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To Jerry Ford

FROM ROBERT HUMPHREYS #4377 <)
For your information, there
are only 3 coples made be-
sides the original of the
Joint Leadership press con-
ference transcripts. The
original and the tape are
kept at the National Commit-
tee; your office, Senator
Dirksen's office and my of-
fice get the other 3 copiles.
Further FYI, these are not
available until 24 hours
after the press conference
but we always make them
avallable to the press when
they want to visit my of-
fice and look at the trans-
cripts.
Digitized from Box D9 of The Ford Congressional Papers:

Press Secretary and Speech File at the
Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library



THE JOINT SENATE-HOUSE RFPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSER - REPRESENTATIVE FORD

January 11, 19686

STATEMYNT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, first, just let me
say HAPPY NEW YEAR. It's a little belated, but I think it is still
in order. We're glad to see you and I hope that at each succeeding
Press Conference that we have this room filled. I'm like the preacher -
I don't 1like t0 sees any empty benches when I prepare to hurl some
assorted homilies and prejchments at you. So, here we go.

When defeat comes t0o a major political party in this country,
invariadly there are outcries for revolutionary changes in party struo-
ture, party leadership and party policies. The Repudblican defeat of
1964 has produced thess manifestations of uncertaiaty, wnrest and
uneasingss. Many suggestions, bdoth formal and informsl, for action pour
from numerous sources.

We, the members of the Joint Senate-House Repudblican Leader-
ship, are fully cognizant of the situation. There i1s no doubt in our
minds that aotion is indicated and we are taking 1%. In our conversations
since the November defeat we have discussed, among ourselves and with
other recognised party leaders, numerous paths that we might follow.
Alvays, certain basic facts have emerged:

First, that the only elected Republican officials of the
Federal Zetablishment are the Republican members of the United States



2
Senate and the House of Representatives. Obviously and beyend dispute,
they will guide Republican Party policy at the mtional level in the
absence of a Republican President and Vice President by the record they
write in Oongress. It is thoir responsibility.

Second, that an additional repository of advice and counsel
on party policy exists in former Presidents and nominees for Presidemt,
in our present elected Govarnors, in the members of the Republican
National Oommittee and the State Chairmen of our several states, and,
of course, in the active Republican advocates at all other levels of
the party structure. Their wisdom must be channeled into party poliay
formulation.

In the oconviction that the Repudlican Farty for a century
has been and is an essential element in this nation's ferward progress,
and with the firm belief that all Republicans must join the effort,
we, the members of the Joint Senate-House Repudblican lLeadership, have
on this day initiated a proposed mechanism to achieve a bread consensus
on vital objectives for our country and our party. It is an honor to
introduce my colleague, the new Republican Leader of the House, Jerry
Ford, to provide the details of the propesal.



STATENTNT BY ERP. FORD: May I say at th8 cutset that it's
a real pleasure and a privilege $0 de here and I hope to get better

acquainted and see all of you more frequently.

I think it's obvious that Sgnator Dirksen and 1 vg'ts y

deliberately papered the hmu this untm;: propose to give the ﬂ‘f;&.

Bapublican Party a unified leadsrship a chart we are makimg publiec
will .hov’ M are inviting the five living Republican nominses for
President - one of whom, Dwight D. Elsenhower, served two terms in that
office - and representatives of the Republican Governors Association
to join with us in the establislment of a Republican Coordinating
Committee t0 continucusly examine party peliocy amd party operationms.

¥We have asked the Presiding Officer of the Joint Senate-~House
Republiocan Leadership, the Republican National Chairman, Mr. Dean Burch,
to serve as Presiding Officer and Administrator of the new Republican
Coordinating Committee, and through the National Republican Comnittee
to provide such staff assistance and funds as may be necessary. Mr. Burch
himself suggested we regard this role an implicit responsidbility for him
or for wvhomever may oocupy his office in the future.

It will be the function of the Republican Coordinating
Committee, composed of the sleven members of the Joint-Senate-EHouse
Republican Leadership, the five living Republican nominees for President,
and the five representatives of the Republican Governors Association to
facilitate the broadest party represemtation and the estadblishment of

task forces for the study and examination of major national problems and
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izsues. The recrulting sources for these task foroes, which would
report to the Joint Leadership, are clearly delineated on the organi-
sation chart which we are making public today.

Yor the Joint leadership, I have been asked to add these
two pertinent points: First, the Republioan National Chairman has Deen
requested to immediately invite the other participantes to join us in
forming the Republican Coordinating Commitiee. BSecond, we are convinced
that the Republican Party is not only a great force in the American way
of life, but it is the only living political instrument which can make
the American Dream a reality, not a mere collection of words and
promises. Our goal is results and we intend to achieve thf-.

s



&

QUESTION: Does your statement mean now that Dean Burch |
will not de replaced as Republicen National Chairman?

REP, FORD: This Republisan Coordinating Committee was
established without any uhﬁiouhip to that contest that may or may
not take plase in Chicago in Jamuary. The statement, I think, speaks
for iteeslf in this regard.

QUESTION: What effect do you Shink the statement will have
on the contest?

REP, FORD: I don't believe it will have any impact one way
or another.

QUESTION: MNr. Yord, in what ways dces $his Coordinating
Committee change the reole of the Bepublican National Committee?

REP, FORD:; It doesn't have any impact on the responsidilities
of the Republican Eational Committee. This is an attempt by the Joint
Banate-House Leadership to bDetter coordinaté the efforss of all of the
segments of the Republican Party...The former Presidential nominees, the
Governors, and Joink Senate-House Leadership.

QUESTION: Does this megn & nev job for Dean Bureh, or if
he leaves, the chairmanship of the National Oommittee will also go to
his successor?

REP, FORD: The statement clearly covers that. This will de
an added responsidility of the Republican National Chairman.

QUESTION: Did Mr. Burch sit in on the meeting this morning?

EEP, FORD: Yes, Mr. Burch -~ as the Repudblican Natiocnal
Chairman - has in the past - 4id attend our Joint Leadership Meeting... a



Hational Chairman in the future, of course, will 40 the same.

QUESTION: Does he g along with this -

REP, FORD: Yes, he has sgreek that this is a constructive
step to detter coordinate our amctivities.

QUESTION: Mr. Burch, General Bisenhower has... (LAUGHTIR)
(I'11 try againl)

Mr. Yord, General Eisenhower has suggested that there should
be a new structuring of the Party. Do you know if Dean has given his
approval to this restructuring?

REP, FORD: I believe that he is informed as to the content.
Whether or not he has specifically approved the chart which has been
distridbuted, I couldn't tell you.

QUESTION: Has the Republican Governors Association given
this at least indirect sanction?

REP, FORD; Well they, of course, at their conference in
Denver a month or so ago did come up with a suggestion of a mesting with
legislative leaders. This is  more specific approach, I think, and it's
a broader aprr cach than the one suggested by the governors,

QUBSTION: How do you expect to give the Republican Party
the nevw image here with this organisation if you put at the top of it
a man whom half the Party is trying to repudliate as a symbel of
Goldwaterism?

REP, FORD: The Repubdican Kational Chairman is the proper
person to handle the Ooordinating Oommittee. Ah, the Republican FNational
Chairman, regardless of the person wvho oocupies that post, in my
Juigment, ought to handle that responsibility.
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: Let me mmplify a little. Sam, vhen we set
up the Joint lLeadership, we didn't want to take the Chairman from either
the House or the Senate or have it alternated. Ay 2 result, it was agreed
that the Bepublican National Chairman could serve as the Moderater and
wo regard him as a Moderator only for purposes of recognition of those
who are at the meeting and to keep it moving. So the fact that Mr, Buréh
was pressnt this morning is in line with the pstt-cm and format that
ve've established a long time ago. He I8 the Republican National Chair-
man. The leadership is in being. There isa't any reason why he shouldn't
be there and carry on his accustomed duty as the Mederator,

Now, if for sny reason, he should be displaced, whosver the
nev Chairman might be will serve in that same role. S¢ there is nothing
strangs about this at all. Ve're just continuing a pattern that was
established when Xisenhower left the White House.

QUESTION: Well, Senator, this seems to be upgrading Mr. Burch,
Do you see this as an attempt to rescue him?

