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OFFICE OF RONALD REAGAN ’ <
10960 Wilshire Boulevard : T
_Los Angeles, California 90024
For information: Lyn Nofziger,

Press Secretary (Traveling with

the Governor)
| Laty [

Excerpts of remarks by the Hon. Ronald Reagan,
former Governor of California

"It was a hot summer day in Philadelphia nearly 200 years ago, but
the delegates to the Continental Congress were coolly determined as they
signed the document that declared us free and independent as a nation.

"What it said, it said well, and clearly:. 'that all men are created
equal'; that among their inalienable rights are 'life, liberty and the
pursuit of happiness. fhat, to secure these rights, governments are
instituted among mén; deriving their just powers from the consent of the
governed.' That idea -- consent of the governed ~- was daring and new at
the time. It is still the newest idea in the whole history of man's
relation to man.

"What better time than now -- our 200th anniversary -- to take stock;
to put the nation's recent history in perspective; to measure it against
the p;inciples stated in the Declaration of Independence?

"It is true that our elected officials govern with our consent which
is given at the polls. If we don't like their actions and fail to replace
them, then we have only ourselves to blame. But what of that vast
bureaucracy centered in Washington that is insulqted from us; and feels
little need to be responsive to us? It piles regulation upon regulation
on our daily lives, erodes our liberties and adds to the cost of most of
what we buy.

"A Republican Congressman has revealed some startling figures --
Washington generaﬁes enough paperwork each year to fill 50 major leaéue
baseball stadiums. Ten yvears ago, the federal government had 3,800'

different forms. Today it has 6,000 generated by 3,500 bureaus, agencies

more-—more
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and services that maintain 8,000 separate records systems. Fifteen major
federal agencies, for example, circulate 145 energy-related guestionnaires
to the states and private businesses calling for 11 million answers.

"What can be done about a bureaucracy that has grown so large it is
now a powerful lobbying force in Washington, concerned to a great extent
with keeping and expanding its power?

"Well, recently I was on a panel with a well-known United States

. v
Senator =-- a Democrat =-- who admitted that Congress should be overseeing
the effects of those bureaucratic regulations that stem from its legislétion,
but‘that Congress just doesn't get around to doing it!

"For degades we have been told that Washington is the place to go to
solve problems. The sad truth is, though, that in case after case the
éo—called solution from Washington winds up making the problem more complex
as it adds to the size of the bureaucracy and the budget.

- "Thomas Jefferson said, at his first inaugﬁration, 'A wise and frugal
government, which shall restrain men from injuring one another, shall leave
them otherwise free to regulate their own pursuits of indhstry énd improve-
ﬁent,nand shall not take from the mouth of labor the bread it has earned.
This is the sum of good government.'

"He believed the people were the best agents of their own destinies
and that the task of government was not to direct them, but to create an
environment of ordered freedom in which they could pursue their destinies,
each in his own way. He also realized that the tendency of government is
always to become botﬁ player and umpire. ‘'What has destroyéd liberty and
the rights of men in every government that has ever existed undexr the sun?',
he asked, and answered, 'The generalizing and concentrating of all cares
and powers into one body.' |

"More and more, the 'buddy system', that intricate, interlocked

fraternity in Washington, has co-opted the will of one group after another

More--more
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with the lure that the federal government will somehow solve each group's
problems. Today, we see Big Government intertwined with business, labor

and with state and city governments. We see mayors of financially-beleaguered
cities going to Washington to beg for money. What an irony this is, for it
is Washington that bears a large share of the blame for the inability of
cities and states to raise the money they need to solve their own problems.
When Washington scoops up money from all over the country, it doesn't give
it back without keeping a healthy chunk to run its bureaucracy. When it
does send back the residue, it is neatly tied with strings -- mandated.rules
and-regulations which the bureaucrats have decided are best for you and me,
but which often overlook the differing needs of differing areas.

"Today, goVernments take more than 44% of the people's income 1in the
United States. It is the biggest item in the family budget -- greater than
food, shelter and clothing combined. Most of that is the federal govern-
ment's share. No nation has long survived a tai burden so great. But in
Washington, all our appeals for financial sanity, for an end to the:
inflation that is caused by huge deficits, seem to fall on deaf-ears.

*The federal government's refusal to run its affairs as you must yours
-~ that 1is, in the black -- causes unending inflation. And, that's the
cruelest tax of all. Take a cost-of-living wage increase, for example.

When you get one, it may send you right into a higher tax bracket, virtually
robbing you of the increase you were counting on. Only Washington makes a
profit on-inflation.‘

"With inflation, each dollar you earn buys less. The govérnment's
practices deprive business and industry of the capital needed to fuel our
economy and produce jobs. They rob your savings of value and maké a

mockery of the stable income the government promised our retired citizens.

more—-more
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"As you know; I am a Republican. Now; I am also a candidate for the
Presidency. In talking to Republican groups in recent months, I have spoken
of a banner of bold, bright colors around which Republicans could rally,
but around which seﬁsible Americans of every politicél heritage -- Democrats
and Independents ~- could rally, too.

"I call these people ~- all of them -- the préducers in American society.
They are the ones who get up early, send their kids to school, do a day's
work, pay thgir bills and taxes, support their churches and charities and
ask little more from government than to be safe in their homes and neigﬁbor—
hooas. There are those who refer to these Americans as the ‘common man'. '
They are, instead, very uncommon men and women -- millions of unsung heroes
who are this nafion's strength.

"I have spoken about colors in a banner, but that is really a figure
of speech standin§ for beliefs that bind us together, whatever our peréonal
background and history; beliefs we will not compromise.

"The banner I have talked about is a banner for those Americans who
feel strongest about their independence. Small business men and women,
entrepreneurs, farmers, the self-employed, workers who have used their skills
to earn their share of the American Dream for themselves and their families,
People who care when Big Government intrudes into their lives, disrupts
their businesses, busses their children and squanders their hard-earned
wages on experiments in social engineering.

"Anoﬁher of the bold colors in that unifying banner must stand for
strong national defense and a foreign policy based, first, on what is good
for the United States. Peace and freedom is not an empty phrase. ~ Peace
without freedom is meaningless; and freedom without peace means only.that
some foreign colonial power or aggreésor has mistaken our lack of military

preparedness for weakness or an unwillingness to defend the things we stand

for.

more——-more
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"The surest guarantee of peace is to be second to none in military
strength. To be second is the same as being last. No nation in history
that ever placed its faith in treaties and let its hardware go has lived
to write many pages of that history. A great and free society must also
be a strong one. Appeasement leads only to war. George Washington may
have said it best when he said, 'There can be no greater error than to
expect or calculate upon real favors from nation to nation.'

"When avpolicy such as detente results in truly lowered tensions
between nations it is worthwhile, but we cannot afford detente that is

only an illusion. Quid pro gquo, that Latin term meaning 'something for

something’, must be the only basis for detente.

“‘"ﬁ:ﬂForx25wyearSTJthe~Roman~Senatoerato»concluded,eve;yuspeechjto the

A

N
Roman Sehate\i%th'the line, 'Carthage must be destroyed'. Finall%, he -
had"his way. “Rome set out to make war on Carthage. The people ©Of

e -

|

| i

C@rthage were well foé‘given to art, culture and sports. ,Ehgg; standard
!

of living was the high

B

Qt in the ancient world and/they desperately\wanted
- .
t% keep peace. Envoys wefe\sent to negotiate Wlth the Romans. Finally,

///
RAme relented, but only on the condltlon that Carthage send as hostages
e

the sons of its 300 leading famllles,, This was done. But, then, Te
N
weapons. They were delivere i

demanded all of Carthage's warships an

Then came a final demand: the people of rthage would leave their

pd

_ P _
because Rome intended to destroy it. Too late, the people of Carthage

recognized the enormity of this deception. They“urned on their lea%ers

an( destroyed themi. Then they set out to build shlps{ spears and catapults,

0 little too late. They were slaughtered\\almost to the last
\

N

but 1t was

man, woman and child, the city was leveled and the earth plowed and sown

/
i

with salt so it could never be planted again. - T e -
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"As a nation, we must commit ourselves to spend whatever is necessary
to remain strong; to consider our interests first in international dealings.
This does not mean dealing at the expense of others or without generosity
:0 those who need a helping hand, but it does mean always knowing that we

must not cast aside our natlon s 1nterest just for the sake of making a
- = f\(_ﬂr.t -g A ‘\f i, ‘:_ ~ /M

Falh SRR TR,

— .
deal. ¢ =% —<¢< e

"There are forces in the world determined to see the United States -in

dec;ine>~ And, there are those here in the United States who think we
‘ ‘
| ~ s . . . . :
should feel‘ggllty for having been inventive, productive and powerful.
E"One of the\real ironies in this country is the fact, that, although
] . L .
N

i RS . o !
:

of g@verning are light QEars from ours, those on the left are always |

we oFten have to deal. overseas with totalitarian governments whose ideas

.

poliﬁely referred to as 'the government of suchfahd—such country’'. Those
on the right, however, are invariably referred to as corrupt or oppressive,

even fascist dictatorships. _
e
"The Guilt Lobby is a big successﬁ We have two recent examples.

