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OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOk
Sacramento, California
Contact: Paul Beck
hhys-4571 9.27.67 RELEASE: 8:0& p.m. EDT
Friday, September 29, 1967
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EXCERPTS FROM SPEECH BY GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN
TO SOUTH CAROLINA REPUBLICAN STATE CENTRAL COMMITTEE ~

COLUMBIA, SOUTH CAROLINA ~ SEPTEMBER 29, 1967

You know it is a pleasure to be here in South'Carolina, where
there is a Republican senator and a chance to get another and a
governor. ft makes Californians fee1 right at'home, |

But beyond that I get a’warm feeling Jjust remembering that most
of you, like I am, are relatively new converts to Republicanism; We
all started out as Democrats but somehow‘the Democretic party went
away and left us.
| It left us when 1t switched to so many phllosophles and pollcles
that we could not accept, the philosophy that big government is the
best government, the philosophy that Lyndon, or whoever ﬁhe Democratic
president may be, knows best.

It left us when it decided a few men in Washington know better

" than we do what is good fer us and knew better than we do how to spend
our money.

I have been protesting the growth of government for a number

of years, expressing concern lest government grow o0 complex as to
become unmanageable and beyond control of the people.

Daniel Webster‘pointed out that government always justifies its
usurpation of power on the plea of good intentions and that intention-

- is to better serve the peoplels welfare. But, he warned, in every

generation, there ere those who want to rule)we11-~but they mean to
rule. They promise to bhe good masters~—butAthey mean to be masters.

Government does tend to'grow becéuse there is always so much that
can be done for the people. It is so easy%fer a dedicated public ser-
vant to see how much could be accomplished if only he had a little
more authority and, of course, a little more money to back that author-
ity. - |

Does this quote sound familiar?

"There are today a very 1arge}number of individual grant~in-aid
programs, each with its own set of special requirements, separate
authorizations and appropriations, cost-sharing ratica, allocation

~ MORE -~
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formulas, adninistrative arrangements, and financial procedures. This
proliferatior increases red tape and causes delay. I€ plages extra
,burdens on suate and local officials. It hinders thelr comprehensive
planning. It diffuses the channels through which federal assistance to
state and local government can flow." | | " |
Those are the words of Lyndon Baines Johnson to the United State
Congress on Yarch 17 as he told of the failure of the present grant-
in~aid systein.
And then he concluded by ﬁroposing three new grant-in-aid programs.r
State ard local government are buried now under a mass of 400 |
federal aid eppropriations, 170 séparate’federal aid programs, adminis-
tered by 21 federal departments and agencies, 150 Washington burcaus
and Mob‘regional éffices. | ;’
It is no wonder the Depaftmént of Housing and Urban Development
is spending $30,C00 on "4 Study of the Means by which Local Govern-
ﬁents Obtain Informatibn on Federal Aid". |
We have to spend money to find out how to give it away.
df course some governments have not waited for federal ald in the
~area of finding out how to get federal aid. California,‘for example,
has whole offices of people in Washington trying to get some of that
federal money. There are offices there representing the state finance
office, the legisiature, the univérsity, the state colleges and at
least three cities and one water district. |
And despite all this, you know, Californians still send more
money to Washington than they get back.
We began ipf1960 with a New Frontier and we progressed to a

Great Society aﬁd during the process the civilian bureaucracy of the

federal government has grouwn two-and-one~half times as fast as the

increase in populatiop. The payroll increased 7% times and total
government spending has increased 8% times.

Somewhere a voice says, "Buﬁ that is due to’the Vietnam waf."
And 1t is true that defense spending since 1960 is up 68 percent~--~but
non-defense spending is up 97 pefcent.

The deficits for thesé several years total $50 billioh and thé
credibility gap is,almost;as big.

fA year‘ago thé President aésured us hé would stay within the
budget'and‘even cut it back by some $3 billibn. After the election we

learned that spending would be $14 billion over the budget. Then came
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‘the :irst prediction of the coming year's budget deficit: $8% billion.

Now they admit to $11 billion bub, just in case, they've asked for
authority to accommodate a deficit of $29 billion.

I am part of government now (a funny thing happened to me on the

way to Death Valley) but I am just as fearful as I ever was aboub

— government's capacity for growth and;government's'appetite for power.

I have observed first-~hand government's resistance to change and
the savage anger of some when any effort is made tQ reduce the size
of its struéture. |

But I have learned also it can be reduced.

Fortunately, all of us in our administration in'California were
totally inexperienced; we had not 1earned‘a11 the fhingsvthat cannob
be done. For one thing, we set out to keep our‘éampaign promisés-~
and once the people got over their shock, they sort of took ﬁo thé
idea.k |

We put a freeze on out-of-state travel for state employees and

breduced it 78>percent. That means we reduced it by $1 million a year.

Some times it was fun doing it. I remember four men‘came in one
day and asked special permission to e to a seminar study group back‘
East--we sent one and told him to come back and tell the other people.

For the first time in California the automobi1es in our state |
motorpools exceeded the demand on the parﬁ of state' employees, and
this is reflected by a 10 percent reductibn in the gasoline the state
has to buy.

We put a freeze on hgring replacements for state employees who
retired or resigned. Without a single firing or layoff, we have
reduced the number‘of employees by 7,659. 'And that is $50 million
a year. | |

Shortly after the Watﬁs riots a private citizen 1in our state--
aniindustrialist-—gathered his fellow’induStfialists and sald we must
recognizé that it is our responsibility to do what we can and the

thing we can do is provide jobs.

And they set to work and in a 16 month period they put 17,800 of

the hard core unemployed in the curfew area 1n Los Angeles into pro-

- ductive Jjobs in private enterprise.

Immediately after the election I went to that citizen and I
asked him if he would do the same thing for the entire state and I am

happy to say that today he has put private industry to work in colla-~

MASNTY T
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boration witn otr state employment service, to train and put to work
the unemuloyed 11 our poverty pockets--Los Angeles, San Francisco,
Oakland and othef cities. More than 4,000 industries are actively en-
gaged in this woirk right now at no cost to the taxpayers.

Then w2 inv:.ted 200 hand-picked business and professional men in
the state of Cal:.fornia into one room and we told them that up to now
everythirg had beoean asked of them but blood--now we were asking for
that. We wanted their blood. And we wanted them.

To a man they volunteered; And as i stand here tonight, there
are more than 200) of the nost succesoful men in California who have
given up their hoies and taeir own occupations for the next L to 6
months to opera“;e in task force teams throughout California based on
their particulszr specialsy. They are just now flnlshlng the job of
going into evers agency and department of state governmen to flnd
out how it cars; be made more efficient and more economical and how it
Cén practice rodern busiiess tactics. | ‘

Qné of taose task forces is working on standardizing the floor
spacezalloftjd to emplorees in government doing similar work. it is
inconceivebie that a st ucture as big as the California Government
with 166.C00 employees Lad never before done this fundamental thing
that is done by any business concern when it 1aysyout its needed space--
who allocate and deci‘lc what is the standard~~what is'the reguired
floor space for the cesk employee; Well, they have done that.

Recently, they'nade the first recommendation to us and that
recommendation causcd us on the same day to cancel out the construction
that was to Staft in the next month or two of a $4 million, ten-story
public building‘in‘Sacramento, It won't be needed. It won't be built.

Not all bur savings are in the million dollar class.

My predecessor had his picture printed on the state maps. This
governor's picture will not be on those maps. As a matter of fact,
there will not be any maps. And that will save $192,000. | S

Experienced hote1~men/pompgézeof our task forces, checking our
prisons as to food buying,’menus‘and housekeeping practices.

Another citizens' task force is doing’an in-depth study of oﬁr
~tax gtructure; |
»;No governmehﬁ could possibiy hire or:afford the manpower now

‘working voluntarily in our state. And all we had to do was tell them

they were needed.
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I do not believe this is peculiar to California. I believe that
all over America, there are citizens who believe governm%nt is their
business, All they want is to be asked and to be told how they can
be of help. Every problem that besets us, from drop~outs to disease,
from job training to student loans, is being solved someplace in this
counfry right now by someone who did not wait for government.