SENATOR DIRKSHE: John, this has no effect on it whatsoever.
Thers was no allusion %0 Mr. Burch or to the meeting in Chicsege in
January. There was no disoussion sbout it. We just carry on a pattern
that has been established a long time ago. And whoever might be the
National Chairman, we will go on exactly as we have before. S50 there is
no upgrading, there is no downgrading, and we do not mean for a moment
to have any impact upon the deliderations of the National Committee

men and Committee women on the 22nd of Jamuary.

QUESTION: Is there any indication that he intends to
resign?
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: None whatsoever. And may I just dispose
of all that speculation by saying that at nc time this morning was it
discussed, there was no allusion to it, we carried on the meeting in
the regular pattern that has alvays obtained.

QUESTION: Senator Dirksen, the formation on this new
Bgpublican Coordinatinmg group implies that while it may recommend
pelicy, 1t will still be m the Joint Sgnate-House Leadership
to decide if those recommendations will be accepted. Is that right?

STNATOR DIRKSEN: Well, the fact of the matter is that
policy finally is determined by the way you vote in the House and the
Senate... that's really the Party image. Somebody used the word a
moment ago... I think we ®uld have done a little more with the image
in the form of a record in other days, if you Imow what I memmn. And
80, the record, of course, will bde actually Party policy in action.

QUESTION; (INAUDIBELE)

SENATOR DIRKSHEN: You're alludimg to Paul Butler's operation
when he set up an Advisery Committee. This is a Coordinating Committee
that is designed to pull Persennel and Task Forces together under a
leadership... and then the last word must necessarily be ours: Now,
how far Paul Butler went in trying to impose the views of the Agvisery
Committee wpon their leadership, I do not know. I kmow what the
attitude of the leadership was because their leadership, let me make it
plain, because it was expressed to me in eloguent terms a good many
times in a certain room in the Capitol when I sat down with a very
distinguished gentleman who at that ti;ﬂ was leader of the Sgnate.
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QUESTION: Senator, all the funoctions of the Coordinating
Committes... aren't they funotions which ordinarily would be carried out
by the Hational Committee?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Definitely not. First of all, the National
Committes 1is ths operating body betwesen conventions. So much of its
function is administrative in charscter and it hasn't undertakea to
establish poliay...

QUESTION: This was not establishing pelicy dut ccordinating -~

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, we are coordinating effort here...
at every level of the Party. Now if you look on that chart, you'll
noticé that we make provision for a task force, the idea there is that
you secure pecple in the Party and out of the Party who have peculiar
knovledge on any given subject that is going to be a matter of some
coniroversy when it comes to both the House and the Sgnate.

QUESTION: (EVIRYBODY TALKS AT ONCR)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Now, wait a minute... one at a time...

QUESTION: Senator, wvho are the five Republican Governors...

SENATOR DIRKSEN: ... has not bdeen determined and predably
that ought to be determined by the Governors Association itself.

QUESTION: Senator, what specific projects would you like to
see these task forces do within 6 to 9 months, say?

SENATOR DIRKSHN: Well, I don't proposs to enumerate them.
If 1 did, I'd probably have $0 read you the State of the hion Message.
But I'll just give you one. VWright Patman will introduce a proposal very

shortly with respect to our gold reserve. Now that is a matter that is
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going to brook some real controversy and it's a fleld where you've got to
find people who have expert kmowledge - and there you have an example
of where you can well recruit a task force for purposes of measuring
the impact of that pelicy , whether it's good or bad for the country,
intrinsieally or psychologically, and give us the Denefit of their advice.

QUESTION: (Inaundible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: They will recommend, of course, to the
Joint Leadership., because obviocusly we're going to have to do the
voting, we have to make the determination, and it's got to come to us.

QUSSTIOR: ... spokesmen for this Coordinating Committee...
Will the National Chairman be the spokesman?

SENATOR DIBKSEN: He will de spokesman, certainly, in a
sense... in first eppointing personnel, appointing task foroces,
accepting recommendations and so forth, and gemerally keeping the thing
into a good, cohesive administrative pattern.

QUESTION: How soon do you expect it to be functioning?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, you will notice in Congressman
Tord's statement that the invitation to the National Chalrman to make
these invitations is almest immediate.

QURSTION: Senator, is it true that the “REv and Jerry Show*®
is due for a limited engagement...we won't be seeing you much any more?

SYNATOR DIRKSEN: Why, Roger, you'll probably be seeing us
a lot more maybe... (LAUGHTER)... well, wait a minute, let me finish.
Because Af the President 1s anxious to have a Short Session and get the

boys out of the trenches, so to speak, that means that it will bde a
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working Session and that means that we'll have a lot of things to talk
to you about and statements to be made on policy matters.

QUESTION: 1Is it Representative Ford's intention to have
veekly "Ev and Jerry?" |

SENATOR DIRKSEN: It's our JOINT intention to do so.

QUESTION: Have you thought of any new angles of the program,
Senator?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Now, don't you go saying "TOM AND JERRYJ®
( LAUGHTER)

REPRESENRTATIVE FORD: Roger, may I answer at least in part

your gusstion. I want to be very clear. Senator Dirksen and I have

worked together in the past, we will certainly work together in the future.

Ve will very specifically have Joint lLeadership Meetings in the future...
they will be periedioc and they will cover the matters of dual interest

to both the House and the Senate. On the other hand, the House leadership

will wndoubtedly hold some periodic meetings and it's guite possible
that we'll invite you all to join us at those particular mestings.

QUESTION:Mr. Ferd, doesn't the idea of the task forces of
the Coordinating Committee ruffle a little the task forces your new
leadership in the House 1is oreating?

REP, PORD: UNet at all. They certainly shouldn't be in
conflict. I would hope and trust they would coordinate their efforts.
I don't think we'll do any duplication because I'm on this particular
Qoordinating Committes and I think I'll have something to say about the

task forces that we have as far as the House is concerned.
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QUESTION: To name & specific sxample. You already have a
task force working on a Republican alternative on Medigare. Does this
mean the Bepublican Coordinating Committee would mot touch Medicare,
then?

REP, FORD; This decision hasn't been made. We had the
minority memders of the House Committee on Ways and Means, who are the
authorities in this fileld, now working on alternatives as far as Medicare
is concerned. This is something that might come up very quickly in
the House... I would doubt that this particular Ooerdinating Committee
task force would have time, under the circumstances, to tackleix that
problen. :

QUESTION: Mr. Ford,when you have a conflict come up in the
Coerdinating Committee... how much welght is given t0 the Congressional
Representative who represents the National Committee, the Presidential
nominees and any other persoms involved?

REP, FORD: I think the final juigment as to whether we acoept
in part or in whole the recommendations will depend upon what the members
of the House and Semste themmelves feel ix congerning the task force
reports.

QUESTION: OCan you tell us who you recommend for the House
Whip and the House -

REP, FOED: No decision has been made by me at this time
on that problem,

QUESTION: 1I'm not clear about this thing yet. 1Is this
merely a proposal, or is this an accomplished fact?! If the Governors

have not yet agreed to this, if the former Presidential candidates bhave



not yet agreed to serve, is this just a propesal -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, Jeffry, the statement is clear...

QUESTION: Net to me -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: We have on this day initlated a propowed
mechanism. This don't spring Phoenix-like out of the atmesphers, full-
blown overnight... ve were setting this thing in motion today.

QUESTION: But it hasn't been clesred in advance from the
other groups -

SENATOR DIRKSFN: There have been informal discussions, dut
that doesn't mean that all has been settled. But it will be settled,
we hope in reasonably short order. |

QUESTION: May I follow with another question. Despite what
you sald about the Hational Committee's administrative funotion, officlally
it 1s the governing body of the Party. Don't you think the members of
the National Committee will be offended to have no membership on this
other than the Chairman sitting as the umpire of the meeting?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, the Cheirman will represent the
National Committee, and I expect if that is the desire, you can add to it,
if you like. But we're initiating this propesal now. There will be some
suggestions, I'm sure, as to whether it ought to be enlarged in one
respect or another, but you can't guite say this 1s a fully accomplished
fact as it stands on the paper, bdecause any propesition of this kind
is obviowsly subject to adjustment.

QUESTION: Do I understand you correctly to say that Dean
Burch will name the personnel of the task forces?
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: If he were the National Chairman and
after consultation with every interested body here, you would hit upon
somebody you would want on the task foroe... and fraankly, that is going
to offer no great difficulty, 1% never has...

QUESTION: BSenator, this repert says the Republican MEODIEIX
National Committes will finance this Coordinating Committee. What is to
prevent them from cutting off the money from any proposals that don't
£i% in with their Goldwater...