"Fidel Castro, the Marxist d%c{étof>qf Cuba, has made it plain for
quite a long time that he's hpS{ile to us, even contemptuous. But our

State Department has been/yééming up to him for some time as a prelude to
restoring trade and/i}p{gﬁatic recognition. Now you might think that a
pre—condition forl;uch an event would be for Castro to curb his hostility

\

and revolutionaxy zeal. That doesn't seem like too much to ask. But,

/

\

|
instead, we/ﬁéve Castro talking up a revolution in Puerto Rico and send}ng
i
S
Cuban tpodops to fight in Angola. {
/: H
HMHigh officials 1n our government had strong words about that. - YetL

e ' _ )
on the same December day the newspapers reported a tough Cuban message 1n

which the Secretary of State had declared Cuba's involvement in Angola had

more~--more
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put the issue of trade with Cuba orr ice, they also carried a short item

that\our Commerce Department had just ordered a further relaxatiQh of

restric{ions on trade with Cuba. //
/

"Where is U.S. strategy when it comes to Cuba? I suggesﬁ/if one of

our goals 1s to have Castro stop exportihg his revolution,/we should let
. s

¢

him know we aren't going to talk business until he does.”/

"There are a\few other points we can discuss, sugh as curbing Soviet
base and landing r\ghts on Cuba; reaffirming_U.S.'rights to our Guantagamo
base; restitution fon U.S. and Cuban property seiied by the Castro regime;
frée movement between ﬁpe two nations by the citizens of each; and renewed
civil rights for their o@g people.

GThe second example o£2$he Guilt Lobby}s success is the extent to
which it has induced so man§XAmericans gd/wear sack cloth and ashes as

~ they do penance for our truly‘great acﬁievement in building the Panama
\ g »

Y
Canal. N
\

"For more than 60 years, we héye managed the Canal with fairness to
/l 1‘\7 X -
all who wished to use it peacgfully:\ We have done so at no profit to the

//' . 3 :\ . *
U.S. investing, all told, $7 billion -~ most of which was spent in Panama,

\
. . A\ .. , . .
giving that country oni/9f the highest sgandards of living in Latin America.
we

A

"But, for 15 years have been*propa@andized by our own State Depart-
s,

N,
ment that our presenc¢e in Panama is a kind af\colonialism in the form of
a long—-term lease éZ Panaﬁanian territory. In\l1974, our Secretary of State
signed a memorapdum which, in fact, called into éuestion our territorial
right to the Canal Zone. \\\

"It ii/time we were reminded that the Hay—Bunau—Vapilla Treaty of 1903,
involving the U.S., Great Britain and Panama, gave the United States
exclusyve sovereignty in perpetuity over the Canal Zone. th only did we

pay(ﬁhe government of Panama, we purchased in fee simple from each

more-—-—-more
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"Our goal must be a balanced budget. Oh, but we're told that three-
quarters of the budget 1s 'uncontrollable' -~ fixed by statutes passed by
Congress. As if they were stars in the sky. Well, statutes passed by
Congress can be répealed by Congress; and since the leadership in Congress
shows no inclination to do this, then it's time to elect a Congress that will.

"If Washington won't put its house in order instead of cheapening our
dollars by running the printing press overtime, how in the name of heaven
can we ekpect fiscal responsibility from New York or any other city? Just
the other day, the Council of Democratic Mayors went on record demanding
federal help for all cities. That's like aéking the Captain of the Titanic
for a 1ift! Three-quarters of our people live in cities. Are the mayors
suggesting they should be supported by the other one—quarter who don't?

"While the argument goes on, Washington spends a billion dollars a
day and goes one-and-a-half billion deeper into debt each week. Growing
like a fungus, it assumes, apparently, that if it gets big enough it can
somehow manage the entire nation's business. It spends $700,000 each
minute that I'm talking to you. There is no connection between_théir
spending and my speaking. I'll stop talkiﬁg if they'll stop spending.

"We need a color in our banner that stands for the free market system.
Under that system, our country has prospered like no other in the world. It

has unleashed more human ingenuity than any other system in mankind's

e, e e AT e

history. /;et, for more than four decades, social engiﬁéers have tinkered-.
1Qith”the—system's machinery, claiming to be able to eliminate a squeak here,
an imperfection there. Still others would forsake the tinkering and simply
scrap the machinery, replacing it with the idiocy of Karl Marx. Why do we
even listen to them? Are they too obsessed with their economic tinkertoyé
to compare our way with the examples we have of socialist failure?

"Our English cousins have been going down the road of government inter-

vention and socialism since World War II. Their nationalized, government-

more-—-more
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. hd 3 x .
run industries -- steel, coal, natural gas, railroads and airlines —-- lose

roughly one billion dollars a year.
"Inflation in England is 25%-plus a year, and the rate of productivity
in their government-rﬁn industries is the lowest of all the Western

European nations. And, vet, voices are raised in Washington telling us we

should follow the path of éQvernment intervention{f
N\

"There is a more dramatiE\example for c;mﬁérison. I've told of it
before. Forgive me if I repeat\it for thq;é who may not be aware of it:

"If socialism is the answer,‘%e dgp‘t have to argue about it on theory

’ S
alone -- the theory of capitalism vs,”socialism. We have our country to

look at and we have a concrete exéﬁple o%xsocialism in thé form of another
great nation. It has a landéyass larger thhg\our own; it's rich in natural

resources; it has 250 milli capable people.\ For nearly 60 years, it has

been free to fully implerlent —-- without hinderan or interference -~ the

principles of Karl Marx' socialism. We could be ju & like them, but it would

take a little diipg on our part.

"We'd have/to start by cutting our paychecks by 80%, move 33 million

/ .
workers back to the farm; destroy 59 million television sets; tear up 14

e

out of 15,Mmiles of highway; junk 19 out of 20 automobiles; Eégr up two-

5
N

thirds 6f our railroad track; knock down 70% of our houses; rip\out nine-

tenths of our telephones; and then all we'd have to do is find a capitaliét

L S s

couUntry that_YEEEE’EELLinjﬂmﬁﬂ;{nlJD&MEU;J&LQELEEE&QELEMEFarve: N 3
"We come to another color for our banner -- this one standing for a

fundamental belief in our federation of sovereign states ~- the belief .

that government governs best the closer it is to the people.
"Unfortunately, even in this country, we have too much centralization.

Washington has control of some functions which, if they are to be performed

more--more
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by government at all, should be administered at the state and local levels.
Among these are welfare, Medicaid, food stamps, education, community and
regional development. They are all functions Washington has shown it does
not perform very efficiently or responsively.

"These programs —-— and I'm sure there are others--- can be better and
more economically administered at the state level; br, in some cases, at
the local level. Of course, you will not get uniformity, but what is so
sacred about uniformity? 1Indeed, our strength has always been diversity,
and it is diversity, not conformity, we should seek. N

"Any transition from federal to state control should be phased and
orderly, but_it should be up to the people of each state to say how much
they wish to pay for such programs. Given the facts, I believe they will
act with good sense and with compassion.

"In this whole process, the federal government should be forced to
balance its budget; and forced to return back to the states much of the
tax base it has preempted., In fact, done with care, the whole program could
;esult in a net saving for the taxpayer, in addition to providing more
efficient and responsive programs.

"I believe the American people have had enough of politics as usual.
They want government off their backs and out of their pockets.

"Sometimes, when you are up to your elbows in alligators, it is hard
to remember your original objective was to drain the swamp.

"I tﬁink we can drain the swamp. We can take on the W;shington system.
We can change from remote control to personal control of our lives, if
we'll make the effort.

"A few years ago, more than three-~quarters of all Americans bélieved
that they could trust the government in Washington to do what was right.

Today, little more than one-third of all Americans feel that way.

more—-more
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"Even some Democratic politicians who used to be théught of as Big
Government advocates and free-spenders are aware of this problem.r In
their recent leadership conference in Louisville, some expressed dismay
that Big Government doesn't seem to work anymore.

"The hall rang with such phrases as 'welfare mess', 'food stamp ripoff'
and the ‘'busing failure'. But there was a kind of philosophical schizophrenia.
One speaker was cheered and applauded when he said, 'we can't have a master
plan for society run by Washington elitists', and he was cheered and
applauded when he then proposed a National Institute for Planning to be
estéblished and run by -- you've guessed it -- those same Washington elitists.

"One of the bright new breed of Governors, who has beguiled the press
by taking the streetcar to work and declaring that the federal system as.it
is set up is not working, told the audience, 'We have seen enough of-failing
-gfeat social programs and the bankruptcy of New York City to conclude that
something is radically wrong and that more of the same won't do.' Having
delivered himself of those lines, which any fiscal conservative could
embrace, he then proposed a national health insurance plan, nationélized
transportation system, a federal energy program and a federal guarantee of
a job for everyone!

"You and I know that a healthy, strong society cannot function this
way. It cannot run indefinitely under the massive burden of centralized
control that has been growing in Washington. Nor, can it function on a diet
of libertarian rhetoric coupled with yet more and bigger Washington programs.

"Government is like the character in Tolstoy's fable who says, 'I sit
on a man's back, choking him and making him carry me, and yet assure myself
and others that I'm very sorry for him and wish to lighten his loadAby all

means -~ except by getting off his back.'

more—~more



13--13--13

"If we'll look instead to ways and means to make the genius of the
free market system work even better, we can redeem the American Dream.

A little over 100 years ago, the Homestead Act became law. Under it, tens
of thousands of Americans were able to own their own land for the first
time. It triggered much of the growth and prosperity. we have today. Now,
we're on the verge of something similar, though you might call it an
Industrial Homestead Act. It hasn't been enacted as such yet, but the
first steps have been taken by Congress. As a result, we are seeing a
dramatic growfh in the rise of something called Employee Stock Ownershié
Proérams. Many companies are finding it beneficial to themselves and
their employees to make capitalists out of the workers. To give them a
share of the action, so to speak. At the same time, it is helping provide
éapital for more growth. There are several ideas under discussion for
accelerating this new trend, but one thing seems certain: we could hardly
find a better way to beat communism than by making successful capital |
owners of millions of American workers!

