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AN ADDRESS BY REP. GERALD R. FORD, REPUBLICAN LEADER, U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
BEFORE THE ANNUAL CONVENTION OF TI{E UNITED SERVICES LIFE AGENCY, JULY 23, 196
THE SHOREHAM HOTEL, WASHINGTON, D.C,.

FOR RRLEASE ON DELIVERY EXPECTED AT 9 A.M. WEINESDAY

It is a great pleasurs to be with-yOu this norning. I feel right at home,
yooooreey because there is a certain kinship between insurance agents and politicisns.
We'lre all salesmen,

I have a friend who is neither mmxim a politician nor an insurance agent and

recently
yet I would classify him as a super-salesman, He/convinced his wife she was too

fat to wear anx expensiwe dre ss she had her eye on.

Anxother friend of miﬁo-—and this fellow mxis an insurance sximsmawm agent--had
the sale of a new life insur%?oe policy all wrapped up and was ju;sf completing the
application, "Now, kX let's ses,"” he said to his client, "This is to be monthly payments
on a straight life. That's what y# you wanted, isn't it7* Mwiix "Well," the customer
replied slowly, "I would like to fool around a little on Saturdey nights."

You know, Presiient Hixon is quite a salesman, too. He recently invited 26
nnautxﬂepublimn congre ssmen to breakfast and “ he finished with them 18 mkix
of the 26 voted for extension of the surtax,

I have nothing to sell here this morning, but I would like to make a case--the
case for a strong Americam--becamse I most fervently believe that tixixx only a =grmEmx
strong America can prevent World War 33x III,

The tragic mm war in Vie tnam has.procipitated a crisis of decision in this
country. The choice we must make, the overriding decision that; faces us, is whether
to abandon sMmxzmimzEfxxgk the role of world leadership we reluctantly accepted after
World War 2, ' 3

Iet noone misinterpret what I am about to say. I hold no brief for those who
would argue that Presidential actions and policles in the fisld of foreign affairs
should not be subgect to scrutiny by the Congress, On the contrary, I belisve the
Congress bears a grave puspemsibiitiyzforx joint responsibility for the foreign
policy of the United States,

I recall that the late great Sen, Arthur Vandﬁ?rg,{once made this sage comment
about congressional smex¥hikexHuwxm relations txocthm with the White House in the
Sipdiing of foreipsattaiegs i Xuak % be L on'ihe takeoffs, not just the crash
landings."

In the final analysis, however, I den't believe that any thinking Americen

and should be

would disagree that the President is/the architect of United Siates foreign poliey.
in

The Congre ssmx might succeed/shaping that policy to some degres, but it is the

President who sits at the potter's wheel 24 hours a day and ewxzrimsxilsxygrx mcokes



daecisions which #fect the course of world history.

At present there is a ymwkx great debate going on in the United States Senate,
It goes far beyond the question ofwim whether to deploy the Safeguard missile
defense system,

The true issue is whether the Senate or the President is to lay out the

Blusprint for future American fo ign policy.
= WY, W

The underlying gogi$ to the heart of mwixfwtwxm our
future foreign policy: : Shall the United States make concessions to the Soviet Union
without any return on the investment? Shali there be myx a quid where there is no
quo? If we mxxxyx err, shall we err on the side of strength or wskamm weakness?
whall we foreclose on the number of options open to our President in

demaling with a dangerous adversary?

These are basic questions, Thers also are other key questions that have
been thrown into sharp focus by the tragedy of Vietnam,

ZheX SASKR XA XLz XhasHs JRNELZ
How great a commitment should the Uniteg States make in seeking to block

. {‘ >
M%me areas
O &€ ifoeleesare loss important to our national interest than othersy SeuiEleEgE:

%nditions vary from one area to another., Some migh‘b be regarded as poor risks,
our
One very fundamental consideration is whether t)lu regime which secks x»® help
at least
is a visble rsmgovermment or/holds promise of becoming so=-or whether our support

Communist expansionism?