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, I suppose if they were a capricious amnd
arbitrary group they might think along that line, but I anticipate no
such action, I anticipate no such attitude, as a matter of fact. -
Because, if that were the case, certainly this wouldn't become a very
coordinating body, but that's the proper source from whioh it ought to
be financed.

QUESTION: ... final power... Mgk by putting them in charge
of the purse strings?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, they aren't in final power so far as
purse strings are concerned, becauss if, perchance, that guestion should
ever arise (and frankly, I can't even imagine it with my feeble imaginationm)
other efforts would be made to finance, and that shouldn't be too difficult.
Having had four years of experience on the Senatorial Campalgn Committiee
as ites Chairman, I never ran into any difficulties on that score, and...

QUESTION: Do you have any idea, Sir, hov much it will
cost...

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I dos And I'll answer that by saying

a substantial sum s going to bBe allocated for this purpose.
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QUESTION: Apout task forces... will you have one on
foreign poliagy, or will you have one on Viet-Eam... and all down
the line?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, 1t's hard to tell how many you
will have, dut I fansy there'll be guite a numder, because we sxpect,
of course, to pick people on these task forces who have expert
knowledge in the fleld, and one man may have expert knowledge in
that field, another in the fiscal field, another in the educational
field, another in the labor fleld... so in proportion as we need them,
we'll have them set wp.

QUESTION: . Senator, will they de pretty much ad hoc
committees, or task forces, or will they de ocontinuing -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Joha, you'll have to tell me what "ad hoe"
means. . .

QUESTION; (IRAUDIBLR)

SYNATOR DIRKSEN;: The public doesn't know and I don't know.

QUESTION: What happened to the idea we were kicking around
here last month... shadow Gabinet -~

SENATCR DIRKSEN: Shadow Cabinet?

QUESTION;: We were talking about that last month -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Andy, I baven't even hsard of the Bhadow
Cabinet. Are you speaking now of the legislative branch, or the
executive branch?

QUESTION: Well, a Shadow Cabdinet for the Executive Branch -
made up of leadimg Republican statesmen...
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: I've smeen it alluded to... but insofar as I
lmow, nothing has happened in that field.

QUESTION; Senator, will National Defense be a subject for
your task force, or - 4

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, I think it would be = proper subjeat for
a task forece, because it would invelve, first of all, the expenditure,
the disposition of your various Befense components, the taking out of
being these bases that is a matter of some controversy now, the emerging
of the Nationsl Quard and Reserve components... you've got a good many
things in the Defense field to which you can invite a task force that
has some expert knowledge.

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN; May I say to you that the National
Committeeman and the National Committeewoman of Illinois are Party
officials and they are selectel at the National Convention by the
delegates. Far be it from me $0 undertake $o usurp their powers or $o
impose my Judgment and my will upon them. And for good measure, let me
point it uwp finally by saying I have not even talked to either one as
to what their disposition is.

QUESTION: Are you satisfied with the present Chairmant

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, I said I have not imposed my
disposition and, therefore, I would not by word or deed, by action or
whisper... (LAUGETER)... undertake to influence the deliberations at
Chiocago.

QUESTION: Sgnator, would you see such a Committee eliminate
any need for a Mackinaw Island $ype of policy?
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SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, we had only one Mackinaw lsland
conference, and I was there. I can say in the light of hindsight that,
first, it was too large, secondly, it was toc far afield, third, it
was 00 difficult to get %o, and fourth, the results were so diffused
when we got through that I had some doubts about its value.

QUESTION: (Imaudidle)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, we could have held 1t in Salgon...
( LAUGHTER)

QUESTION: (Inaundible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: No, ths statement is clear on that poing.
¥e have heard these expressions of the needs of the Republican Party
as it prepares for 1966 and Deyond, and we believe some action is
necessary and this is our method to impart viger and strength and
knowledge into the operstions of the Party.

QUESTION: Thank you.



THE JOINT SENATE~-HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSEN - REPRESENTATIVE FORD
March 18, 1965

STATEMENT BY REPRESENTATIVY FORD: In a series of messages
to Congress that are almost encyslopedic in the listing of probleme
purportedly to be solved by the Federal government, Presideat Jojmson
proposes enactment of laws and the appropriation of funds that will
place the Federal foot in the door of every important function now
reserved to the states and local communities.

The formula is ingenious. The future needs of every locality
for the next 10 to 20 years are fed, computer-liks, into the Federal
mav t0 arrive at a gigantic nationwide figure calculated to stagger
the imagination and reduce the citizen to a feeling of utter helplessness.
The herioc ansver is, of course, the one now deimg set forth almost
daily by the Johnson Administration, which is: Only the Federal
government can handle the problea.

Had our founding fathers examined the problems confronting
them on the same basis, this country prodadly would have remained a
Pritish colony with the Crown handling everything, The fact that the
states and local communities have been meeting these problems in thelr
relatively si:ple locales for nearly two centuries of unequaled progress
is iggored.
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Federalised schools, text books, and teachers, Federaliszed
soning, building codes, health centers, and transportatioa, Federaliszed
libraries, laboratories, auditoriums and theaters - - all thess and much
more are now in prospso$ for m states and local communities. In time
our state and local governments can oaly be reduced to resident agents
for the buge central authority in Washington.

Perhaps the American people want to abandon a proven system
that has worked as no other on earth. We don't believe it. The Johnson
program has deen so disguised by platitu . des and Madisom Avenue adjectives
that its real aim has not been recognized. Ve are told we are approsching
the "Great Society."

Ve deem it our ocbligation to provide our citizens with full
imowledge of the direotion in which their Federal administration is
heading our nation. The end of the road is complets Federal control.
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STATEM"NT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN: May I say by way of prelude
that both of these statements are somevhat general in charaoter, but it
is done for a purpose. It 1s by way of establikhing a predicate for
statements to follow that will be more specific. We've done s good deal
of research work and develeped backgrouad data and now, from time to
time, it will follow almost the format that is used vhen the President,
for instance, sends down his State of the Union Message and then follows
up with specific messages on a great many fields of activity.

The unveiling of President Johnson's %"Great Soclety" makes
it starkly clear that the TFederal government has only begum to grovw in
sise and in powver and in cost.

The central thesis of the "Great Society" is that bdigger and
bigger government means better and better health, Detter and better
eduontion, better and detter transportation, and better and better
environment. It resembles political “perpetual motion."

How big is government today? The answer is simply: It's
enornous,

Here are some saples of the combined impact of Fedéral,
state, and local governments: Tyxes and other government levies now
consume 35 percent of total national income. One out of every six
vorkers in the United States is a govermment employee. One out of every
five dollars spent in the United States for goods and services is speat
by government. One dollar out of every four dollars and a half of
personal income in the United States is acounted for by direct govern-

ment payments.



The impact of the Federal government alome is startling:
Federal aid to State and local governments has risen from $3.8 billion
in 1956 to... I re-emphasise the amoumnt... $3.8 dillion... to $13.6
billion for 1966 - - and that's only a space of 10 years, bdut it's an
inerease of 260 peroent. Yederal funds nov amownt $o 14 percent of
the total state~local revenue.

These figures give some idea of the size of govermment today.
Right now the Federal government has more civilian employees in 30 of
the 50 states than do the states themselves, and that inclwies the five
biggest in the Uhion - - California, New York, Pennsylvania, Illinois
and Ohio.

To all this we are nov going to add President Johnson's
"Great Society." There is no conceivable way to estimate the future
cost. The sky's the limit.

The President has already told us that Balancing the budget
"too quickly® can be "self-defeating.*® Thus the Presideat and the
natifn, or the Comgress and the nation, have been put on notice that
the "Great Soclety® will be financed by ever-increasing Federal
deficits and, although not predicted by the President, these deficits
could break all records in wartime or in pesacetime if the "Oreat Soclety*
expands as projected. It is time ALL Americans took a hard look at the
hard facts.



QUESTION: (Inaudidble)

SYNATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, not state smployees... it was a guestion
of residence...

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: I thought so - and my stafff thought so -
and it must have been an inadvertance, although there are others who
felt it was deleted. But when you have 15 or 20 people around the
table and you're talking in groups and talking in concert, sometimes
those little slips happen. But, in any event, it can be easily cured...

QUESTION: (Imaudible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN:; Oh, no... Oh, no... not for one momentg,
and I hope you make that perfectly clear.