Perhaps what we need is a system of inter~commuhication to learn:
and teach each other the solutions that have been found here and there

to head off problems before they become a government project.

Now this does not mean there is no part for government to play.

Government has a legitimate role, a most important role in taking the

lead in mobilizing the full'and voluntary resources of the people.
In California, we call this partnership between the people and

government the Creative Society;

Some who are inclined to resent any dilutions of government 's
influence continue to charge that people like ourselves are turning
back the clock.

Well, the Creative Society is not a retreat into the past. It

is taking the dream that gave birth to this nation, and updating it,

“and making it practical for the 20th century. It is a good dream.

It is a dream that is worthy of your generation.

Where are those others? Call their philosophy the New Deal, the
New QOrder, or the Great Society. It is they who would take us baékkto
the 19th century to the rule of the many by the few even if the few

are a so-called intellectual elite in the nation's capitol.

(Pleasé note: Since Governor Reagan speaks from notes, there
may be additions to, or changes in, the above. However, Governor -

Reagan will stand by the above gquotes.)






" their dreams o

Creics CF Tam GOVIRIIoP

Sacramento, Californi, DELZASE : ‘S& Jrday, September 30th
Contact: Paul Beck ' 6:30 P. M. (c.d.t.)
4454571 9.,27.67

TUCIRPTS FLOM APRECH BY GCVIRINCR RONALD REAGAN 1////
nenublican State Central Committee, INilwaukee
& O~ & 7
Tarly in thiis decade, half-way around the world, a disciple of
Ghandi's passive resistance~-Pandit Mehru--lived in a world of colla-
'boration~-playing off east against west and beldeving he had the
situation well in hand. 1In 1962 came a rude awakening when the Ded
Chinese voured across his border. Ilehru promptly went into seclusion.
Reuters of lLondon--which has known every contact in Asia for decades--
was two days in finding him. It asked for an evaluation of the sit-
vation., He gave Reuters just eight words: “ve have been out of touch
7ith reality."
Have we been out of touch with reality?
Is this the message of last Mov. Cth? Did a restless people--a

vibrant »neopnle--express their discontent with the tired old cliches

of the 30's? Did they tell us they were too self-reliant to sell

H

the future for the ¢ull security of the ant heap?

‘My fellow Tepnublicaas-~I urce you to read the message of last
Yov. 8th very carefully, Curs was no narigw partisan victory last
vyear. »Ind ours will be no narrow pattisaafvictory next vear.

A wind of change is blowing across our land. Democrats and inde~
pendents alike are jeining hands with us o protest at the polls what
has been going on in their governments.

Tast year:

They voted acalnst going deeper and deepér into debt whenyWe}are
sup@osed to Dbe more prosperous than man has ever been.

They voted against a war on poverty which noverity is losing.

rﬂ.

hey voted against the idea that we can, as a state or nation,
afford anything and everything simply becausze we think of it.
And because most people believe in reward for nrcductive labor,

~they voted against giving that reward to those who are able to but

unwilling to worl:.
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They voted again{ the idea that government(j*st‘grow ever»larger,
more costly, more powérful.

They voted againét continuing an easy atmosphere of pzace and
nrosperity vhile some voung Mmericans are dying in defefise of
freedom. 1

“e have reached a turning point in time.

It is our destinv--the destiny of our narty--to raise a banner -~
for the peonle of all parties to’follow‘but choose £he colorsVWell,
for the people are not in a mood to follow the sickly pastels bf
expediency~-the cynical shaéés of those who buy the people's votes
with the peownle's noney.

Thousands upon thousands of(Americans today are ¢groping for
answers to their doubts--seeking;a cause in which they can invest
their idealism and energy. 'And because there‘can be no vacuuw.: i
the area of human relations, some of them are finding the wrong cause.

Politics as usual would indicate that we should be taking posi-
tions not unattractive from any viewpoint. But statesmenshin demands
thaé we face reality with faith in the seople's wiédom.

Ffalf a million fichting men in Vietnam are dépendent on &a life-
line of ships threading throuch the Russian-built mines and torpedoes
in the harbor of Zaigon. fomchow these bring on noc talk of escalation.

Yet, Russian~built munitions to kill thosé fighting men enter the
unmined harbor at Haiphong to the north ahd are told that if we do
what the enemy does and mine that harbor the war will grow bigger and
more terfible.k

In the mé%ntime our leaders offer a trade deal to help increase
Nussia's industrial capacity; The »ress reporis that our government'
has in mind the putchase of giant generators from Pussia for our own
Grand Coulee Tam while we vorry about the‘unemployed.

It would be the height of folly for us to attack the vatriotism

~and the sincerity of those who believe that the enemy's hostility and

. . g LR a -~ ‘" — - . ~ . s v
announced intention to destrov our way of life will turn to friendship

1<, regardless of provocation, we add to his strength.

¢ ‘;. (// »
But, we can;challenge their naivety} and their lack of +ouch with

reality.
, -2 -



Within a one we¢ period we have seen a way/ 1 the Hid-East begin,
; . ,
and «nd, and it did not bring on "orld var III.

A smali nation, faced with the denial of its sovereignty——iﬁdeed,
of its very existence——reminded us that the price of freedéﬁ is high
bu£ never so costly as the loss of freedomn.

Once again, when the sound of battle came, men in high plaée in
_our government were caught by'surpriée. waving backed away from.
those decisions they should have made earlier, they are faced with
drastic and extreme alternatives.’

fhose who have followed our banner--the Republican banner--want to
know and should know oﬁr stand on those iésues andyﬁroblems that placgue
cur nation.

Because freedom is indivisible, we rmust make it clear we oppose
all those who deny freedom to anyone in our land because of race,
religibn or natidnal origin.

We must guarantee every citiéen his richt to share in an abundant
society nronortionate to his ability. But we will not tolerate those
who use either "civil rights" or the "right of dissent"” as an excuse
to take to the streets for riot and mob yiolenpe——under the euphymism.
of civil disobediencea |

Let our banner also say we will accept responsibility for elimi-
nating the poverty of the genuiﬁely poor,;butvthat we shall deny the
arrogant misuse of poverty funds for political nest-building.

Tell them we will o»npose he use of taxation and deficit—spendihg
as a means of control in *he market »nlace.

Here,yin the richest nation in the world wheré more crime is
committed than in any othezr nation, we ars told that the answer to this

-
-~

préblem is to reduce our poverty ell, this is a worthy goal in
itself, but it isn't the énsWer. | |

During the dark days of the denression, when poverty was rampant,
the crime rate was atian all time iow. |

Governmeht'é function is to protect the sociéty from the criminals,
and not the other way around.

The criminal is res»onsible for his misdeéds, not society. Iiis

punishment must be swift and certain. Trials are held to determine

-3~



guilt or innocence. { 1ey are not exercises in ﬂu, use of legal tech-

3

nl.calities.

In slert, our hanner must be a symbol ol our’belief that government

’

exists for the convenience of the peopnle--that our national purpose is

to »nrovide ‘the ultimate in individual freedom, consistent with law and
order.
2nd if this is the banner you would raise, then you have coma to

the moment ¢f truth.

A1l thaat we believe with regard to ipdividual freédom and the
limitatior. of the pouver of government rests with us.

Ve hiave witﬁin our power the ability to broaden the base of our

.party.

A year ago how honeless was the picture? Cne party ruled this
nation. Cne man ruling that party. The two party System dead. - And
out of our despair we came together in unity. 2 unity we have never
knbwn befo%e in ouf party and on ilovernber Cth--and I believe history
will record that date--we restored the two party system.

If you believe in the causes we have cdiscussed here toﬁight, then~--

~when you go forth from this place~--go determined that no merber of the
opposition party will ever be able to quote your words about a feilow
DPepublican to bring about that Nepublican's defeat.

nesolve now, that no remembered bitterness as a result of organ-~
,izational strifé, nor remembered grudge, will keep you from supporting
the cause that brings us together.