"Let me conclude by mentioning that banner again. Aren't all the colors
én that banner designed to assure us that, as the Declaration of Independence
said, 'life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness', will be ours forever?
We can recapture that spirit of independence, that willingness to try the
untried, to dream the new dream, knowing that we can succeed, for our very

quest will cleanse and rebuild a system grown weary and so in need of

change. We can do it —-- together.
"Thank you."
#0# #
(NOTE: Since Governor Reagan speaks from notes, there may be additions

to, or changes in, the above text. However, the Governor will
stand by the above guotes.)



OFFICE OF RONALD REAGAN ’ <
- 19960 Wilshire Boulevard - e
‘szé% Angeles, California 90024
For information: Lyn Nofziger,
Press Secretary (Traveling with

the Governor)

Excerpts of remarks by the Hon. Ronald Reagan,
former Governor of California

"It was a hot summer day in Philadelphia nearly 200 years ago, but
the delegates to the Continental Congress wére coolly determined as they
signed the document that declared us free and independent as a nation.

"What it said, it said well, and clearly:. 'that all men are created
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Excerpts of remarks by the Hon. Ronald Reagan,
former Governor of California

"July 4th marks the 200th énniversary of that hot summer day in
Philadelphia when the delegates to the Continental Congress signed the
document.that declared us free and independent as a nation.

"In what is one of the noblest testimonies to human freedom ever
devised, they declared fthat all men are created equal'’; that among their
inalienable rights are 'life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. That,
to secure thése‘riéhts, governments are instituted among men; deriving
fheir just powers from the consent of the governed.'

"That was a daring new idea -- consent of the governed. Today, some
would have us believe it is an outmoded idea.

"May I suggest our 200th anniversary 1is an appropriate time to take
stock; to put the recent history of our nation in perspective, measuring
it against the principles spelled out in the Declaration of Independence-

"Prue, our elected officials govern with our consent, given at the
polls. If we don't like their actions and fail to replace them, we have
only ourselves to blame. But what of that vast bureaucracy working
ceaselessly, piling regulatioh upon regulation on our daily lives, eroding
our liberties and adding to the cost of the goods and services we buy?

"A Republican Congressman has revealed some startlingnfigures --
Washington generates enough paperwork each year to fill 50 major league
baseball stadiums. Ten years ago, the federal government had 3,800
different forms. Today it has 6,000 generated by 3,500 bureaus, agehcies
and services that maintain 8,000 separate records systems. Fifteenvmajor

federal agencies, for example, circulate 145 energy-related gquestionnaires

more—--—more
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to the states and-private businesses cailing for 11 million answers.

"Not too long ago, I was in a panel discussion with a well-known
United States Senator =-- a Democrat -- who admitted in the course of the
discussion that Congress, after adopting programs, turned them over tolthe
bureaucracy for management and made no effort to oversee them or to check
on whether the thousands of regulations spawned by.the bureaucrats were
in keeping with the original purpose of the program. He admitted Congress
should do th;s, but didn't indicate they would.

"For too many years we have been told that Washington was the only
place to solve problems., The sad truth is, that in far too many cases,
the so-called solutions have simply compounded the problems, enlarged the
bureaucracy and-increased the national debt.

"Thomas Jefferson said, 'A wise and frugal government, which shall-
restrain men from-injuring one another, shall leave them otherwise free
to fegulate their own pursuits of industry and improvement, and shall not
take from the mouth of labor the bread it has earned -- this is.the sum
of good government.'

‘"Jefferson believed that the people were the best agents of their own
destinies, and that the task of government was not to direct the people,
but to create an environment of ordered freedom in which the people could
‘pursue those destinies in their own way. He also knew that the tendency
of governments is always to become both player and umpire. 'What has
destroyed.liberty and the rights of men in every government that has ever
‘existed under the sun?', he asked, and answered, 'The generalizing and
concentrating of all cares and powers into one body.'

"More and more, the 'buddy system', that intricate, interlocking
fraternity in Washington, has co—opfed the will of first one group, then

another, until today Big Government is intertwined with business, industry,
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labor and with stéte and city governmenté. "We have the spectacle of mayors
of financially-beleaguered cities going to Washington to beg for money.
That is like asking the Captain of the Titanic for a lift.

"Washington is largely responsible for the cities' plight. First it
preempted the biggest share of the tax dollar, then it lured thé cities
into partnership programs to solve all the problemsvof humankind. Federal
funds to. the cities have multiplied to 20 times what they were 20 years
ago and now amount to more than a fourth of the cities' total revenue.

The result has been an increase in the number of public employees at state
and local levels -- more than three times greater than the increase in
private industry jobs.

"And, all of that federal money had to come from the people at the
local level in the first place. Then it is returned, minus a carrying
charge for adminiétrative overhead, but plus a lot of rules as to exacﬁly
how.it must be spent.

"Today, governments —-- federal, state and local -- take more than
44% of our people's income, with the federal government taking the biggest
share of that. No nation in history has survived such a tax burden for
very long. But even thils isn't enough. Each week the federal government
goes another one-and-a-half billion dollars into debt. Appeals for
financial sanity fall on deaf ears.

"TheAfederal government's refusal to operate its affairs as you and
I must -- making outgo match income -~ causes unending inflation, the
cruelest tax of all. A cost-of-living increase may very well move you
into a higher tax bracket and you end up worse off than you were,_while
government makes a profit on inflation. To fund its deficits, government
borrows in the long-term money markét, robbing business and industry of

access to the capital needed to fuel our economy and produce jobs. It

robs your savings of value and makes a mockery of the stable, fixed income

more—-more
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it promised our retired citizens. The President and the Congress must
understand the basic lesson of economic survival -- we must learn to live
within our income.

"Some of you here tonight paid into the Social Security program month
after month, year after year, in the belief that you would have .2 monthly
benefit check so long as you lived after your retirement. Now we are told
there is a great imbalance in Social Seéurity and that it has been as badly
handled as government has handled all its other finances.

"It is ih need of an overhaul, but one thing must be made unmistakébly
cerfain -~ any reform must have as first priority the guarantee that all
those counting on Social Security for their livelihood will continue to
;eceive their ménthly check and that their benefits won't decline in
purchasing power, but will keep pace with inflation.

"Reform there must be. There are inequities begging to be corrected.
Take federal employees, for instance. As a grdup, they decided long ago
to stay out of the system. They opted, instead, for their own pension
program. Yet, some of them retire on these pensions at normal fetirement
age, take a job in private business for a relatively short time, then draw
full Social Security benefits along with their federal pensions.

"Yet, if you work for 35 or 40 years in private business and retire
at age 65, you can't even draw your full Social Security benefits unless
you earn no more than $2,760 a year. That isn't -fair.

"Womén are treated unfairly by the present system. A woman must be
married to her husband for 20 years before she gains any rights-to his
Social Security benefits. If she is a homemaker for 18 years, bears and
raises children, but for some reason she and her husband are divofced after,

say, 18 years, she doesn‘t get a nickel of his benefits when he retires.

This 1nequity should be corrected.

more=-=-more
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"A great many working women pay into the system but get nothing back.
If a woman works, then retires, she gets nothing extra if her half of her
husband's benefits are more than her own would have been individually. So,
she pays into the program but gets nothing back.
"Or, take the case of two men reaching age 65. One of them is the
president of a company. He has made good money and invested it. He
‘retires,with enough to live on from his investments. He 1is also entitled
to his Social Security benefits. But what about the other man, a plumber,
same age, but he wants to work for two or three more years. If he does,
and earns his normal income, he won't get his Social Security benefits.
If he takes the benefits, he can only earn that small amount the law allows.
There is something wrong with a system that won't allow people who want
to work, and can, do it after age 65 without forsaking their benefits.
"The system is also unfair to younéer workers. No worker under aée
40 étands to get back in benefits as much as he has put into the system.
"First, in any reform, as I1I've said, we must recognize the right of
our retired citizens to their regular Social Security benefits, as well
as the rights of today's workers who have been paying into the system.
We must work to correct the inegquities I have described. Any other reform
proposals should be studied with an open mind, but with great care. Down
the road, it is possible the government might decide to make some options

available to new workers entering the system. If it does, it must make

.

certain that doing so does not jeopardize today;s retired people or workers
in any way.

"But there is one reform that stands out above all others. That is
for the federal government to set a schedule for balancing its budget and
stick to that schedule -- so that those who depend on Social Security will

know that the dollars they get next month will buy as much as they do today

more—-—more
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and as they did in months past. Right now, Washington gets richer and we
get poorerAbecause of inflation. That must change.

"The politicians in Washington seem to be slow in catching on to
something that those in the states can feel every day. That 1is the
reawakening of the American spirit of independence and self-reliance.

Daniel Webster once said, 'There is nothing so powérful as truth...' --
and the American people are on to the truth that there is no free lunch.

"They don't want any more New Deal or Great Society nostrums. They
want governmeht to pay its bills and not spend more than it takes in. “

And; they want a bigger share in deciding which programs and which ideas
work and which don't. Look at the growing ranks of formerly free-spending
Democrats who have suddenly become fiscal conservatives, at least in their
campalgn speeches.

"In these last several months, I've been in more than 30 states and
everywhere I heard this reawakening and saw it in the faces of thousands
of Americans., They want government off their backs and out of their pockets.

"Yes, and they want government closer at hand, not in the hands of a
self-annointed elite in the nation's capitol.

"Right here in New Hampshire, your own government agencies have
patrolled the waters of Lake Winnipesaukee safely and well for many years.
But Washington wants to send in the Coast Guard to take over the job. Now,
the Coast Guard i1s a fine organization, one we can all be proud of, but why
does it have.to do a job that is already being done well?