QUESTION: ... the intention is thsy should be state residemts -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Vell, Toay, the logic from my poimt of
view is simply this: That if you took an examiner from one state and
sent him to another state under Civil Service auspices vhere the prodlem
really vas... hov sasy it would be to accuse you of carpetbagging, and
that's just one of those things that I, for ome, do not like to inherit.

QUESTION: (Inawdidle)

SENATOR DIRKSEN; Well, it could be. Now, it goes back to
Just a little misunderstanding, but I shall try to cure it, of course,
in the Committee itself when we take up the bill.

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

STHATOR DIRKSEN: Dick, that whole matter was pretty
thoroughly discussed and, of course, I think you can cite the scripture
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inorder to establish the poimt... but to what extent that takes place,
I don't know, But that would have been notadly true if, for instance, we
haf let that provision stand... that among others he could appoimt, or
the Civil Service Commission ma finger and add an additional duty to
Federal Bmployees. And I cited the fact you might ask a rural mail
oarrier in a small commmity.... Well, he's got so many patrons. Supposs
they met him out in front at the box when he came by and sald if this is
what you're going to do, so far as I'm concerned you're just off of my
list and 1f I were you I'd just get right with the Lord and I would resignm
as an Examiner... s0, you see, that element CAN come into the ploture.

QUESTION: Semator, can you say what it is you plan to do
in Committee?

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, I have suggested that we hold
hearings in the full Committes -~ rather than in Sub-committes. And I
earnestly hope that view will prewvail. That will shorten the time some-
wvhat, it will give every member of the Committes whe wishes to attend
a chance to hear ALL of the testimony.

QURSTION: Senator, I'm sorry... I mean with regard to the
state residemay requirement. You sald it can be sasily cured -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh! Well, it can be easily cured provided
that 1s the will of a majority of the Committee.

QUESTION: Can I ask Mr. Pord if he supports the bill that
Senator Dirksea has -

REP, FORD: I think 1%'s appropriate to say first that
ve all kmow the President, when he spoke to us Momday night, said he vas
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sending up a law... if that were the case, it wouldn't maks any
difference whether I introduced a Bill or not.

I'm not introducing a dill... on the other hand, I think my
record and the record of the Republicsas in the House is clear... ve
belleve there NUST be legislation, effective legislation, passed esrly,
80 that we can get the target of the Republican Party, which is all
people registered to vote in all S50 states by 1966.

Now, the Repudblieans in the House - early in the Session -
introduced some 20 bills to ensure the right of all citizens of all
states t0 register and vote. Wé have appointed a Repudlican Task Foroce
in the House that has been working on legislation. I have been in
consultation with Senator Dirksen almost dally and Congressman McCulloch,
the Senior Republican on the Committes on the Judiciary, has likewise
been comnsulting constantly with Senator Dirksen.

Ve believe that we can develop a bill within the framework of
this legislation and we think the House ought to work its will on wvhatever
lagislation we can come wp with to achieve the purpose that we believe in.

QUESTION: ... there have bsen some rumbles that some House
Repudblicans don't agree with this appreach... 50 percent is too high...

R™P, FORD: There is no substantial disagreement with the
b4ll, although we think we ought to work our OWN will aloag with the
members of the Democratic Party in the House and, as you know, hearings
started today... the Bepublicans urged that hearisgs be held early...
and we dida't object to their not being held when the House was sitting.

So we're in faver of immediate action for an offective bill.
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QUESTION: ... you have reservations... will you be a little
more specifiec...

REPF. FORD; At this poimt I think it's better that I don't
pinpoint any areas where mrinxmudiwmt. The members of the
Committes on the Judiciary on our side will work their will ia the
Committee hearings and we on the floer.

1 think the most important thing is that Semator Dirksen
and I -~ along with the House Republicans and the Senate Republicans - are
urging immediate action on lagislation which will attack the problem
effectively in every stats of the Uhion.

SENATOR DIRKSEN; Let me amplify... You should remember that
they do not have dual sponsorship in the House as we do in the Sgaate.

So there is no particular point in introduciag a great quantity of billas
that are identic in texs... when one bill is introduced, that is enough.

In the Semats, however, you can get as Rany cO-sSponsors as
ars willing to g0 on a bill and that puts it in a consideradly different
frame.

QUESTION: MNr. Ford, wouldn't it help speed immediste action
if you had a specific proposal from the Republican side?

REP, FORD: I don't think so. They do have the dill that
vas sent up by the President und Attorney Qeneral Katsembach... this 1s
the vehicle upon which hearings are being held. After thay've had
testimony from the propoments... opponents... then the Committee will

work its will and they have "a® vehicle plus some 20 Republisan proposals
that have been in the mill since January 4th. I think there's ample dasis



upon which a good plece of legislation can evolve.

QUESTION:; Mr. Ford, are you concerned with all this
bipartisanship the Republicans may lose some of the pdlitical threat
for this legislation? |

REP, FORD: 1I'm not at all concerned about that as loag as
we get G00D legislation. If we have the right kind of legislation, the
Republicans AND the Democrats will get appropriate rewards.

QUESTION: Senator Dirksen -

STNATOR DIRKSEN: (Interrupts) I want to... let me answver
Bill Theis by sayiang that a similar question was addressed, I think,
to Thomas Jefferson and after discussing, bhe said: "The approbation
which may have been long denied will de forthooming."

So 1t's not a question of oredit, it's a question of getting
a job done.

Sam had a question -

QUESTION: ...It has been charged (I think even in such a
conservative journal as the WALL STRERT JOURNAL) that the Republican
alternatives t0 the "Great Seclety" are vastly more ocostly, would take
much more money out of the Treasury...

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Who sald that? (LAUONTMR)

QUESTION3 THE WALL STREET JOURNAL!

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, no, now... you said it was in the
VALL FIREST JOURNAL ... authoritative publication. Now... (Semator
and Questioner talking at once)... Now, whose by-lime was it?

QUESTION: ... the schools. (LAUGHTER) ... the school
bill will be vastly more expensive than the Administration school bill...



Medicare more expensive than the hospital care... and the Regional
Rehabilitation Ald Program promoted by the Republicans will bde more
expensive. I'm not saying this is so... I say the charge has been made...
now, wvhat is the answer?

SENATOR DIRKS¥N; Well, Sam, I ought to put you on the stand
and avail myself of all evidenciary rules and then we would come to grips
with this. Becauss we're jJust dealing with a lot of figures in thinm alr,
which I do not accept as aunthoritative at all, After 17 years on the
Appropristions Committee of the House and Senate, I can $ell you that
whea you break these figures down they come out rather differently, and
80 I'm not going to be in the position of generaliszing until I see
a specific, because it makes all the differemce in the world. And I
say that without my tongue in my chsek and without forfeiting my high
regard for that very eminent newspaper, TH' WALL STRET JOURNAL,
(LAUSHTER)

EEP. FORD: Semator, I would like to respond to Sam's
comment. If you take the Administration's so-ealled "Medicare® Bill
and provide the same bDenefiis that the Byrames propesal does, the
Mnainistration propesal - with the same benefits - would be at lsast
a third more ocostly... the Republican Byraes proposal... because it is
not mandatory, it is not compulsery... and because sémething lilke
20 percent of the people will avail themeselves of the option not to
belong, the cost will be substantially less if the Byrnes proposal wers
enacted into law.



QUESTION: (Imawdidle)

SENATOR DIRKSEN: You mean for... well, for smactmsat of
the bill, or for concluding deliderations in the Semate...

QUESTION:; Bither one -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, let me just spell out... If we take
the full time and from Monday watil April 9 - excluling Saturdays and
Sundays - is actually 15 workiang days. Now assume i1t comes back on the
ealendar and it will come back besause this motion is going to de agreed
to by the Sgnate.

Hov you ocould set it the following Monday - that would de
10, 11, 12, I suppose - and then you reason from there on. and I must
be 80 frank as %o confess a slight difficulty, decause early in the
year - back in January - we agreed upon a recess peried for Easter, whieh
begins on the 18th after the close of business and runs, I believe,
until the 2lst. Now, I'd probably have to fortify mysdlf on the card
and see...