Do this: go out of here determined that there is nothing more
important than £ﬁé challencge confronting you, the challenge that in
reality confronts our entire nation--and I tell you’thenkin a very
short time you will heér the voice of this party and this peonle.

The tone will be unmistakeable.

It Willngy of victory.

Thank yOu.

RL av Ky v

(flote: Zince Governor leagan speaks from notes, there may be additions
! to, or changes in, the above. However, Governor Reagan will
stand by the above quotes.)

-4 -
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EXCERPTS FROM SPEECH BY GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN “—
CALIFORNIA FEDERATION OF REPUBLICAN WOMEN BANQUET

SAN FRANCISCO -~ OCTOBER 12, 1967

There were some who ieacted with shocked’horror when we pro-
ceeded to do the things we promiéed we would in the campaign, even
though fhey seémingly approved theﬁ é£ that time.

We learned the sa?age anger wiéh which some in government can
fight back and actually sabotage efforts to reduce the size and
vower of government. | |

And as they got their‘propaganda mill grindingf I'm sute you
must have been confused, and found you lacked answers, particularly
when our opponents challenged you for an énswer.

;b Let me tell you, sometimes I'm confused when I read what I'm
sunposedly doing. For the most vart the vress has been very fair
and objective, But a few publications let ideology get‘in the way
of ﬁheir objectivity. I can read what they say i'm doing and get
so mad’at myseif I go out and sign a recall petitidh,

There's only one way to avecid controversy'and that is to do
nothing.

There was and is, for example, tuition. Now I have no
guarrel with;ﬁhose who choose to disagree with me either on
philosophiqai%grounds or the practical virtues or lack of éame-

I do suggeét there has been considerable distortion of what we
advocated and a gréat deal bf silence about the details of the
prograﬁ offered. ’ |

And frankly, I'm fed up with hearing a debate on the relative

merits of free education versus the other kind. The debate
properly is: since eduction is very costly, who should pay and
what's a fair share for thosé getting the benefit.

-1 -
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And since no gne in the academic communit} has seen fit to
mention the plan we ?roposed and the reasons back of it I would
like to do so briefly here and now, | , : .

Our great university system offers a premium.education to
those who rate in the top 12% wercent scholastically of their high
school class. Since little effort is made to make this educatién,
available to those from lower income groups, those atténding the
university come from families of comparable meané’to those attend~
ing our private and indevendent schools su;h as Standoxrd and uUscC.

roblem No. 1 then is providing an educatioﬁ fo: children of
the lower income families. Problem No. 2 is the:high dropoutvrate
in our university. Problem No. 3 is the dissatiéfacﬁion of s£udents
with so many professors engaged in research rather than teaching.
Préblem No. 4 is that in our ravid expansion to matchkour’growth
there are never enough state fqnds so that new courses have to be
delayed.

We suggested a tuition only one-sixth cf’that charged at
Southern California and actually less than one-tenth of the cost
of educafing a student. If acceoted it woula provide a combi-~
nation of grants and loans to needy stgdents. With the grant
getting lérger and the loan smaller eacé year to ;ﬁcourage the
student to’go on and get his diploma. The logns of course to be
paid back after graduation.

in addition, this tuition would also provide for 250 new
teaching!chairs‘with $25,000 salaries for p;cfessors whb would
teach. And it would leave several million dollars for capital
éuilding, projectsfeach!year to help keep pace with our growth.

| Now apparently allkfhese suggestion; prove I ém against youth,
education and intellectualism. |

Le£ me add somephing I'm for and all Republicans should be.

j

Legislation now hung up in congressional committees which would D//

grant full tax credits to parents paying tuition to educate their

sons and daughters.
9.
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I'm sure that many of you are disturbed by charges that this

administration is vracticing economy at the expense of the mentally
ill. Several days ago in L.A. I read a melodramatic acéount of
deteriorating care for the mental patients and even how cne might
have been saved from suicide if more care had been available.’

The writer very carefully refrained from making it clear»
the suicide occu#gé the year before I took office, Now very Simply

what we've done is to continue the policy that put California out

in front of the nation in mental health care. From 1560 to July,
1266 the numbér of patients in our mental hospitals declinad by
more than 16,000, The number of employees increased by more than
1,000. | ’

While maintaining the ratio of patient and employee of Juiy,
1966, in the hospital. We are seeking at the same time to upgrade
the orogram of local care for gatients which has already bproven
successful and which has reduced the patient population in the
hospital.

A few days ago the National Association of State Menfal Health
'groups revealeé our increased supportﬁfor these local programs is
the largest in history and where a yeafkago there'was $13.38'per diem

svending for each mental patient, this is row $15 per patient.

NOTE: Since Governor Reagan speaks from notes there may be additions
to, or changes in the above. However, Governor Reagan will stand by

the;above guotes.
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EXCERPTS FROM SPEECH BY GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN "
- Louisville, Kentucky
~October 14, 1967

T can just hear the opposition getting ready to level the charge
of carpetbaggor., and if I were here to glve you advice on who should
represent you in government, perhaps thoir charge would be Jjustified.
But you'!ve already made that declsion.

Actually,‘l'm here to commend you on}the wisdom of that’decision
and‘to suggest additional reasons why the people of this land and in
every state of this land, regardleés of party affiliation, should
compare the philosophy of théARépublican Party with that of the pres-

ent national leadership. And why, after such a critical appraisal,
they should elect to follow our party's lead.’ |

of 'course, you have visitors and they will tell you who you
should vote for, just as they!ve been trying to tell each one of us
how to run our lives for 1o these many years.

We had quite a tourist trade in California last year during
our election. The Vice President, practically all of the Cabinet,
some wellyknown ioﬂlaws,‘and a couple of Senators.

One of them, a‘young Senator from Massachusetts, came to warn
the people of Californla against voting for someone totally inexper-
ienced in public life. Now, if memory serves me correctly, that.young
Senator had never held office before he beceme a Senator. As a matter
of fact, he’d néVer held a Jjob.

From the;”Néw Frontier" of 1960 wé have pfogressed to a "Great
Society." And during the process the civilian bureaucracy of the
federal government hés grown two and a half times as fast as the in-
crease in population.

The payroll has increased seven and a half times, and toﬁai
government épending has gone up eight and & half times.

Population in this period increased by ten percent. But spending
for heaith and welfare was multiplied twenty~one times as much as that
incréase'in populafion—~210 peroent.

tThirty-two millinn Americans now receive regular checks from
the federal government, elther dilrectly or from states under aid pro~

grams financed largely with federal funds.
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With the nation's work force at something more fhan seventy
‘million people, 1t'!'s easy to see that less than twe of us are respon-~
sible for each one of those checks. Government welfare programs num-
ber 239 in 1964, 399 in 1966, and now total more than’450. And there
- 1s no end in sight. ”

A government program is the ﬂearest thing to eternal life we
will ever see on this earth. Government spending will more than
double in this decade and undoubtedly double again in the 1970's.

At the same time, there are unfunded commitments for retirement
benefits, pensions, subsidies and other items, tdtalling more than
a thousand billion dollars. ,

Each program is adopted on a thin edge of the web with the
unspoken knowledge that it's cost will go up.

Since 1960 we added fifty billion dollars to our deficit and
haVe drained aWay our gold to where we fear for the solvency of our
currency, Indeed, the coins we:jingle in our pocket no longer have
the ring of silver,

I remember when I was a small boy; a streetcar ran past our
house, and when we could get our hagds on a penny we rushed out and -
put it on ﬁhe streetcar treck, waitingﬁfor the next car to come by
and flatten it into a nice; round, shiny plece of copper, Now the
federal gs vernment is doing it and selling them for a quarter.

wast March 17th, the Congress Qf the United States heard these
words. "There are today a very large number of individual’grant—in-
ald programs, each with its own set of special requirements, separate
authorizations and appropriations, cost sharing ratios, allocation
formulas; administrative arrangements and financilal procedures.

