(more)
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There is a relatively new issue that is the cenler of intense interest among
our people today: the steady destruction of our environment. Here, more than in
any other problem area, there is a need for a spirit of affirmation. We can
eliminate pollution and restore our environment and we must. The same American
ingenuity that helped to create our enviromnmental problems can lead the way to
overcoming them.

No issue is of greater moment in 1970 than the Vietnam War and the prospects
for peace in Southeast Asia and elsewhere in the world. The problems involved in
foreign policy are most complex, most difficult. But in recognizing the
difficulties let us not disregard achievement.

We have completely reversed the direction of the U.S. role in the Vietnam War.
We will end our front-line combat role in Vietnam by next May. By that time we
will have cut our troop strength in Vietnam by roughly a half--from 549,500 in
January 1969 to 284,000 by the end of April. American combat deaths are down this
year to less than one-third the number two years ago. And the full cost of the
war by next June will be roughly one-half its annual rate when the present
Administration took office.

We are making the transition from confrontation to negotiation. We are,
hopefully, paving the way for an era of uninterrupted peace.

We are pressing negotiations with the North Vietnamese and Viet Cong at
Paris; we are negotiating with the Soviet Union on arms limitation in Helsinki and
Vienna; we are talking with the Red Chinese at Warsaw; and we are working unceasingly
for peace in the Middle East.

Draft calls in 1970 have been reduced to the lowest level of any calendar
year since 196L4. In February 1969 draft calls totalled about 34,000. In November
and December of this year they will be under 10,000 a month, & reduction of more than
two-thirds. We now expect the 1970 draft to total 163,500 men as compared with
290,000 in 1968.

We are making progress on many fronts. Of course it is not enough. But
impatience will not produce results. Only affirmation--that extra measure of spirit
and positivism--will.

Last January Richard Nixon delivered a State of the Union Message in which he
spoke of an America that has abolished hunger, where every family is provided the
means to obtain a minimum income, where enormous progress has been made in providing
better housing, faster transportation, improved health and superior education, where
inflation has been checked and the war against crime has been won, an America that

(more)



a considerable distance.
And despite the doomsdayers and the viewers with alarm, I think Americans

feel that dream is not impossible, that it is within reach,

achieve their dreams. It must never be said that we were the first generation that

had the means but not the vision.
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with our national security. They are well-intentioned. I do not impugn their
integrity or their patriotism. But I pray that the Natior is saved from their good
intentions. I pray that the American people are not once more misled as they were
when ve disarmed ourselves after World War I, which led to Nazi aggression, and
after World War II, which encouraged Communist aggression in Korea.

I would like to ask Jjust one question of the gamblers with our national
security: When was the longrange welfare of any Awerican--rich or poor--ever well
served by national weakness in the face of aggression?

Let us be sensible about our national defense. If we cut we should know
what we are doing. It is meaningless to toss out figures about new weapons systems
and imply that all of them should be abandoned.

We have already made tremendous reductions in defense spending. Measured
in constant 1971 dollars, our defense budget reached an all-time high of
$89.1 billion in 1968 under the last Administration. Today it has been reduced
by $17.3 billion to a low of $71.8 billion.

I applaud rational, reasonable, sound efforts to reduce military spending.
For 12 years as a member of the House Defense Appropriations Subecommittee I
personally had a hand in cutting defense budgets by a total of $1k.5 billion. But
there is a limit to defense cuts. We must not so weaken our defenses that we
encourage aggressive actions by potential enemies.

The gamblers with our national security call for additional deep cuts in
defense spending under the guise of reordering our priorities. They also disregard
the fact that the Safeguard anti-ballistic-missile system has proved to be a trump
card in our strategic arms nregotiations with the Russians.

The facts are that we have already reordered our priorities and are
continuing to do so within the limitations of a Federal budget weakened by four
years of excessive Federal spending and nearly runaway inflation, beginning in
1965.

In 1962 the Federal Government spent 48 per cent of its budget on defense
and only 32 per cent on human resources. In 1968 we were still spending L4 per cent
of our budget on defense and only 34 per cent on human resources.