QUESTION: (Imamdible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN; That's right... conclusion of business on
April 15 until noon, Wednesday, April 21. Now from the 12%th...
say, Monday to the IRh... is three days. Can you finish in that time...
and having announced this 0 long ago, are we really at lidberty
vhere members have made their plams for speeches and all the other
attributes of this business, to cancel out the Easter Recess? I have
some grave doubts about it - nor de I believe that Easter period 1s
going to be fateful. Because I appraise the Semper of the Semate... I do
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not believe there will be a filibuster... I do not believe there will
be even what I am pleased t0 refer $0 euphemistically as "extended
discussion.® I think the fever is ia the air and they're going to dispose
of this matter and it won't sake too long. But I'm afraid I'd de a
prophet without homer in my own coumtry if I tried to tell you that on
a given date ve're going to finish action on the bill.

QUESTION: You're apt to be here all sumer -

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Well, I'm confident that we're not.

QUESTION: (Insawdible)

SENATOR DIRKSMN: lLouder -

QUESTION: Saturday deing the first day of spring, do you
have any comment on that? (LAUGHTER)

SFHATOR DIRKSEN: I have only one comment. I have
discovered that tulip bulbs don't do very well if you have to use a
plckaxe to put them in. (LAUGHTER) And so I'm afraid that feeling of
nostalgia I get everytime I ses a hyacinth pop his dold little head
above the soil... is not going to be requited and I shall de a very
impatient person.

But I will say to you where all the world can hear... that
after these long sessions in my office day after day... getting out
sometimes at midnight... that I could use a 1ittle rest.

QUESTION: Thank you,

QUESTION: Senmater, if by some chance there wers a
filiduster, how loag would it go on?t

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Oh, I'd rather not speculate on it
because I do not belleve it's going to bde necessary, but wve'll come
to that bridge and cross it when necessary.
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JOINT SENATE-EOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
Senator Dirksen - Representative Ford
m 20. 1968

STATEMINT BY STNATOR DIRKSEN: Why, Johm, you ought %o
feel my muscle. That hoapital makes a bum out of me. Well, gentlemen,
if you're ready, I'm ready:

From the time the President decided to send foroes into
the Dominican Republic to protect lives and to thwart the danger of
& Communist take-over in that country, the Eepublicams in Congress
have given him their suppers.

Support of the President's agtion in the circumstances does
HOT, however, imply blanket approval of the Administration policy
toward Latin America.

The Administration has been slow te recognize danger signals
in letin Ameriea. It has permitted problems to grow to orisis propor-
tions before acting. It has been reluctant to provide leadership to
make the Organisation of American States an effective agency for the
fefense and development of the Western Hemisphere.

Bven now, in its reaction to events in the Deminican
Republic, the Administration is not manifesting awareness of the extemt
and the danger of Castre-exported Communist subversion in at least
a half a dosen countries ... dozen Am rican nations. In the past
three years, many thousands of citisens of ether latin American
countries have received pars-military and ideoclogical training in



Cuba and have besen sent home to carry on subversion, terrorism, and
gusrrilla varfare in Central and South Amerioca. Since the end of
November 1964, there has be n renewed emphasis by Cuba on ths use of
violence to cbtain political pewer, particularly in Venesusla, Oclembis,
and Guatemala., In Guatemala, the astivities of 500 terrorists and
guerrillas led to the establishment of a state of siege in February
of this year. Haiti, Panama, Paraguay, El Salvader, and Honduras are
all announced targets of Communist violence.

14 1s regrettable that the Administration 41d not move to
head off the new outbreak of subversion and viclence when it was

planned at the Havana meeting of latin American Communist leaders in
Hovember of 1984,

Clsarly there is a need now for vigerous and effective
action by the Organisation of Americanm States and by the individual
American nations $o put an end to the current Castro offensive.

We urge the Administration to preseat such a plan of
aoction t0 the 0,A.5. before the tragic drama of the Dominican Republiec
is replayed in other Latin American nations.

STATENENT BY REPRESENTATIVE FORD: ... on May 20, 1902,
Cuba assumed the status of an independent Republio with the inauguration
of its first president.

On this anniversary, we call for the reestablishment of
Ouban independence. Since late 19680 the pressnt government of Cuba has
besn a military, scomomio,political vassal of the Soviet Union. Teday



3
thousands of foreign Communist milidary personnel remain on Cuban
soil. Ouba's rulers continue to serve the purposes of an alien system
by earrying on n campaign of terrorism, sabotage, subversion, and
sporadic warfare agalast their neighders, disturbing the pesce of the
hemisphere and threatening the security of all Americas.

The poliay objective of the present Administration toward
the Communist govermment of Cuba has been mmbiguous. At times it has
been described as "o get rid of the Castro regime and of Soviet
Communist w).\uiuoo in Cuba.* So Mr., Johnson declared at Midland,
Texas on September 30, 1962. At other times 1t has been dexcribed
as "to isoclate Ouba... t0 frustrate its afforts to destroy free govern-
ments and to expose the weakness of Communism so that all can ses."

So it was formulated by President Johmson on April 20, 1964.

The tragic events in the Deminican Republice are a forceful
reminder that neither objective has been attained. Cuba has not been
isolated, nor 1s it rid of Castro and the Soviet Commumist influence.
Cuba today is the breeding ground for Communist subversion throughous
this hemisphere.

President Johnsen's recent stalement that we *camnot permit
the estadlishment of another Comxmmist govermment in the Vestern
Hemisphere" clouds the purpeses of the Administration poliay toward
Cuba still further.

The Administration should fix elearly so ths all can see
the objeotive of its policy toward Cuba. The isolation of the Castre
regime and the prevention of the export of Communiem from Duba should

—
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be pursusd more vigoreusly as an immediate cdbjective. BPBut the ultimate
¢bjective can be nothing less than the elimination of the Communist
government in Ouba and the restoration of independsnos under a government
fresly elected by the Cuban people.

This objective is dictated by policies subsaribed to by all
the nations of the hemisphere in Carscas in 1954. The Caracas Declaration
stated, "... the domination or comtrol of the political inssitutions of any
American State Dy the internmational communist movement, extending to this
Hemisphere the political system of an extracontinental power, would
constitute a threat $0 the soversignty and the pelitical independence of
the American States, endangerimg the peace of America..."

In complianse with this Declaration, or doctrine, President
Edsenhower said on July 9, 1960, ¥,.. Nor will the United States in
conformity with iis Sreaty obligations, permit the establishment of a
regime dominated by international Communism in the Western Hemimphers.®

It is time to reaffirm this as our national purpose and the
purpose of the other American states.
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Q: Nr. Yord, are you asking the United States military
to intervene in Ouba to overthrow Omstre and, if not, bhow would you
propose that the Castro regime de eliminated?

FORD; This is a matter of the highest policy formulation
in our government. The Republican lLeadership of the House and the
Senate have some constructive suggestions which we would be delighted
to preseat %0 President Johnson.

I might point out that at the meeting two weoks ago last
Sunday at the White House, some suggesiions were made by Rspudblicans
that resulted in the Administration making recommendations to Oomgreas,
ineluding the request for additional miliSary apprepriation. This was
a Republican suggestion and we would be more than willing - and are
very anxicus - %0 sit down with the Presideat and make apeecific
suggestions to the Admimistration to achieve the odjectives that we
have indicated in our statements.

Ve feel that Decauss of the importance of this whole poliay
matter that these suggestions should net be disoussed in public bdut
should be given to the President personally and ve as Republicans
are anxiocus and willing t¢ do wse.

Q: Your statement seems to imply that all of the events of
the ... Dominican Republis ... bDe..... Castre. (NOTE: Question not
clear... volce almost insudidle.)

FORD: Well, it's perfectly obvious to anyome that Castro is
the fire-starter, he's the arsonist in the wvhole Caribbean area. And
until you $ake steps to lsclate and eliminate the arsenist, we are nod



going %o have peace in the future in the Caridbean.

Q: Do yeu think if there were no Castro there would de
no Dominican revolt?

FORD: I'm convinoed that if C,etre hadn't taken over in
Cuba and carried out the kind of subversion that he's carried out -
as indioated in Sgnater Dirlmen's statement and mine - we wouldn's
have the kind of troubles we're having in the Cariddean today,including
the Dominican Republie.

Q! Oongressman, are you proposing a dlockade prhaps - by
the OAS - of Cuba?

FORD: The byuuhni... within the last year... on two
ococasions and more immsdiately within the last three weeks - have
recommsnded that an OAS jeint force be set up for immediate availability
to move in on an OAS basis to meet the threats of the kiad that
developed in the Dominican Repudblic. This is one suggestion that's on
the record and we think it would De constructive at this time. The
Administration has gone along with this and is trying to ashiev{s. I
would persenadly endorse it very stromgly.

