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check off $1 in income tax payments for political campaign use.

The income tax campaign checkoff was rejected, despite President Johnson's
best efforts in behalf of it. The President then shifted his support to a
proposal for direct appropriations from the Treasury for presidential and
senatorial campaigns. This would have cost the taxpayers an estimated $50
million a year. Republicans fought it, and luckily the Senate buried it.

Has the President or any other Democratic leader actually worked to promote
full and frank reporting of political contributions and campaign expenditures?
Not on your life.

But House Republicans have continued to press for a meaningful campaign
financing reform bill.

With Republicans and cooperative Democrats combining forces, the House
Elections Subcommittee last June 27 again reported out a good bill--the Election
Reform Act of 1967.

I am told that some Democrats on the full committee again are engaging in
obstructionist tactics--failing to show up for meetings so that no quorum is
present and no action can be taken on the bill. For that reason the House GOP
Policy Committee recently issued still another appeal for action.

Regrettably, the President does not seem to feel any urgency. He has not
included election reform among the '"must' bills he wants passed before this
session of Congress ends. I think all he would have to do is pick up the
telephone to get election reform moving in the House.

It's vital that a Clean Elections Law be enacted to replace the present
statute.

President Johnson believes in federal finmancing of political campaigns.
Republicans believe small contributions should be encouraged by allowing
contributors a tax credit or tax deduction up to a certain figure.

The bipartisan Election Reform Bill now awaiting a presidential push would
correct many deficiencies in the present federal election law.

It would set up a five-member bipartisan federal elections commission to
receive campaign financing reports, now filed with the Clerk of the House and the
Secretary of the Senate. With a commission we could expect that reports would
readily be made available to the public and that all provisions of the law would
be enforced.

The bill would require reports from candidates and political committees
with contributions or expenditures of more than $1,000 in any one year and would
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put a $5,000 limit on individual donations to any candidate or political
committee in any one year. It also would regulate campaign contributions by the
political action committees of corporations, trade associations and labor organ-
izations. It would include political conventions, primaries and party caucauses
in its reporting and disclosure requirements. The bill would apply equally to
challengers and incumbents in races for the House and Senate.

This is good legislation. It is "must" legislation. The Republican Party
urges its enactment,

Why the inertia on the part of the Democrats? Perhaps the record will
furnish a clue,

One of the reform bill's provisions would ban personal use of funds raised

at testimonial dinners. This was written into the bill as a direct result of
the scandal involving a Democratic senator from an eastern state, censured this
year by his colleagues.

In 1966, it was learned that executives of a large Midwest brewery con-
tributed $10,000 to the Democratic Party's President's Club less than 30 days
before the Justice Department dismissed an antitrust suit against the company.

In 1964, one well-financed candidate for Congress in an eastern state
admitted that members of his family contributed more than $300,000 to his
campaign through a series of questionable committees formed to help him get elected.

In 1964, Steamfitters Local 562 contributed $52,000 to Lyndon Johnson's
presidential campaign. That same year Mr. Johnson commuted the prison sentence
meted to Local 562 president Lawrence L. Callanan for extortion.

The way to protect the public and promote clean elections is to force the
timely disclosure of campaign financing information-~who contributed how much,
and to whom. I urge the President to get his party moving--now--on a Clean

Elections Bill.
* % %

We are plagued in America with a disease which infects the lives of all
Americans but especially the poor--the disease of organized crime.
Republicans have sought in this session of Congress to strengthen

Administration anti~crime proposals and to stir the Administration into a meaning-

ful attack on organized crime. Your congressman, Chuck Whalen, has been in the
forefront of these efforts.

Chuck recently joined with a number of other bright young Republican congress-
men to document the fact that underworld bosses prey on the poor through the
numbers game and other gambling enterprises. They made the point that no anti-
poverty program can be completely successful unless the federal government also

breaks the back of organized crime. This is only one example of the forward-
looking positions taken by Chuck Whalen. It is dramatic proof of his ability. The
American people need more men like Chuck Whalen in the Congress of the United States
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