Now, finally, under & new Administration, we are turning this country around
and realigning our priorities.

The shift is quite dramatic., For the first time since 1950--for the first
time in two decades--a President has called for grester spending on human resources
than on defense. The Nixon budget for fiscal 1971 allocates 41 per cent of all
Federal funds to human resource outlays and 37 per cent to defense.

Ironically, the gamblers with our security are not only demanding huge
additional budget cuts in the name of realigning our priorities; they are also

criticizing the unemployment the defense cuts helped to create.

In accomplishing massive changes in Federal priorities, we have produced a
certain amount of temporary unemployment as people shift to non-defense Jobs.

The American people are aware that we are passing through a period of
transition from a wartime to & peacetime economy. They understand what the Hation

is going through to get back on the right track.
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certain amount of temporary unemployment as people shift to non-defense jobs.

The American people are aware that we are passing through a period of
transition from a wartime to a peacetime economy. They understand what the Hation

is going through to get back on the right track.
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OPENING STATEMENT BY REP. GERALD R. FORD OF GRAKWD RAPIDS
IN DEBATE WITH MRS. JEAN McKEE
BEFORE THE GRAND RAPIDS BAR ASSOCIATION
AT 12 NOON, WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 1k, 1970

FOR RELEASE AT 12 NOON WEDNESDAY, OCT. 1k

My opponent is a Democrat--an active, participating Democrat. She is proud
of it.

I am a Republican. I am proud of it. But on the other hand I am Jjust as
proud that in 11 elections I have received the support of many Democrats in the
Fifth Congressional District. I am also proud that I have supported, on many
occasions, three Democratic Presidents. I have supported Democratic Presidents
more often and on tougher issues than many Democrats in the House and the Senate.

I have letters of appreciation from those Democratic Presidents.

This campaign is an adversary proceeding in the best tradition of American
politics. Therefore, as Al Smith was fond of saying, let's look at the record.

What was the legacy left behind by the previous Democratic Administration?

A war in which the United States had been massively involved for four years.

Federal deficits which totalled $60.6 billion from 1961 through 1968.

Nearly runaway inflation which has reduced the value of the 1960 dollar to
76 cents.

Air and water pollution that grew steadily worse during the eight years that
Democrats controlled both the Congress and the White House.

A crime rate that rose 10 times faster than the population during the eight
Democratic years of the Sixties.

It's tough to deal with that kind of legacy but Republicans are making
progress. We could have made far greater progress if the Congress for the past two
years had been controlled by the Republican Party.

As lawyers, you gentlemen are accustomed to dealing with evidence. What,
then, is the hard evidence of progress under the present Administration on the
war, control of Federal spending, air and water pollution control, and crime
control? First, Vietnam.

Ve have reduced the authorized strength of our armed forces in Southeast
Asia from 549,500 as of Dec. 31, 1968, to 384,000 as of Oct. 15, 1970, and we will
be reducing our authorized strength to 284,000 by May 1, 1971. This means that
reductions in authorized strength by next May 1 will total 265,500.

(more)
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President Wixon d4id not put half a million men into Vietnam, but he is
clearly getting them out. And he is doing so with reduced losses, with an increase
in the ability of the South Vietnamese to resist Communist aggression, and with a
decrease in the ability of the North Vietnamese to achieve military success in
Southeast Asia.

The Presidential candidate my opponent suvported in 1964 escalated the
Vietnam War. 'The Presidential candidate I supported in 1968 has deescalated the
Vietnam War and is ending the U.S. role in it.

What additional progress can we point to in Vietnam?

During the past several months, the weekly toll of Americans killed in
Vietnam has dropped steadily to a point that in the week ended Oct. 3 was the
lowest in 4 1/2 years. While any Americans dead in Asia are too many, that toll
of 38 is vastly better than the 562 killed in the most deadly week of the war--the
week which ended May 11, 1968. 1In 1968, the average weekly loss of American lives
was 300. In 1969, it was 200. Since July 1, after Cambodia, the number of weekly
war deaths has averaged 61.