Q@  How would you isolate Castre... (NOTE: Rest of
question no% clear.)

JORD: To get dack to the answer that I made a fev minutes
ago. We DO have specific recommendations, dut they are of a major
policy determination, and we Shink it can be most constructively
achieved by personal consultation and recommendation with President
Johnson.
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Q ... your access $0 the White House. Is there anything
kesping you from going to t he President?

FOERD: Well, we've been invited down there several times
to consult on foreign pelicy matters. Wnfertunately - on some
occasions - 1it's been a consultation subsequent %0 a detsrmimation
of poligy. We think it would be far more constructive if we were
brought in prier to the determimation of pelicy. This was one of the
major objections, if you may remsmber, that was voiced a few years
ago by the late Sgnator Vandenderg... he didn't feel that we as
Republicans should assume a responsidility fer a poliey determimation
after the fact, and we think in this instance we could be helpful
prier to.

Q: Well, Mr. Ford, have you asked for a session with the
Fresident to give these proposals?

. TORD: We have not as yet, dut we intend te by this method
and othsr means - t0 make this suggestion.

Q (Wot clear)

FORD: I can reply to that by saying that every Republican
in the House of Repressntatives and evary Republican in the Sy nate
voted for the additional $700 milllon dellars in military apprepriations.
The only "No® votes were 7 in the House - all Demoorats - and 3 in the
Senate - all Democrats. So the Republicams, even though a very small
number, may have had a question or two, did go along as a show of
unanimeus support for the President's request for additional military

appropriations,



QG (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Well, whatever the situation in the Dominican
Republic requires for the purpose of restorimg stadility and meeting
the Communist threat down there, that of course is something for the
Executive Branch to do. And vhatever they do in that field, I concur
with.

Now you are ralsing a qusstion here about what we can do
with respect to the Cudan situation. You know, the 0ld Mark Twaia
story that you befriend a homelese dog and he won't bite you; you
befriend a homeless man, or one who is down on his wppers, and mayde
he will. That's the difference detween a man and a dog.

Vell, I mee that orop out nov because the Argentine Chamber
of Deputies only this week has assalled us and refuses to jein in the
OAS effort, and in addition, the Chamber in Venesusla can't even make
up its mind. All right, think of all the aid and comfort and help
they've had from the Uhited States. It's just about time that we re-
examine our premises in this matter, and if that's all the gratitude,
all the appreciation, all the aséistance we're going to have, then I
think 4t's up to us to let the American people know - and also to maks
a determination of that matter. The idea of handing it cut with your
right hand and getting a slap from the other side has no appeal to me
and that runs through this entire forddgn ald prograa,

Sc let's take a 1little realistic look and see and what we
can expect from OAS and whether they're willing te come forward now
with assistance to the United States.

-
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Q: May I ask & question along that? Do you view the
Ford-MoCulloch (?) substitute as a threat to thH Dirksen-Mansfield
Bill of Rights Bill? (NOTE: Not too clear.)

DIRKSEN: Did you say & “Shreat?”

Q@ Yes.

DIRKSEN: (Laughs a 1ittle) Well, I haven't the slighest
idea. I think it's going %o be offered by Sgnator Tower, and it
commende itself to some members of ths Sgnate -~ how many, I do not
know, WVe're getting quite a bill stacked up there in the Sgnate...
if they adopt any more amendments - and particularly when I'm awvay
from the roost. (LAUGHTER)

Q: Vell, but do you feel that you can defeat the Tover
Amendment. ..

DIRKSEN; Well, Sam, that 1 don;t kmow. It depends.

It 11 get some votes on our side of the aisle. It was disouwssed at the
policy luncheon the other day and I lmow that it commends 1%self to
some of our members. Now ]l've made no nose count, consegusntly, I
can't tell you how the vote would ge.

Qt But you ARE opposed to the -

DIRESEN; V¥Well, I am opposed to it, of course. How could I
do other? After all... this substitute is partly my handiwerk.

Q: (Wet clear)

DIRKSHN: Ok, I doudt it very mush. We'll have to de
whatever events oall for, and I don't think of 1t in the freme ¢f
dictatorship - either from the right or Pfrom the left.

Q: (Not clear)
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DERKSEN: Well, we think the Administration has deen wanting
in some respeats. We think its uptake has been slow and that ought to
be improved, and we say that because this is the domimant country on
this hemisphere. I still bellieve - even if others Sake excepiion - that
there IS such a thing as a Monroce Doctrine and that the establishmemt
¢f a Communist-dominated government on this hemisphere is alien to the
pelioy that we pursusd since 1823.

Q: Senator, what good news did you get at the hospital?

DIRKSEN: Well, the good news is that they found exactly
nothing, wo I languish wvhen these fumotiomal fallures come on, but I
must say that the rest did me some good. But I'm not going to $ell
you any further stories sbout the bospital. (LAUGHTER)

Q: Do you have the vots for cloture?

DERESEN: I saw the petition this morning. There are 26
names presently. I rather think at this stage - if the cloture petition
is filed on Friday » that there will bde sufficlieat votes on Menday
because the Senate, frankly, is quite weary of having this meawmare
before it any lomger. They're adding nothing constructive nor does the
discussion fyom here on ocut add anything particularly to the enlighten~
ment of the Sgnate or of the cowmiry, or fer that matter, of you.

Qt Senator Dirksen, do you think an OAS military foroce...
(Note: rest of questidn not clear.)

DIRKSEN; Well, I think so, because we feel = real kinship
to all the Bepublios in this hemispherse, and we can best serve by having
an OAS feros. The amazing thing is that that matter has not bdeen pursued

——

with viger bafore.



JOINT SENATE-HOUSY REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSEN - RAPRES"NTATIVE FOED
June 18, 19685

STATEMRNT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN: To date, the Republicans
in Congress have publicly supported the Administration's policy
toward South Vietnam in the bDelief that it was in harmony with that
emumnciated by the Congress in Joimt Resolution.

That sbjective, as defined last August, was "assisting
the peoples of Southsast Asla to protect their freedom.*®

Now doubt is raised adout this objective by recent remariks
of the Chairman of the Yoreign Relations Committee of the Sgnate.

In a speech, timed so as to make it appear that it had Presidential
approval, Senator Fulbright and some other Democrats may wish to
redefine the objective for which American troops are deimg committed
to conflict in Scuth Vietnam in ever-increasing numbers.

The Sgnator calls for a*megotiated settlement involviag
major concessions by both sides.®

Any who $alk of concessiocms by the United Stutes have an
obligation to specify the kinds of concessions which Shey are prepared
to advocate. They have an obligation, too, to indicate the limits
beyond which concessions cunnot be made.

Senator Fulbright suzgests the Geneva Agreements of 1954
"in all their specifications® as a Dasis for settling the conflict
in Vietnam. But this Agreement, as Secretary Rusk ackmowledged in
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1962, contained a fatal flaw im providing vete power to the
Commmist member of the international comaission established te
supervise the execution of the torms of the Gensva sattlement.

This nistake must be avolded in any future peacé settle~
ment. S0 must the mistake of establishing a coanlition government
with Commumist participation for South Vietaam. Bitter erxperience
should have taught us that such a coalition merely defers a
Communist Stakeover.

To conclude an agreement with such previsiocas would
vielate the President's promise of April 7 "That we will not withdraw
uwader the cloak of a mesaningless agreement."

We hope for negotiations among representatives of
responsible sovereign governments which will both end the fighting
in South Vietaam and preserve the independemce of that nationm.

The United Stutes camnet, without violating its wvord, settle for
less. The meaningless laotian settlement of 1962 should bde a lessen
to us at this time.
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STATEMNT BEY RTPRESENTATIVE GERALD R, FORD: Of all the
things that Senator Fulbright had to say, nome wae more revealing
than his criticism of the Tisenhower Administration fer encouraging
the South Vietnamese government to refuse td permit the holding of =
nationmide electioa in Vietnam in 1956,

The refusal was amply Jjustified if only because the kimd
of election envisaged by the Geneva Agreement of 1954 - a free
election - could not have been held. Anyone who thinks that a free
election was possidble in Comunist North Vietnam kaows little of heow
Communists operate and could have fallen into a Moscow-Pelping trap.

The criticisa boils down to 2 complaint that the "hited
States government falled to exert precsurs on the South Vietnamese
to surrender to the Communiste nine years ago.

Such was net the policy them - and veiled susgestions that
1t de the policy today should Be emphatically repudiated.

