
The original documents are located in Box 164, folder “Reagan, Ronald (1)” of the Robert 
T. Hartmann Papers at the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library. 

 
Copyright Notice 

The copyright law of the United States (Title 17, United States Code) governs the making of 
photocopies or other reproductions of copyrighted material. Robert T. Hartmann donated to the 
United States of America his copyrights in all of his unpublished writings in National Archives 
collections.  Works prepared by U.S. Government employees as part of their official duties are in 
the public domain.  The copyrights to materials written by other individuals or organizations are 
presumed to remain with them.   If you think any of the information displayed in the PDF is subject 
to a valid copyright claim, please contact the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library.  



Some items in this folder were not digitized because it contains copyrighted 
materials.  Please contact the Gerald R. Ford Presidential Library for access to 

these materials. 
 



..:::,\. --

< /y 
I . 

) 6· <P! 

) 
''--

I 



rmcnitt
Text Box

rmcnitt
Text Box



-Speech to the Comstock Club 
Sacramento, California 
August 3, 1965 

Need newspaper account. 

"Tax forgiveness for the elderly would 
unfairly burden other homeowners. 
Isn't it possible that we could assess but 
not collect the taxes until such time as the 
hmme is no longer needed and then collect 
the accumulated tax from the sale of the 
estate." Sr. Citizen Sentinel, Feb., 1966 
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By BF.RT CIJNKSTON, Nlttcal lcUtet,:-ftt U .... 
RonAld Reagan told an ovtrf1ow Cl'OWd of the. .Com-

~tock Club Monday night there'• no na,en why ~rs 
ihou!d not a!-plre to be govenu,ti.• ·Rei1an, deUnrin1 
pr 11ctk11 knod,s at blg govern- '""": ·- ·--.. ..... _. --------
mffl'I!. did not sAy he Is a candt-f When he was asked tht phU-
datl' hut left Ii tilt' doubt that' osophfcal difference between 
h<' \'t-n· well m,w ~- i himself and Sen. 'l'hmlu H . 

.-\.\kt:'d :r t.1(' nio\'lts are ade-- Kuchel ,- a Republican Ubtral 
rt·JatP. rriiinin.~ for a chie.f t:1:tc- ; inumn, the question ol rannln1 
u11vr. hr quippC'<f, "I never.tor governor -Reagan uJd he 
pii!) NI 11 ~o\'rrnor. ·• j could· only apeu for blmaell, 

,, lRE ·or i that ht belln• the American 
• l , "txperiment" must not remain 

H1 :t th·n tl1e !H-yt'ar-old vet- : static but that buk principles 
r r.1 n Actor ~aid the r~son jshould be held. that power 
rrally i3 t.ha t government 19 ot,

1 

should "derive from dle peo-
h\· , irnd r >r the peop!e and "I pie." 
-" '.•use1;1bc rn th,. ~hrory that 'ff'e.l He believes there should be 
h:tl."n; ?"'<'n taking advanta,,~ /tax reform with the result that no-
01 ~he ()f part ln t't'Cent years. : body Is tareil unrau-Iy, but so far 

:'fot'l.xl~· llhould rule-cf out t "I don't think yet we have had 
h.''Cll!l~{' o.f Oi'l'upation. •.aid pttsented to u, an overall tar 
f1,.-i11a~. -~f. e-r urging Comstock study" free ot. partisan impllca-
~,, t_ 111 b r - predomln'1ttly t:fom. Thia W'9 Jn response to a 
l•u$mC'~~ .,,nd prott'!9lonA1 men question about Democratic As-
- to ~i-t A.'.tive In polltlc-s. aembly Speabr Jesse M. Un-

Parrying quesUODS submlttNt rub'• ..,..,... for llllss.lYI' tu 
In writing by fh. audJtnee In refanna. --,-----,· · 
Hmet El ~ado, Reacan ,aald • Reagan he would duck an 
It ~ould be n«-m1t1· for· !um answer on whether the Lecllla-
tri . win the election by unifying ture should bffe I c~ to 
t~ Repuhlican pnrty and at• abolish the governor's pocktt 
trnctlng Democrats and fnde- veto power but that it lhouJd -
~dtn!.!t. be atudled ~d "there's been too 

The que-stloo w11s ho\V he could much bypassing the legislatlTt 
itvoid alienating the right wtn,. ~ranch at every lent." . 

A CORNER THE PROBLEM " 
He ~aid he realized there Why have two inajor JJll'Uea 

"·ould be ,n attempt to "paint "lolt•pedlt11ed" enterpriltt 
m@I inl9-J \orner" an<t. ,th~t he came ~. and Reacan 
would pl:"lftved up by the op- ft!d there C!Olllllt aome con-
J){l5ition AS "one "who would spfracy tnvolm-.. ~t I think 
e11t my young." also what ha~ 11 that it 11 

But the practical answer . to na~at tendency of govern. 
that, te said, would be to eon- n'!ent .•• • buru~ and agencies 
tinu, - getting his message think; 'a .little lnelre power;• 
·ac::ross u he was trying Monda:, llWt . men money.a how tnuch . 
night, when 400 persons wert goothre cout.d do.' . 
·turned nay from the club'• , H•·111d.~ 1 been~~ . 
first annual ladies night. More 12 W 1J Jlll'I . an .the ml, ·~ 
th~ 1,000 attended. big I~ and when ••• • 

Jfow many Democra~ did he asked lf'llt._ afraid ol hit on · 
Uiink. were ln the audience? IOVernrbflllt llllftl'I, "'!,tll, to 

,"I would hoptt a great many," tell you ·~ truth. t .. ~ · .. _ .. • .. 
ht\ '. rtplled. "rd hatt to think He quoted a lellatGr ,rbo.aafd 
I'v~ ~in saving 1oull ht Hell." ttia- ~ : .-..,le turn to 

\ . • • . • ., ·•1 .t- •• r. 
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-~ San Francisco Chronicle 
October 15, 1965 

"We should declare war on North Vietnam. We 
could pave the whole country and put parking 
strips on it and still be home by Christmas" 
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a.a.•v ... ,............,.,..,.., ... 
. ..... T. C1m1"' Pidl1lu ltll .. ltll 
•• ,11,·t INI ., a.- _, M. N. • Y-. 

ltlltorlals 

Ronald Rqigall's 
Parking Plan 

RONALD REAGAN, the film actor, chose 
Coalinga this week u his platform for telling the 
President and the armed forces how to bring the 
Vietnam war to an early end. 

Spe.ating at Coalinga Junior College, he pro-
posed that the United Statea should offldaHy ct. 
dare war on North Vietnam. Once that wu done, 
he aid, it would be "silly" to talk about U.S. troope 
having to stay for years in the jungles. 

"We could {)ave the whole country and put 
parking stripes on it and still be home by Christ-
mu," Reagan said confidenUy. 

Dlfficultie, arile ln evaluating this statement. 1 

Mr. Reagan ii a candidate frolQ the ranka of the 
Hollywood Thespians for the Republican nomina-
tion for Governor. How germane are his views on 
Vietnam? • 

PERHAPS FORTUNATELY for us all, the gov-
ernship of California hu nothing to do with de-
cisions on foreign policy and declarations of war, 
which are the province of Congress and the Presi-
dent. Comin1 from George Murphy, a statement of 
the tind Reagan made on Vietnam, whUe-·it might 
have been OPf'D to the charge of carelessly exub-
erant optimism, at least would have been germane 
for a Senator to make. 

Had Mr. Regan chosen to give us the benefit 
of his views on paving over Sacramento for a park-
ing lot, they would have carried more weight and 
possibly given a finner basiJ for estimating his fit-
neu for office than his Coalinga manifesto. 
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* Newsweek, October 11, 1965 

"When they (the emerging African nations] have 
a man for lunch, they really have him for 
lunch 11

~ 
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NA TIGNAL AFFAIRS 

1nouth shut, and that's wh a t I'm doing." 
In the end, the Capitol Arcliitect 

is mort' scapegoat than cultmal vil bi11. 
J. (;porge Stewart is th e pencil, not the 
k111cl , that makes the designs . 'Tlie Ra)'-
b11rn B11ilcling," sa)'S one architectural 
nitic, "is a11 Pm:rnation of our dPmoc-
r;1L-~. It is a hodgepodge of Congress's 
repressed iuhibitions. All those 11, a rhle 
halls a nd stiffness slww wliat the mem-
hl'rS :Ht' or what the,· think thev are ." 
Tl,t'rt' L" :lll ht' no arci"iitedural in~prnve-
rnent u11til the n1li11g .. dub members" of 
Congress realize they :ne not building 
loftv cluhho11sPs but nation,11 m01111me11ts. 
C:q;itol architecture is Congressional ar-
chitecture, and it will not imprn,·e until 
Congress allows it to improve. 

Leave-Taking Time? 
·--rn en·ry thiug there is a season and 

a time to every purpose under the 
hea,·en," Biblicallv intoned· Sen. Everett 
\lc-Kinlev Dirksen . And it became in-
n easingi"y certain that the season and 
time for repeal of Section 14 ( B) of the 
Taft-Hartley .-\ct , sought hy organized 
bbor ever since its enactnwnt eighteen 
yf>ars ago. was not at hand . 

011 the e,·e of Senate debate on the 
n ·peal hill this week , the Se11 :1te leader-
ship. increasing!)· resti,·e undPr LBJ's 
barrage of must le14isl:ttion . finnh· ex-
tinguished labor's bs·t hope that it {vuuld 
do " ·hat is 11 eeded to defc ,1t a filibuster. 

The arithmetic is simple. A majmit\" of 
ahuut :5-1 llr ."i.'5 votes l"Olll<l be c01111ted 
for rt'p<':tl of 1-t ( B ), which allows states 
t11 outlaw 11nio11 shnps . The s,1 me n11111bC'r 
, ·1111ld be counted to limit debate, hut 
that i•rn 't e11011gl1. .-\ two-thirds ,·ote is 
1 t'q11ired. The (;nh· promisi11g alternatiYe 
is ro1111d-the-dm-k sessirn,s to \\·ear d1l\\"J1 
tlw filib11slt'rers .. But at a conferenee uf 
Dt'ntm-rati c s,•11:tl t> rs List wn·l-. '"' 011 e 
a,h·oc·ated this arduous process . Tlw f, >l-
lt>\\·i11l.!; da,·. \laioril\· Le.,de r \like \l.111 s-
lield ·reL·~i,·ed ·\FL-C:10 chief C e11rge 
\le:11 ,, i11 his t>fli c·t' a11d told hin1 : ··1 ,;11, 
1101 going to l,l\\·er the dignity of the Se11-
att' I" hohli11g ru111,d -tl 1e-clm-k , Pss io1" ." 

No Bluff: °nirksen ·s filih11ster fon·,•s-
.dH111t 2(i ;,lrrn,g-han· \\"t•ll-dt·\ t·lop, ·d 
pbns for i1,defi11ite dC'ba tt' . l\qrnhli,·a11 
s,-- 11 :1t,1rs opp,1st:d It> rt'peal of 1-t t H) 
will man three-man team~ on \londa,· 
\\ ·1-d1,t"s1L ,,. Frid.I\ :111d Satunl.1;.: 
D,-111 ,wrah. rn, T11e,;la,·s and Tl111rsd:l\< 
.. \\ "t' :i re prepared to ·do battlt' a11d ·do 
1,a ttl, · " ·itl1 \ ig11r ,'· sai(I E, Dirksen. "I 
11.,, t' lw.inl it said tli.,t we :ll"t· hl11ffo,g . 
l) h111i s~ this from ~0111 mind ." 