"This reawakened American spirit which is growing across the land
recognizes that we, as people, aren't happy if we are not moving forward.

A nation that is growing and thriving is one which will solve its problems

as they come up.
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"Last fall, i proposed that we take.a good, hard look at programs run
from Washington which add up to about one-quarter of the federal budget.
I suggested we consider them prime candidates for an orderly, phased
transfer to the states; that, indeed, they were not a proper function éf
the federal government.

"The people at state and local levels would ana should decide whether
they wanted to continue the programs, and, if so, how best to handle them.

"At the ﬁime, I predicted there_would be howls from those who had an
interest in Big Government. aAnd, howls there were from every carpeted"
antéroom and chauffered limousine. Those who believe only in big government
and some of the pundits who comment on the Washington scene protested that:
you can't let tﬁe people decide what they want; besides, Congress won't
stand for it; and i1f they did, where would the money come from?

"I'11 admit if may be a novel idea for Washington to hear that the
peo?le know best, when for so many years Washington has been telling the
people that it knows what is best for them. But the greatness of America
is in the greatness of her people.

"Some jobs only the federal government can do. National defense is
one of them. And we'd better stop the erosion of our strength internationally
lest we lose both the real and psychological initiative to those whose
appetite for world domination is so clearly visible.

"But domestic programs should be managed at the level of government
that can do the job most efficiently. The closer a program is to the people
who pay for it, the more they will take an active interest in 1it. If
Joe Doaks 1is using his welfare money to go down to the pool hall and drink
beer and gamble, and the people on his block who are paying the bill also
have a say in running welfare, Joe is apt to undergo a sudden change in his

life-style.

more——more
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"Federal authority has tried and failed to be the most efficient and
economic in several areas. For example: welfare, food stamps, education,
housing, Medicaid, community & regional development and revenue sharing.

"It has taken Washington more than 40 years to acquire its present
power. Obviously, reversing the course of more than four decades can't be
accomplished overnight. But we can begin. Indeed, we must begin the
decentralization of federal power if this free way of ours is to be preserved.
Some changes can be made administratively in a short time; others might take
months or even a few years.

| "But if the people want to regain control over their lives —-- regain
the right to determine their own destiny and keep a greater share of the
fruit of their toil -- and I'm convinced they do -- they can make Congress
aware of how they feel. Based on our own experience in California, I know
thét government by the people will work when the people work at it ~--
Congress will respond to a demand by the people.
| "In California, we instituted a comprehensive program of welfare reform
which had three objectives: Increase the grants to the truly néedy; remove
from the welfare rolls the undeserving greedy; and lighten the taxpayers'
burden by bringing costs under control. Our reforms achieved all three of
these objectives and a number of other states were soon instituting similar
reforms. All of what we did was opposed by a hostile legislature until
they finally caught on to the fact that the people wanted to change a
system that obviously was not working.

"Will this work at tﬁe national level? It will if the pedple want it
to. Government by the people isn't a new idea. It is 200 years old, énd'
in these two centuries, it has become the golden hope of all mankind -~ the
idea that each one of us is born with the right to become whatever God

intended us to be and that government exists only for our convenience. It's

more——-more
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been doing its best to become an inconvenience ever since ~- the master, not
the servant -- ordering more deficit spending, more rules and regulations,
more bureaucrats and always less liberty.

"I have come here to ask your support for our party's nomination for
the Presidency. I make no promise of having instant solutions to all the
problems besetting us. But I know those problems can be solved -- solved
if government will trust in the people and have faith in their capacity for
greatness. Our need is for government that is confident not of what it
can do for the people, but of what the people can do for themselves.

. "We can no longer afford politics as usual. The time has come for
those we send to Washington to stop thinking only about the next election
and to start thinking about the next generation."

& #
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MIAMI, Fla.~-"We come to another color for our banner -- this

one standing for a fundamental belief in our federation of sovereign

states -~ the belief that government governs best the closer it is

to the people.

"Unfortunately, even-in this country, we have too much
centralization. Washington has control of some functions which, if
they are to be performed by government at all, should be administered
at the state and local levels. Among the: are welfare, Medicaid,
food stamps, education, community and regional development. They
are all functions Washington has shown it does not perform very
efficiently or responsively. |

"These programs -- and 1'm sure there are others -- can be
better and more economically administered at the state level, or, in
some cases, at the local level, Of course, you will not get uniformity,

but what is so sacred about uniformity? Indeed, our strength has always

been diversity, and it is diversity, not conformity, we should seek.

(MORE)
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"Any transition from federal to state control should be
phased and orderly, but it should be up to the people of each state
to say how much they wish to pay for such programs. Given the facts,
I ﬁelieve they will act with good sense and with compassion.

"In this whole process the federal government should be
forced to balance its budget and forced to return back to the states
much of the tax base it has preempted. In fact, done with care, the
whole program could result in a net saving for the taxpayer, in
aédition to providing more efficient and responsive programs.

"I believe the American people have had enough of politics
as usual. They want govermnment off their backs and out of their pockets.

"Sometimes, when you are up to your elbows in alligators, it
is hard to remember your original objective was to drain the swamp.

"I think we can drain the swamp. We can take on the
Washington system. We can change from remote control to personal
control of our lives, if we'll make the effort.

"A few years ago, more than three-quarters of all Americans
believed that they could trust the government in Washington to do
what, was right. Today, little more than one-third of all Americans

feel that way."

"As a nation we must commit ourselves to sﬁend whatever is
necessary to remain strong, to consider our interests first in inter-
national dealings. This does not mean dealing at the expense of others
or without generosity to those who need a helping hand, but it does
mean always knowing thét we must not cast aside our nation's interést
just for the sake of making a deal.

"There are forces in the world determined to see the United
States in decline. And, there are those here in the United States who

think we should feel guilty for having been inventive, productive and

powerful.
( MORE)
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"The Guilt Lobby is a big success. We have iwo recent
examples.

"Fidel Castro, the Marxist dictator of Cuba, has made it
plain for quite a long time that he's hostile to us, even contemptuous.
But our State Department has been warming up to him for some time as
é.prelude to restoring trade and diplomatic recognition. Now, you
might think that a preconditian for such an event would be for Castro
to curb his hostility and revolutionary zeal. That doesn't seem like
.too much to ask. But, instead, we have Castiro talking up a revolution
in Puerto Rico and sending Cuban troops to fight in Angola,

"High officials in our government had strong words about that.
Yet, on the same December day the newspapers reported a tough messége
by the Secretary of Sfate to the effect that Cuba's involvement in
Angola would put the issue of Cuban trade on ice, they also carried
a short item that our Commerce Department had Jjust ordered a further
reléxation of restrictions on trade with Cuba!

"Where is U.S. strategy when it comes to Cuba? I suggest if
one of our goals is to have Castro stop exporting his revolution, we
should let him know we aren't going to talk business until he does.

"Then, if he does, there are a few other points we could
discuss, such as curbing Soviet base and landing rights in Cuba;
reaffirming U.S. rights to our Guantanamo base; regtitution for U.S.
and Cuban property seized by the Castro regime; free movement between

~the two nations by the citizens of each; and renewed"CEQil rights for

their own people,.

o "The second example of the Guilt Lobby's success is the extent

to which it has induced so many Americans to wear sack cloth and ashes

and do penance for our truly great achievement in building the Panamna

Canal.
(MORE)
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"For more than 60 years, we have managed the Canal with
fairness to all who wished to use it peacefully. We have done so
at no profit to the U.S., investing, all told, $7 billion ~-- most of
which was spent in Panama, giving that country one of the highest
standards of living in Latin America.

"But, for 15 years we have been propagandized by our own
State Department that our presence in Panama is a kind of colonialism
in the form of a long-term lease of Fanamanian territory. In 1974,
our Secretary of State signed a memorandum which, in fact, called
into question our territorial right to the Canal Zone.

"It is time we were reminded that the Hay-Bunau-Varilla Treaty
of 1903, involving the U.S., Great Britain and Panama, gave the United
States cxclusive sovereignty in perpetuity over the Canal Zone. Not
only did we pay the government of Panama, we purchased in fee simple
from eacn individual owner gll the privately—held land in the Canal
Zone. A1l branches of the Panamanian government -- executive, legis-
lative and judicial -- took action to recognize the Zone as being
U.S. territory. In 1907, the U.S. Supreme Court ruled it was official
U.S. territory and a 1972 federal court decision reinforced this ruling.
If the Zone is not actually a part of the U.S., then neither is Alaska
or all the land acguired by'us in the Louisiana and Gadsden Purchases,

‘ "What in the world are we doing -- negotiéting a giveaway of

the Canal to a Marxist, military dictator who seized power eight years

ago by means of a'coup, ousting the duly-elécted government? There
have been norelections since. There are no civil liberties for the
people. The press is censored; the National Assembly disbanded.
"The Canal is essential to Western Hemisphere defense and
the world is safer with the U.S. running the Canal than it would be

if we turn it over to General Torrijos.
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I think the problem with Arngola is all of us are confused aktout
the soviet Urion's aggressive action in there. It worries us. i@
think if they're that intent on taking over, it must have Something
to do with us. But, in washington, we find a great debate betveen
the Administration and Congress. I think the real problem is you
and I, the citizens, are left without any information. I think the
first thing is for the federal government to tell us wvhat is the
strategic importance of Aﬁgola; is it of any interst to our raticnal
secﬁrity? If it isn*t, then we don't do anything. If.it is, then
we oulht to know how it is and what action we can take. But, in
the meantime, again, in the spirit'of Detente, while they're telling
us that, I think our government should make RKussia understanc that
we don't think what they're doing in Angola ic a part of Letente.
They oet ocuts we get¥r out, and let the Angolans have the place to 

themselves.
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INSERT -- Stump Speech

I have proposed that half a dozen functions now being performed
by the Federal Government should be transferred back to state and local
governments for administration and control. I suggested they were not
properly the province of the national government and could be more
efficiently and economically handled at levels of government closer to
‘the people.

