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Bob Garrick

CHICAGO GERMAN NEIGHBORHOOD 10/17 JMc 10/16 1430

Guten Tag”; meine Freunde! (GOOT'N TAHG , MYNA FROYNDA)
I'm really pleased to have the chance to come here to
Lincoln Squareg to meet the people of Chicago, and to sample
some of your fine German delicatessen food.
I really enjoy neighborhood visits = frankly, I enjoy
them more than campaign dinners in hotel ballrooms. For here on
Lincoln Avenue, and in Wooster Sguare in New Haven and in
the MexicanAmerican community of East Los Angeles, you can feel
the pulse and the heartbeat of America . We come from many
ancestries. Here I see Germans, Greeks, and Serbs, but there are
scores of-other nationalities right here in Chicago - all come
together in neighborhoods like this to make our America what it is.
That's why I feel so strongly about the need to preserve
strong neighborhoods. For millions of urban residents the neigh-
borhood is far more than just the location of their home or apartment.
The neighborhood scale is a human scale - a place where
a real spirit of community can develop. This is a place where
you can have and cherish your roots. It is a place where families
can live together with their rktired parents and bridge the
gap of generations.
It is on this scale that the people of our cities have their
' familiar institutions - the neighborhood
merchant and the Chamber of Commerce, the church or synagogue ,
the deli, the corner pub, the street festival, the Fourth of

July celebration.

NOTE: McCLAUGHRY WILL BRING FACT SHEETS ETC FRIDAY, JOINING
TOUR IN NEW YORK.
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Here, at the neighborhood level, you have an arena for
civic action, and for creative self-help. In city after city
across this country, I have seen people working together in their
neighborhoods. to make them better in a hundred ways.

I've seen block watch programs, where people report
suspicious activities to the police. I've seen housing rehab
and community gardens and some homemade energy " . technology.
I've seen day ‘care centers and tool libraries and community
development corporations and merchants associations. I've seen
the wonderful work so many of our churches are doing in meeting
both the social and the spiritual needs of their congregations.

This is the real strength of urban America ~ its people
working together in the neighborhoods where they live. BUt that
strength is in jeopardy today. Tor we have, year by year, transferred
responsibility and resources away from neighborhood people to
government - City Hall, Springfield and Washington.

And what happens? Well, first of all a lot of bureaucrats
have to be paid with the money taken from your pockets. Then they
design programs that are supposed to benefit your community. The
programs may be something none of you really want - but the only
way you can get your own money back is to accept what the govern-
ments hands out.

Take the Community Development Block Grant program.

Next year it will take almost $4 billion of your tax dollars.
Washington gives those dollars - minus a hefty handling charge -
back to City Hall. Then City Hall decides how to spend it. It

is usually spent in ways that please City Hall and comply with
Federal regulations. Whether it is spent in a way that produces
something of value here in Lincoln Square or in the many other

neighborhoods of our cities is a good guestion.
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Now I have long believed that problems should be solved
by the people most directly concerned - not by vast impersonal
bureaucracies many miles away. Who knows best about the problems
and needs of Lincoln Square? City Hall? HUD? I doubt it. I think
you know better right here. And I'd like to see community development
proceed under your control - after all, it's your money that's
paying for it, and you ought to get what you want, not what some-
body else thinks is good for you.

When I'm President, I'm going to try an experiment. I'm
going to ask my Secretary of Housing and Urban Development to do
something a little unusual with a little bit of that $3.8 billion
community development budget.

I'm going to work with some city government to distribute
some of those funds not to City Hall, and not to organizations
favored by City Hall, but directly to every citizen of a neighborhood,

1

Each citizen would get a voucher. It would say, for example,
"Fifteen dollars of your money plus this yvoucher will produce
$100 for the neighborhood improvement project of your choice,™
The citizen could choose from among deozens of neighborhood projects -
some run by the city goyernment, others run by churches or fraternal
societies, others by a wide variety of block clubs and other
improvement groups.

Now that is really returning power to the people - it's
giving them , not the bureaucrats, the money and letting them,
not the bureaucrats and the politicians, decide how that money
should be spent. For after all, whose money is it? It's your

money,and I'm convinced you can do more for your own neighborhood

with it than Washington can!
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There will be some - perhaps here in Chicago - who will
say that giving power back to the people is a wrong idea. They
may say that neighborhood people lack the big picture, that they
will squander the money on projects of little value. They may
say that only through City government or through $State= government
or through the federal govern ment can your tax dollars be wisely
spent.

Well, I think they're wrong. And when you look at the
ridiculous things that the bureaucrats have spent your tax dollars
on - and when you look at all the times that neighborhoods have
been overrun by federally funded urban renewal or freeways or
other prjects that destroy homes and businesses and places of
worship and the rich and varied culture of our communities -
you will realize, I think, that the people themselves could
hardly have done any worse. And I'm convinced that you would do
a lot better. Because vyou'll use the money the way you want it
spent - for your benefit, for your family's benefit, for your
neighbors' benefit . And then you'll make sure that it is used
that way.because yvou live here in the neighborhood and you know
what works and what doesn't, and who you can trust to do the job,
and who you can't trust because they owe their allegiance not to
you but to the politicians downtown or the bureaucrats in
Washington.