"This proliferation increases red tape end causes delay. It
places extra burdens on.: state ahd local officials., It hinders
tﬁeir cemprehensive planﬁing. It diffuses the channels through which
‘federalfassistance to state and local governments can flow.,"
7Thus‘spoke Lyndon Baines Johnson as he told of the failure of

the present federal grant-in-aid ksystem, and then he concluded by

proposing three new gfant~in~aid pbrograms.

’State and local government are buried now under a mass of more
than four hundred federal aid appropriations. One hundred seventy
separate federal aid programs administered by twenty-one federal

departments and agencles, one hundred fifty Washington bureaus, and
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on ‘a study of the means by which local governments obtain information
on federal aid.” We have to spend money to find out how to give 1%
away. | v | ’

When the “Welfare State' was first conceived, in the dark days
of the depression, moét of us accepted it, not only becaﬁse we all
felt and still feeél our responsibility to lend a helping hand to those
suffering misforfune; but we believed we were adopting temporary remeé
dies and that we would return to our customary independent ways when
the emergency had passed.’

But now we see the {emporary rémedies have become a permanent
way of life. Welfare recipients, sometimes the third generation of
a single:family, live on public subsistance, But even as the plans
fail to achieve thelr objective, always the planners have new answers,
and always the new answers have an old familiar ring. They areAjust‘
more of the same thing that didn't work in the first place,.

We have been told the problems are too COmplex for simple answers,
until gradually we have accepted government by mystery. The idea that
only“a chosen ellfe in the nation's Capitolvcan make the decisions
and find the answers.

Government is a mystery and it is certainly doing nothing to
make it simpler. There seems to have evolved a special kind of govern-
ment languszge, 1ﬁcomprehensible to simple clitizens like ourselves.

For exarmple, what does a city councilman or a county commissioner;
or even & govérnor do when he receives a report from the Department
of Housing and>Urban Developmeﬁt, that reads, "Action oriented orches-
tration of innovaticn inputs, generated by escalation of meaningful
indigenous decision making dialogue, focusing on multi~linked problem
complexes, cahimaximize‘the vital thrust toward a nonalienated and
visble, urban infrastructure.’

I have been protesting the growth of government for a number

of years, expressing concern lest government grow so complex as to
become unmanageable and beyond the control of the people.

Daniel Webster said, Government always Justifies its usurpétion
of povier, on the plea of good intentions and that intentlon is to bet-
ter serve the peopie's welfare,” But of course, we all know there
i1s a well-known road that 1s péved with good intentions, but no one
wén%s to go where 1t leads. Then Daniel Webster warned that in e&ery
generation there are those who want to rule well, but they mean to

rule, They promlse to be good masters, but they mean to be masters.
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Government tends to grow because there is always so much that
can be done for the people. It is easy for the dedicated public serv-
~ant to see how much could be accomplished, if only we had a 1little
more authority and, of course;, a little more moneyAto back that author-

ity. ‘ ,

I know no Republican gathering could be held in this plaée
unless it contained a great many former Democrats énd perhapé many
who are gtill affiliated with thet party. I know you'are‘present
because you, too, are deeply disturbed over the course our country
has been following these recent years, I know, Eoo, the feeling of
gullt or betrayal that some of you feel particularly those who have
changed party registration. I know because I,'téo, feltvthatlwrench
and was surprised to dilscover how deeply ingrained is the sense of
‘party loyalty. |

I was a Democrat most of my life and only recently found I could
no longer follow the leadership of my party., If there has been betrayal,
'it has not been we who have betrayed our party. The gullt is not ours,

When the leadership of that party repudiated the constitutional
concepts ¢f individual freedom, 1oc§1 autonomy and stétes' rights; o~
when it exbraced the 19th century philésophy’of rule of the many by
the few; that one men in the White House was omnipotent, and that a »
littlie izfallectual elite in the nation's Capltol can engage in social
tinkering éven to the extent of telling ﬁorking meﬁ‘and women of this
nation how and with whom they must share the fruit of'their labor,
then I say the leadership of tnat party betrayed us.

Teoday the leadership of the honorsbtle party of Jefferson and
Jackson haé abandoned tihe dream of individual/freedom; has lost its
faith in the people's ability To determine tﬁeir own‘destiny,fbelieves
oveirnment ahd an all—poWerful state. We find it

only in centra.ized &

,is%the Republican Proby tﬁat is polarizedkarCund a belief in consti-
tuﬁionalflimits on the powerkof government, belief in the right of
the indi?idual to freedom of choice, a belief in a federal system of
sovereign states and Qot Jjust administfativetdistricts of a céntral
government. | | | ;
Look at the platform of;the Democratic Party of‘1942 with its
'prémise of a 25% cut in federal spending, an end to deficit spending,
and reduction of the national debt. A return to the peéple and to

local and state governments the constitutional rights, which even then
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Read the message of last November 8th very carefully. Ours was
not a narrow partisan victory, a political triumph by a party seeking

power and prestige. A wind of change is blowing across our land.

Millions of Americans——Democrats, Independents and Repub1icahs~*jQining
hands voting agalnst what has been going on, voting against going deeper
and deeper into debt as a nation, while inflation erodes their ﬁensiéns
’and savings and outstrips thelr ability to earn. They voted against
the idea that as a’nation we can afford anything and everything simply
because we think of it. | |

The working men and women of thié nation’voted against taxingk
- themselves to provide medical care and a standard of living for others
that was often more than they could afford for thelr own families. They
voted against the idea that government must always grow larger, more
costly and more powerful, and they voted against continuing an easy
atmosphere of peace and prosperlty while young Americans afe dying in
~defense of freedom,

We have reached a turning point in time. It is our destiny, the
destiny of our Party to raise a benner for the people’of all parties
to follow. |

Checose the coclors well, for the people are not in a mood to fol-
low the sickly pastels of expedilency, the cynical sghades of those who
would buy the pebples"votes with the peoples! money. |

Thousands« upon thousands of Americens, those forgotten men and
women who work and support the communities ahd pay for all the social
éxperimenting are groping for angwers to their doubts, seeking a cause
in which they can invest their ldealism and thelr energy. They are‘
too self reliant to sell their dreams of the future for the dull secum-
ity of the éﬁtique.

They believe in this nation .as a nation under God, and that our

national purpase is ' to provide the ultimate in individual freedom

consistent with law and order., That their freedom is theirs by
divine right and not by government whim. They love peace, but not
at any priee. They believe that a cause worth dying for 1s a cause

worth winning.
* % * ¥* * »*

I know that polltics as usual would indicate that our party _
,nnu]d take positlonq 1ot nnat%rqctlve from any wviewpoint, but
statesmauahip demands that we face reality with a faith in the pecple’s

wisdom. And there is a need for statesmanship today,
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Democrats can £‘$y redirect their party's i,licy and philosophy
by repudiating the present party leadership, and that gilves us Repub-
~licans an awesome responsibility. All that we believe witp regard
to individual freedom and limitation of the power of government rests
with us. We have within our power the ability to broaden the base of
our party.

One year ago how hopeless was;the picture. One party ruled
this’nation and one man ruled that party. Theytwo~party system was
alive only in memory or theory. Out of despalr we came together in
unity, a unity we've never known before in our party.

Let history record that on November 8th last we restored the
“two-party system. Many of the problems we have tQuched on can only
be solved at the national level, but the realities%of our political
‘system reveal the road back lies through the state house.