\l ik" \L,11sh,·ld fnr 111w ,,·as11 ·t h1"·i11g 
th t' bluff theon ·. His str.1teg,·: alter a 
\\ n·k 11 r t,·11 d:i,s <>f t:iH:. he pl.ins to 
111., ke " tt·,t 11I ,tre11gth. prnb.,hh· In· 
fil i,q.! a dotme petiti<111. It that faiL - :11,d 
ht• tlii 1, ks it will-he will examine the 
, 1t11:1ti.i11 .,11d dt"l"ide where to g11 frnm 
tl 11 ·1t·. \lost like], dt>sli11ation : ht>me. 
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REPUB LICANS: 

Reagan Rides East 

f11r tilt' crowd of -t .200 there wt·rt· iuti- bought theirs." :-.:or has fie repudiated ii, 
mations of Preside11tialitv . The inn><·a- tlm11gh tbe wed, before he issued a po-
lit>11 st'! tlw tone . --cod of our spirit. lay sit ion p:1per deuowiciog Robert \Velch 

1 tll\ 111,11,tle uprn, th,· son . Ronald Rt·a- ,me! WJming the sodety to -maintain 
!.!•'" .\1,d i11 t!,t' l, 1111rs of loneh· , ·ic;il , ·igiLrnee" lest -a minority of irresponsi-
whid , ,,·ill , 11n·h · come to l,im . . :· A hit· memht-r, .. gain co11trot.• 
,,1111 ,14 111. 111 ,·.11ni1114 hi11ocul:irs .llld sit- Otherwise, Reagan-whose libera1 Re-
ti11L: in tlw , e1T first row saiJ. "\\'p p11blic~m opposition at home was in dis-
,l11,11ld 1,.1\e hcid lii111 i11 ·o-t." And an- .,rra,·-brought the Califon1ia sunshi.m 
other. watclii11g the smiling Reagan in- right along with him. A11d there were 
111 ,d .,tt'd l" "'·:irrn, of womt•11. said , Ldit"s, laliies en·rywhere; tweedy in ' 
··Look at that public n·lations. This man :'l:ew H,l\·en or 1111expede<lly <lt'.-collete 
,t:i,·s after, a11d talks " ·ith the people. al th<' :'l:ational Fe<leration of Republi-
:\ot like Coldwatn." ,·.in \\"omen iu Hoston, thev buzzed and 

Cue Cards: On the platfom1 Reagan burbled. •·If he wins in Ca.lifomia,~ ...rid 
was. as alw:l\"s . , er~ rn11d1 his ow11 man. rn1e, ~111ere's absulutt'l\" 110 doubt about · 
Tlwrt' ,,t·1<· 11rn1e of the ,t11rnhli11gs, the it. Jfr'll be the 11ext P.epubLt·.i.n cancii- \ 
awkw:irdness . the woode11 gestures of ,... dt1~ ,f<l r President.'" 
so111f• p1>lit1 1" i.11,, . lie Ii,,.. a11 ::elur's poi, /q,_• -- · -(,,- - - · - - - ~- ----- -
a11d an a('tor 's me1nor,·. Ht' ust.·s 110 tt-x s ~~lrvnt,,!n tf_.t:J 11m 1. 14.tiotu ol Ou: Bin..h Socim· t·.ame 

I . . ... I · ] . • _ 1. ] · L . I frwn oth, ·r Jk'[ul,lu.:•"'~ Lot ""~:k. Amoul[ tht"1;1 : :)c::D. 
IJIJ (\lt l,lll S t 1at t.u-,e IJHl l11JOII ll1r11stun .\lorton (\,ho .. d\lx.:ate-d kH:kit1J.: Bin~ 
"tl,e Speecl, " a collec-tim, of ringin o:. "rii,iht >< l' ••r.-'Oi r _ th• t.,, r 1. Go,·. c.,_,,~,- Ho,,,,,... 

. ] . ' . . -"- and 1-loulioc: ..a1'1icl/ St"""'lr 11 1inont) lt:adt:>h Gt--ralJ Fort! 
n~ 1t-,v111g pro11011n('e1n t 11ts, ~i11t1 -Adrr11n ..,, nd .Evn~tt ,r .. •t·o . .. ,,It") ii.Ft' not .a pa.rt ,,, tht 
istratiou digs. an<l scattered bits of K,·puhht·.1n ,. ;"1,~~:·,.;·':rlillui:_~~ ·Th.,.- 11 t"\t-r i1"'" 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 

FROM: AGNES WALDRON 
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Though he had been an extremely liberal Democrat and an extremely con-
servative Republican, when Ronald Reagan became a candidate for Governor 
of California he did not sound like an extremist. Eschewing labels, calling for 
party unity and effectively capitalizing on anti-Brown feeling among Democrats 
and Independents, Reagan turned a simple and straightforward appeal for 
"common sense" solutions into a monumental rout of the hapless Pat Brown. 
It is this "new" Reagan who remains such a mystery to those who would eval-
uate his record as Governor or predict his political fortunes. As Governor he 
has developed a distinctive aproach to administration; he has evolved an effec-
tive political style that is in itself a formidable innovation in American politics; 
and he has staked out positions on the issues in deeds as well as words. Hence 
this special report is devoted not to the distant past but to the recent Reagan 
record. 

Jllttstrating the 1·eport are cartoons by Paul Conrad of the Los Angeles Times. 

e Will ot to Govern 
If there was a major theme in Ronald Reagan's 

. L:uugural Address, it was his call for a Creative So-
• :· in almost Kennedyesque fashion: 

The p.1th we will chart ... demands mud1 of those 
~oscn to govern, but also from those who did the 
:1,,osing. (It) turns away from any idea that gov-

r:nment and those who serve it are omnipotent. It 
·, . .. impossible to follow unless we have faith in the 
-"llcctin: wisdom and genius of the people . .. Gov-
crnmc:nt wi ll lead but not rule, listen but not lecture. 
I: is the path of a Creative Society . . . If this is a 
:reJn\ it is a good dream . .. let this day mark the 
• c_cinning. 

But what is this "Creative Society?" Unlike the 
:;.' ·~w Frontier or Great Society, it is not primarily a 
• '.r:: i1!.1ti \"e program. It appears rather to be a spirit in 
. :::r ,racchouse, a quality of leadership - featuring blue 
• :-:~h,,n commissions, task force reports, voluntarism and 
:r unce on private enterprise. The actual intricacies of 
:- ·- ernmcnt seem to play a very small role in it. There 
". ·,ery little eddence t~at Governor Reagan conceived 
·: the legislative process as having a function to per-
: :ni. and certainly the Governor's lack of interest in 
'~ 1:!.nion soon became evident in his weekly press 

• •1tere nccs. 
In hi~ weekly press conference held on :March 14, 

.-. e,cerpte<l a t length below, Governor Reagan de-
:1,tcited this attitude: 

1t D,J you think that you'll have the rest of your 
.?'/.:r.,_m ready to present to them (the legislature) by 
:;.,: 't1ne (Apri l 11), such thing5 as air pollution 
- •ntrui progr:uns? 

A. \'v'ell, I haven't talked since then to my legis-
lative task force on this, so I don't know the state of 
their preparations. I've often wondered why there are 
so many laws that have to be passed and maybe we 
should try to see how many we could do away ,vith. 
I'll check on the task force and I'll have to find out 
where we stand. There are only a few more things in 
keeping with the promises that I made during the cam 
paign that I feel a necessity to . introduce. • 
Q. \'v'hat are they, Governor? 
A. Oh, I'm trying _to remember now: agriculture, 
crime, budget and the tax program (these were pro-
grams already introduced). I'm going to have .to 
check up on this and find out what still remains. 
Well, oh, I do know one particular is with regard to 
the judges, the appointment of judges, the merit plan . 
And I could take some coaching from the sidelines if 
anyone can recall any legislative program . 
Mr. Beck (Press Sec.) : Reorganization; I think. 
A. (continuing). Oh, reorganization; that's right. 
That hasn't gone in yet. Those are the two main ones. 
(Preliminary transcript, Press Conference of March 
14, 1967, provided by the Office of the Governor_) 

In vie,v of the Governor's well earned reputation as 
a man who does his "homework" and has an impressive 
capacity to retain and recite long lists of facts and fi-
gures, his unfamiliarity with his own legislative pro-
gram is striking. An explanation for his vagueness may 
lie in an observation made to us by a Republican state 
legislator, who said "Reagan just doesn't like to gov-
ern." That is to say, Governor Reagan sees· himself as 
the public man, the communicator of ideas, the man 
responsible for setting the basic thrust and direction of 
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n our April issue we criticized Mr. Nixon for I not having responded constructively to the Report 
._ o: rhe President's Commission on Civil Disorders. 
•• The Report endorsed private sector initiatives in the 

,l,itS. rhe use of tax credits and the need for com-
::icnirr programs. These things, we said, surely re-
:i~crcd ;\[r. Nixon's thoughts. \'<lhy didn't he say so? 

\\'ell, on April 25 and May 2 he did say so. In 
,·;.o radio speeches entitled "Bridges to Human Dig-

; ~irr," he urged black capitalism, private sector invol-
•.c,;1ent and a new economic program for the na-

i. r:on's ghettoes. He followed with a speech calling 
;dr a "new alignment" in American politics that 

-~ wculd include, among others, "black militants" and 
I .. nc\\' liberals." This trilogy of speeches, coming 
• . 1:i rhe wake of Mr. Nixon's strong behind-the-scenes 
. ' sund in favor of the open housing provisions of the 
-~ Ciril Rights Act of 1968, gave the former Vice-Pres-

,dent's campaign the intellectual spark and the ap-
• xarance of social concern that it had sorely lacked. 1 . 
i Regrettably, the speeches place disproportion-
·f .1,t: emphasis on tight spending limits; it is unlikely 
,_ :;w our cities can be saved at the rock-bottom prices 

·d1ich Mr. Nixon advertises. Nor should speeches 
, 1 "human dignity" ignore the importance of more 

; .-:cquarely enforcing civil rights laws now -on the 
• :-.'Oks. Bue these points notwithstanding, the Nixon 

_". ,;·.:c:ches do point to important forces for change 
1 ~- rh i:1 the ghetto and in the business community. 

J The ghetto is beginning to be affected by a 
:.~-w breed of leaders, often well-educated and well-

-; c11ployed, but still imperfectly accepted in the 
_! •1 hite world. In disillusionment they have turned 
• ~.ick to their own communities, where they now 
;i ;nceive superior opportunities for leadership, for 
•; ,lrtSCmtnt and for service. They will soon be joined 
.,::- :,y t!:e veterans of Vietnam and by an increasing 

-·~ :lttrnber of black college graduates, all of whom 
·:. ii I provide the ghetto with grassroots leadership 
:iur di<l not exist at the beginning of this decade. 
~cpublicans who want to build a new coalition in 

' ·\ : nation's predominantly Democratic-and in-
' :l'.tsingly Negro-urban areas can ally themselves 
, ' id1 the new black . leaders by offering them the 

:!.tnce for ownership and self-help in the ghetto. 
In the business community, meanwhile, there 

·' ,t groving desire to do something about the cities. 
''!llC hrms-notably in law, banking, finance, insur-
:i._c , communications and advertising-are locked 
:::() the central cities by the nature of their business. 
fJd1 c- rs see in the challenge of the urban crisis a way 
• > iru2:-ov-e t~ir recruitment of young executive 
·) c-n c, to refurbish their corporate images and to re-
,scn the social ro~ of the private sector. Ameri-

can business is beginning to see HS stake in im-
proving the lot of the urban poor. 