In making this proposal I made it very clear that such a transfer
should be systematic, and phased in over a period of time, possibly,
in some cases, even years. I also made it plain that with the transfer
of authority there should also be a transfer of resources -- meaning the
federal taxes presently used to fund these services.
| The half dozen programs were education, housing, community
development, man-power trailning, revenue sharing and welfare.

I predicted at the time that we could expect to hear screamsiof
anguish from the carpeted anti-rooms in Wéshington. Bureaucracy is adept
- at protecting its nest. It also has a built-in instinct for preservation
and reproauction of its own kind. Dr. Parkinson, in his book, wrote that
government employs a "rat catcher" énd one day finds he has become a
"rodent control officer". . He has no intention of getting rid of the
rats -- they have become his reason for being.

My prediction, of course, hés come true. A well orchestrated
chorus of doom-criers, their voices amplified in this policital season,
have predicted every disaster but a plague of locusts. Increased Local
. taxes, the needy thrown out in the snow to die, and fiscal disaster
and depression are just some of what they say we can expect if we

reduce the size and power of the Washington bureaucracy.

more——more—-more
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I've heard it all before. A few years ago in California, we were
faced with the kind of "welfare mess" we are still faced with in
Washington. For four years, we tried to halt the runaway increase in
caseload and cost but nothing seemed to work. We were frustrated
by federal regulations, court orders obtained by "welfare rights groups"”
usfng government paid lawyers from O0.E.O. and a liberally oriented
Democratic majority in the legislature.

Finally, we appointed a task force -- some members of our
administration and a number of public spirited citizens who were willing
to give of their time and talent. They studied the Congressional acts,
the regulations (which thef found in many instances were contrary to
Congfessional intent) and our own state regulations. Prior to that we had
been dependent on the welfare professionals for information and all’
they had told us were the things we couldn't do. What we could do,
according to them, was accept things as they were. |

At the end of seven months, our task force handed us the most
comprehensive pro?osal for welfare reform ever attempted in this
country. Some of the provisions were administrative and could be
implemented immediately. "~ But much of the reform depended on legislation
and some on waivers from H.E.W. in Washington. By this time our caseload
was increasing by 40,000 people a month.

The legislature, of éourse, was totally against any of the
measures we proposed although (and this has a familiar ring) they
too said there should be welfare reform. It was Jjust our welfare
reform that wouldn't work. Their chorus of doom proclaimed that we would
simply shift the burden of welfare to county general relief, which
‘would increase property taxes at the local level. The needy would be
turned out in the street and we'd wind up with a state deficit of
$750 million. Sound familiar?

more——more—-more
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Unable to even get the legislature to listen to our proposal, we
took our case to the people. We toid them of recipients who were
earning more than the median income, yet were legally drawing welfare,
medicaid and food stamps. One county had 194 fuil—time county
employees drawing welfare, some of them welfare case workers acting as
case workers for each other. Hundreds of checks were being sent to families
who had gone abroad to live -~ one family was receiving its check in Russia.
Intrigued by our story, the news media sent reporters out to see if they
could get on welfare.. They found they could, sométimes more than once
under different names.

The people heard the facts and were outraged. They made their
feelings known to the legislature and, after having been delayed almost.
half a year, we got our reforms.

The 40,000 a month increase in caseload became an 8000 a month decrease.
No one died in the streets. County general relief went down in caseload,
not up. Forty-three of our 58 counties were able to reduce their.
property tax rates two years in a row and the second year, two other
~counties joined them. Oh yes!, that'$750 million deficit turned out to
be an $850 million surplus which we returned to the people in the form
of a one-time tax rebate. One Senator who had opposed us said he
considered giving that money back to the people an unnnecessary
expenditure of public funds.

Now, I feel like I'm seeing and hearing a re-run on the late, late
show. Washington 1is filied with talk about the welfare mess and
everyone says something should be done about it. The only proposal
the bureaucracy could come up with was the "Family Assistance Plan“
'which died aborning (thank Heaven) because it would have added 12
million to the welfare rolls at a cost of tens of billions of dollafs
a yeaf.

more——more—-—-more
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A liberal Sehator, now a presjdential candidate, recently charged
that welfare by any standard of measurement is a dismal and utter
failure. He describes it as "a ship at sea without rudder or compass"
(and I'll swear I had that line in one of my speeches). "It has no
basic goal except to perpetuate itself, creating new generations of
welfare recipients and new generations of welfare bureaucrats." He
termed it the "root cause of inflation" and so it is. He, too, demanded
reform but offered no plan.
| The truth is no one in Washington knows how many people in this
country are on welfare. They only know how many checks they're sending
out. In Chicago, a woman ﬁsed 80 names, 30 addresses, and 15 telephone
numbers in collecting food stamps, social security, welfare and veterans'
benefits from four deceased but non-existent husbands. Her tax-free
cash income alone was $150,000 a year.

In California, we reduced the rolls by almost 400,000 in three
' years, saved the taxpayers $2 billion and raised the grants to the
deserving needy ah average of 43% by making able-bodied welfare
recipients work at useful community projects in return for their grant,
-we funneled 57,000 of them through those projects into private
enterprise jobs in just the last six months of 1973 and the first six
months of 1974, while the recession was deepening and unemployment
was increasing.

In St. Johns Township, Indiana, they began an experiment with their
Temporary Relief Program; something similar to our county general
relief. They made recipients work for their grants. Cost of the
program had been averaging $5000 a month. In September, the first
‘month of the experiment, the cost dropped to $1200; in October, it was
$900; November, $800 and in December, $300.

One last footnote on welfare. A judge. in Cambridge,Massachusetts

more——nore--more
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found a woman guiity of welfare fraud. He ordered her to repay $1,511.64
to the welfare department at $15 a mbnth but he ordered the department
to increase her grant $15 a month so she could pay off the debt.

For the sake of the people we are trying to.help and for the
taxpayers, welfare should be administered at the state and local level
without the benevolent hand of Washington laying a finger on it.

Food stamps are as out of control as welfare. A few years ago, a
journalist in an Eastern paper wrote of a welfare recipient who
worked part time on a farm. One day, he stole a ham from the farmer's
smoke house and sold it to a grocer for $27.00.

With $20 of the $27 hé bought $80 worth of food stamps. He used the
stamés to buy back the ham for $29. Then he returned the ham to the
smoke house. The journalist conclﬁded his item saying, "the farmer got
~his ham back, thé grocer made a profit and the man on welfare had §7
cash and $51 in groceries -- with no one the loser". That's the kind
 of arithmetic that got New York in trouble.

Food stamps are of course welfare but they are administered by the
~department of agriculture. Secretary of Agriculture Buté, has tried

to have this program transfereed to the welfare agencies. The truth is}
if some one had set out to design a welfare program that wouldn't work,
he couldn't do better than food stamps. You probably figure that way
when you stand in the cheékout line with hamburger while the guy ahead
is buying T-bone steaks with food stamps. The federal government makes
the rules and then orderé the states to go out and find people who can
be considered eligible to receive stamps. And they've found them. In
1965, there were fewer than a half-million Americans drawing food
stamps at a cost of only $36 million; last year, there were 19 million
and the cost was $5 billion and more than 57 million are declared
eligible at least one month out of the year. Advertisements right now

more——more-—-more
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tell you to check because even at fncomes of $16,000 a year, you too may
be eligible. |

What do you do when you are a Governor and a call comes in from
an irate father in another state who declares he's making $100,000 a
year, sending his son to college in your state and demands to know why
you are putting his son on welfare! Well, it turned out that his student
son was getting food stamps and we had to tell the man that under the
rules, if his son asked for food stamps, we had to give them to him.

We had a young woman in California receiving stamps as a student -- she
was studving to be a witchr

In many counties of one major state where universities and colleges
are located, 20% of the food stamp recipients are students. College
papers print detailed instructioné on how to obtain stamps. Santa Clara
. County, where Stanford University is located has 15,000 students getting
food stamps. Tuition at Stanford is $4,267.

There is.no minimum age limit —-- a teen-age high school boy left
home, moved in with friends and paid his way with free food stampé.

No limit is placed on the value of a home, auto or personal
property. In-fact, ownership of an expensive home can actually help gqualify
you. A Louisiana recipient's home was robbed of $3700 in jewelry, $240 in
cash, and $500 worth of fqod stamps. The executive city editor of a
metropolitan paper reported that he was told by the local welfare
department he could purchase food stamps even though he informed them
he owned a $40,000 home,'a 3 acre lot, 2 late model cars and his salary
was $400 a week.

Taxpayers finance strikes by Way of food stamps. The Wharton School
of Finance and Commerce estimates that major strikes in 1969-71 cost

the public $240 million in stamps for strikers.
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The National Education Associ&tion has notified its 1.7 million teacher
members that they are undoubtedly eiigible and to apply.

Graft is rampant in the administration of the program and food stamps
are easily counterfeited. Two men in Californié were arrested who had
1.3 million dollars worth of counterfeit stamps. A man in Texas is
alleged to have accepted $300 in food stamps for performing car repairs
and painting, 300 for a used car and 250 for a mini-bike.