At the same time, draft calls have been reduced from 299,000 in 1968 to
163,500 this year, a drop of 42 per cent. Military manpower, meantime, is being
reduced from 3.5 million in mid-1968 to 2.9 million in mid~1971--a reduction of
639,000.

The same political candidates who demand a precipitate U.S. pullout from
Vietnam are demanding a reordering of our priorities. The truth is that we have
already accomplished s massive reordering of our priorities, and we are continuing
to shift priorities.

My opponent is correct in pointing out that our priorities were all askew
during the Sixties while the Democrats controlled both the White House and the
Congress. Why didn't she speak out then?

In 1962 the Federal Government spent 48 per cent of its budget on national
defense and only 32 per cent on human resources. In 1968 we were still spending
Ly per cent of our budget on defense and only 34 per cent on human resources. Now,
in fiscal 1971, under a Republican President, we have reversed our priorities. We
are spending 41 per cent of our Federal budget on human resources and 37 per cent
on defense. I might mention that defense spending has declined to 7 per cent of

our Gross National Product, the lowest percentage since 1951.

At the same time that we have reordered our priorities, Republicans have
sought to hold down Federal spending to help fight the inflaticn we inherited from

(more)
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the previous Democratic Aduinistration. The present Administration cut the
expansion rate of Federal spending in half in 1970 and will reduce it by half again
in 1971. This has engbled us to keep the Federal budget close to balance vwhile

at the same time recognizing important national priorities in the fields of
environment, welfare and transportation. We have exercised firm control over
defense spending. We have cut back less urgent non-defense programs. And we have
employed greater efficiency throughout the Federal Govefnment.

We have made substantial progress against inflation through policies of
restraint, both fiscal and monetary. There is dramatic proof of this in the fact
that the cost of living rose just .2 of 1 per cent in August 1970--an annual rate
of 2.4 per cent--as compared with a rise of .L of 1 per cent in August 1968--an
annual rate of 4.8 per cent. The rise in the cost of living in August of this
yesr was the lowest in 20 months and just one-half what it was in the comparsble
month in 1968. And the three-month period of June, July and August 1970 showed the
lowest cost of living rise for any three-month period since the fall of 1967.

While Republicans in Congress have sought to hold down Federal spending to
aid in the fight against inflation, the Democrats have pressed for budget-busting
appropriations.

During the same period that they have sought to escalate Federal spending,
the Democrats have refused to act on President Nixon's plans for financing a
$10 billion Federal-State-local water pollution control program for the construction
of municipal waste treatment facilities over the next four years. The program calls
for the establishment of an Environmental Financing Authority to make sure that all
rmunicipalities needing treatment plants would be able to finance local costs. The
Democrats have even refused to hold hearings on this legislation--and yet some of
their candidates accuse the Administration of lack of action on environmental
problems. President Nixon has promised to put modern waste-treatment plants in
every place needed to make our waters clean again. But he needs the help of a
cooperative Congress to keep that promise.

What of my own record on the environment? In 1965 I voted for the Water Pollutio
Control Act and the Air Pollution Control Act; in 1966, for the Water Pollution Cont-
Act and the Clean Air Act; in 1967, for the Clean Air act; in 1968, for establish~
ment of the Land and Water Conservation Fund and the Water Pollution Control Act;
in 1969, for the Water Pollution Control Act, the Clean Air Act, estsblishment of
the Council on Environmental Quality, the Water Resources Development Act, the
Public Works Appropriation Bill; in 1970, Clean Air Act Amendments, the Clean Air

{more)
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and Solid Waste Disposal Act, the Resource Recovery Act of 1970, and the Water
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1970.

Here are copies of environmmental bills I introduced or co-sponsored in the
91st Congress, including a bill to prohibit the dumping of dredgings and other
refuse into the Great Lakes or any navigable water and a bill to establish the
Sleeping Bear Dunes Iiational Lakeshore.

Here is a list of National Park bills I voted for, with photos of these
national park areas.