No political party can fulfill its obligabions on the national
level unless it has control of the states and thé state house.
your Congressman, ask those Republicans who represént you in Washington
what a help it would be if behind them were a Republicah Administration
~in their state,

You have before you an inspiriqg example of unity in the presénc\{
here, in the participation in tonighf’s;dinner of Judge Cook, You
’have your candidate in Louie Nuﬁn. ~Take your example from them. Let
us have unity acw, not out of despair, but out éf déﬁermination. Ir
you believe in the causes we have discusséd tonight, then when you
‘go forth from this place, go detérmined that no member of the opposi-
tion party will ever be able to quote your words about a fellow Repub-

1ican to bring about that Republican's defeat. |

Resolve now that no remembered bitterneés as a result of organi~
zational strife, no remembered grudge will kéep you from supporting a
cauée that brings us together. Millions of Americans in a voting bloc
thét CrOéSeS racial, religious and ethnic ;iﬁes'are watching, and
;millionsfof young Americans,/oﬁr sons and daughters, are waiting'to
see if once again we let ourselves be divided by the shading of’libernfiw
"conservative or modergte, applied complete with hyphen‘before the
word Republican. They watch to see if we place more importance on
those shadings than on the challenge that conffonts ué,'fo: with
youthful wisdom they know the price they will pay if we fail to meet
our challenge.’

‘The stake we play for 1is the tutnie in whiech they must live.

il i AL






7

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNdh RELEASE: P.M.'s, THURSDAY

Sacramento, California OCTOBER 206
Contacts: Paul Beck
445-4571 10.24.67

r

EXCERPTS FROM SPEECH BY GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN
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I am speaking here today‘neither as an academician nor as a poii-
‘tician. I do not have thé traininé to be the first nor the aspiration
to be the second. That leaves me the role of concerned citizen, and
ameong my concerns is higher education and its place in contemporary
America.

Listirg the probiems is easy--solutions are a little harder to

come by. For example, there is the problem of financing the increas-

ing cost of higher education. I have some first-hand experience with

that one, but I cannot lay claim to having the answer. Nor do 1 thiﬁk'
that,university president has the answer who stated bluntly that the
academic community's only responsibility was to tell government its
needs, and government's ozligation was not to duestion but to simply
{;\come up with the mohey. Thié was higher educationvand contemporary
America meeting eyeball to ejeball.

Strange as it may seem, there is é'limit to what government can
extract from the body of the citizenry -~ aflimit fixed, not by pity
or unwillingness to wield the scalpzsil, but!by the hard fact that unF

"less that body of citiZenryis able to function on a 9 -~ to - 5 basis,
the écﬁoolhouse door will not open at all, |

Government's share of the wealth has to stop short of interfering

with the production of wealth. Higher education explains it as having

to do with the law of diminishing returns.

ﬁThen.,of course; havingfdecided on and ccllected its share, goverm
. ment mustfallocate. 5o much for roads--so much for protection against
the law breékerw;for help to those who must depend on the rest of us
for sustenanceé;for health--and, of céurse,kfor education, elementary
through college and university.

Never, accorxrding to those éngaged in these various facets of
government, is there sufficient funding for all that needs to be done.

But when government is taking all the economy will bear, choices must
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beumade, and, 1if eduq: ion demands an increase iY'cunds greater than
‘the normal worllcad increase occasioned by growth and higher prices,

then it must be taken from some other program.

-

[Jow this should not be interpreted as minimizing the importance of
|

education. No one denies the value of a higher education for all

those able to assimilate one., Indeed, a vast netwofk of institutions
of higher learning; both public and private, is essential if we are't;f
maintain our nation as the world's leadér in science and technology.
Nor does anyone deny the groWing needs in our nation for teachers, for
doctors; iawyers, economists and sociolﬁgists,Aand yes in these days,
not only for a literate public, but also for a well-educated and know-
1edgeable4populace. ‘

Alfred Vhitehead said, "In thé conditions of modern life, the rule
is absolute: The race which aoés not value traihed intelligencg is
doomed.”

Thére is no question but that Americans all over this land’have
éssigpéd a high priority to education. It is élSo true that the cost
of education is increasing faster than the increase in public funds.

A more sophisticated answer is needed than just "come up with more
rioney., " |

I suggested a partial answer in California based on the theory
that good tax policy involves assessing at least a part of the charge
for a service égainst those receiving the service., In a word, I proé
rosed tuition‘at our State University and Colleges. The result was
cataclysmic, Igéould not have branded myself aS>any more "anti-
intéllectual":ile had said, "Me Tarzan, you Jane."

Actually,;there was muéh more to my propcsal than just a method
for collecting revenue,

The students enjoying the benefits of publickhigher education in —

California come from the same income levels as those atiending the
private or independent schools sth as Stanford and U.S.C. Very few
:from low income families can take advantage of the educationél OpPPOYr=
tunit;es made avai;able by the ;éxpayers of California.

‘with thiskin mind, half of the funds from the proposed tuition

would go for a combination of loans and grants-in-aid to needy students.
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And since anothey Hroblem in our University ( an exceptionally

high dropout rate, we tried to cope with that. Our plan czlled for
75% loan and 25% grant the first year, 50-50 the second year,

75% grant and only 25% lean the third year, and 100% grant the fourth
year. The loans, of course,,would be repaid after graduation.

Another problem at our University 1s the unhappiness of students
over lack of contact with professors engaged more inyresearch than in
teaching. ‘To’help meet this problem, one-fourth of the tuition’money
would provide for 250‘new teachiné chairs at the University and the
remaining fourth could be appiied to capital construction of needed
facilities. , ,

Since all of this could be aoéomplished with a tuition that
amounted to less than 10% of the cost of the educétion, we did not
think the proposal was punitive, ‘

May I add that, if we adhere td the idea that evérythingAadds to -
the educational experience, I beliéve there is some‘merit in the student
accepting respbnsibility for a portion of the cost of his education--
as long as no Qualified student is denied an education because of lack ’

of funds.

There are benefits and burdens that accrue both to the individual

and to soclety, and the burdens, including the burden of cost, must be

borne by both.
But if all the problems of financé could be solved tomorrow, there

would still be cause for concern about the place of higher education

in contemporary America.

What is our definition of academic freedom?

Those who teach, understandably enough, define it as the right to
teach as they see fit without interference from administrators and
certainly not from those who hold the public purse strings or who fill
the public purse..

But those who pay for the education, students and taxpayers,Valso

heve a definition of academic freedom: their freedom to have some say
15 what they get for their money. | \ ’
Those helding public office try to interpret the will of thé
people and pass it on to the university administration, conscious
always that they musténot appear to.be exerting political control ovér
education.‘ EQually uncomfortable are the édministrators who must in-
terpret the educators' viewpoint £o the crass politicians and vice
versa--they can be likened to a prisoner in front of a cellophane wall

being shouted at by both sides,.
-3~



And the truth is--all Ttne clialllo dlic LEpLLLEGWE @i &mmr 7= 2777
ciled within a frameﬁ\ £ of mutual understanding(MJd compromise.,
The dictidnary defines education as "the impartation or acquisi-~

’tion of knowledge, skill, or the developmentkof character as by study

»

or discipline‘ﬁ
The taxpa&er is wrong who ignores the great increase in things we
know~-knowledge acQuired since he was in school—-and who demands ?no‘
(  new-fangled courses. What was good enough then is good enough now. " S
| But so is thHe student wrong who would eliminate ail required courses
and grades--who would make edupation a kind of four—year'smorgasbord
in which he would be the sole judge of hqw far and fast he ran ih pur4
suit of knowledge. |
And that educator is wrong Who denies there are any absolutes--
who sees no black and white‘of right or wrong, but Jjust shades of gray
in a world’where discipline of any kind is an intolerable interference
with the right of the individual. He rebels at the oldfashioned l1dea
of "loco ?arentis" and claims he is there to impart knoWledge, not to
substitute for absentee parenté. But he can not escape a responsibility
for the,séudents' develogment of character and maturity.
Strangely and illogically, this is very qften the same educatbr

{ -who interprets his academic freedom as the right to indoctrinate

students with his view of things. Woe to the student who challengesk
; his'intérprétation of hiStory; or who questions the economic theory
.fgiVen as pfoven foémula in what is, at hest, a véry inexact science.
One thing we should all be agreed on is the university's obliga-
tion to teach, not indoctrinate. |

Institutions of higher education are repositories of all the

accumulated knowlsdge of man, but they must not be vending machines,
Along with the dﬁépensing of facts and figures must come the production
of wisdom. e |

In our coileges today are undoubtedly more than one FPresident of
the United States, a number of Supreme Court Justices, Cébinet members

~and‘many Legislators.