The ground has thus been prepared for a new 
partnership between resourceful black militants and 
enlightened white executives . Mr. Nixon is not the 
first to point this out, but he is the first to say it 
big on a national platform. For this he deserves 
high praise. 

'

ll ould chat Mr. Nixon's other recent statements 
1J were equally astute and judicious. But on what 

evidence did he base his contention that student 
demonstrations at Columbia v-:ere part of a radical 
battle plan to take over the nation's universities? 
The Dean of Columbia cock time out from counter-
acting the demonstrations tO brand Mr. Nixon's ver-
sion of the events as know-nothing and irresponsible. 

And surely, Mr. Nixon cannot expect "new 
liberals" and « black militants" to applaud his at-
tempt to link the rise in the crime rate with re-
cent Supreme Court decisions protecting individual 
rights in criminal proceedings. As a lawyer, he must 
know char other factors are responsible for increas~d 
crime: more autos, for instance, have meant more 
auto thefr; lavish merchanclizing displays have 
meant more shop-lifting; a shift in the population 
structure taward atrest-prone groups-youth, urban 
non-whites-have meant a natural increase in crime; 
a lack of gun and weapons control has enabled the 
level of violence to escalate; more effective changes 
in procedures for reporting crimes since 1959 have 
somewhat inflated statistics; and surely a few long-
term social forces are also at work. \'v'hy pin the 
rap for all this on the Supreme Court? 

A note on page 35 of this issue describes how 
a group of lawyers, by guaranteeing the kinds of po-
lice procedures that Mr. Ni_xon attacks, actually help-
ed to reduce the level of violence in Philadelphia 
slums lasr summer. They showed how procedures 
that safeguard the rights of the individual may 
well have the effect of improving police-community 
relations in urban ghettoes ( where 90% of male 
Negroes are arrested at one time or another). 

Mr. Nixon should take pains to revise his state-
ments on the Supreme Court well before the nomi-
nating convention in Miami. For if nominated, he 
cannot expect his Democratic opponent to be as re-
spectful of his lapses as Governors Romney, Reagan 
and Rockefeller, who have been loath to scratch the 
icon of party unity. Nor can he expect "new lib-
erals," "black militants," "new Southerners" or even 
"old Republicans" to join a "new alignment" whose 
leader cannot decide hO\Y closely to align himself 
with his own better instincts. 
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- VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reaga{lt,_...., __ 

DISC #8 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "London" - No. 1) 

As the foreign correspondents say on the national news, I'm speaking to you from London, England. 
While here, I 've had the honor of addressing the Pilgrim Society on the occasion of its annual dinner. 

The Pilgrim Society was founded many years ago to perpetuate the relationship between the U.S. and 
Great Britain and to recognize our common heritage. In view of our relationship, you might say the 
Society is dedicated to bridging a national generation gap. 

This way of ours, this system of government "by the people" had its beginnings in England. In drawing 
up the U.S. Constitution, our founding fathers had very much in mind the Magna Carta, as well as 
much later writings and thoughts of two Englishmen: Edmund Burke and Adam Smith. From this 
heritage they evolved the Constitution, which did not go unnoticed by perceptive men in England. 

One of Britain's greatest statesmen described our Constitution as "the most remarkable politica l 
advance ever accomplished at one time by the human intellect ". 

Some 70 years after the adoption of the Constitution, Lord Acton said of its authors, "They had 
solved with astonishing ease and unexampled success two problems which had heretofore baffled the 
capacity of the most enlightened nations. They had contrived a system of federal government which 
prodigiously increased national power and yet respected local liberties and authorities, and they had 
founded it on the principal of equality without surrendering the securities of property and freedom." 

I appre,ciated the opportunity to meet with the Pilgrim Society and to be reminded of things about our 
nat ion we tend to forget in the everyday bustle of life . 

How often, fo , •xample, do we remind ourselves that our Constitution is truly a unique document7 
Why, we've even let it be weakened - chipped away by legislation and court decisions. 

A few years ago on~of our Senators, possessed of a more erudite education than most of his col-
leagues, dismissed the Constitution as QUOTE - "des igned for an 18th Century agrarian society far 
removed from the centers of world power" - UNQUOTE. 

He'd better take another look, and so had all of us. There are almost as many constitutions as there 
are nations, and most of them I guess include some of the same guarantees we find in ours. The Soviet 
Union's constitution, for example, promises the right of peaceful assembly, free speech and so on . (I 
won't go into whether they've kept those promises.) But, some students looking at this similarity ask 
"what's the fuss all about - why do we think we're different?" The answer is so simple it's easy to 
overlook. Yet, it tells the whole story. In those other constitutions those guarantees are privileges 
granted to the people by the government. In ours, they are declared as~ ours by the grace of God. 
We're born with 1.hem and no government can take them away without our consent. 

The greatest good for the greatest number is a high-sounding phrase, but it 's unconstitutional. It means 
50 per cent of the people one can do what they like to 50 per cent of the people minus one. 
Maybe that goes in Russia, but not in the U. S. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitl ed "London" - No. 2) 

I'm still in London and still enjoying that special look at America one gets when one is far from home. 

Yesterday I spoke of our Constitution - the contract between us and our government, making it 
plain that government exists only through our voluntary sufference. On our part, we agree to take 
whatever collective action is necessary if ever one of us is unjustly denied his constitutional rights 
wherever in the world he may be. 

Some suggest that it's foolish to risk the safety of the majority to rescue one or a dozen or even a few 
hundred. If we accept that, we sell out the rights of all of us. 

Perhaps we should follow the example set for us 135 years ago when our nation was young; so young 
it wasn't taken very seriously by the great powers of Europe. 

It seems a young Hungarian revolutionary who had participated in an attempt to free his country from 
the rule of the Austrian Emperor had fled to America to escape· execution. He took out his first 
naturalization papers and became an importer by trade. His business took him to a seaport on the 
Mediterranean. There happened to be in the harbor a large Austrian warship. And, as fate would have 
it, Koscia (for that was his name) was recognized, kidnapped and taken aboard the warship. 

Koscia's manservant had been told what our flag looked like. Pacing up and down the waterfront he 
saw an American flag. It flew from the mast of a tiny war sloop. He went aboard and told his story 
to the commanding officer, Captain Ingraham. Together, they went to the American Consul. When the 
consul learned that Koscia had only taken out his first papers and hadn't yet been sworn in as a citizen 
of the United States, he decided he was relieved of any responsibility for the man. Captain Ingraham 
had a different idea . 

He went aboard the Austrian warship and demanded to see the prisoner. The Austrian Admiral, some-
what amused by all this, had Koscia brought on deck. Captain Ingraham asked Koscia one question: 
"Do you seek the protection of the American flag," he said. "Yes," Koscia replied. 

Going ashore, the Captain told the Consul what he had done and what he intended to do. Meanwhile, 
two more Austrian warships had entered the harbor . Captain Ingraham sent a message to the Austrian 
Admiral to the effect that any attempt to leave with "our citizen" would be resisted with "appropriate 
force". He indicated he would expect a reply by four o'clock that afternoon. 

As the hour neared he ordered the guns rolled into the sally ports. One tiny sloop against three men-of-
war. Still no response. So he ordered the gunner to prepare to light the fuses. Suddenly the lookout 
shouted, "They're lowering a boat!" Thus, Koscia was delivered to the American ship . 

Captain Ingraham went below and wrote a letter of resignation. In it he said, "I did what I thought my 
oath required, but if I have embarrassed my government, I hereby resign from the U .S. Navy." His 
resignation was rejected on the floor of the Senate, with these words, "This battle that was never 
fought may turn out to be the most important battle in our nation's history." And that's why there's 
been a U.S.S. Ingraham in our Navy ever since. I hope there always will be. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled " London" - No. 3) 

This is the time of year when winter isn 't quite ready to loosen its grip on London, but still the 
daffodils are up all over Hyde Park and even a few rays of sunshine are enough on a Sunday afternoon 
to bring out throngs of strollers. 

A lively debate is going on here over the national referendum vote to be taken in June on whether or 
not Britain should remain in the Common Market, the European Economic Community . 

It has been two years since Britain joined the Common Market . Since then, arguments over. its con-
tinued participation have intensified . A strong strain of isolationism has developed here not too unlike 
what we've found in the United States in recent years, and most of it comes from the political 
far left. 

The Conservative Party, for the most part, favors Britain 's continued participation in the Common 
Market, though at least one prominent conservati ve journalist is urging Tories to vote "no" in the 
referendum on the purely tactical grounds that its defeat would bring down the Labor government 
sooner. 

Former Prime Minister Harold Macmillan summed up the thinking of many when he said in a recent 
speech, QUOTE - "I do not think everyone has quite realized that what the referendum is about has 
to do with something which I cannot find in our history: to denounce unilaterally a treaty we signed 
two years ago. We used to stand for good faith. That is the greatest strength of our commerce overseas. 
And we are now being asked to tear up a treaty into which we solemnly entered." - UNQUOTE. 

Some observers here believe that no matter how the referendum turns out, the results will only deepen 
the split in Labor's ranks. It has a bare majority of one vote in the House of Commons, though voting 
and attendance patterns of some splinter party members usually boost this by a few votes on any 
given issue. 

Failure by Labor to heal the breach in its ranks might lead to elections as early as this fall, some say. If 
so, Britain may get its first woman Prime Minister in its more-than-900-year history. Mrs. Margaret 
Thatcher, the new leader of the Conservative Party , is a woman of charm and poise and also strength. 
She's a conservative Conservative with the courage of her convictions. The British like their politicans 
to stand for something and she does. In a recent nationwide poll she was named as the country's most 
popular political figure. 

Only time will tell if Mrs. Thatcher is to become the Prime Minister . Meanwhile, though, the Tories in 
Parliament are closing ranks over the Common Market issue. Former Prime Minister Heath, recently 
defeated as leader of his Party, may be down but is not out, as he showed in a vigorous speech to the 
Young Conservatives Conference, when he warned that Britain outside the Common· Market would be 
an isolated country . 

The debate over isolationism versus Common Market participation has a familiar ring to my American 
ears. It reminds me of our own debate over whether we should have honored our Paris Accords 
commitments to our Southeast Asian allies. In that debate, the isolationists in Congress won. That's 
one victory that may yet turn to ashes in their mouths. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled " Regulations - New Wave" - No. 1) 

Murray Weidenbaum (pr: WEE) is a former assistant secretary of the Treasury now director of the 
Center for the Study of American Business at Washington University of St. Louis. In a recent speech 
in our nation's capital, Dr. Weidenbaum had bad news for all Americans: a "new wave" of American 
regulation threatens to raise prices indiscriminately and drive small businesses into the ground. 

This new wave of regulation includes such agencies as the Environmental Protection Agency, the 
Equal Employment Opportunity Commission, and the Occupational Safety and Health Administra-
tion. All of these agencies were set up to accomplish laudable goals: who among us would object to 
protecting the environment, preventing discrimination, or improving safety conditions for our workers? 
Indeed, who among us is not in support of such goals? 

Unfortunately, however, these agencies are so devoted to these particular goals that they pay little 
heed to what they do to the efficiency of business or to keeping prices low. The forest of a healthy 
economy, high employment and low prices is lost for the tree of, say, workers safety. Of course, we 
want safe working conditions but an agency like OSHA is thus all too likely to pursue its mandate to 
the ultimate which is: you can make a worker completely safe by taking away his job and the safest 
factory or mill is one that's closed down. 