Does anyone doubt that transfering this program to state and local
governments would be an improvement? In California, we completed a
task force study of this program too late in our administration to
do apything about it but a number of our recommendations have been
included in a reform bill authored by Senator James Buckley. The bill .
would reduce costs by $2 billion.while it increased help to the truly needy
by 29%.

Washington's record in activities, not its proper province, is
diécouragingly consistent. Years ago, they set out to build low-cost
housing for the poor. So far, they've destroyed 3-1/2 dwellings'for
~every one they've built. Their net loss by 1968 was 314,000 housing
units. But of those they have built, almost 1/2 aren't low-cost. They
can only be afforded by upper middle class renters.

F.H.A. has lost $1.4 billion on resale of houses taken in mortgage
foreclosures and there have been major scandals in 20 large cities in the
last four years. The rate of foreclosure is seven times what it is in
the private sector, |

When he was Secretary of H.U.D., George Romney proved to a Congréssion:
committee that under the rules they had laid down, the government éould not
provide housing for less than 20% above the price charged by private

builders. At the time, housing for the poor in Washington was being

more——more—-more



8-8-8-8-8

built at a cost of $56,000 per unif.

Right now, H.U.D. is out advertising that under present
regulations, 1/3 of the families in America are probably eligible for
a rent subsidy and everyone should run down to their nearest friendly
bureaucrat to check on this. It seems if your income is 80% or less
of the median income in your neighborhood, you are eligible. In some
areas, that means people with incomes of around $15,000 can have part
of their rent paid by their neighbors.

In recent years, we've all been concerned because little Willy
doesn't seem able to read. In California, our state universities have
added a freshman course dubbed "bone head" English for students who
have entered the University (and they had to be in the top 12% of their.
class to enter) but who haven't learned enough grammar in high schoél to
. take Freshman English.

Over the last 10 year period, the scores on entrance exams for
college have been nose diving and last year were the lowest we've -ever
known. By some quirk or coincidence, the decline in education quélity
.has been in direct proportion to the increase in Federal financial aid.
The General Accounting Office in reviewing the results of Title I of the
Federal Aid to Education Act of 1965 (the reading program) finds that
between the educationally deprived children who were supposed to be helped

by the program and the average citizen, the gap has widened in 14 states.

Former Congresswoman Edith Green of Oregon when she was chairman
of a Congressional subcommittee on education said, "I have come to
realize with much pain that many billions of Federal tax do;lare have
not brought the significant improvément we anticipated. There areA
even signs we may be losing ground. Programs never seem to phase out,

even after the problem has been solved or after the program has shown

more——-more——more
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very disappointiﬁg results”. .

She went on to describe the committees experience in visiting the
department dispensing the educational grants. She said, "A federal
agency consists of an upper echelon of policicai appointees and a vast
underlay of permanent civil service bureaucrats. The lower level
bureaucracy runs the show. This means regulations and guidelines are
issued, laws are interpreted, contracts are let and grants are made
by 3rd and 4th rank officials who are immune to constituency
complaints." By that last sentence, she meant that the bureaucracy
doesn't have to be beholden to the people. They can't be voted out
of their jobs. |

’She described what they found as complete chaos. No one knew to
whom the grants were given, for what purpose or what were the
results. And then added, "We can't tolerate more centralization and
federal control".

Some years ago when federal aid to education was first proposed, a
group of distinguished college and university presidents went to Washington.

They expressed a fear that federal funds would be followed by federal
rules thus endangering academic freedom. As an alternative they
suggested a plan whereby the taxpaying citizen would be allowed to
substract a prescribed portion of his income tax and send it to the
educational institute of ﬁis choice. The government would set the
amount of tax which could thus be contributed. This would, in fact,
be federal aid but it would be given directly by the people, not in the
form of federal grants. Also, a competitive feature would be introduced;
educational institutes would have to do well to attract contributors and
there is nothing wrong with that.

One of thé University Presidents who attended those meetings told me

how for days they argued with Francis Keppel, Director of Education. He

more--more~-more
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insisted there was no threat to ac&demic freedom, that Washington had
no intention of interfering with edﬁcational policy -- there would be
no strings attached to the grants of money. The Presidents kept asking,
then, why wouldn't their proposal work? Finally, he blurted out, "because
under such a system, the government wouldn't be able to achieve its
social objectives".
And social objectives there are. The Carnegie Foundation surveying
132 schoolsidescribes conditions as "confused and chaotic -- full of
contradictory guidelines, enforced by agencies that are often feuding with
each other". The foundation says the very survival of some of the
schools 1s threatened because of the excessive cost of required paperiwork.
Dartmouth, an independent college of prestige and rich tradition
was hiring a new dean. They knewkwho they wanted to hire but could't
until they had advertised first in a number of national publications.
Last summer, the University of Washington was reguired by H.E.W. to
- present statistical information on its 15,000 faculty and staff in a new
format that cost $50,000. One middle size independent college had
~government paper work costs go from $2000 to $166,000. The American
Council on Education has found the cost of complying with Federal programs
increased in 10 years to as much as 20 times what it was. Some
schools which have never taken a penny of federal funds are now being
told they come under HEW regulations because a few of their students are
on federal scholarships or loans. Brigham Young University in Salt Lake
City has been told it caﬁ no longer enforce its own student dress and
appearance code. HEW in Washington had decided that there shouldn't be
such codes.
Public grammar schools are being forced to £ill out forms if
pupils are punished, stating the reason for and kinds of punishmentA

administered.
more—--more-—--—more
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Washington's handling of job %raining is a twin to the confusion and
chaos Congresswoman Green found in federal aid to education. Right there in
the Capitol City, $71,000 was spent on a job training program which
resulted in only one person finding employment.v

From the beginning, Washington adopted a policy of paying people,
(even those on welfare) to take job training. The result was predictable.
Many took jobvtraining only for the pay they received for doing so, moving
from one program to another upon completion of each course. One
such program in a low income area in Los Angeles a few years ago paid
the enrolees to learn dishwashing. The training slots were filled but
those taking the training éood naturedly joked that dishwashing was the
one job they could always get without training.

In 1%68, C.0.R.E., the Commission on Racial Eguality said, "Hand-
outs are demeaning. They do violence to a man, strip him of his
dignity and breed in him a hatred of the total system. Poor men want
the same as the rest of us. Poor men want to be independent. Poor men
want jobs, ownership, control over their own destiny. Welfare is no
answer but there is an answer. We seek to harness the creative energy
of private enterprise to achieve a solution to America's crisis. We look
to American independence of spirit to recognize opportunity and to take
advantage of it. We look to the vitality of American initiative to transform
the underdeveloped parts df this nation. It has happened in the past --
it can happen again.”

No one can quarrel with that statement but in the years since it
was spoken what have we had under the majority leadership in both
houses of the Congress? Certainly not a revival of our independent spirit
" nor development of the creative spirit of free enterprise.

We have had instead a massive build up in the staff and budget of

more—-more-—-more
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Congress itself. It has increasecd* in everything but its output of leg-
islation. There has even been a 60% increase in the numher of words
spoken on the floor of the house. If we could harness that fuel source,
we wouldn't have to turn the thermostats down. VThe staff of Congress
had increased by 256% and the budget by.681% in just a couple of decades.

One of the items in their budget is $40,000 to fold copies of Senators

speeches.
I mentioned energy -- we've heard promises that our goal was to
become independent of outside imports -- Washington somehow refuses to

learn that the best thing it can do is to do nothing. In 1958, there

were 58,000 new o0il wells being drilled, then Congress got into the act
with price controls and regulations. By 1973, we were only drilling
27,000. Frightened by the embargo and the consequent shortage of oil,
they freed new oil discoveries from price controls. In just two years,

we were up to almost 39,000 new wells. But they couldn't leave well
enough alone. Now we have a new energy bill and already the drilling rigs
are closing down by the hundreds. 1In a few years, we'll be depeﬁdent on
imports for 50% of our oil. What if we have an embargo then?

Congress has met the problem of recession by treating the symptoms,
passing emergency job creation programs. The jobs are all in the field
of government and they must be new jobs. So when New York City with its
troubles laid off 260 policemen and 150 firemen, they hired (with federal
funds) 400 new employees in the department of mental hygiene.

The director of the'Hill—Burton project -- the program in which
the government subsidizes hospital construction turned back almost
$300 million he didn't need because there is now an excess of hospital
‘beds in the country. The House Appropriations Subcommittee refused to

let him save the money -- it had to be spent. When Casper Weinbercer was

more—-—-more—-more
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‘Secretary of HEW, he wanted to turm back $17 million in student aid funds
for which there were no applicants. bongress ordered him to find and
persuade students to take the money.

But Washington does try to protect us. The Federal Trade Commission
rules it is misleading to the consumer to call a fake fur -- a fake fur.
A company is not allowed to say its product is better than another --
but it can say it's the best.

Think of all the tragedy we've been spared by the Consumer Product
Safety Commission; timely warning to mothers that sharpened pencils and
shiny scissors can bring howls of pain from children if they aren't used
with care.

.A Rutgers Professor has written, "that the billions of dollars that
are being spent on the urban poor.by all levels of government go mainly
_to support a growing welfare bureaucracy of teachers aides, youth
workers, clerks, supervisors, key punchérs and peoples' lawyers. The
'bureaucracy is sustained by the plight of the poor, the threat of the
poor, the misery of the poor, but it yields little in the way of

loaves and fishes to the poor. When the old programs fail they are

re~baptized and re-funded."
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INSERT == Stump Speech

I have proposed that half a dozen functions now being performed
by the Federal Government should be transferred back to state and local
governments for administration and control. I suggested they were not
properly the province of the national government and could be more
efficiently and economically handled at levels of government closer to
the people.