Here is a list of Federal grants I was instrumental in obtsining for Kent
and Ionia Counties, including $3,106,837 for additional parklands and $1,480,610
for sewer and water improvements. And this is just for the period 1968 through
1970.

I and other Republicans in Congress have also made the war on crime a ftop
priority. Here there has been heel-dragging on the part of some Democrats in the
Congress. But despite the heel-dragging, it now appears that the bulk of the
Administration's 13 major anti-crime bills will be enacted into law. To that I say
better late than never.

I sponsored the major anti-crime legislation which has been enacted or is
nearly through both Houses of the Congress--the District of Columbis Omnibus Crime
Bill, which is a model for the Nation; the Law IEnforcement Assistance Act of 1970,
which more than doubles law enforcement aid to States and local communities; and
the Organized Crime Control Act, comprehensive legislation which puts new crime
control tools in the hands of authorities.

Speaking of the war on crime, I might also mention that in 1969 the rise in
the nationwide crime rate was 1l per cent as compared with a 17 per cent rise in
1968. Here is a graph which clearly shows how the rate of increase fell in 1969
in all categories but one.

This year there has been g marked upturn in Federal indictments and
prosecutions of key organized crime figures as a result of the Administration's
stepped up attacks on the syndicate.

This, then, is how Republicans have dealt with the legacy left by the
previous Democratic Administration.

I think we have made substantial progress in the face of tremendous
difficulties. We are on our way to solving problems that have defied the most

generous spenders ever to handle the taxpayers' money. And that is an accomplishment

###



66 cappess u/%sf/k{ouf ) .

OPENING STATEMENT BY REP. GERALD R. FORD OF GRAND RAPIDS
IN DEBATE WITH MRS. JEAW McKEE
BEFORE THE GRAND RAPIDS BAR ASSOCIATION
AT 12 NOON, WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 1k, 1970

FOR RELEASE AT 12 NOON WEDNLSDAY, OCT. 1k

My opponent is a Democrat--an active, participating Democrat. She is proud
of it,

I am a Republican. I am proud of it. But on the other hand I am Just as
proud that in 11 elections I have received the support of many Democrats in the
Fifth Congressional District. I am also proud that I have supported, on many
occasions, three Democratic Presidents. I have supported Democratic Presidents
more often and on tougher issues than many Democrats in the House and the Senate.

I have letters of appreciation from those Democratic Presidents.

This campaign is an adversary proceeding in the best tradition of American
politics. Therefore, as Al Smith was fond of saying, let's look at the record.

What was the legacy left behind by the previous Democratic Administration?

A war in which the United States had been massively involved for four years.

Federal deficits which totalled $60.6 billion from 1961 through 1968.

Nearly runawsy inflation which has reduced the value of the 1960 dollar to
T6 cents.

Air and water pollution that grew steadily worse during the eight years that
Democrats controlled both the Congress and the White House.

A crime rate that rose 10 times faster than the population during the eight
Democratic years of the Sixties.

It's tough to deal with that kind of legacy but Republicans are making
progress. We could have made far greater progress if the Congress for the past two
years had been controlled by the Republican Party.

As lawyers, you gentlemen are accustomed to dealing with evidence. What,
then, is the hard evidence of progress under the present Administration on the
war, control of Federal spending, air and water pollution control, and crime
control? First, Vietnam.

We have reduced the authorized strength of our armed forces in Southeast
Asia from 549,500 as of Dec. 31, 1968, to 384,000 as of Oct. 15, 1970, and we will
be reducing our authorized strength to 284,000 by lMay 1, 1971. This means that
reductions in authorized strength by next May 1 will total 265,500.
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President iiixon did not put half a million men into Vietnam, but he is
clearly getting them out. And he is doing so with reduced losses, with an increase
in the ability of the South Vietnamese to resist Communist aggression, asnd with a
decrease in the ability of the North Vietnamese to achieve military success in
Southeast Asia.

The Presidential candidate my opponent supported in 196h escalated the
Vietnam War. The Presidential candidate I supported in 1968 has deescalated the
Vietnam War and is ending the U.S. role in it.

What additional progress can we point to in Vietnam?