The thited States could not agree today - any more than ia
1966 - to legitimizing Communist control of all of Vietnam by a device
of a Commugist-style election,

The Eisenhower Administration labored %o build out of
chaos in South Vietnam a dursble economy, & progressive seocial order,
and military stremgth,

That it achieved a considerable mezsure of success vas
attested %o by several of Semater Fulbright'’s colleagues.

In February of 1960, Senater Nensfield's Subcommittee o
the Sgnate Foreign Relations Committee reported (and I quote):
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“By any measure, Vietnam has made great progress under President
Hgo Dinh Dieg in the improvement of intermal security, in the
creation of the forms and institutions efpepularly responsible
government, wvhers defore tcﬁ existed, and in the advancement of
the welfare of the people of Vietnam.®

Finally, & major policy paper, issusd by the State
Department in December of 1961, stated flatly that (and I guote):
#The years 1956 to 1960 produced something close to an economic
niracle in South Vietnam.. .. It is a report of progress over a
fow brief years ecualled by few young countries.*

Any attempt t0 equate overall conditions, including
the U. 8. Military commitment in South Vietnam in 1980, with
conditions thers today - is a crude distertion of history,



QUESTION: (Inmamdible)

FORD; I wouldn't say that we repudiate the Oeneva
accords (?), dbut we simply believe that if they are to de carried
out, they must be carried out affirmatively and effectively and
not result in a Communist dominmation of South Vietnam OR North
Vietnan,

QUESTION: (Inandible)

FORD: I think it depends wupon the definition of
“free elections. Free elections from our poidmt of viev would mean
the kind of slections where the Communists would not bde able to
by pressure of one sort or another actually result in the tale-
over of Vietnam. A Commumist definition of free elections 1is
quite different. They would by one means or another actually
not permit a free election - they never have in any instances where
slections have been held, and I'm sure they wouldn't in this
circumstance.

QURSTION; Mr. Ford, your celleagus in the House
Repudlican leadership, Representative laird, has recemtly said that
the Republicans are dangereusly close to breakinmg with the
Administration on Vietnamese policy. Hov would you... would you
ecare in any vay to associate yourself with that statement?

JORD: The Elsenhower-Dulles pelicy in reference to
South Vietnam never envisaged large-scale, ground warfare in South-
east Asia, including South Vietnam. I agree with that pelicy,

Nr. Lalrd agrees with that policy. The Republicans today do support
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a strong, firm pelicy against Communist aggression in Southeast
Agla. 1 agree vholehsartedly with that. But this does not mean
under any circumstances that we give to any Presideat - Mr. Johnsen
or othervise - carte dlanche authority ia the future. We believe that
the American pecple, members of the Conzress, both Demscrat and
Repudlican, ought to be fully informed a2s to our objectives, and
what our poliay will be in the future. And as lomg as the American
people are properly informed and members of the House are givea full
opportunity to express themselves, to know the backgroumd, we will
stand with the President where such a pelicy is carried out.

QUESTION: Mr. Yord, in the absence of large growmd
troops, how would you hope to carry out any firm policy?

YORD: I would raise questions whether we..... (NOTE;
tape blank for a few seconds here.) ees t0 achieve certain
milisary objectives. I think we ought to raise the question whether
or not we are maximising the utilisation of our allies in Southesast
Asia for the achievement of opposing Communist aggression in
Vietnam.

QUESTION; The Geneva Agresment had a provisiom that
no country would build up its forges... and President Eisenhower
kept that from '54 %o '60... the forces were built up by Kennedy
and Johnsen. Do you consider this a mistake?

FORD: The Geneva Accord did provide that neither side
should bring in more weapoms, should dring in more trocps... the
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Bisenhewer-Dulles poliey was to ksep our forces and our equipmeat at
the level that existed in 1954.

Of course, the Communists did violate that Agreement
from the very outset. They drought in more troops, they brought in
more Weapoms, and they placed in jeopardy as a result the South
Vietnamese Government and our own feroces.

In May of 1961 thare was a distinct change in our
poliay in South Vietnam. At that time we had appreximately
800 U.8, Military Advisers in Bouth Vietnam. Since that time -
since that change of policy - wehave bdbuilt up to the preseat
position where we mow hawe approximately 60,000 or more or less -

U. S. Military Personnel there.

It seoms to me that the Presideat has $o Sake what
steps are necessary to protect cur own military forces in South
Vietnam. And since the Comsumists have violated from the first
instance, I think this was a necessary step.

QUESTION: Comgressman, you raised the question of the
effective use of our air and sea pewer. How do you react to Senator
Goldwater's statement that perhaps Hanol ought to be considered as
a target?

FORD: These particular recommendations I think have to
be related to what our military advisers - the Joint Chiefs of Staff,
General Wesimoreland and others - have recommsnded as to vhat is
the particular target or targets that ought to be attacked. 3But
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overall I would say we ought to raise the question whether or not
ve have as effectively as possible used our military power vhere we
have an overvhelming superiority.

QUESTION: Are m suggesting a sea blockads for one
thing - or are you xuxpuxink suggesting Nationalist Chinese troops
might be brought in as an Allied force, or what do you mean by
*maximizing® Allied support?

FORD: I think it's a question that ought to de very
significantly considered whether or not we should briag in the
Chinese Nationalist forces, South Xorean foroces, Philippine forces...
80 thay can make a contribution against Oomerumist aggression in
all of Southeast Asia.

QUESTION:; I would like to ask Senator Dirkeen if he
welcomes the impending visit of the Commonwealth Growp to
Washington and other capitals.

DIRKSEN: Well, I have no adjesction at all to receiving
any responsible group coming from sovereign powers and msnifesting
their interest in a peace in Southeast Asia. owever, fimally you're
going to haw t0 get back to Hanoi, decauss that is the govermment
in question that is causing the real difficulty. It may be
implemsnited, of course, with weapons from China and from the Soviet
Union, but we have to pin the label of aggression on North Yietnam,
and I tried to make clear here in the statement that we are ready

for negotiation with responsible representatives of responsible



soversign povers.

Now there’s been a hint, of course, that themm Rational
Liberation Front might sit in... well, the Hational Liberation
Front represents no mﬁ. it is not a sovereign po;r-r. and the
very idea ought to be repudiated.

There's been discussion in some quarters that Viet Oong
ought to =it at the negotiation table. It represeats no government
and 1t represents no sovereign poewer, and as a result you can't
deal with people like that who have in mind finally commmmizing all
of Vietnam if they can bring it about.

QUESTION: (Imaudidle)

DIRESEN: Oh, no, I hawe no question about it at all,
because thoss are responsidle pecple and they ARE sovereign powers.

QUESTIORs Senator Dirksen, do you feel that some sort of
concession must first come from Hamoll

DIRKSEN; Well, I think it's got to de initiated by
Hanod. Put they have very steadfastly disdained any interest in what
the President sald vhen he used the term in the Baltimore speech...
about these discussions, umconditional discussions. VW,'we had no
reaction from Hanol whatsoever, and obvicusly they being the
aggressors, ve have no choioe except t0 keep uwp the pressure and
carry out the commitment with respect to the freedom and the
independence and the defense of South Vietnanm,

QUABSTIOR: Senmator Dirksen, Congressman Ford says he supports

the policy of no lagge-scale ground force there on the part of the



U.S. - do you subscribe t0 that?

DIRKSEN: Well, I don't belleve that is exactly what he
said. I shink... I think 1%'s 2 matter that should be discussed
mth:th-WM-thiu. I've sald over and over again
in providing support for the President in his policies, that we ask
always to be consulted, to have a chance to suggest alternatives, and
other methods... vhen the die is ocast. Then you have no choice
except to ¢o aleng unless you vant to exhibit to the world that
you've got a disunited couniry - and that's the last thing we dare
do under these circumstances, because that's the very burdem of the
rropaganda that comes short-wave out of Pelping and also out of
Hanoi.

I had one of the monitored sheets on one of those bdroad-
casts delivered only 3 weeks ago - the names of a good many Senators
vere mentioned. Their quoted remariks were in this broadeast. And
it's the kind of stuff with which they're trying to drench the soldiers
over there at the present time - shake the meorale of our pecple -
and the morale of the Vietnamese as well - and then boost the morale
of the Viet Cong by saying: Stay in there and pitch... it's enly
going to be a little while before we shall gapitulate.

QUESTION: On another matter, what do you gentlemen think
of the organiszation sponeored by Senator Goldwater... (Note: rest of
question not clear.)