I'm really not exaggerating. There are now 5,146 different types of approved government forms. Last 
year, businesses and individuals spent 130 million man-hours filling them out and this adds some 
$50 billion to the cost of doing business - which means to the prices we pay. 

Consider a small businessman who must provide an OSHA-approved exit in his office or plant. 

What is an exit? The dictionary says it is - quote - "a passage or way out" - unquote. You have to 
admit those five words describe it for anyone who understands English. But the language of bureauc-
racy is not that precise. Here is the way the OSHA manual defines an exit. Quote - "that portion of 
a means of egress which is separated from all other spaces of the building or,structure by construction 
or equipment as required in this subpart to provide a protected way of travel to the exit discharge" -
unquote. 

Now that's 39 words but OSHA says to grasp that definition, you have to know the definition of "a 
means of egress" . And their glossary supplies the answer - quote - "a continuous and unobstructed 
way of exit travel from any point in a building or structure to a public way and consists of three 
separate and distinct parts: the way of exit access, the exit and the way of exit discharge. A means of 
egress comprises the vertical and horizontal ways of travel and shall include intervening room spaces, 
doorways, hallways, corridors, passageways, balconies, ramps, stairs, enclosures, exits, escalators, 
horizontal exits, courts, and yards" - unquote. 

And after all that, the small businessman realizes that he still doesn't know what an exit is, because, as 
Dr. Weidenbaum points out, OSHA has been unable to supply a definition of exit that does not con-
tain the word exit. Webster uses five words, OSHA uses 39 and then another 74 trying to tell you what 
t he 39 said. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Regulations - New Wave" - No. 2) 

Yesterday i discussed a recent speech by Dr. Murray Weidenbaum concerning a new wave" of 
regulation that threatens to bankrupt small business and raise prices for American consumers. Dr. 
Weidenbaum pointed out that small business is reeling under a mountain of paper work and is finding 
it impossible to determine what it is the new regulators really want. But .there are other problems 
as well. 

They stem from the narrow focus of each of the new agencies. Some of their mandates contrad ict not 
only a healthy economy and low prices, but each other. Since each of the new agencies cares only 
about its own legal role, the larger picture is invariably lost. 

For example, Dr. Weidenbaum tells us the Occupational Safety and Health Administration - OSHA -
requires backup alarms on veh icles at construction sites. Nothing wrong with that but then OSHA says 
the workers at those sites have to wear earplugs for protection against noise pollution which means 
they can't hear those required alarms if they ring. Here is a single agency pursuing two worthy but 
contradictory goals. Which one does the small businessman choose to follow? 

Then there is the case of a woman who wants to legally wash her children's pajamas in New York 
State. That sounds like a pretty fundamental freedom but the Consumer Product Safety Comm ission 
says the only way you can legally wash pajamas without washing out fireproof materials - which are 
requir~d by the same Commission - is to do so with phosphate detergents. But in 1973, in a move 
against water pollution, New York made it illegal to use phosphate detergents. So Mama has to choose 
between fire hazard to her child or committ ing an act of illegal laundry. 

The hidden costs of this new wave of regulation are immense. I've already mentioned the enormous 
cost u , • ,e oaper work alone. There is also the cost of the bureaucrats themselves, more than 63,000 
at a cool tw< ' 10n dollars a year. And there is the cost to the public in the decline in new technologi-
cal improvement s. The longer it takes for a new product or invention to win government approval, the 
less chance that a business will ever find it advantageous to market the product or utilize the invention. 
This is already evident in the decline of new drugs and medicines because of the Drug Administration 
regulations. 

Most of all, these regulations increase the cost of producing a product to the point where, often, only 
big business can stay in the field. When a business has three or four employees, and has as many forms 
to fill out as a firm with three or four thousand , you know who's going to go under. The result is less 
competition, bigger business, and higher prices. 

Dr. Weidenbaum 's conclusion on the new wave of regulations says it all - quote - "No realistic 
evaluation of the practice of government regulation ... fits the notion of benign and wise officials 
making altogether sensible decisions in the society 's greater interests. Instead , we find waste, bias, 
stupidity , concentration on trivia, conflicts among the regulators, and, worst of all, arbitrary and 
uncontrolled power ... " - unquote. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Farm Workers Union") 

The United Farm Workers Union under the leadership of Cesar Chavez is urging Americans across the 
nation to boycott California grapes, and particularly one California winery. This company, one of the 
first to sign up with the Union, found this relationship an unhappy one so did not renew when the 
contract expired; hence, the boycott and a national propaganda assault . 

For 25 years, I was an officer and six-times President of a union in the motion picture industry. In 
fact, I led the first strike our Union was ever forced to call. I figured I'd better give this biographical 
note so there 'd be no question about my belief in the right of workers to organize and to strike if 
necessary. 

The entire history of the effort to organize farm workers has been so distorted in recent years and 
emotions have reached such a pitch it just seems like a good time to recite some facts. 

In the first place, I've always believed that organized labor begins with the workers in one industry 
choosing to organize or to affiliate or not affiliate with a union and making their choice by secret 
ballot thus eliminating any possibility of coercion or undue influence. During my time as Governor, I 
proposed such a solution to the farm worker problem in California offering full state aid and even 
suggesting the ministerial association to insure honesty in the balloting. All parties to the dispute said, 
"yes" except Mr. Chavez's union. No reason was given for the refusal except that one of his staff did 
say something about farm workers not being informed enough to make such a decision for themselves. 

At the moment, the attack centers on the Gallo Company. There is no point in reciting all the charges 
of slave labor conditions and worker exploitation . However, one example is a widely heralded photo-
stat of a paycheck to a Mr. Gonzales for $1.10. Mr. Gonzales did receive such a check - for three days 
work. But, he and his family had been occupying a Gallo house prior to his starting work. His gross 
pay for the three days was $75 •. 62. The check was for $1.10 because of deductions for rent, utilities, 
social security, state disability, a returnable clean-up deposit, and Union dues. Mr. Chavez's union uses 
the check off system to collect its dues as payroll deductions, so they must have known that. Mr. 
Gonzales' next two weekly checks were for $159.80 and $125. 79, plus a $13.00 refund he received 
because of an error in the utility bill deductions in that first check. 

The Gallo Company employs 199 year-round workers plus 300 extras hired for the harvest season. The 
full-time employees averaged $8000 a year in 1974 and they've had a raise for 1975. The part-time 
harvest workers earn as much as $9.00 an hour. The package of fringe benefits is unusual - in fact, 
higher than for any other farm workers, and it applies to both permanent and temporary employees. 

The package includes a paid pension plan, paid vacation, paid holidays, premium paid overtime, paid 
life insurance, paid unemployment insurance and health insurance, including major medical insurance 
for the entire family with the doctor of their choice. Any worker qualifies for all of this after only 80 
hours work in any one month. This entire package is far more than the U.F.W. Union negotiates for 
its members. 

So, enjoy, have a grape! 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald eagan 
{Reprint of a Radio Program entitle " 'o Time to Confuse") 

Recently on these broadcasts I talked about a litt e book issued by the Institute for Contemporary 
Studies in San Francisco. 

The book is called No Time to Confuse and it takes apart pretty thoroughl y some widely-held notions 
about the role the federal government should play in finding, developing, allocating and setting the 
prices of America's energy resources. 

It also looks with a jaundiced eye at the inability of many of our so-called energy experts to keep their 
eye on the need to provide ample energy for American needs at reasonable prices both now and in the 
future. 

No Time to Confuse really is a critique of a three-year , four mi lion dollar Ford Foundation study 
called A Time to Choose America 's Energv Future. 

That study, the iO authors of No Time to Confuse conclude, is no more than a ringing call for Ameri -
cans to turn out the l ig hts, not only the electri c lights but also the lights of freedom - freedom of 
choice, freedom to use personal resources as one sees fit and freedom to keep the fruits of one's labor. 

They are not quite that blunt, the 10 economists and political scientists who write No Time to Con-
fuse. but their message comes through loud and clear. 

And that message is that a lot of America's leaders today have it backwards. Instead of being willing to 
sacrifice in the cause of individual freedom, they would have you and me - all of us - sacrifice our 
freedom in the name of that great socialist god - government planning. 

The words "government planning" of course, are no more than a euphemism for "Government knows 
best". "Government" being a little group of self-annointed experts who view themselves as the masters, 
not the servants, of the people. 

Government knows best in Russia . It knew best in Hitler's Germany and Mussolini's Italy where the 
price for making the trains run on time was freedom. For in civilized countries wherever freedom is 
limited it is limited by one major tenet: Government knows best. 

As Professor Arman Alchian, one of the authors of No Time to Confuse, notes - quote - "It is no 
accident that the strongest appeals for political action - make that read government controls - in the 
present situation are made by the strongest opponents of free-enterprise activity; those who would 
prefer to, cripple the process of voluntary exchange through market prices." - unquote. 

Now, whether we like it or not a great deal of our freedom as Americans is tied to the free market and 
our competitive free enterprise system. 

Every time government adds a control it takes away a I ittle more of our freedom of action; our freedom 
of choice. Yet, as Professor Wil liam H. Riker, in his look at the ideology of the Ford report points out, 
that report believes that the federal government should set up an Energy Policy Council that would set 
mandatory guidelines at the federal level. That, Riker notes, adds up to imposing a dictatorial policy-
maker over all Americans. 

And don't say it can't happen here. It's already begun. Government controls are fast becoming a way 
of life in America and can only get worse unless we, the people, rise up and demand that big govern-
ment, once and for all, get off of our backs. 

No Time to Confuse, incidentally, is something every believer in free enterprise should read . If you'd 
like a copy, drop me a line care of this station and I'll send your letter along to the Institute for 
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V1E'/-1.-'O,N-,- wit;, Ronald eagan 
Rcpr·nt o·f a Raaio Program en itle "Vietnam") 

A debate has already begun whether tne cornmun:st forces in V!etnam will eliminate great numbers 
of people in the lands they have captured. 

-:-hose who have oeen most vocal against helping the Soum Viemamese i their figh to remain free 
fJOOh-pooh the idea and call it scare talk. Some of them I'm sL..-e are aware they won't have to eat their 
words. With a surrender wil: come a lowering of a curtain around the entire area. We'll hear only what 
the conquerors want us to hear. There will, of course, oe escapees, or correspondents who'l1 wait untii 
they are safely out before telling us of atrocities they've witnessed. But like with the great slaughter ir, 
Rea China, there will be a reluctance on tne pan of many to believe these stories. It's easier not to 
believe them. And so the debate will never be resolved. The only losers will be the human beings who 
will oe executed behind the curtain of silence. 

Somet;mes it seems the Europeans are more rea1istic about tnese ~hings. They are already getting the 
wora . A d,plornatic report to France puts at 3600 the figure of those already put to death in one town 
a.one in the central highlands taken oy the communis s a few weeks ago. Who were those executea a,10 

why? Well, tne usual types the conquerors will already have earmarked when they arrive - Sou th 
v;etnam civil servants, former employees of American companies or of our military. 

Why si1ou1d tnis surprise anyone? rn the library of the Hoover Institution at Stanford University yo ... 
can see 1he Gestapo book listing by name the 10,000 Englishmen who were to be executed when the 
:\azis invadec Eng1ana in World War 11. Dictators have a very practical idea - eliminate anyone who 
nas tne potential to be a leader and who, therefore, could make trouble. And above all, strike terror 
to tne hearts of tne rest. 

,n Kome, the Jesui-c Society has oeen notified tnat the Vietnamese Catholic Bishop of Fa Lat has been 
executed . Why? He was a Bishop, wasn't he? The refugees add to the mounting horror with stories of 
wno,esale slaughter of local police and government officials. They report that captured soldiers are 
tied togetner in bunales and killed with a single grenade. 