In making this proposal I made it very clear that such a transfer
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For 1nformation:
—*yrrofzlger, Press Secretary
(travzling with the Governor) »

Excerpts of Remarks by the Hon. Ronald Reagan,
Brevard County Republican Dinner,
Melbourne Auditorium
Melbourne, Florida
January 30, 1976

"There cannot be a peaceful world or a guarantee of our continued
existence as a free people unless we start now to build whatever is
nécessary to ensure that we will never be second to anyone in the ability
to defend ourselves.

"This means, for example, we cannot afford the vague definitions used
in the SALT I agreement, for vague definitions only lead to liberal inter-
pretations by the other side. In SALT I we also agreed to reduce an
important defensive weapons system -- the ABM -- in which we held a wide
fechnological lead. 1t is vital to our nation that there be no repeat of
this. With our cruise missile, we also hold a sizeable technological lead.
Today, it 1is our best chance for maintalining an adequate military defense.
It must not be compromised for some cosmetic concession by the Soviets,
and it most certainly is worth a great deal more to us than the Soviet
Union's Backiire bomber.

"In our own hemisphere it is time we récognized our own interests.
Fidel Castro, the Marxist dictator of Cuba, has made it plain for years that
he's hostile to us, even contemptuous of us. Yet, our State Department has
been warming up to him for some time, as a prelude to restoring trade and®
diplomatic recognition. Nﬁw, you micht think that a precondition for such
an event would be for Castro to show us he has curbed his hostility. That
doesn't seem to be too much to ask. " Instead, we have Castro sending
£housands of troops to fight in Angola while he's promoting a revolution
in Fuerto Rico!

more-—-more—~-more
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¥or information: RELEASE UPOI DELIVERY
Lyr Nofziger, Press Secretary ,
(Traveling with Governor Reagan) ‘ February 10, 1976

N Excerpts of Remarks
by the Hon. Ronald Reagan,
at the Phillips Exeter Academy,
Exeter, New Hampshire
February 10, 1976

"It is an honor to be here today and I want to thank all the studéntsi
of Phillips-Exeter Academy for inviting me.

"In the last few decades a fourth branch of government has developed
to rival the Executivé, Legislative and Judicial. It's the bureaucracy -
a permanent structure which cannot be removed by our votes. It 1nvades

"nearly every facet of our lives. It covers the nation with a multitude
of reéulations and robs us of our liberty. And, 1f we don't 1interrupt.
its present course, one day we're golng to find oursel&es living in a
society where everything that isn't compulsory will be prohlbited.

"There are some 3500 federal departments, agenclies and bureaus that
require Americans in various 1lines of work in this country to fi1ll out
moré than 10,000 separate forms.

"There are 8,000 separate federal record-keeping systems keeping
tabs on us. Yet, despite all of this, Social Security could st111l send
a letter to a fellow 1n New Jersey, telling him he was dead, and thus
terminating his payments. When he showed up very much allive, they still,
couldn't figure out a way to reinstate his payments. But-they did tide
him over for awhile: they gave him $700 for his funeral!

"Now, to pay for all this, governments -- federal, state and local
-— are taking 44 cents out of every dollar earned in the United Stéates
in the form of taxes and deficlits.

"Taxes today take more of the people's earnings than food, shelter

and clothing for the family altogether. Still the pgovernment in

3
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Washington goes one-and-one-half billion dollars a week decper Into debt.
This causes an unending inflation which 1s just anothér form of tax --=
a cruel tax -- fallinpg on those least able to pay.

"And, despite all thils taxation, we have programs peinim run by the
Wasg}ngton establishment which are neither responsive to peOplé‘s needs,
nor efficient.

"I have proposed that several functlons now beins performed by
Washington should be transferred back to the states and communities where
they can be made more responsive and efficlent because they'll be closer
to the people. Such a transfer process should be systematlc and phased
in over a period-of time, and should include transfer of the federal
' tax resources to finance the programs. The categories I have named as
the most likely '"candidates'" for transfer are: education, housing, f{ood
stamps, welfare, Medicaid (not Medicare), community and rep;ional develop-
ment and revenue sharing.

"These programs are baslically local 1n nature. irinming them home
where they can take on a more human scale would give us more responsive
government -- something that anyone who has ever tried to complain or
appeal to the bureaucracy in Washington knows we badly neced.

"Take one category: educdtion. Over the last 10-year period, the
scores in collepge entrance exams have been going down. Last year they

were at their lowest. 0ddly, or perhaps not, federal fundlinpy and control

have been increasihg in almost direct proportion to this decline.
"Former Congresswoman Edith Green, whose liberal-credentjals are
unquestioned, chaired a Congressional committee on education. &he said,
'I have come to-realize, with much pain, that many billions of dcllars
of federal tax;have not brought signiflicant dmprovementi as anticipated,

~Programs never seem to phase out, even after the problem nas veen solved.'
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becomes the ncarest thins Lo edornal 1ife Lhat yor ana 1 o will cver sce

on this earth.

e

‘ne Conrresswoman vent on to describe her commituso'~ oxrerience

AR

tne department that dispensed the cduentionszl rruants,.  Hhe
said=-no one over there knew to whom the grants wore ~fves; Jor o oahatl

purpcse; or what the results were. Then, she added, 'we cannc’ telerate

~

more centralization and Tfederal control.!

o

"Tne Carnegle Foundation, surveying 132 schools, has Tound the
situation ‘confused and chaotlc, full of contradictory jul.ielines,
enforced by arenciles that are often (eudling with each other.’  Thney
said ihat- the Qery survival of some schools 1s threcatened Ly tio oxcessive
paperwork.

"One indepehdent college of medium size saw 1its DArOTWOry wast )
from $2,000 to $166,000 in one year.

o

"Today, even instltutions that have never taikcn a penny o7 o
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~funds are being told that 1f onc student on campus 15 there under thoe
G.I. 3111 or a federazl scholarship or loan, the entire instituvion
becomes subject to federal regulations.

"Isn't it time we sald to Washington; mlve 1t bnek!  itve us control
of thnese programs and glve us back the resources to poay Jur Luem.  and,
I mean the tax resources -- not a return fto us of ~ur cwn wmoney in the
form of grants accompanied by rules and recctrictio’ s on hiow
spernit.

"Instead of federal plantlsm, snouldn't we e talwln - ooy coaucation
on tio human scale? Talking about individual studenvs, fmrviian? Lencners.

individual schools and collepes -- not abstract staniosvlces?
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"I've valked so far about propgrams that I am convinced cun be better
handled away from Washingtonl We must be concerned, of course, about
others that must remain in federal hands. Our foreirn policy and national
security are prime examples.

"We are told that Detente 1s our best hope for a lasting peace.

Hobg it may offer, but only so long as we have no 1llusions about 1t.

When Qe sit down at the bargaining table, we must always remember that the
Soviet Union's representatives across the table will give up as little as
they nave to, and take as much as they can get. They have a history of
belng tough negotlators, and we should be, too. Detente, if 1t 1s a
one-way street, will fail. As a two-way street it may succeed.

"When the stakes are war and peace, we can bargin successfully only
if we are strong militarily and only if wé are willing to defend ourselves
if necessary. We must also have a sense of unity and a national purpose
in our foreign policy.

”In’a free soclety, these things can be accomplished 1f the government
will confide in the people. They mu;t know why a particular policy 1s in
our best lnterests as a natlon. They must know what dangers are involved
1f the policy 1isn't adopted. Given the focts, thev willl make the right
decislons and their elected representatives will know of it s<..a erough.

/. "During World War II and for some years afterward, disagrecements

\we Amerlcans had among ourselves stopped at the water's edrme. One thing
we agreed on was that there would be 'no more secretvcovenants, secretly
arrived at'. No repeats of Yalta and Potsdam, the international

conferences where the fate of Eastern Europe was sealed, and the freedom

of millions was glven away by men who had no right to do so.

nmore-—--more--more
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or winny yeuars we remainced the stron,est natlion on carth.  Through

the 1950's and on into the early (0's our natlional security was coupled
wlth a sense of national unity and purpose.

"But that changed. The Soviet- Unlon has now forred ahead in
producing nuclear and conventional weapons. Meanwhlile, our navy has
shrunk dramatically and, for the [{irst time since two ycars before Pegrl
Harbor, we have well under 500 combat-ready ships. The disparity 1s even
greater than the number suggests, when you stop to think that the mission
of our navy 1s to defend entire oceans, while the mission of thelrs 1is
only to interdict shipplng lanes.

"In Western Europe we are commltted to helping our allies on the
ground, yet eveﬁ enhanced by our allies' resources, we are outnumbered
in tankxs by the Soviet Union three-to-one.

"Let us look at the state of forelign affairs in recent years. One
wonders i1f we even have a forelgn policy, for it 1s impossible to
detect a coherent global view.

"In the attempt to bring peace to Vietnam we signed the Paris
Agreement. The Sovlet Unlon was a co-guarantor. The {inal chapters In
the history of that confllict ralse doubts as to the rellability of thelr
word 1n such agreements.