And this brings me to‘the,part higher educationiplays in contempor-~
ary America.i

These institutions were created, and are presently ﬁaihtained, to
insure perpetuation of a social structure~-é nation, if you will,

'ﬁow don't put,é narrou integpretation on this as some will,'and
translate "social structure” into "status quo" or "social order” or

"preserve the aristocracy; keep the 1ittle bananas from becoming top
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Our country, unff'ﬁunately, has a lot of peor‘e who would turn the
country back to the dérk ages, or ahead to 1984, ‘Some have a concept
of government more akin to Frederick the Great than Thomas Jefferson.

Our nation is founded on a concern for the individual and his right
to fulfillment, and this should be the preoccupation of our schools and
- colleges. | |
The graduate should go forth, literally starting on a lifetime of
i~alearhing and’growing and creativity éhat will in turn bring growth and
innovation to our society.

And the truth is-~never in history has there been such a need for
men and women of wisdom and courage--wisdom tc absorb the knowledge of
 the prast and plan its application to the present and futﬁre, and courage
to make the hard decisions. ‘

At Stanford University in 1906 Wiiliam James séid, "The weélth of
a nation consists more than in anything else in the number of superior
men that it harbops,”

At the risk of great oversimplication may I suggest that the great
ideologicél split dividing us on the world scene and here within our
own borders has to do with the place of the individﬁal.

Acceptance is given more and more to‘the concept of 1ifting men
by mass movements and collective action, in spite of the fact that |
history is étrangély barren of any record of advances made in this
manner. By contraét, the road from the SWamp to the stars is studded
with the names of individuvals who achievedffuifillment and lifted man-
kind another rung. |

It is time we realized what we mean by ”egualityh and being "born
equal’, | |

We are ‘equal béfore God and the law, and our society guarantees
that no acéuisition of property during our lifetime, nor achievement,
no ﬁatter how exemplarv, should give us more protection than those of
1cqs pfestlge, nor should 1t exempt us from any of the restrlctlons and
plnluhmants imposed by 1aw.

Bui 1et there be no mlsunderstanding about the right of man to
achieve abdve the capacity of his fellows. The world is richer becanse
of a Shakespeare and a Tennyson, a Beethoven and a Brahms. Certainly
ma jor 1eégue baseball would not be improved by letting every citizen who
wanted to, have a turn at playing Willie Mays' position.

We live {(even many so~called poot) .gt é lTevel above the wildest
dreams of the kings of one hundred years ago~~becausé some individual |

-5~



theught of a horseleS( carriage, an ice box and lrter e refrigerator,
or machinery that liffed burdens from our backs, Y(I would have thrown
in television if I were still appearing on Death Valley Days. )

Why did so much of this develop so far and fast in America? ‘Other
countries are %1essed with natural resources ahd equable climate——yes,
ahd energetic and talented’people.

But here, to a degree unequalled any place in the world, we unleashe«
the individual genius of man, recognized his inherent dignity, and B
rewarded him commensurate with his ability and achievement.

| Your generation is beingywooed by many who charge this way we
have known is inadequate to meet the chailenges of our times. They
point to the unsolved problems of poverfy and prejudice as proof of
the system's failure. |

As sﬁudents, you have a duty ﬁo research to find if the failure
is one of system--or is it the inadequacy of human nature?

| You should aiso inquire if those who would replace the system
have anything to offer in exchange other than untried theory packaged
as Utopié. It sometimes seems strange that what is so often deécribed
&8 the brave new world of thes future must be upheld by the collectivist
philosophy of nineteenth century theorists like Ruusseau, Fourier and
Marx. | | |

Yeu have lived your entire lives in a governmental framework tend-
ing ever more toward the welfare state and centralism., We still have
government of the people, by the people and for the people, but there
seems to be a lot more of "for" the people and less "of" and "by". This
is Justified onAthe claim that society has grown soecomplex we cah no
lorzer afford too much individual freedom,

To invokesttates' rights” is to be suspect of wanting to deny

"human rightshgéand similar charges of selfishness greet any attack on
tho tendency ef government ¢o gfow, but more pafticularly when‘atteﬁ-
ticn 1s called to failures by government in the field of human welfare.
But you are students and therefore engaged in a search for truth.
Has the idea of a federation of sovefeign states been proveh un-
workable_because here and there‘selfish individuals used state govern-
ment to impose on the freedom of some? Isn't there something to be
sald for a system whereip people can vote with their feet if‘governé
meni becomes toofoppressive? iet a state pile on taxes\beyond’a bear-
: able 1imit and bﬁsiness and industry start moving out and the people

~follow.
Y
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these states become a. inistrative districts enfée,ing uniform laws and
reguiations. |

If T may personalize here, let me tell you some of what we have
learned in California these past nine months.

California;—that is where they give governors on-the-job--training.
Being totally inexperienced, I had not learned all the thihgs you can-

Q, not do; so I set out to keep my campaign promises. And once the people

'ﬁm"got over their shock they sort of tdok to the idea. |

By every rule of reason, government "of" and "by" the people must
be superior to any other kind.

No government could possibly muster a group cepable of making the
multitudinous deeisions that must be made every day to keep a society
like ours moving.

If a state is to be great it mﬁst call upon the greatness of the
people. And the people must be prepared‘to give a portion of their
time to public affairs because government is their business.

The only alternative to the people ruhning government is govern-—
ment running the people. ’

We put together a blue ribbon citizens committee to recruit per-

Q~xsonne1 for the administrative posts that had to be filled by appointment;
:They did not Jjust screen applicants for public jobs: they persuaded
top level people in business and the professions to take jobs which
represented tremendous personal sacrifice in salary in almost every
case; |

Then we invited the most successful citizens of our state to lunch

"and locked the deors. We outlined a plan for bringing their knowledge
to bear on government. They were asked to give up their own careers
for a period of fﬁom four to six months, to work full-time‘as members
of task forceszgeing into every agency and department of government
to see how government could be made more efficient and economical by
the use of modern business practices.

And we asked them to put up the $250,000 it would take for ad-

;fﬁministrative}overhead in this undertaking. They volunteered to a man
and they have just completed more than six months full-time away from
their ewn pursuits andleven'their families.

We are correlating their reports and putting their recommendations
into eperation. Tﬁey range froﬁ:methods of buying supplies to data-

processing, from rotating department heads to consolidating files.

T



By applying the floor space standards of private industry to our
own office employees,xwe will reduce this year our need for office
space by two million square feet, We have already cancelled construc~
tion of a four million dollar building. \

On their recommendations our phone bill will be reduced by twelve
million dollars a year. Our budget for out-of-state travel by state
employees has been cut 78% and we have reduced the number of employees
by 24% without a layoff or firing. Ve simply stopped hiring replace-
ments for those who resigned or retired. Until this year the number of
state employees had gone up each of the last eight years anywhere from
4 to 5i%. |

We have embarked on something we call the "Creative Society". It

is nothing more than a full-time effort to involve the independent sec-
tor in finding and solving problems befors governmént cémes rushing in
with bureaus that always seem to multiply like wire coat hangers in a
closet, ’

Already we havé thousands of industries--2,600 in Los Angelés,'
1,500 in San Francisco and so on throughout the state--organized and
working in cooperation with our state employment service to match the
hard-core unemployed in our poverty-pockets with Jjobs they can do or
can be trained to do. The man in-charge is working for no salary and
the cost of’the program 1is bprne by tﬁe industries.

Contrast this with the proposed poverty program I vétoed several
weeks ago. .It, too, was aimed at the hard;core unemployéd. It was going
to put seventeen of them to work clearingipark iand; but half the funds
, Went for seven administrators to oversee the seventeen unemployed.