1 ne Lonaon Daily Telegraph carries similar dispatches and adds - quote - "a minimum figure of a 
million execu,ions :n the whole of South Vietnam if the communists take over does not seem far-
retched and it could be much higher." - unquote. Let's see, a million in a country of 19 million. To 
give you an idea of what that means - if it were our own country, that would be the same as executing 
between 11 and 12 million Americans. 

The horror mounts in the dispatches to European capitols. To discourage the people from fleeing the 
communist advance, one report tells of Viet Cong driving Russian-built trucks at high speed over and 
through crowds of refugees. Others were she lled by artillery. 

Or.2 oi Britain's leading experts on Vietnam, P. J. Honey, has written: - quote - "No matter how the 
.J.S. Congress may rationalize, no matter how communist apologists in the free world may argue, no 
r.1atter what conciliatory promises Hanoi or Liberation radio stations may broadcast, a communist 
v ie ory in South Vietnam will result in killings on a vast scale." - unquote. 

Meanwnile, we st i1I have 1300 men listed as missing in action over there. That was only one of the cease 
fire terms violated by Hano,. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
{Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Land Use") 

In 1974, the previous Congress - specifically the House of Representatives - rejected a Federal bill 
to require the states to adopt land use planning. The bill had influential support, and its defeat was a 
surprise given the so-called Watergate climate of last year. The explanation was an impassioned public 
outcry against this new form of Federal coercion. 

Now, Congressman Udall of Arizona, one of the principal sponsors of last year's defeated bills, is back 
with a new version. In order to avoid some of last year's objections, he has made some changes. Last 
year's bill would have cut off Federal airport, highway, and conservation aid to states that failed to 
adopt Federally approved land use plans. This year's bill would not do that. In addition, the new bill 
pays a little more attention to the understandable concerns of a group of America's most important 
efficient producers - our farmers. 

All Mr. Udall wants to do is to provide a half billion - that's billion spelled with a B - 1/2 billion 
dollars in funds over the next six years to set up state planning councils. There's just one catch. The 
states don't get the bulk of their money until and unless their plans win the approval of the Secretary 
of the Interior. 

Well, no one would deny that Federal bribery is preferable to Federal blackmail. But why, in this 
matter so clearly better suited to handling by state and local governments, are we talking about Federal 

~. intervention at all? 

With all the issues we the voters have to take into account when we elect an Amer ican President, why 
should we add the issue of state land-use planning? Isn't the election for Governor more likely to be 
relevant to an issue of this sort? Why, for example, should the voters of New Yor k help to settle the 
land use problems of r , ·waii , and vice versa? 

Our governors and. state legislatures may be far from perfect - I know this all too well - but when it 
comes to deciding t he future of their land, I think most Americans would prefer a statewide decision 
to one blueprinted by a Washington Bureaucrat in the Federal administration. 

You cou 1d even go a step further, and many citizens will. The mayor and city council are in a better 
position to make sensible land-use decisions than is the governor and the legislature. In simpler days, 
this was known as local zoning. 

Zoning is not a perfect process. It has winners and losers. But it permits the average American to 
attempt to protect his property in understandable human terms. Unless and until we want to replace 
our nation of small land-ho ders with one in which all property is ultimately vested in the state, we'll 
do well to keep rejecting land-use planning at the Federal level. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Peace") 

While in London, I had an opportunity to visit with various government officials including those con-
cerned with foreign affairs. Inevitably, the conversation turned to the world situation and how to 
maintain peace. And just as inevitably, the Soviet Union was automatically accepted as the possible 
threat to peace, just as 40 years ago it was Nazi Germany that loomed as the storm cloud on :he 
horizon. And, of course, that storm cloud did eventually fill the sky and rain fire on all the world. 

The leaders of that generation saw the growing menace and talked of it, but reacted to the growing 
military might of Germany with anguished passiveness. Will it be said of today 's world leader.s as it was 
of the pre-World War 11 leaders, "they were better at surviving the ca tastrophe than they were at 
preventing it"? 

World War II did not happen because the nations of the free world engaged in a massive military 
build-up. In most countries, including our own, "too little too late" described the reaction to the Nazi 
military colbssus. 

What does it take for us to learn? On every hand her'e and abroad when the suggestion is made that we 
strengthen the military capability of Nata, the reply is that it's not politically expedient to increase 
spending for armaments because the people are against it. Our own Congress which is willing to run an 
$80 billion deficit for every kind of social experiment screams long and loud for reduction of the 
budget for defense. But have any of the political leaders laid the facts out for the people? 

Of course, the overtaxed citizenry in Europe and America want government spending reduced. But if 
we are told the truth, namely that enough evidence of weakness or lack of will power could tempt the 
Soviet Union as it once tempted Hitler and the military rulers of Japan, I believe our decision would 
be in favor of an ounce of prevention. Certainly we haven't forgotten that after World War 11 the 
Japanese told us they decided on war when they saw our army staging war games with wooden guns. 
They also took note th ;-,' 0ne month before Pearl Harbor Congress came within a si'1gle vote of abolish -
ing the draft and.senc' ng the bulk of our army home. 

It has recently been revealed that for 12 years a behavioral scientist at the University of Hawaii has 
headed up a team of distinguished colleagues in a federally-funded, computerized study of i'1ter-
national behavior. Summed up in one sentence, they have learned that "to abdicate power •is to 
abdicate the right to maintain peace". 

The study focused mainly upon Red China, Russia and the United States. Every bit of data from 
trade to tourism - from threats to treaties - was fed into the computers. The findings prove con-
clusively that what Lawrence Beilenson wrote in his book, "The Treaty Trap", is true. Nations that 
place their faith in treaties and fail to keep their hardware up don't stick around long enough to write 
very many pages in history." 

According to the report - quote - "It is not equality in power that reduces hostility and conflict. 
Rather it is power dominance or submission. Peace is purchased by making yourself stronger than 
your adversary - or by dismantling power and submitting to one's enemies." - unquote. 

Power is not only sufficient military strength, but a sound economy, a reliable energy supply and 
credibility - the belief by any potential enemy that you will not choose surrender as the way to main-
tain peace. Thomas Jefferson said, "the American people won't make a mistake if they are given ill 
the facts." 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reag an 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entit led "Government : ig vs. Smal " - No. 1) 

One of the most frustrating feelings for the average man is that of helplessness as he attempts to deal 
with government that seems ever to grow bigger and more centralized . He watches in near helplessness 
as Big Brother determines more and m ore what is best for him and at the same time grows more 
distant. 

The average citizen throws up his hand s in dismay whenever he contemplates the possibility of having 
to deal with the federal government , the state government or even the governments of most large cities. 

The saying that " you can 't fight city hall" is usuall y an understatement. Most of the time you can't 
even find who it is in city hall y ou want to fight . • 

Bigness in itself is no sin , but nevertheless in this country we've alway s tried to see that nothing got so 
big it became unmanageable. 

For that reason we have anti -trust laws aimed at keeping bigness in business and industry from be-
coming all encompassing. 

unfortunately, on another front - organized labor - we've done nothing t o stop unions from getting 
so big and powerful they become the masters rather than the servants of their members and often 
pose a threat to the stability of our entire economy. 

And on still another front - government - we've voted into office y ear after year legislators ana 
executives who push for bigger more powerful government and more, and more centralized , authority, 
a.i in the name of doing what is best for the people. 

-~ 

So while we don't like it, we must admit that much of the fault is our own. We 've complained about 
::i1g government but then we've voted for it. 

One reason probably is that many voters have fallen for the old line that small government is ineffec-
1ive, is unable to deal with our problems, is inefficient and is expens ive. We 've been told that only big 
government , with its accompanying high salaries, attracts competent managers and honest legislators. 

Well, don't you believe it . 

One of the things we did in California in 1973 was to put to work a task force to study the possibility 
of local government reform; to see if , in fact , we could get better , more responsi ve government by 
consolidating some of our very small units of government. 

We had seewa 1966 study by the Committee for Economic Development which , in brief , advocatea 
:ewer and larger governments, reduction of duplication and overlap and provision of one visible center 
or authority . And on the surface that looked pretty good. If by consolidating governments you can 
mar<e government more effective and more responsive to the citizens' needs than that 's the way to go . 

But our task force refused to take that 1966 study as gospel. Instead it began its study from scratch 
and after nearly a year's work this is what it found - I quote - " A system of highly flexible and 
;ndependent local government units is as capable or more capable o f prov iding the quality of service 
that people expect than is a centralized and consolidated government system ." - unquote. 

1t goes on to say that consolidation of local governments would actually " produce a system less likely 
to ;:irovide public services of a quality and at a cost that suit the diverse preferences" of the average 
citizen . In other words, bigger, when it comes to government , isn 't necessaril y better or cheaper. 

The nex1 time someone tells you that consolidated government or regional government is the only way 
to go, just remember that song from Porgy and Bess : " It ain 't necessaril y so". 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Government: Big vs. Small" - No. 2) 

Yesterday I discussed a study on local government reform which must have confounded the liberal 
establishment wherever it was read because it gave the lie to that old saw that only big government 
can meet the needs of the people. 

The study to which I refer was done, I must admit , by a task force I appointed in 1973 when I was still 
Governor of California. It was- and is - one of those rarities, a study done by a group of independent 
experts that came up with answers totally contrary to the conventional wisdom of our day. 

Some of those answers it found are worth repeating because they reflect feelings the average man 
finds difficult to express and when he does express them finds all too often that those in authority 
will not listen. 

For instance, the study found that the average citizen's satisfaction with government increases as the 
size of the governmental unit gets smaller. He also found that there is a strong desire among the people 
for decentralizing governmental authority and responsibility . 

In large central cities there is also a significant demand for some form of neighborhood organization to 
affect the delivery of public services. "Power to the people" , it seems, is more than just a radical 
slogan; it is also a need felt by many good citizens. 

The study also finds that there is a strong preference by citizens toward maintaining the autonomy of 
·•1ocal governments and that they want to decide the structure of their local government at the ballot 

box rather than through the legislature or even through appointed local officials. 

Our study also took a look at local government reform in socialist Sweden where they reduced the 
number of local governments from 2,500 to 250. They found that these things resulted: 

Voter participation in local elections declined . 

Citizen participation in volunteer civic and service organizations declined. 

Local elected officials began to differ markedly from the bulk of their constituents and tended to 
,''nw "the dictates of their consciences" rather than the wishes of their constituents. And, finally, 

the resistance of elected officials to spending programs decreased . 

It is all quite reminiscent of what's been happening here in America in recent years as government has 
grown bigger and more powerful. Here, too, voter participation has been declining. Fewer and fewer 
people are taking an interest in volunteer activities - it is easier to let the government do it. Too often 
our elected officials cease to represent us and , instead inflict their views on us. And, finally, you may 
have noticed, the bigger government gets, the bigger a chunk of our income it takes and the more it 
spends on your behalf whether you want it or not. 

A little bit of Sweden, it appears, is like a little bit of knowledge - it can be a dangerous thing to our 
heritage of keeping government close, responsive and responsible to the peop le. 

We've already lost a lot of that heritage. Only we, the people , can make sure that we don't lose it all. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "The Amazing DeBolts") 

To look at Dorothy DeBolt, an attractive, slim, well-dressed Piedmont, California woman, you'd never 
expect her to be the mother of 19 children, but she is. 

That's right. She and her husband Bob have 19 children, 13 of whom are adopted or under their legal 
guardianship. 