During the past several months, the weekly toll of Americans killed in
Vietnam has dropped steadily to a point that in the week ended Oct. 3 was the
lowest in 4 1/2 years. While any Americans dead in Asia are too many, that toll
of 38 is vastly better than the 562 killed in the most deadly week of the war--the
week which ended May 11, 1968. In 1968, the average weekly loss of American lives
was 300. In 1969, it was 200. Since July 1, after Cambodia, the number of weekly
war deaths has averaged 61.

At the same time, draft calls have been reduced from 299,000 in 1968 to
163,500 this year, a drop of 42 per cent. Military manpower, meantime, is being
reduced from 3.5 million in mid-1968 to 2.9 million in mid-1971l--a reduction of
639 ,000.

The same political candidates who demand a precipitate U.S. pullout from
Vietnam are demanding a reordering of our priorities. The truth is that we have
already accomplished a massive reordering of our priorities, and we are continuing
to shift priorities.

My opponent is correct in pointing out that our priorities were all askew
during the Sixties while the Democrats controlled both the White House and the
Congress. Why didn't she speak out then?

In 1962 the Federal Government spent 48 per cent of its budget on national
defense and only 32 per cent on human resources. In 1968 we were still spending
LY per cent of our budget on defense and only 3L per cent on humen resources. Now,
in fiscal 1971, under a Republican President, we have reversed our priorities. We
are spending 41 per cent of our Federal budget on human resources and 37 per cent
on defense. I might mention that defense spending has declined to T per cent of

our Gross National Product, the lowest percentage since 1951.

At the same time that we have reordered our priorities, Republicans have
sought to hold down Federal spending to help fight the inflation we inherited from
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the previous Democratic Administration. The present Administration cut the
expansion rate of Federal spending in half in 1970 and will reduce it by half again
in 1971, This has enabled us to keep the Federal budget close 1o balance while
st the same time recognizing important national priorities in the fields of
environment , welfare and transportation. We have exercised firm control over
defense spending. We have cut back less urgent non-defense programs. And we have
employed greater efficiency throughout the Federal Government.

We have made substantial progress against inflation through policies of
restraint, both fiscal and monetary. There is dramatic proof of this in the fact
that the cost of living rose Just .2 of 1 per cent in August 1970--an annual rate
of 2.4 per cent--as compared with a rise of .4 of 1 per cent in August 1968--an
annual rate of 4.8 per cent. The rise in the cost of living in August of this
vear was the lowest in 20 months and just one-half what it was in the comparable
month in 1968. And the three-month period of June, July and August 1970 showed the
lowest cost of living rise for any three-month period since the fall of 1967.

While Republicans in Congress have sought to hold down Federal spending to
ald in the fight against inflation, the Democrats have pressed for budget-busting
approprietions.

During the same period that they have sought to escalate Federal spending,
the Democrats have refused to act on President Nixon's plans for finsancing a
$10 billion Pederal-State~local water pollution control program for the construction
of municipal waste treatment facilities over the next four years. The program calls
for the establishment of an Environmental Financing Authority to mske sure that all
municipalities needing treatment plants would be able to finance local costs. The
Democrats have even refused to hold hearings on this legislation--and yet some of
their candidates accuse the Administration of lack of action on environmental
problems. President Hixon has promised to put modern waste-treatment plants in
every place needed to meke our waters clean again., But he needs the help of a
cooperative Congress to keep that promise.

What of my own record on the environment? In 1965 I voted for the Water Pollutio
Control Act and the Air Pollution Control Act; in 1966, for the Water Pollution Cont~
Act and the Clean Air Act; in 1967, for the Clean Air act; in 1968, for establish-
ment of the Land and Water Conservation Fund and the Water Pollution Control Act;
in 1969, for the Water Pollution Control Act, the Clean Air Act, establishment of
the Council on Environmental Quality, the Water Resources Development Act, the
Public Works Appropriation Bill; in 1970, Clean Air Act Amendments, the Clean Air
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and Solid Waste Disposal Act, the Resource Recovery Act of 1970, and the Water
Pollution Control Act Amendments of 1970.