"In the Medlterranean, we were compliant when the Greelr junta

prepared for upsetting the status quo in Cyprus. Subsequently, we winked
at undue use of Turkilsh military force. The United States 1s now
distrusted by both sides and the southern flank of NHATO {s wenrenced as

a conseguence. ~

"In the Middle East, the United States first spurred on the ¥urds
to rise against the government of Iraqg, to discourage 1t from foreign

adventures., The Kurds are a proud people, scome two million strong, a
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separate ethnic group living mqstly in Iraq. When the Iraql sovernment
moved strongly against the Kurds we abandoned them iﬁ thelr hour of need,
We cannot afford to deal with others on a stop-and-go basls, for 1t
raises questions among our allies throughout the wo?ld as to the value
of América's word. |

h "In Lebanon, Moslem and Christian have been tearing apart a nation
that had previously been one of the few sources of stability in the
Mideast.: A peacemaking effort by neutral natiocns might have spared
much of the bloodshed, but 1t did not occur. Now, the Palestine Libera-
tion Army, acting as é proxy for Syria, seems to be the principle gainef
in the conflict. The United States! policy toward the issue, 1f indeed
we had one, was never made clear, and no leadership from us was forth-
coming.

"In the matter of Angola, our government provided covert aid on a
small scale to two of the three factions there. Once the Cubans arrived
by thé thousands to fight, the civil war escalated dramatically. Even
after the Portuguese renounced their sovereignty 1in November, our
govérnment pretended that a small-scale operation would be enouch to
curb 10,000 Cuban troops.

"The importance of Angola to our national securlty was never fully
explained to the American péople. Instead, the matter was allowed to
generate 1into a war between the Administration and Congress. At
virtually the eleventh-and-a-half hour, Congress was asked (or more ald
to supply the Angola factions fighting the Soviet-vacked ,;roup. JUnder
the circumstances, 1t was unreallstic to expect Congress to arsree. Yet,

ever since thelr predictable turn-down, the Secretary of State has’

Eed

th h
g 4y

e




,'(:"—""/"""'7 }

"Openinyg tnhe Chinese door offered an excellent opporitunity for us
to blunt the expanslionism of t%e Soviet Union. But, we have since lost
the momentum we galned by acting as il we expected the Soviets to inherit
the earth.

"If you were a Russian officilal and you heard Lhe Americdn Secretary
of State deliver Stern warning§ to you for trying to dominate the
situation in Angola,_ but all the time you knew he was packing his bags"
to come to Moscow to negotliate a new arms limitation agreement, would
you really take hils words seriously?

"And, if you were a Chinese official watching these contradictory
moves, wouldn't you wonder just how much confidence you could have in
" America's words?

Mo thougand years ago, in the Athenlan market place, Dcmosthenes,
sald; 'What sane man would let another man's words, raéhcr than his |
deeds, tell him who 1is at peace and who 1is at war with him?'

"The truth is we should be far more aware of our bargalning strength
ﬁhan we seem to be. The Soviet Unlon seems most anxious to enter 1into
a SALT I1 agreement. They have reason to be worriled about a defense
weapons system 1in whilch we hold a huge technological lead. A bright
spot for us in what has become a growing ﬁeapons imbalance 1s something
called the crulse missile. Its significance should not be underestimated,.

for it could reverse our 25-year dependence on nuclear weapons for

securlty. : -
"Basically a flylng bomb, 1t can be fired from a submarine's Tiring
tube, from the deck of a ship or launched from an alirplane. It has a

very accurate guldance system which scans the terrain over which 1t [lies

at low elevatlion —-- low enough to avoild radar and enemy antiaircrarl
systems. It nas a range of up to 2,000 miles, yet 15 nelther large nor

Mmore—~—-mnore--nui’C
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"ALLS. intellismence analyst is auocted a5 savin o, 'Mor the Soviets,
this weapon peoses 2 frigphtenine problem,
enorimous eflort and sacrifice, to achieve somethin: line nucléﬁr stratergic
pafzty witnh the ﬁ.S. -- and here we come up witn a new weapon Lhat could
force 'them into 4 major new effort to keep up.'

"I have salld before that we can afford to be second to nic one 1n

milltary strengsth, not because we seell war, but because we wanl o insure
peace. with the stakes as hipgh as they are, to be second is to bLe last,

and that invites war.

"Phne balance of forces has been shiftins gradually toward the Doviet
Union since 197@. It has continued through the yecars of so-cndlend
Detente.

A stron. military defense capabllity must be kept up-to-date 2t

all times to discourape potential agaressors from sitartin, wars., velense
éxperts, of course, must regularly calculate the possible deotracivlon 1
a ﬁar were ever to start.

"Paul Nitze, former Secretary of the Navy and Doeput s Decrctary o
Defense and for several years on our Strétoxic Arms Limltation Dele-ation,

made a soberiny; assessnent of the situation in a recent arcvicle In

I'oreisn Affalrs.

"He said that by 1977 —-- next year —-- 'aflter a Soviet-initlated
counterforce strike against the United 3tates to whileh

responded with a counterforce strlke, the Joviet Union would nave

remaining forces sufficient to destroy Chinese and baropoan a0 naciear

)

H

capability, attacx U.5. population and conventlonal mititary tarmic,

ard still nove a remainine force throw-weli~hit in —xcess 0wt o0 the
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Unlted States. -And, aflter 1977, the Coviet advantss-, aA0LCl e dssume !

attack mounts rapidiy.’
"In 3ALT I, we compromised our clear technolo~ical lead vt o arnt i~

-

balllstic missile system, the ABM, for the sake of 2 deal. ~Iow, “he
crulse missile gives us a cnance to insure that we shall bo second Lo
none- in military security. We must not sacrifice this advanced Lechnology
for some cosimetlic concession by the Soviets 1in Anjiola or elsewhere.

"The best way to have an equitable SALT II agreement is to nersotlate
from a firmiy established position. We should not be so easoer {or an
agreement that we make unnecessary concessions, fror to grunt such
concesslons 1s to whet the Soviet's appetite for more.

"And, any agreement we do set out to make must not e secret under
-any circumstances. There 1s nothing so complex about these mattcers that
~ ;

would require secrecy and withholding the facts Trom the American public,

"Let us not be satisfiled with a foreirn policy whosce pr
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accomplishment seems to be our acqulsition of the risht to sell lepsi-
Cola 1in Siveria. It 1s time that we, the people of the Unlited Jtates,
-demanded a policy that puts our nation's 1nterests as the Tirst priority.
Humanitarian impulses and benevolence are commendablile and they have a place,
but our own strength and survival must come firstc.

"In a constitutional republic, which our nation i1g, the pecple must

(23]

take part in policy decisioné. Vhen 1t comes to SALYT [T, Lhe administration
should make public the tentative terms of any agrecment bLeforce 1 oen
to the Senate for debate as a treaty.

"Our foreign policy in recent years scems to te a2 matiopr of

placating potential adversaries. Does our jovernment lear uvhoat the

American people lack willpower? If it dees, tnat poay cxrloin Its reiuc-

v
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tance Lo assert our interests in Internactionnl relatiaons.

Y D e =TI L Ty



Vow 2lwe o can we exvnlaln the moveornrent's bes e vy the propacanda
campaigon of the military dictator of Panamwmn and s oty o omomorandun
with nls representative siyniflying our Lfntention Lo oLy up control and

owniership of the Panama Canal and the Canal Zone

"liow else can we explaln the gslow and subtle, Lut nevertheless

[aR B

steady warming up toward Cuba which our State Department has boen enrmaging
in till very recently? Since Castro's heavy involvement in ~An-ola beran
the State Depaftment appears to have coolcd the process of reneowincs trade
and diplomatic relations, but are we to belileve thls 15 more than tempo-

rary when recent hlstory -- Jjust last year -- saw 1t rolns forward

2

despite Castro's hichly public efforts to pnromote a revolution in Puerto

"I st ©all, our government signed the Helsfhh o deo ool e

conference at thch It was sifmned was cunidacle o Wil o0 T DL L
demonstrate brotherhood amonpg many nations. But, cur si.nin: seemend
primarily to be a concession to the Soviet Unlon, side Lo Lhie hope ol
earning goodwill in the forthcomling SALT nepotiationu.

"I{ was a proparanda 'plus' for the Soviet Unlon. In ellect, we

a

arrecu to lepitimize the boundaries of Eastern Unioun, ieclly acquileascling
vto the loss of freedom of millions of Eastern murcorenns.

"After Helsinki, the Sovlet Unlon quickly -~ade it clear that the
< _called 'wars of liberation' of which they are so [owl, would not Ue
affected by the document. In other wcrds, therc was & :lauble standnrd,

AR I LN A I Pos Conar 1
“veryone else was to respect the status quo in Fastorn Saror ey PeroUeviet

Union was f{ree to ;o on colonlal adventures whercver it rloauwi:
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Whern 1o comes to fulure aroements oo o e o oG ——

the people of this nation should te told just what 1o ot stake. Let us

not have any sudden surprises unvelled before us without hnavins the time

t

to welgh all of the consequences, <«C can nffor<_n0 Lake—it-nr-leave-1it
propositions.

- "George Washington imay have made the best summation of the need for
caution in foreirn agreements when he sald, 'There can bre no mreater
error than to expect or calculate upon real favors [from nation to nation.'!

"Most Americans came from somewhere else, or thelr parents or
prandparents 41d. Secret apreements that could affect the llives of many;
decisions made by a small elite group are among the thines many Americans
wanted to leave behind when they leflt the old countries. OSuch (ninims
nhave no place here.

"It 13 a basic premise of our democratic heritarce in Amcericn ——- and
one to be reinforced in our Bicentennial year -- thalt the lnalvibdual
citlzen can be trusted to maxke an intelligent decicion il he 1s armed
with the facts. A rational foreign policy can be builL orn a foundation
of principles spelled out clearly and presented to the poople, Tt 1is

incumbent upon the leaders of any constitutional republic vo do tustl

,_
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that. And, in America, 1t 1s the people who are tii® natv Treatest
stren;;th.

"Thanx you." .