It all began when Dorothy, as a young widow, moved her family of seven (including two adopted 
Korean boys) from the California Gold Rush country to the San Francisco Bay Area. Active musically, 
they performed for local groups and on national television. 

Five years ago, Dorothy and Bob DeBolt were married. His 11-year-old daughter joined the family. 
Dorothy began speaking to women's groups about the special joys of adoption, and the family's 
interest moved more and more toward what they call "special kids" - those children which adoption 
agencies once considered "unadaptable". These are the kids with physical handicaps, many from 
birth; those from racially mixed marriages; and those who have been "battered" by parents. 

Today, if you walk into the DeBolt home, you'll find everything tidy and outside a neatly trimmed 
garden, including a large vegetable plot. The boys and girls - all ages, races and with a variety of 
physical handicaps - pitch in to help each other and to share family chores. Overall, the sense of 
warmth, love and mutual respect is tangible. 

Newest arrivals to the DeBolt family are two girls from a Saigon orphanage, one of whom was in that 
C-5 evacuation air crash. The other girl was on one of the last planes out of Vietnam. 

About her brood and all the "special kids", Dorothy DeBolt says, "The child who is handicapped, be 
it mentally or physically, is possessed of a certain spark, perhaps a compensating factor put there by 
God. Whatever it may be, if we, the so-called 'normal people' will nourish that spark, we will discover 
that not only the lives of the children, but our own are immeasurably enriched." 

As if rearing this big, diverse and very happy family wasn't enough, the energetic DeBolts have created 
a foundation, Aid to Adoption of Special Kids, which they call AASK. AASK isn't an adoption agency. 
Instead, it promotes the adoption of such children, and it works to change the conventional attitudes 
which still prevail among many adoption workers, that these children are "unadaptable". The Founda-
tion also underwrites special costs for adoptive parents and special kids, such as modification of the 
home for special equipment; therapy; attorneys' adoption fees, and so forth. 

There is no lack of youngsters to be adopted, says Mrs. DeBolt. In 1970, the last year for which 
statistics are available, there were 60,000 adoptable children in the U.S., many in the "special kid" 
category - physically handicapped, older children and those from racial minorities. 

At a time when some people think you should be able to terminate a pregnancy with the ease with 
which tonsils are removed; and a time when some public officials have forgotten the words on the base 
of the Statue of Liberty when it comes to opening our land to Southeast Asian refugees, the remark-
able DeBolts stand as a shining example of that spirit of compassion and generosity which has marked 
America for generations. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "The Washington Media") 

Washington bureaucrats build pyramids of regulations which greatly affect our lives and business 
practices. Those with the most direct effect on us are those operating in the so-called regulatory 
agencies. 

They exercise both legislative and judicial powers to such an extent that some call them the Fourth 
Branch of Government. When it comes to violations of their regulations, they are prosecutor, judge 
and jury all in one. 

Occasionally, though, these regulators do strike a course that upholds competition and a freer market 
economy. Such a case was one Federal Communications Commission's decision concerning the joint 
ownership of broadcasting facilities and newspapers. The FCC rules that when the ownership of a 
radio or television station is transferred - and only when it is transferred - there must be a separation 
of the newspaper and broadcast ownership in the same market. With this rule they hoped to increase 
the diversity of media voices, though the process would obviously be a slow one. 

Currently there is a case before the FCC which will test this rule. The Washington Star seeks to sell 
effective control of both the newspaper and its TV and radio affiliates. The new owner must therefore 
get a waiver from the FCC of its rule if he is to continue ownership of all three media. Observers in 
Washington are speculating whether the regulators will have the fortitude to stick by their ruling in the 
face of pressure from the liberal-oriented press. Most commentators in the Washington press and in the 
broadcasting trade press are predicting that the FCC will give in and permit transfer of control over all 
the Washington Star's properties. Oddly, this case isn't one of an ailing media property finding only a 
single buyer, for there is an alternative bidder, John P. McGoff, a Michigan publisher, who is seeking to 
buy the newspaper only, without the broadcast properties. • 

There's wide agreement, I would suppose, that our nation's capital city - and thus the nation - would 
best be served by having two competing newspapers in Washington, D.C., especially two papers with 
strong, alternative views. Unhappily, under current management, the Star appears to be drifting toward 
the liberal-leaning cast of its competitor, the Post. If the FCC waives its multiple-ownership rule, it is 
likely that Washington will end up with two newspapers still, but only a single media viewpoint. 

What confounds many observers in the Washington Star case is the apparent lack of any sound philoso-
phical basis for the FCC to waive its rule. It is particularly puzzling since an experienced publisher 
stands ready to make a bid for the Star and operate the newspaper independent of any other media 
interests in the Washington area. 

Wherever we live, this is a case of interest to all of us. It's important that we have two divergent and 
vigorous voices represented in the nation's capital city, especially in its newspapers. Will the regulators 
of the FCC in Washington have the courage of their convictions? We'll soon find out. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Italian Bureaucracy and the U.S. Treasurer") 

On an earlier broadcast you may have heard me say that if we in the United States doubled our 
troubles we'd still be better off than most any other country in the world. 

It's probably true even when it comes~"1hebureaucrac,P hough I've given some examples of mind-
boggling bureaucratic inefficiency her i he un· - States, the world's championship, apparently, 
rests with Italy, but the Italians are wo ing hard to lose it. 

For generations, Italy has been adding bureau on top of bureau on top of bureau. There are now nearly 
60,000 separate government agencies, each with its own head man - one for every 900 Italian citizens! 

Jurisdictions overlap, civil service jobs are treated as lifelong sinecures, and once an agency is created 
it seems to go on forever, despite the end of its usefulness. 

The Welfare Agency for the Veterans of the Garibaldi Campaigns is still in operation, despite the fact 
the last campaign ended 115 years ago. There is also the Commission to Aid the Victims of the Erup-
tion of Mt. Vesuvius, the Assistance Board of Midwives and the Agency to Administer Relief Funds 
from the United States After World War 11, which still has 30 employees in 10 rooms of a Roman 
palace even though relief stopped years ago. 

Finally, after seven years working on it, the Italian parliament has passed a law designed to prune 
some of the deadwood and, it hopes, bring new efficiency to the remaining agencies. The law provides 
that a new commission will, over the next three years, mark for extinction those agencies which are no 
longer needed, such as some of the ones I've mentioned. 

But we have in the U.S. at least federal office that is about as superfluous as some of those Italian 
government bureaus. It's the Office of the Treasurer of the United States. As you probably know, the 
Treasurer is the person whose signature appears on all our currency. Traditionally, for the last two 
decades or so, the Treasurer has been a woman. That signature on the dollar bills, by the way, is itself 
only a tradition. It isn't required by law. 

Until a year ago, the Treasurer of the United States did have something other than this ceremonial 
function. The Office had the responsibility of keeping track of the federal checking account, but 
Congress has now shifted that duty to the new Bureau of Government Financial Operation. 

What does the Treasurer do now? Her days are spent giving speeches in support of savings bonds 
and, according to a recent newspaper report, to "communicate the programs and policies" of the 
Administration. 

As for signing her name, when the current occupant, Mrs. Francine Neff came aboard, she provided 
samples of her signature to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. They selected the one they liked, 
and that was that. It's been on your folding money ever since. 

The Treasurer's salary is $36,000 a year and she has a staff of six, including a press secretary and a 
private secretary. They help her organize and publicize her speaking schedule. The rest of her time, 
she says, is spent autographing dollar bills that people send to her. 

Now I have no quarrel with the Mrs. Neff herself, but in the face of an incredible federal deficit budget 
somewhere between $60 and $80 billion, you have to start trimming somewhere. Do we really need a 
$36,000-a-year lady to sign dollar bills and tub-thump for savings bonds and the President? And does 
she need six people to help her? Maybe we should ask the Italian Commission on Superfluous Com-
missions to come over and give us a recommendation . .......___ 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "United Nations") 

Probably only those who lived through the horror of World War 11 can know how much hope we 
invested in the United Nations. The greatest blood-letting man had ever known was finally ended and 
most cynical believed that this time we might have a peace that wouldn't lay the ground work for 
another war. 

We were happy to pay a major share of funding the new world organization that would (we hoped) 
outlaw war. 

We were just beginning to enjoy peace when North Korea crossed the 38th Parallel in an unexpected, 
unprovoked and brutal assault that almost drove Americans based in South Korea into. the sea. 

This was the first test of the United Nations and they responded. The war in Korea was fought under 
the United Nations flag. True, Americans did most of the fighting while Russia took a walk - proving 
that ideology is thicker than water. The Soviets didn't exactly stay out of the Korean action. Our air-
men fought against MIG fighter planes and our ground forces were killed by Russian-made weapons. 

Under the UN flag, of course, it wasn't a war. It was a "police action" and so it was fought to no 
conclusion. The aggressor wasn't punished, he just wasn't allowed to win. But then neither were we. 
It was a new experience for a nation that had never lost a war. We didn't lose that one, I suppose -
just some 50,000 fine young men. 

Not too many years later, the show opened again in a different theatre - Vietnam. This time, there 
was a difference. The United Nations wasn't having any of it. Several times we suggested that Vietnam 
really was their problem. The answer was "no". So we went it almost alone. 

The UN never got around to explaining why this wasn't a legitimate peace-keeping chore for them. Nor 
have they explained why they turned us down when the North Vietnamese violated not only the 1973 
ce~se fire but also the Geneva Convention concerning the treatment of prisoners. By its charter, the 
UN is obliged to "promote universal respect for and observance of fundamental human right". There's 
more. Around the first of April, we asked for UN help in evacuating refugees. Again, they said, "no". 

Hanoi, meanwhile, played a cruel game of cat-and-mouse. First, they denied any knowledge of 1300 
Americans missing in action. Then, a year ago, they returned the bodies of 23 service men they 
admitted had died in their prison camps, More recently, they inexplicably informed Senator Kennedy's 
office that they did have a list of the missing after all. Now they've released the names of three more 
they claim were killed in action. 

Senator Domenici of New Mexico has authored a resolution which calls for the United Nations to 
produce an accounting of service men missing in action or we reduce our payment from 25% of the 
UN budget to 10%. 

Why not? 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Red Sea") 

You may have thought that the Soviet Union had enough to celebrate with the conquest of Indochina 
and the recent leftward tilt of Portugal. If so, you'd be wrong. Political developments in the Middle 
East and near the vital Horn of Africa could give the Soviets military control of the major commercial 
passage between Asia and Europe. 

There are three pieces to the puzzle. The first is the imminent reopening of the Suez Canal, which will 
greatly reduce the time it takes the Soviet Union to get its ships into the Mediterranean. With the canal 
open, the Red Sea becomes the naval gateway to Europe. 

But the Red Sea itself is difficult to enter at its opposite, or southern, end. A power which can control 
the Gulf of Aden (Ay-den) can prevent traffic into the Red Sea, and thus close off the shortest link 
between Asia and Europe. Shipping which does not utilize the Red Sea and Suez Canal has to go all 
the way around the Cape of Good Hope at the southern end of Africa. 

Two countries face onto the Gulf of Aden, one in Africa and the other in Asia, on the extreme 
southern tip of the Arabian Peninsula. These countires are Somalia and South Yemen. They are both 
newly independent Moslem countries, though South Yemen is Arab and Somalia predominantiy 
Negro. 

But these two vitally located countries also have one other thing in common: they are both close to 
being satellites of the Soviet Union. 