Here are copies of envirommental bills I introduced or co-sponscored in the
91st Congress, including a bill to prohibit the dumping of dredgings and other
refuse into the Great Lakes or any navigable water and a bill to estsablish the
Sleeping Bear Dunes Hational Lakeshore.

Here is a list of National Park bills I voted for, with photos of these
national park areas.

Here is a list of Federal grants I was instrumental in obtaining for Kent
and Ionia Counties, including $3,106,837 for additional parklands and $1,480,610
for sewer and water improvements. And this is just for the period 1968 through
1970.

I and other Republicans in Congress have also made the war on crime a top
priority. Here there has been heel-dragging on the part of some Democrats in the
Congress. But despite the heel~dragging, it now appears that the bulk of the
Administration's 13 major anti-crime bills will bve enacted into law. To that I say
better late than never.

I sponsored the major anti-crime legislation which has been enacted or is
nearly through both Houses of the Congress-w-the District of Columbia Omnibus Crime
Bill, which is a model for the Nation; the Law Enforcement Assistance Act of 1970,
which more than doubles law enforcement aid to States and local communities; and
the Organized Crime Control Act, comprehensive legislation which puts new crime
control tools in the hands of authorities.

Speaking of the war on crime, I might also mention that in 1969 the rise in
the nationwide crime rate was 11 ver cent as compared with a 17 per cent rise in
1968. Here is a graph which clearly shows how the rate of increase fell in 1969
in all categories but one.

This year there has been a marked upturn in Federal indictments and
prosecutions of key organized crime figures as a result of the Administration’s
stepped up attacks on the syndicate.

This, then, is how Republicans have dealt with the legacy left by the
previous Democratic Administration.

I think we have made substantial progress in the face of tremendous
difficulties. We are on our way to solving problems that have defied the most

generous spenders ever to handle the taxpayers' money. And that is an accomplishment

###






I think members of Congress should ask themselves a most pertinent question
every time they consider exceeding the President's budgetary requests: Will this
expenditure, when tied to all others, require increased taxes or cause a deficit
which would help bring gbout an increase in prices? The Congress must examine with
special care any additional spending which would benefit some of the people but would
raise taxes and prices for all of the people.

The health of the economy is definitely improving. One sign of this improve-
ment is the recent drop in the prime interest rate to 7.5 per cent. This brings the
rate to only a half a per cent above the level when President Nixon assumed office.

A review of recent interest rate history shows that the prime interest rate
was only 4.5 per cent in 1964, But deficit spending and escalation of the Vietnanm
War touched off an inflation that helped boost the prime interest rate to
7 per cent by 1968--a 55 per cent increase in just four years. The momentum generatel
by the whopping $25 billion Federal deficit in 1968 then drove the prime rate up to
8 per cent in 1969.

Now we are seeing present economic policies working. The prime rate is coming
down. This signals decreasing inflationary pressures on our economy. In short, the
prime rate reduction is a step toward stability in the money market and in the
economy generally.

The economy is clearly headed toward recovery. The question no longer is
whether the economy has resumed its growth, but whether the expansion will be rapid
enough to sbsorb the Nation's growing labor force.

Nationally, employment now stands at 79 million Americans gainfully employed
in the United States, an all~time high for the country.

Unemployment is too high at 5.5 per cent, but this is considerably below the
6.7 per cent unemployment rate of 1961. In 1962, the unemployment rate was
5.5 per cent for the year, the same rate as for the month of September 1970. In 1963
it was 5.7 per cent, higher than at present. In 1964 it was 5.2 per cent, higher
than in August 1970. And only in 1965 did it drop below 5 per cent; it declined to
4.5. But we must remember that it was in February 1965 that then President Lyndon
Johnson began sharply escalating the Vietnam War. So we cannot be proud of the
fact that unemployment dropped at the same time.

The Nixon Administration is determined to fashion genuine prosperity in place
of & false prosperity generated by war and accompanied by nearly runaway inflation.

We have made some painful adjustments, and not all the pain has passed, but
we are now on the road to recovery and a sound prosperity-~prosperity without war.