That;s the kind of creative new approach I'm going to
launch when I become your President. I don't want to be President
so I can boss an army of bureaucrats who want to run your life.

T want to be President so I can reverse the progress of power to

Washington, and unleash the power of progress in Lincoln Square

and in every neighborhood and town across this great land of ours.
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Education is a major concern of Americans everywhere.

i/

It was a major concern of Californians when I served as Governor,
because California has the most extensive higher education system
of any state in the nation. We have a top flight university system,
a far flung state college system, and a community college system
that even then totalled 94 campuses the length and breadth of the
state.

I might add that higher education for me was almost an
impossible dream. During high school I worked summers for $15
a week as a lifeguard, and, believe it or not, put money in the
bank to pay for my college expenses. But it wasn't enough. My
college gave me a half-scholarship , and I got a job washing
dishes to make the rest of my expenses. Having a college education
was darned important to me . It was worth sacrificing for. And
when I graduated, I guess it was the greatest honor of my life.

When I became Governor, then, I had a long and active
interest in higher education, and I set about to do what I could
to improve our California higher education system so that every
kid coming along would have a decent chance to get a college
education.

The first thing I found out was that education was such
a desired commodity in California that people didn't pay much
attention to how much the taxpayers paid to support it. As a
result, the administration of the state's higher education

systems had gotten pretty sloppy. The schools didn't make a
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serious effort, in many cases, to get the most out of their
resources. The legislature didn't ask them to justify their
budget requests with the same degree of care and detail as many
other state spending programs.

In my first budget message, I served notice that we could
get a lot more out of the education dollar if we ran a tighter ship.
That wasn't just a way to save money. It was a way to make tax
dollars go further ~ to help more young people get the education
the hoped for.

Once we were able to get the new spirit of efficiency
and sound management established, my administration gave strong
support to all branches of the higher education system.

Aid to the universities rose 105% over my eight years,
while enrollment rose only 43%.

Aid to the colleges increased 163%, while enrollment
increased 78%.

The community college system, which was closest to home
for many young Californians and offered the most flexible study
programs, got an increase of 323%, while enrollment went up by
83%.

Of course there is some inflation in those cost figures
over eight years, but I think it can be said that the spending
to enrollment ratio increased for all branches of the system
during my eight years as Chief Executive. I'm proud of that.

I am not one for lavishing tax dollars on foolish and unproductiv-
programs; but I am satisfied that our investment in the minds of

our young people was a sound investment that has already paid
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back our taxpayers in increased incomes and increased production
of wealth in our businesses and farms.

One program I am particularly fond of, that worked out
well, was the undergraduate teaching enrichment program. In my
last year in office my staff and I had long talks with students
at our university campuses. Out of those discussions came a
proposal for a million dollar fund to enrich undergraduate
instruction. Not only was the money well spent, but the process
of involving students in making their university better was an
important precedent that deserves to be tried on a wider scale.

When I first took office I was criticized for advocating
higher tuition at the state colleges. What we had been doing was
practically giving an excellent education away at the taxpayers
expense — regardless of the circumstances of the students. I
thought that was a mistake. Public funds should be focused to
help the needy, the handicapped, the minority group members who
have not had their full chance to achieve.

So we did raise the tuition. But at the same time we
increased scholarships to needy students from just over 6,000
to more than 31,000. We increased the amount of funds spent on
those scholarships from 4.7 to 43 million dollars. Many a young
man or woman who thought they might never be able to complete
college was benefitted by those scholar ships , And today I will
wager that those young people are repaying society for that help
as productive, educated men and women in all walks of life.

I learned from this and from other experiences as
Governor of the nation's largest state, that it is fine to have

strong opinions. In some things, where one's basic beliefs and
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ideas of right and wrong are involved, one cannot with honor
compremise.,

But governing a large enterprise like the state of
California - or the United States - is not a series of difficult
philosophical or morél choices, by and large. It is a process of
reasoned give and take, of balancing one worthy proposal against
another, of prudent management, of reaching agreements among
lafge groups of interested people.

I learned how to do that in Sacramento. Most of my years
I had to deal with a legislature dominated by Democrats. We
naturally differed on a number of things. On some things we
had awful battles - for instance, they were not very keen about
my desire to rebate to the taxpayers the huge surpluses our state
income tax produced. They would rather have spent the money.I
thoght the people who produced the money might like to spend it
themselves.

But on most issues, we could talk together and work
together. And we did. And I think today that most fair minded
California Democratic legislators who seryed during my Governorship
would tell you — at least privately = that Ronald Reagan was
a reasonable, decent, honorable, and concerned public servant.
That's a reputation I'd like to take to the White House in
January. The nation needs strong leadershipm for we are at a
difficult point in our national history. But it needs leadership
that knows how to work with a legislative body, a leadership that
insists on prudence and practicality; a leadership that will set
out bold long range goals - but which will count steady progress
a victory. That's the kind of leadership I think I am equipped
to provide, and with your help; I think I"*11 have that chance

come January.