We need you--but we need you not just with a head full of packaged
informationfmarching in the ranks. |

We need you aSking why, 1if we are so prosperous, should the numbers
of‘those on welfare increase eachAyear? Shouidn't welfare, if iﬁ ié
’sudcessful, be reducing the need for itself? :Will we conéider it a.
‘suéceés when all of us aré on public subsistence or should we Jjudge
its succéss“on how many people 1t rescues from the dole? -

We need answers to crime and why it has reached a criticai point.
Just blaming it on,poverty will notygo,‘becaﬁse in the poverty of the
great‘depressibn ¢rime was at its lowest level and now in prosperity
it has reached its peak. | |

Higher education in contemporary America has a .sacred dhligation

to instill attitudes toward growth and leafning that will in turn
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Shépe society, You are here to find yburseives ags individuals, to at
least have a chance ﬁ; realize your potential, g

The world is full of people who believe men need masters. Our
society was founded on a different premise, but continuation of this
way of ours is not inevitable. It will persist only if we care enough,
We must care too much to settle for a non-competitive mediocrity. Only
the besﬁ that is in each of us will do.

If it has seemed_thét we have 1éft your generation with no cause
to believe in, no banner to follow--you do have a cause.here in this
land. |

For oné tick of history's clock‘we gave the world a shining golden
hope. Mankind looked To us., Now the door is closing on that hope and

it could be your destiny to keep it open.
###

NOTE: Since Governor Reagan speaks from notes there may be additions
to, or changes in the above. However, Governor Reagén will stand by

the above quotes.
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Correction to excerpts from speech by Governor Ronald Reagan, AlLf 1 .
Landon Lecture, Kansas State University, Manhattan, Kansas -~ October 26,

1967.

Page 8, Paragraph 2 -- "On their recommendations our phone bill

will be reduced by two million dollars a year."
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I am pleesed and impressed with the tremendous response to the
invitations to this meeting. In this room are many of the leaders of

~ California's educational, professional and industrial community; Thank

you for coming to this Chile-California Conference.

Todey marks the end of one program and the beginning of another.
As of today we are ending a relationship with the U.‘S. Agency for
International Development (AID), which bégan in 1964 and under which
California has been a contractor for a technical a2id program, fully
funded by the U, 3, government.

We will not dwell on the reasons why this is being terminated.

It is enough to say that we‘were disappointed that AID in Weshing-
ton saw fit to delay and question and postpone decisions affecting our
ﬁarticipa%ion in this program to the point that wekfelt we had no
-choice but to terminate our relationship with them. ’ |

So we ere here today to discuss what might appear to some of you
" to be a ridiculous program. A Chile-California Program without funds .t
An aid brogram without government money? You could ask with consider-~
able Justificatioﬁ, why try to keep it going? What is éo special about
Chile? |

Well, Chile is something special to Czlifornia, énd to Californians.
for a lot of reasons. We have had a long relationship with this friend
of ours to the South.

‘ During our éarliest days, Chilean farmers grew many of the foods
which fed our 49'ers. In his book, "Recuerdos del Pasado', the Chilean
historian gnd:adventurer, Vicente Perez Rosales, tells of his'visits
to Saegramento in 1849,

Chileans provided the first assistance to the people of San Fran-
cisco after the grezt earthquake and fire of 1906.

Califérnians'have reciprbcated upon many occeasions, especiélly
during recent years when devastating earthquakes have caused tragic
1bsses to our Chilean friends. |

i A broad exchange of Studeﬁts, businessmen, teachérs, doctors and

tourists has continued to drsw Californis and Chile closer together.
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Our similarify of climates, our common Spanish heritage, which
leeves us with cities of the same names, our sharing of the favored
Pacific currents, give us much in common. .

This is the reason a Chile-Californie Program wzs started; This
‘is why we, today, can easily answer the question, "Why Chile?". Our
friendship cannot be'disregarded. We want to do everything we can to
’expand it, to bring more and more péople of all walks of life in each'“V/
country into a new, broader, more meaningful "people-to-people' relation
ship.

T mentioned that there will be no funds. In éddition, we must
meke it clear that the State of California cannot 1ega11y ehgage in
a formal foreign aid program. But at the szame time we must reassure
our Chilean friends that U, S. assistance programé will continﬁe with-
out substantial change because of the change in the Chile-California
Program. PFirst of all, it is important to note that the State Qf
Califofnia nevef'expended a2s much as 1% of the total U. S. AID funcs
to Cnile in any of the three years we operated as a foreign aid agency.
Secondly, we must remind our Chilean friends that great non-government
‘U. S, programs also are continuing, including a five million dollars
a'year grant to support = valuable‘program involving the University
of California and the University of Chile.

And,kof course, U. S. businessmen and tourists continue to pour
vast sums of money into the Chilean econoﬁy. |

But even though we've got a lot goiﬁg with Chile, I would 1ike to
see more.

The purpose of this chference is to focus attention on our Chile-
Celifornia. relationship in the hopes that a major expansion in‘our |
total exchange will result. An exchange whiph will benefit both the
State of California and Chile, |

I think there is a great opportunity here for us, as Californians,

1

to build a non-government program, a "people-to-people” effort which

will not only augment the pfogram of our government but also add & .,
totally new dimension to 1it.

| Where do we start? I think welall agree that agriculture is the
place to begin.: Chilé, like California; is blesSed with a mild climate,
good soils, and ample water forAifrigation. We are interested in

seeing if the things we've found work in Cslifornia.also will work in
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- Cﬁiie, if our ways ag’ qnethods can be used to ady 1tege by Chilean
farmers, if they and we can jolntly find better Ways of growing and
harvesting and distributing crops and livestock products.

Ve are proud of the students we have sent to Chile and pleased
with the fine Chilean students who have come to study here. As the
years go by the total results of exchanges such as thesé cannot but

improve our understanding and friendship for one another. We would

~. like to expand upon student exchanges with Chile.

I am particularly proud of the Sister-City relatlonshlps which

our Californias cities, such as Sausalito, Millbrae and Long Besch have
ventered intb with cities in Chile. i hope other California cities will
take agdvantage of the Sister~-City idea and take = lbok at cities in
Chile.

If we are going to accomplish these things itéis going to be done
outside of government, as I have said. That is not to say thaﬁithose &
of us in California government cannot participate. We all can, but
voluntarily, in éddition to our regular duties. T am gratified at
the large number of California government employees who have volunteered
to do this.

But if we are going to really have a worthwhile effort‘it will
" take all of you here today and many more. To help get this started
I am going to resort to zn ideaz which has been working quite well during

"task force"

recent months,‘the

One of the things I have found since I took this job was that if
you ask the leaders of the community to help, they respond.

So now I am going to ask that some of you becbme another "“task
force" to take time to study how Californians can be of help to Chiléjv
to ask Chileans to help Californians--in short, to work out a plan
whereby tﬁe peopleé of~Califofnia and Chile from all walks of 1life can
partidipate in a new, volunteer program which will, I hope, make a
subscantlal contribution to an improved social, economic and political
knowledve of one another.

This task force will, we hope, give us a blueprint. In the mean-~
time, we would appreciate your thoughts and your ideas to help in
formulatihg that blueprint.

We have the opportunity to prove that there are other and better
vays to lend a helping hand than just spending money; I hope we can

take advantage of it.

NOTE: Since Governor Reagan speaks from notes there may be additions
to, or changes in the gbove. However,; Governor Reagan will stand by
the zbove quotes. W :
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EXCERPTS FROM SPEZCH BY GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN
California Institute of Technology Banquet,
Amwbassador Hotel, Los Andgeles
November 8, 1967
Some time ago, I was privileged to have a preview of Caltech's

plans for the future. I found theses plans exciting---exciting to me as
-a citizen and a father, and as the governor of the most technological

state in the union, who properly should from time to time take stock of
this state's great resources-—and the California Institute of Technology

is a unigue resource, one of California’s most valuable. It is easy to

see that what Caltech is setting cul to acccmplish in the pericd zhead
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mportant not 3us+ to our southern California community and notkalone
even to the whole state of California; It will benefit the nation and
the world. Caltech long =zgo ceased to be merely a local asset. The
rcsults of its research and educatloﬂ have ‘accelerated the flow of new
science and technology and their utilization throughout the glebe.