We will travel more quickly along that road to the extent that Americans demonstrate
themselves willing to work toward greater industrial development and new employment

oppertunities.
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reduced that figure by roughly $2 billion, and I concur in that reduction.

I have confidence in the House Appropriations Committee, having served on that
group for 12 years prior to becoming Republican Leader of the House. As & member of
the Appropriations Committee, I had a hand in cutting military budgets by
$14.5 pillion during my 12-year tenure.

So military budgets can be cut but they should be cut judiciously, not
chopped at by those who would gamble with our national security.

This is Point No. 1. Point No. 2 is that the kind of money needed to finance
an open-ended domestic Marshall Plan cannot be made available simply by cutting
defense spending. Even the end of the Vietnam War will not produce sufficient sums.

What we can save by withdrawing troops from Vietnam is considerably less than
the full cost of the war.

Measured in fiscal 1971 prices, the full cost of our forces totalled
$30 billion in fiscal 1968. Of that amount, some $7 billion represented the cost
that would have been incurred for "baseline" forces if they had been engaged in
peacetime activities elsewhere. This means that the cost directly attributable to
Vietnam was $23 billion.

Second, we have reduced defense spending by almost $18 billion in terms of
1971 prices. That leaves only $5 billion to $6 billion to be realized as a "peace
dividend" once our role in Vietnam is closed out. This sum is only about half of
the Vietnam War cost that will still face us in May 1971 after the withdrawals of
265,500 troops announced so far have been accomplished. This means that we actually
will have overdrawn the '"peace dividend" by some $5 billion before the end of fiscal
i97l—-and only by deferring or reducing other programs.

Perhaps relatively few Americans recognize the size of the cutbacks already
made in national defense.

Our military forces numbered 3.5 million in mid-1968. We will have reduced
them to 2.9 million by mid-1971, a reduction of 639,000.

The Defense Department has dropped 142,000 civilians from its payroll, and
defense contractors have laid off 1.4 million.

This means that total direct employment in defense activities--civilian end
military will have dropped by some 2.1 million between the middle of 1968 and mid-1971.

To get back to my opponent and her domestic Marshall Plan, I point out that she
is also calling for immediate withdrawal from Vietnam and huge quantities of economic
aid for a "unified Vietnam.' She says nothing about how the vast outlays for such
economic aid would affect the availability of funds for her domestic Marshall Plan.

I submit that my opponent simply has not thought things through. Either that

or she is really calling for massive deficit spending. P
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This type of program is the most effective way of preventing illegal drugs
from reaching the U.S. market. If we can stop the production and exportation of
illegal narcotics from foreign nations, we will have made great progress toward
combatting the drug abuse problem at home.

Meantime the Congress has passed the Comprehensive Drug Abuse Prevention and
Control Act of 1970, completing action on it a little earlier this month. President
Nixon had sought passage of this legislation in a message to Congress more than
14 months ago, so I would say the Congress acted a bit tardily.

But now we have the legislation and it promises to be a tremendous help in
meeting the drug problem.

The new drug control legislation has three principal objectives: To deter
drug abuse through improved drug abuse prevention and control and through expanded
educational programs; to provide improved rehabilitation treatment of drug abusers;
and to encourage research into the causes of drug abuse.

The program called for by the new legislation is most ambitious but it is
mandatory if we are to deal effectively with the crisis of drug abuse which is
sweeping our Nation.

The new drug control legislation gets tougher with the peddler and pusher
while seeking to rehabilitate the user and warn away the potential user.

The educational provisions of the new legislation are among the most important.
In the ultimate, the success of the war on drugs will depend on the extent and
quelity of the education effort engaged in by the Government and private organizations
combined. This is why the work being done locally by Project Rehab is so vital.

The new legislation authorizes grants asnd contracts by the Secretary of
Health, Education and Welfare, first, for the collection, preparation and dissemina-
tion of educational materials on drug use and ebuse; and, second, for the development
and evaluation of programs of drug sbuse education directed at the general public,
school-age children, and special high-risk groups.