fmoxoek represents a kmee-jerk response in hnmznﬁcuuuumumwmdm a
nxztm:mnﬂu; doubtful if not hopeless cause,
We are committed throughout the woarld, We are ths hope of free peoples
everywhere. But we not rush in where only fools would venture,
" We sre the guardisn of liberty %imm throughout the world, But we meed not
race madly off to quell every breach of the peace, and Imdued indeed we must not,
The mwisxhpsxnezrightztexexpuetx free world has no right to expect that we wiil

respond to every "riot ball," ‘ - %

What is necessary is that we see the world as it is and not & ve would wish

direct
it to be, and that our/involvement be carried out on a saelective basis. w
We musi. regwu arlym Ly it rc view all of our foreign

P— commitments and in the m light of that review /periodically examine our defense

?"}‘5’; ?i' needs,

We must be ever vigilant, We must be ever strong,

»
;&;Aﬁmtmm and Pa%gf;ic are?m longer our H@t lines of defenss,

= QAR
:"l the foroes for evfl that it holds, abeme




.

President Nixon has been imxiims engaged in making essment
and review since taking office last Jan., 20,

One result is that he has ordered the withdrawal of 14,900 military personnel
from U.S, bases overseas and has reduced federal civilian employes overseas by 5,100,
I applauvded that order. It is indicative of the careful appraisael President Nixon
has giwen to the need for the presve U.S. forces and personnel in
?‘oreign landse.

There was some speEixlmix speculatiomimxiw during this presidimtisl review

of our overseas bases and personnel that ¥z we would abandon our bases in Spain.
But £he President has decided these bases are vital to American security, particularyly
in view of xtkm Russian expansionist moves in the Mediterranean and the Mideast.

My information is that the base at Tmurexpmzx Torrejon is highly important to
the Air Force, It pumps mors jet fuel 3 than any bxsswinmxBuropsx other base in
Europe, Its troposphere communications center is essential to Sixth Fleet operations
and handles traffiec from all over southern Europe, the Mudex Mediterranean and
the Middle East,

6bviously, our major military decisions are closely intertwimded mms with
our basic foreign policy, E’h:tn we in effect are saying to ourselves when we malke
certainx weapons decisions is that this is what we meed to carry out our foreign
gnien policy commitments, or this is vital to owixewnxdwmmstiezx our own domestic
ciefenss end the credibility of our nuclear deterrsnt,

It is upon that basis that President Nixon has recommended initial deployment
of the Safeguard ballistic missile system at two strategic air bases--Malmstrom in
Mowtana and Grand Forks in North Dakota,

I strongly support the President's proposal, The President has studied all the
alternatives and hes made a major policy decision, I believe x¥am that when the
national sscurity is at stake it is better to risk some wdditgm additional dollars than
to take a gamble which %&?ﬁ:;:gfzs&mﬁns sm“mﬁdtasx
jeopardizes ﬁé’é we move into the Seventiss, ‘

You'we heard the e xpression, "looking down the throat of a cannon," We are
staring at the warheads of Soviet Intercontinentalt ballistic missiles every minute
of every hour, every hour of every dsy, and every day of every year,

We gin’t ndin ‘the Soviak Shrsat co aeal MiEly by Auylhg versihing 15 S-0:
at the k Kremlin, Wishing won't make it so.

But the men in the Kremlin respect power--whether it is offensive orxmfx

defensive power,

I favor deployment of the Safeguard missile defense System because I believe



it is x the bbest insurance for peace that money can buy today,

The actual amount at issuwe in the military procurement bill being considered
by the Senate is $3L5,5 million in prezgremmtxtésprocurement items for the Safeguard
sites in North Dakota and Montana. A;id the Safeguard system will be under annunal
reviewyx thereafter, both in terms of need and cost,

If we can put a man on the moon--and we have=--we can make the Safeguard missile
defenmse system work--and we will,

Me Safeguard missile defense system a threat to '*;:\pegoa? Ridiagulous.
%Saf.oguard a threat to success of the anticipated arms control talks with the Russians?
Nonsense.
oty

As for the arms comtrol tslks with the Soviet Wk Union, every American hopes

they :produee an enforceable agreemsnt which will at least reduce the pace of the
e——
armsy¥race, But Msilsgewiis the talks mgy drag on for years--and they may fail,

it lst us not trot off into a foolish state of ﬁenphoria. Remember the
spirit of Glassboro and how it exploded into nothingness? Has any Amesrican forgotten
the swift surprise invasion of Czechoslovakia last August 20 by Warsaw Pact powers
led by the Soviet Union? Uncomfortably successful, wasn't 1t?