South Yemen, with its British-built port of Aden, recently held a conference of its ruling National 
Front party. The major decisions all went in favor of the pro-Soviet faction headed by National Front 
Secretary-General Abdel Fattal Ismail, and against the more independent faction led by President 
Salem Robaye Ali. The party decided on a Popular Front-type merger with the Communists and the 
far-left Baath Party. It also decided to reject an offer of Arab aid financed by Saudi Arabia in favor of 
coptinued dependence on the Soviet Union. 

The Arab offer was contingent upon the government's adoption of a policy more independent of 
Soviet wishes. Finally, t-he ruling party decided to redouble its efforts against the neighboring con-
servative sheikhdom of Oman, which is nearly as vital to access to the oil-rich Persian Gulf as South 
Yemen is to the Red Sea. To give an idea of how left-wing the government is already, South Yemen is 
the only Arab country which has persecuted the Moslem religion. 

The situation in Somalia, the country that dominates the Horn of Africa, has gone even further, 
according to a report by the respected Institute for the Study of Conflict. The Institute found that -
(Quote) - "The expanding Soviet presence amounts, on the evidence of factual reports from the 
country, to a process of gradual satallization." - (Unquote). The group estimates that there are 3600 
Soviet nationals in Somalia, Soviet advisers in the office of the president, and KGB officers running 
the Somali police and, increasingly, the army. The Russians reportedly have unhindered access to both 
sea and air bases in the country. 

We in the West continue to ignore events of this sort. But the Soviet push for power goes on and on. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Nuclear Power") 

Today I'm going to talk about something going on in California because it could happen to all of us. 

An overly excited group of Californians have formed a group called "People For Proof". And, if they 
have their way, we could see a halt to the building of nuclear power plants which are badly needed to 
provide us with economical, non polluting electrical power. 

"People For Proof" wants to put an issue on the California June primary ballot in 1976 which will 
have the people voting to receive proof of safety, beyond any reasonable need, before any nuclear 
power plants can be built. 

Now, everyone is for safety and I'm sure we wish our highways could be 100% safe, that people 
wouldn't slip in bathtubs and that we'd never have soup spilled down our back in a crowded restaurant. 
But there aren't any sure things in life except the old standbys, death and taxes. 

Today, 48 nations besides our own are generating electricity at low cost by use of nuclear reactors. So 
far, there has not been one single accidental death caused by nuclear reactors. 

How many tests are too many? The most recent one was made by the Atomic Energy Commission. It 
cost $3 million and went on for two years. When you add up the number of distinguished consultants 
who were involved, it figures out to 50 man-years of effort. 

Now, if you were at the race track and the handicappers told you the odds on a certain horse were 
100 to 1, you'd figure his chances of winning were pretty slim. 

Well, our experts in the nuclear power study have put the odds on a fatal accident occuring in a 
nuclear power plant at 300 million to 1. That makes it safer than all the other causes of accidental 
death put together. Put another way, it's about as likely as your being run over by a horse in your 

, bathtub. 

Now, the leaders in back of "People For Proof" know all this, which makes you wonder why they're 
bent on throwing another roadblock in the path of getting some badly needed electric power 
production. 

Are they suggesting there must be an absolute guarantee of the complete impossibility of anything ever 
going wrong? The record so far is one of 100% safety and to repeat the odds again as given by the best 
experts in the field are 300 million to one. We don't start out in life with odds that good on making 
our three score and ten. 

Now I know this is a California problem - at the moment. But this kind of group is as contagious as 
the Hong Kong Flu, so I thought you might like a warning. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Recession's Cause") 

The present business recession, and the numerous hardships it has caused, has been with us long 
enough that we tend to forget how unexpected it was. Just last September, the Ford Administration 
was discounting the possibility 'of recession; the president of General Motors was predicting a five 
percent increase in 1975-model car sales, and a forecast by 50 eminent economists announced we 
were heading for a fourth-quarter economic upturn. 

Not a single one of those 50 economists predicted what actually occurred: the worst economic slump 
in America since the Depression of the 1930's. In the last six months, industrial production has 
dropped nearly 13 percent and unemployment has risen 50 percent, to a figure higher than at any 
time since 1941. With an expanded worker market, there are two and a half million fewer jobs than 
there were six months ago. 

If we're going to avoid a similar economic disaster in the future, we'd better understand how we got 
into this one. There is not a single member of our executive or legislative branches who should fail to 
read a survey by James P. Gannon that appeared in a recent edition of the Wall Street Journal, or at 
least th is part of it; and I quote - "Extensive interviews with a cad em ic economists, bu sines:; fore-
casters, corporate executives and other analysts across the country indicate that they are still sifting 
the debris of their shattered expectations for the answers. That process may go on for months or 
years, but the most important conclusion already is evident: the root cause of this recession was 
rampant inflation." - Unquote. 

Let me repeat that last sentence: The root cause of this recession was rampant inflation. For some 
people - particularly some of our national policymakers in both the legislative and executive branch -
this statement cannot be repeated often enough. Some of them are proposing budget deficits and 
monetary expansion which would cause a repetition of the inflation that got us into this trouble in the 
first place. In other words, they are taking the cause of the recession and adopting it as a cure. The 

'", result of such folly, this time, is all too predictable: a repetition of extreme inflation followed by 
extreme recession, probably in even more exaggerated form. 

How did inflation cuase the recession? Well, says Mr. Gannon and the analysts he interviewed, there 
were really two recessions. The first was a consumer recession, which in turn triggered the business 
recession 1we are now feeling. All through the high-inflation years of 1973 and 1974, says Mr. Gannon, 
(Quote) - "Consumers ran a losing race with prices ... The working man's income just couldn't keep 
up with double-digit inflation. Real spendable earnings - take-home pay after tax and price increases 
are considered - fell 8.8 percent between November 1973 ... and last month ... consumers lapsed 
into a state of inflation-shock. Frightened and confused, they cut back spending, postponing purchases 
of things that weren't absolutely essential." - (Unquote) Because of this decline in demand, business 
belatedly cut back its production - which is the last part of the recession, the one that's been visible. 

Have our policymakers learned the lesson of this recession - that the primary enemy is inflation - or 
will they cause a new bout of even worse inflation, and the consumer recession that will go with it? 
The price for ignoring history this time may be a depression. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Portugal") 

On April 25, the people of Portugal sent a message to the left-wing military dictatorship that seized 
power a year ago. In Portugal's first relatively free elections in half a century, the well-financed 
Communist Party got little more than 12 percent of the vote. By contrast, the Socialist Party - an ally 
of such pro-western European parties as the West German Social Democrats and the British Laborites-
led the voting with 38 percent of the total. The middle-of-the-road Portuguese Popular Democrats, or 
PPD, won 26 percent. The other party to surpass the five percent minimum for representation in the 
constituent assembly was the Christian Democratic Socialists, the only conservative party permitted to 
participate. It got seven percent. Thus, taking only those parties to be represented in the Assembly, 71 
percent voted pro-NATO, compared to just 12 percent for the Communists. The message to the 
nation's military rulers couldn't have been clearer. 

Whether they'll heed it is another matter. Long before the voting, the left-wing officers who have 
taken control moved to strip the Constituent Assembly of all but symbolic powers. It forced the lead-
ing parties to agree in advance to the Armed Forces Movement's version of a new constitution, and to 
at least five more years of military rule. In addition, the government moved to preempt many of the 
nation's policy options. They forced the centralization of the trade-union movement under Communist 
control, and nationalized such key sectors of the economy as steel, insurance, and banking without 
consultation with any of the parties. It's clear from the election returns that none of these moves 
would have won approval in a democratic parliament. 

That's not all. The government turned over control of state television and all but one of the country's 
newspapers to the Communists. The Communists also control the militia and most of the local 
governments - the very bodies that were conducting the election. Several non-Communist parties 
were outlawed, and the non-Communist parties that remained legal were subjected to constant 
harrassment by leftist street hoodlums. 

With all these factors at work the Portuguese electorate needed not only intelligence but courage to 
vote as it did. Out of six million, one hundred thousand eligible voters, five million, nine hundred 

,, thousand went to the polls. Information Minister Jorge Jesuino (Hayes-u-ino), one of the most left-
wing of the ruling faction, had told the people to show support for the armed forces by voting blank 
ballots. He told the world press he hoped 40 percent would do so. Seven percent did . After the 
election, Jesuino said the people had shown civic duty but political immaturity in their vote for the 
pro-Western parties. For some people, maturity seems to equal slavery. 

The people of Portugal have spoken. They have voted to reject Communism by inference and to stay 
in the Western alliance. It's up to the government to heed their word. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Government Computers") 

A New Jersey newspaper recently reported a story that bears repeating. It begins with a familiar scene. 
A woman and her daughter-in-law having a mid-morning cup of coffee at the kitchen table. The 
woman's husband leaving to go down to the store for a few groceries. He's retired on a $642 a month 
income as the result of serious injuries he has suffered, in addition to which he has that curse of the 
coal miner, black lung disease. 

Just after his departure, the mail arrives. His wife opens a letter from the Social Security Administra-
tion. According to the news story, it was a good thing she was sitting down. Her daughter-in-law saw 
her alarm and asked, "What's the matter, Ma?" Her mother said, "It's Social Security - they want 
Pop's death certificate. They got him dead." "Don't tell him, he'll die of a heart attack," the daughter 
said. 

Up to here, the story gets a laugh - but not for long. That $642 monthly check has been reduced to 
$281. You see, the declaration by Social Security that the head of the household had passed away 
wipes out the disability benefits to which he is legally entitled. After all, a dead man can hardly be 
eligible for disability payments. 

The very much alive deceased and his wife (widow, according to Social Security) have since been 
patiently making periodic trips and phone calls to the Social Security Administration offices in Perth 
Amboy, New Jersey, trying to refute as Mark Twain once did, the report of his death which he 
described as "somewhat premature". 

The officials, according to the news story, are sympathetic, courteous and a little bit embarrassed. They 
appear also to be unable to solve the problem. Heaven forbid they should tell a computer it goofed. 
The head of the Perth Amboy office refused to discuss the matter with the press. He said, "regulation 
number one forbids such a discussion". He did say, however, that administrative officials in Baltimore 
had been notified of the mistake and that every effort was being made to restore the victim to the 
ranks of the living. So far, they haven't suggested a trip to the Shrine of Lourdes. 

One bright note - the family's financial plight has been eased a little. Social Security sent them a 
• check for $710 to cover the funeral. 
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VIEWPOINT with Ronald Reagan 
(Reprint of a Radio Program entitled "Adoption") 

During my last two years as Governor, I did a weekly, one hour TV question-and-answer program. The 
questioning was done by high school students - a different group each week, chosen by the state's 
Department of Education. The program was entirely unrehearsed. I had no hint of what the questions 
would be and only met each class a few minutes before the taping began. The program was aired on 
the educational network and made available to our 1100 California school districts for closed circuit 
classroom use. 

For me, I have to say, it was exciting and most enjoyable to meet these young people and to discover 
what concerned them about government and current issues. Several times, the subject got around to 
abortion and why the Government of California opposed abortion on demand. 

One day, a pretty, fresh faced young lady, intelligent and sincerely concerned, asked me if abortion 
wasn't preferable to making a young, unmarried girl have a baby she didn't want and which would, 
therefore, grow up unloved and probably turn out to be a criminal. I gave an answer which apparently 
she hadn't considered. I told her there 1were literally millions of people in this country who wanted but 
could not have children and who waited eagerly - sometimes for years - to adopt the baby she had 
described; that such a child would not be unloved - very much the opposite was true. 