In addition to these responsibilities, the HEW Secretary will train persons
to organize and participate in programs of public drug abuse education; coordinate
Federal efforts in drug sbuse education; and provide technical assistance to the
States end local communities regarding drug abuse education programs.

The use of drugs presents a danger not only to the individual but to the
community in general. Drug abuse is a primary cause of the enormous increase in
street crimes in the last decade. And so in moving against drug abuse, we are
also moving against c¢rime.

The Jjob of curbing drug abuse will be a long hard one, for the Nation must
repair daemage incurred by years of neglect of the drug war.
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educational programs; to provide improved rehabilitation treatment of drug sbusers;
and to encourage research into the causes of drug sbuse.

The program called for by the new legislation is most ambitious but it is
mandatory if we are to deal effectively with the crisis of drug abuse which is
sweeping our Wation.

The new drug control legislation gets tougher with the peddler and pusher
while seeking to rehabilitate the user and warn away the potential user.

The educational provisions of the new legislation are among the most important.
In the ultimate, the success of the war on drugs will depend on the extent and
quality of the education effort engasged in by the Government and private organizations
combined. This is why the work being done locally by Project Rehab is so vital.

The new legislation authorizes grants and contracts by the Secretary of
Health, Education and Welfare, first, for the collection, preparation and dissemina-
tion of educational materials on drug use and abuse; and, second, for the development
and evaluation of programs of drug esbuse education directed at the general public,
school-age children, and special high-risk groups.

In addition to these responsibilities, the HEW Secretary will train persons
to organize and participate in programs of public drug abuse education; coordinate
Federal efforts in drug sbuse education; and provide technical assistance to the
States and local communities regarding drug abuse education programs.

The use of drugs presents a danger not only to the individual but to the
community in general. Drug abuse is a primary cause of the enormous increase in
street crimes in the last decade. And so in moving against drug abuse, we are
also moving agasinst c¢rime.

The Jjob of curbing drug abuse will be a long hard one, for the Nation must
repair damage incurred by years of neglect of the drug war.
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funds under the Law Enforcement Assistance Act as is the case in Grand Rapids.

The new Organized Crime Control Act is of course primarily designed to combat
organized crime.

Basically, it provides for new perjury and contempt procedures calculated to
induce reluctant witnesses to testify and it provides stiffer Jail terms for
habitual criminals.

The first five titles of the Act are designed to accomplish one purpose: To
get the facts needed to obtain indictments and convictions.

The new law establishes special grand juries which may exercise more
independence in fulfilling their duties and may sit for up to 36 months. The grand
Jury may compel witnesses to talk by guaranteeing their testimony will not be used
against them. If they refuse to talk, they may be held in contempt. If they talk
but lie, they may be tried for perjury. And if the witness puts his life in jeopardy
by talking the Government will protect him and even try to relocate him,

Titles VI and VII of the new law facilitate the actual trial of organized
criminals.

Title VI allows the Government to take a deposition of a Government witness
and use it at the trial if the witness for certain reasons will not be available to
testify in person. This not only protects the Government's case but the witness as
well,

Title VII rules out litigation involving claims of illegal electronic
surveillance by the Government--surveillance which could not have possibly produced
evidence for the prosecution.

Title VIII makes a Federal crime of large~scale gambling operations which are
in violation of State law.

Title IX mekes it unlawful to engage in a pattern of racketeering activity as
a means of acquiring, maintaining or conducting a business.

Title X establishes a pre-sentencing procedure for determining whether a
convicted defendant is an habitual, professional, or organized criminal--and provides
an extended sentence for such an offender.

Title XI is the anti~bombing part of the new crime control law.

I do not claim that the new Organized Crime Control Act is a panacea for our
criminal ills. I do not claim we will solve all of our crime problems simply by
having enacted this legislation. But I do believe it will enable local, State and
Federal law enforcement officials and our court system to deal more effectively with
the problem of organized crime.

I have been most anxious to give law enforcement officials the tools to get
the job done. This I believe the Congress has accomplished by enacting the

Organized Crime Control Act of 1970. #it#