DIRKSEN: Well, in the first place, I do not know quite
what is envisioned by a "Free® Seclety... in fact, I'm not so sure
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that I imow vhat is envisioned by the "Great Society® - let alone
the "Great Pree Soclety®... so until I get a fill-ia, I'm
afraid I can't give you a responsive answer. (LAUGHTRR)

QUESTICN: ( Inawdible)

DIRKSEN: I bhaven't heard. I have to rely entirely upom
you gentlemen and your dispatches to kerep me infermed as to the
direction of the wind,

QUESTION: (Inamdidle)

FORD: If this organization is harmful or detrimeatal
to the regular Reputliecan erganisation, I would raise some gquestions
about i%. I'm told that it doesn't in any way whatsoever have the
aim or objective of a third party and they tell us that it can be
helpful in trying to educate people aleong certain economic and
domestic lines. If that's the purposs and if it's carried out, I
see n0 harm or detriment to the organisation.

DIRKSENs: I would add enly ome thought about 1t and
that is obviously any kind of an organisation that is set up has
to have some money. I'we sald over and over again that in the
political business there is no substitute for memey. (LAUGHTER)
And if their goals are high, obvicusly that takes from your regular
established Republican organisation - established in every state,
in every coumty, and in gvery precinst - so that I want to be sure
always that when the party and its Sroops goes into battle in
November of 1966 that there will be an adequate supply of funds
to sustain us in vhat we hepe will be a victory from top to bottem,
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QUESTION: Senator Watson was elected as a Goldwater
" Republican... (Notes rest of question not clear.)

DIRKSEN: Well, I have not seen the South Carolina ballot,
but I'm pretty sure that they carried the legends "Rypublican® and
"Democras.® I'm pretty certain that they didn't tag Mr. Vatson as
a Goldwater Repmblican on the ballet, so0 I have to fesl tha he ran
as & Republican., Now cbviowsly 1t had 1964 overtomes - that
may De sure - but he ran as a Republican and got 70% of the vote -
and I thought that that was quite impressive.

Now you speak of a FPgderal-Rlecticn-COontrol-3ill, I'm
not sure I kmov what meamure you are referring to.

QURSTION; (Not clear)

DIRKSEN: Well, you mean the bill with vhich we have besn
working here... you say that will dry uwp the Republican Party...

QUESTION: (Not clear)

DIRKSEN; I've heard no such claims and having deen
fumersed in the thing up to my ears for so leng, I put no steck
in 4s.

QUESTION: (Inawndible)

FORD: One of our members - Congressman Callway from
Georgia ~ went to Saigoa, speat four or five days there, just
returned - at his own expense. He is a graduate of Vest Poing,

he came back with some very keen cbservations, and I think that such a
mission on his part was a constructive effort in this curreat problem.
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DIRKSEN: 1 think it ought to be pointed out that if
perchance a Congressman or s Senator goes to Vietnam - there are
other things besides the military, I'm sure, that aight be assessed.
You've got an econoaic problem, you've got a political preblem,
there is the guestion of stability, and a great many other facets
of the economic life of the country th:t anyome can take a look at.
You can also appraise, for instance, what progress they're making
in agriculture and whether they're keeping uwp with rice preduction -
notwithstanding the number of young Vietnamese that no doudt are
being drafted into the Army. So there are a lot of things that can
be survayed and I see no harm in it - provided, of course, they don't
undertake to give direction to the military effort as against the
Judgment of people who for a lifetime have been schooled in the whole
area of tactics and strategy and military cperations.
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THE JOINT SENATE-HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSEN - REPRESENTATIVE FORD
July 15, 1968

STATIMFENT BY SHMATOR DIRKSEN: Well, ladies and gentlemen,
are you all prepared... and we have your assurance, I take it, that
there's film in that camera - and I trust there will be.

. statement with respect to the passing of Adlai
Stevenson. His transition comes as a shook and as an irreparable
loss to the Repudlie. Ee had high talent, and I regarded him
cerfainly as a man of brilliance and a man of great attainment.
It was not particularly the offices he held, such as the Gevernor-
ship of Illinocis or the Ambassadership to the United Nations, but
rather the fact he was a man of courage, he was an amisble, affable
person, not at all brittle as some would think of him... he had a
great appeal $0 young Ameriomns and he had a great fidelity to his
ideals and a conviction to fight through to them.

I think Adlal Stevenson will de reghsded as one of the
great men of our times. And speaking for the Joint Senate-House
Republican Leadership, we certainly mowrn his passing and we Sake
this manner of extending sympathy to the family.

Nov this is an appropriate time to speak of bipartisanship
in fereign policy.
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Bipartisanship signifies united support dy the two major
parties for such pelicy aime and means as are reguired for the security
of the nation.

A biparsisan foreign policy imposes ebligations mx both on
the majority and the minerity parties. Jor the majority party, it
counsels frequent comsultations with the minerity as poliey is formulated
and access for the minority to infermation needed $0 deteramine the
wisdom of that peliay.

On the minority side, 1¥ imposes an obligation to aveid
carping about trivia. The mimority should aveid the hypeerisy of
ocomplaining about measures which it would faver if it were in a
pesition of pelicy maker. No administration should be blamed for
evenss beyond i{ts control.

Members of both parties must weigh all the consequences
of public oriticism., There is an obligation to demonstrate $0 dDoth
friend and foe that the American pecple are united in time of danger.
There is an obligation to aveld furnishing grist fer the p;epm
mills of the eneay.

But bipartisan foreign pelicy has never meant a cessation
of debate, or criticism, or suggestion. Senator Arthur Vgondembderg,
who more than any other public figure in his time personifies dipartisan-
ship, said that bipartisan fereign poliay " simply seeks national
security ahead of partisan sivantage.” And then he added immediately,
*Every foreign policy must be totally didated... and the 'leyal
oepposition’ is under special odligation to see that this ogcurs.®
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Debate, then, should de encouwrsged. Only in the crucidble of
full and candid dedate can the nation forge a foreign pelicy which will
lead us $0 the ends which all Americans seek to attain - namely, pesce,
and freedom, snd security. -th can public understanding and
ascoptanas of fereign policy be achieved.

Bipartisanship in foreign policy demands that repressatatives
of both parties give each other a mspectful hearing, that doth deal in
facts, that both discuss genuine issuss, that both avoid distortions
and misrepresentations.

Ve pray that the national security decisions of the
President may slways de wise. If we must agree (Note; S uater Dirksen
says “agree" here - not “disagrest)... with any of those decisions,
we shall never gqusstion his sincere desire for peace. We expect
that responsible spokssmen for HIS party will credit uws with similar

motives,
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STATIMINT BY REP,GERALD R, JORD: Today the Presideat
is being called on t 0 make fateful decisions. His efforts to emd
the fighting in Vietnam by negotiation have been spurned. Presidsant
Johnson has nov decided o increass substantially the commitment of
American g round forces in the theater of conflict,

As the military commitment grows, the nation must be clear
sbout its ebjeotives, its responsibilities, and the conseguemoss in
Vietnan. This objective can only be the estadbliishment of conditions
under wvhich the people of South Vietnam can live in pease, freedom,
and security.

The objective canlde attained ocaly when aggression from
wishin or without 4is brought to a hals.

The estadlishment of a oovalition government with Communist
participation in control of Sputh Vietnam is incompatible with this
odJjective.

Bvajisuation of American treops under an agreement to de
policed by a commission including a Comnunist mewber with veto power
over commission decisions would be incompatidle with this odjective.

The desire of the govermment and the people of the United
Sgates to nsgotiate a peacs in Vistnam has Deen established deyemd
any question. But a peace which would turn South Vistnam over $o
the Oommunists ~ ismediately or after some interval - mmst bde forth-
rightly rejected.

Any doubt as to the rescoluteness of the Taited States in

the pursuit of the odjective of maintaining the freedom and independence
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of South Vistnam that has arisen is due $to unfortunate statements of
scme Democrats.

nthnvchndput quarrel with the President in his
invitation t0 the aggressors $0 negotiate vithout any pre-comditions,
we doubt the wisdom eof failiag to make it clear that the United Sgates
is not going to agree to the kind of treaty and itruce provisions that
have made possible Communist take-overs in the past.

President Johnsen has said that the United States will mot
withdraw from Vietnam under meaningless agreements. We suggest that
the President assure the nation that no agresment will be made whigh
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