We were shocked, and we should have been, And we shmﬁd not now start dreaming
about msta@ success in arms control talks with the Russians, They don't give
anything awaye If there 1s an agremement, it will be becanse they feel gthey
have something to ® gain by it.

&!etuming to the ABM, I think it is highly signifieent that former Secretary
of State Dean Acheson believes a dwstsiomzteximdwgwd congressional go-sheadsm on
deploying the Safeguard ABM sysiem would be our g in tkmxbmimzx arms control talks

wiith the Russians, I made the very same point in my arguments
in favor xkm of the Safeguar stem but not &Z% Z i
let us(:tu:at’l; be re his hour when some Amricans would have us

make pegce in Vietnam on the en?.my"s terms, ILet us be completely aware that if the
Soviet Union would stop suppl;% tha— enenv with arms and would stop fueling

the Q enemy in the Vietnam War, the war would ”end.

In any cease, it is ssible to win a limited war--and that has been the trag
Vietnam. It was in full recognition of th

of
that President Nixon opened\t.he éi‘oor tuce in Viet& with his June 8 address to

the Nation, I_gg inittal withdrawsl of 25,000 f1.8. combat troops from Vietnam is the
beginning of h fmerican disengagement in Vie tnam, I support the President's
initiatives for peace in Vietnam. I dom not believe he should be hurriesd. I dom

Americans
not believe that those wipxareksmeXummlewmx who are seeking mmxpt precipitous,

massive, unilateral withdrawal of American forces from Vietnam are being helpful,






,f-r

As the london Economist recently declared: "It is an illusion to imagine
that the United States canggree to a compromise peace that would amount to a sell-out
and retein any credibility in Asia, Nor in Asia alone; for in this shrunken world,
credibility is mm:.ndivisible‘.“

Those who m; press for a précipitous unilateral withdrawal of U.S.
forces from Vietnam are doing a disservice to their country“%making'i? the
President's ;peace-making task more difficult, I ibelieve they are prolonging
the wary a however sincere they may be,

There is only ® one way to peme;‘in today's world, and that is through
stzrezg‘th‘fa‘f~ and through devotion to principles of internatiomal justiece.

It isyg@tlbaanx significant, I believe, that tkm many of the same dmericans
who preach coalition government as a solution in Vietnam are also urging sharp
eutbacks in U.S. military strengthe

I do not question their motives, but I do questioriiijisrtemmipedm: their judgment.

They cite the late President Eisenhower's xsxm warning about "unwarranted
influence, whether sought or unsought, by the military-industrial complex," But tlsy
fail to quote this most telling statement in Ike's farewell address upon leaving the
White House:

YA vigal element imiswepiwgx in keeping the peace is our military establishment,
Our arms must be mighty, ready for instant action, so that no potential aggre sor may
be tempted to risk his own destruction,.”

The Atlantic and the Pacific no longer ars our Rixmx first lines of defense,

The world, with all of its forces for evil, now sits on our doorstep.

There is no defense for dwrtw America except in its Armed Forces and its weaponry,
at the ready and ever-sirong in an attempt to dissuade tima potential mgtzxgxr=wx
aggressor from spyingzitmxixxxxo springing to the attack.

Mmericans accomplished miracles im with our entry into World War 2 II, We

pramkudxnp ez NS

E converted industrial plants into a
great war machine in an amazingly short time, But we no longer have EMECGECGYERXUKF
Ttk timezxemmw on our stdwsxewexzyzshwptztimexx xikwzx side,

As President Eiskenhower said in his farewell si)eech: "Now ® we can X no longer
risk emergency impummizistionxaf improvisation of nationaldefense; we have been compelled
to create a permament armaments indtustry' of bvast xrg proportions,"

This is the world as it is, and we have to live in 1‘5.5{ Tet us accept it and mmx
do what we must do to make America secure, Iet us notsgﬁilk from the role of wof.ld
leadership that America must assume if there is to be order in the world and peace

for free men, Thank you,
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