There were always some raised hands and unanswered questions after the cameras were turned off and 
I always tried to stay around to answer them even though we were no longer on the air. This day, 
another equally attractive girl had her hand half raised. I called on her but she didn't have a question. 
Instead, she said, "I am adopted. I think a great deal of my folks and I think they feel the same about 
me." And then she added this unforgettable line, ''I'm glad no one killed me." 

I've just finished reading about the young mother in Columbus, Ohio who is dying of cancer. She has 
three handsome·, lovely children: Sheri, age 12, Joey, who is 10 and another daughter, Amber, 6. There 
is no question about the love in this family. The mother made her situation known through the press. 
She wants someone who will take her children - keep them together and, most of all, love them. 

The story I've just been reading quotes a spokeswoman for the hospital where the 32 year old mother 
is dying. She says: "This is the first time anything like this has ever happened. We were totally un-
prepared." They have had to call in volunteers to handle the flood of mail from couples who want to 
take in her children. They are not unwanted nor will they be unloved. 

God Bless America! 
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Dear Fellow American, 

for President 
CITIZENS FOR REAGAN 
2021 L Street, N.W. • Suite 340 

Washington, D.C. 20036 

The Reagan for President campaign is under way! 

Chairman 
PAUL D. LAXAL T, 

United States Senator 
Executive Vice Chairman 

JOHN P. SEARS 
Treasurer 

HENRY M. BUCHANAN,C.P.A. 
Committee Members 

GEORGE B. COOK 
H. R. GROSS, 

Former U.S. Congressman, 
State of Iowa 

LOUIE B. NUNN, 
Former Governor, 
State of Kentucky 

Mrs. STANHOPE C. RING, 
Former Republican National 
Committeewoman, 
State of California 

Millions of Americans have been anxiously waiting to hear this great 
news. They know that Ronald Reagan is the one American statesman who can 
set the nation on the path to peace, pros~erity, and freedom. 

He has firm and definite solutions to our welfare mess, to r1s1ng crime, 
runaway taxes, crippling inflation, and our out-of-control federal bureaucracy. 

Ronald Reagan believes in the wisdom of our founding fathers ... limited 
constitutional government, maximum freedom for -the individual, and a healthy, 
growing, unfettered free enterprise system. 

He wants to restore our weakened military posture, and he is determined 
to stand up to the threat of Communist imperialism. 

Ronald Reagan is proud to be an American. You will be proud to have 
Ronald Reagan as your President. 

Now is the time. Today. Join the march for America. Help put Ronald 
Reagan in the White House! 

Make no mistake about it ... liberal candidates have already amassed huge 
war chests for their 1976 Presidential drive. They plan to spend whatever is 
necessary to continue the policies of big spending, high taxes and increasing 
government control. Of course, they are aided in their efforts by liberal 
members of the news media. 

This is our chance! Today ... send your absolute maximum contribution to 
the Reagan campaign. Consider what your contribution will mean to the future 
of our nation. $10, $100, or $1,000--we need your check immediately! 

We urgently need hundreds of thousands of dollars to pay for printing, 
postage, staff salaries, TV & radio, rent, etc. 

The future of freedom in America rests in our hands. Don't 
letter aside! Send your generous contribution today. 

nincerely, 

\a.~ Paul Laxalt, U.S.S. 

P.S. With your help, we are going to win! 
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If you receive more than one copy of this appeal ... 
Please understand that wear~ using many malling lists in 
this important project and that occasional duplications 
will occur. Won't you share any extra copies you receive 
with a friend? Thanks for your understanding and con-
tinued support. 
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''T·HE 
SPIRIT 
OF '76!'' 
SEND YOUR CHECK TODAY. 

Are you Interested In helping to form, c!tlzen .committees In your communtty? 
If so, please Indicate and note your pohtlcal position--------

Individual political contrlbutl'ons are fax.deductible up to a total of $25.00 per year. 

I want to help the "Citizens for Reagan" committee put Ronald Reagan in the 
White House. 
My contribution is enclosed: 

0$1,000 Cl$50 ____ Other 
Make all checks payable to Citizens for Reagan and return in this pre-paid 
envelope. 
In accordance with federal legislation, we are not able to accept either {a) any corporate checks 
whatever, or (b) any personal contributions over $1,000. A copy of our report will be filed with 
the Federal Election Commission and will be available for purchase from that office in Wash-
ington, D.C. 
This federal statute requires us to request the following Information from you: 
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PAUL LAXALT 
NEVADA 

Fellow American, 

~ttb jtatts jmatt 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

The Reagan for President Campaign is going very well, but faces a very 
difficult situation. 

The Ford-Rockefeller team is campaigning intensely around the nation and 
especially in the nation's first Presidential Primary state, New Hampshire. 

Although neither the President nor the Vice President were selected by 
their Party nor elected by the people, they have successfully taken advantage 
of their positions. 

Already they have amassed hundreds of thousands of dollars for their 
primary battles , and there is no doubt that thanks to the Rockefeller influence 
they can raise literally millions more. 

Ronald Reagan has received a very warm reception to his speeches across 
the country and I can tell you as a loyal supporter that in the very near future he 
will explain to the nation why he is running for President. 

But Ronald Reagan has a problem. Funds are very tight. 

He has no "sugar-daddies" bankrolling his campaign, but must count upon 
the loyal support of thousands of Americans such as yourself. 

Due to the distortions of the biased news commentators, Ronald Reagan 
must have hundreds of thousands, even millions of dollars for TV time so that 
he may speak directly to the American people. 

He will tell them that as Governor of California he was successful in: 

--reducing the number of individuals on welfare rolls by 400,000, 
while at the same time those truly needy individuals received a 
43% increase in benefits! 

--creating and returning an $850 million surplus to the California 
taxpayers 

--keeping the size of the California state government constant 

--originating and signing a massive tax relief bill which resulted 
in a $378 million saving to California's property owners and a 
$110 million saving to renters. 

c::, 

As provided in federal legislation, Citizens for Reagan may accept individual contributions up to $1 ,000 (for example, a husband and wife may each give 
$1 ,000) prior to a nominating convention; this may be repeated following the convention . However, we are not able to accept either (a) any corporate checks 
whatever, or (b) any individual personal contributions over $1,000. A copy of our report will be filed with the Federal Election Commission and will be available 
for purchase from that office in Washington, D.C. 
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Ronald Reagan can and will provide the leadership this nation needs so 
desperately, but he must have your support today! 

Money is needed immediately for the fast approaching primary battles 
in New Hampshire and Florida. Thousands of dollars are needed for postage, 
campaign staffs, printing, advertising, etc. 

Ronald Reagan needs your dollars today f 

The Reagan Campaign is truly a campaign of the people. It will take a 
total commitment and the tireless efforts and personal sacrifice of thousands 
and thousands of Americans if we are to be successful in electing Ronald 
Reagan as President of the United states. 

Send your contribution to Ronald Reagan today ... $20, $50 , $100, or as 
much as $1,000 is needed immediately! 

With your support and faith and work I know we will carry the day for 
freedom. 

The Reagan Campaign may just be the most important election of your 
lifetime. This time ... before it is too late for our nation ... make your total 
commitment ... help elect Ronald Reagan President of the United States! 

Please send whatever you possibly can ... today! 

r;-jcerely, 

\a.a~ 
Paul Laxalt, Chairman 
Citizens for Reagan 

PL/kme 

P. S. Send the enclosed post card or your personal letter to Ronald Reagan 
letting him know you support his Presidential campaign and please 
return your contribution in the enclosed envelope today. Thank you. 

Absolutely no taxpayers' funds have been used in the preparation ot this correspondence. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 

WASHINGTON 
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f\f Decision Until Fall 

panel then would have to materia ls 
prepare a . written finding 'property 
on the claim by Nixon that other thi 
the Jaw is unconstitutional separatio of powers doc-
and that the materials be- trine b interferring with 
long to him. presid .tial duties, violate 

The constitutionality of 
the law giving _former 
President Richard M. 
Nixon's White House tapes 
and documents to the gov: 
ernment will not be resolv-
ed by a special three-judge 

J
, fe~eral panel until i;t least 

this fall; according to 
papers filed in U.S. District 
Court 

.-. torneys· for Nixon, the 
I government, the Reporters 

. Committee'for Freedom of. 
the Press and other parties 

Whichever way the panel the c cept of presidential 
rules, its decision is expect- priv· ge, abuse • the gov-
ed to be appealed to the Su- . em ent's right of, emine'nt 
preme Court, which would d ain , violate Nixon's 

e ay'reso t.••kn Qf the issue right of privacy and intrude 
further. ---- on privileged communica-

- titras.J?etween, him and his 
NIXON HAS ARGUED wife, atto:sy• minister and 
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INTERIORS 

in the case yesterday sug-
gested a schedule to the 
panel _that would have the 
judges hear oral arguments 
on the dmstitutional ques-
tions in late Septemb~r. ?-'he, 

'7 
gg 

that the law, the 1974 Presi- doctor. , 
dential Recordings and Whi le the co rt. battle 
Materials Preservation Act, continues , the <Th~ra l 
is unconstitutional on IO Services Administrat1'b 
grounds. ·. . which has custody 'of the 

Nixon contends that Nixon presidential materi-
making the tapes and other als, has asked U.S; District 

• Judge Aubrey E. Robinson 
1 • • ir. for permission to trans-

0 nvenflQ n fer 262 boxes-of the materi-1 
I. als from the Old ·E·xecutlve 

Office Building and the Na-
tional Archives Building to 
the National Records Cen-
ter in Suitland. • y 

.Associated Press ' gestion made last week by • . ANOTHER federar judge 
Former California Gov. former Secretary of De- last October ordered the 

Ronald Reagan has sug- fense Melvin R. Laird, a ·materials to remain where 
gested that Republicans close friend of Ford, that they were pending resolu-
hold an "open" 1976· nomi- the GOP have an open con- tion of the legal battle, but 
nating convention unless . vention for the vice presi- GSA said yesterday that 
President Ford : develops dential nomination only. that sp~ce is now "urgently 
overwhelming natipna l needed for on-going gov-
support by then. "LAIRD LOVES to play ernmcnt business." 

In an interview with Leo political games - some- GSA added that "When 
Rennert of the ~cClatchey • times with tongue in the ma'terials: were origi-
Newspapers, Reagan yes- cheek", he said. "I see no nally placed at the current 
terday indicatect he doubts merit at all in his sugges-. locatiqns, it was not antici-
that Ford will gain. that tion and I'm not interes~- 'pateq that the.y ' would re-
level of support. ' ed." main.there for more than a 

He said he has' made- no Noting Republicans face few weeks-'.' _ . 
decision on whcth'er • he an ''unu.sual" situation with The request . by GSA 
would challenge Ford for Ford serving as an appoint- stated that the security at 
the Republican nomination, ed, hot elected, president, the Suitland center is at 
sa'ying he wi ll do so only if Reagan said the convention least equivalent to that at 
he finds in the next six should be open for both. the present locations and 
months "a lack of deep sup- GOP soots unless there is a that the materials to be 
port for the President and national "wave of ap- moved are "believed to be 
an indication that people plause" and "total satisfac- of the low.es~ possible sen-
\Vant wider choices." tion" with the President. sitivity." - David Pike 

HE SAID "i cheer~d like 
hell" for Ford's handling of 
the Cambodian capture ·of 
the freighter Mayaguez and 
praised the; President's 
proposal to ease federal -
regulation of ,major indus• 
tries. 

But Reagan criticized 
Ford for signing the tax cut 
bill and accepting a large 
federa l deficit, charging 
both the President and Con-
&,ress are con,,c :1trating on 
u'helJlployment and ne-
glecting e grc,,ter t' ~at 
of • 'l flation. -
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