I was therefore especially delighted when I was invited to come
here this eVening and have the cpportunity of sharing with you some of
my thoughts--my philoscphy--on some topics that have been much on my
mind and that are recalled immediately wn en I think of Caltech.

Paerhaps you have noticed that during the time I have held office there
have been a "few occasions” when I have found it necessary to put forth
‘a view or two co.-ernlng higher education 1n the state of California.
Perheps you have also noticed, as I certainly have, that the occasions
have tenced to revolve arcund crises, some budgetary, some administrative

some verheps--if you will forgive the word tonight~—"political“ in
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onight, witheut the pressure of a deadline to meet oxr emergency

“issues to be resolved, I should like to dwscuss with you some thoughts
abogt the importance of higher education and of science and technology,
about tHe matching to technical change of gppropriate, corollary social

QMKG velopment and maturity, about the using of advancing ecience and
technology to the fullest, achieving the promises that are ahead and.
mininizing-~if not eliminating--the nega“ives‘resulting from the high
rate of scientific and technological change. I should like to raise
the guestion of how our handling of expanding science and technology
affects the individual, his independence, his creativity, his Ffreedom.
And I should like to comment on the role, as I see it, of the privete |
university and college, and its relation to the growing inflﬁence‘of
government on all aspects of our lives, including science and technology.
-]



Lét me say, firg that I can think of no b( ;er platform’foru
these comments than this evening, a Caltech evening,kin which you &are
launching your new Science for Mankind development program. Of course,
no informed person who knows the development of California as the state
with the most advanced technological industry, with the largest number
of technical-degree graduates, and no cne who is familiar with the
growth of science and technology in the world is‘unfamiliar~with’
Caltech's past accomplishments and present stature.

Mo institution 1s perfect, but there are a few which perfoﬁm 50
well and with such style, and‘which contribute so'greatly.to‘their
communities, as to win universal respect and gratitude. Caltech is
conspicuously one of these. With information and insight'far beyond
the reach of most of usg, Caliech has pioneered the most Vaiued
speculaticons about the origins and composition of ﬁhe universe, sbcut
the character of the elementary particles of matter, about the essence of

life,
It is true that much of Caltech's teaching and research is well
known to have to do with absolutely fundamental questions which, to

many, may seem to be of longer range than can be of interest to those

on the firing line of today's immediate problems-~-a governor's office

Fh

might be considered such a firing line. But it takes little imaginatior“»
to see the implications of Caltech's basic research in terms of ultimate
human @rogreés and values. Can anyone doubt that the findings of
Caltech's astronomeis on the nature of the universé willkmake an

impact on every man's personal philosophy, that the finﬂings of its
physicists will increase our control of energy and mattér, that the

findings of its earth scientists will help in the human management and

=

tilization of this planet, that the findings of its chemists and
biologists will affect our medicine, our health?

‘But if youkéré more interested in immediate, demonstrable results,
think of some of the things it is easy to find on the record that
Caltech's engineers have done for the here and ncw.

\Their research in aeronautics has influencedrthe design and
performance of all commercial and military aircraft—-é direct contribu-
tion to southern California‘'s preeminence in the aviation industry.

Their hydraulics engineexrs established the technoiogical‘basis
for pumping and channeling‘Colorado River water ko our metr0politan
water district. |
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Their electrical engineers provided the technological foundation

for the system and eguipment that enabled the Southern California Edison

Company to bring hydroelectric power from the Colorado River, ascross

the mountains, to this region.

Caltech's studies of underground temperatures and pressures
pointed the way toward improvements in drilling efficiency which, in
turn, vastly increased southern California's petroleum production.

Its earthquake engineering program is directly respdnsible for the
spécifications that have at last made it safe to construct tall bhuild-
ings in the 'quake-prone areas.

And its great Jet Propulsion Laborestory, as we all know, made
history, and will make more, in the exploration of space. 1t produced
America's first satellite, BExplorer I. It produced the first instrument
to prebe the space near Venus, the‘first close~up'photographs of the
planet Mars. And it produced thé first soft landing of instruments and
the first excavation on the moon.

Now; I could go on and detail a variety of other thihgs that I
heve known for years that Caltech has done-~such as turning 6ut, yeayr
after year, a superbly trezined legion of graduates; such as providing
scores of its faculty members for service in government and as consul-

tents in industry; such as zdding more than

o

little to this nation's
lustre by the winning of Nobel Prigeg-~this honor has come to four of its
graduates and seven df its present and past‘faculty menovers .

Thése examples of Caltech's superb accomplishments of the past
spezk for theméelves, of course, as evidence of Caltech's stature.
But they tell us something'else as well: science and technology
represent together a powerful force engaged in changing cur world.

Now, this adds prcblems as well as benefits. 5o I should like to meke
y . r/,y"
a comment that has been very strongly on my mind about the interaction *

o

advancing science and technology upen our society-~more specifically,

A |

about real dangers to freedom of the individual in the coming

technological society; dengers, that iz, if we don't arrange for our

gociety to preserve these freedems, if we are not intent on advancing

menkind as well as his technologya We need more science because it can
solve problems and be used to elevate man, but we’need to match ccience
with skill in applying it for the good of society, A college is not
just a vending machine dispensihg packaged knowledge; it must impart
wisdom. In this regard, I want now, particulerly, to congratulate

Czltech on a major dimension of its future goals. I understand that
Caltech is planning a major program on the relaticn of science to society



CF course, beinf altech, you are, I am toli\ starting with a
fundamental attack on the distinction between living and inanimate matter,
anéd you expect to build up from that %o eveniually‘understanding peoplee-
that will probably take you a few years, but you will get it done, orxr
at least some of it, I believe it is well known’that Caltéch hzs
already cracked the genetié code and is deep into the understanding of
the molecules that are indispensable to life processes. 'My,staff, in
doing homework, further tells me it was the recognition by Caltech's
biologists of the underlying phenomena that has led to much of the
progress in tissue and orcan transplants. So it is reasonable for us
laymen to take seriocusly what we now hear said by Caltech sciertistg--
that we are approaching a new era in thé control and cure of disease,
in the increase of longevity, and even that we are soon to arrive at
a cepability to influence the human species.

I believe you, I accept its being only a question of time until
these developments will come,' The potential good for ail mankind will
‘pe enormous. But I cannok help reflecting that such developments can

be thwarted, neutralized, even turned to evil if we do not match them

(]
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with appropriate social advance. How ludicrous, but nevertheless
realistic, it is that here our civilization's scientists are learning —.
»how to increase man's life span and finding ways to affect the genes

to improve man, and are doing both at a faster rate than‘the same civil-
ization is learning how to avoid the population explosion that threatens
the ruination of our civilization.

I note, also with great interest that Caltech is planning to
continue the search for answers on what matter and energy really consist
of, down to understanding even more fundamentally than is now,poésible
the mekeup of the tinisst particles of matter--from which I am zgain
ready to believe we shall have under man's control in the’coming_
decades even greater amounts of energy than now that we éan unleash.

We shell be able to move mountains, change the earth's terrain and the
weather above it, desalt the oceans if we choose. But I cannot help
commenting that this same society that makes such scientific eadvance
hzs not yet learned how to live with itself so as to preclude the use

of such energy for society'’s destruction.

e
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I notice that in your plans there is the further scrutiny of

mysterious radiation from outer space. Perhaps you will find the

secret of those things~-what is it you call them, "Quasars"?--which

are not stars but sometimes lodk like stars, and that produce soO much’

more energy than you heve any way of explaining today. You may even

find in some of that radiation from outer space the answer to the

question as to whether or not there is intelligent life on some distant
- planet of some remote star. But I cannot help saying that I am equally
interested upon occasion in the guestion: do we have inteliigent life
on earth? Our present space program did not result because a mature
society properly, deliberately, imaginativély pitted the potential
benefits agaihst our available resources tokattaih the best match,
Rather, it has resulted in major part from xeactions rather than
plans—--reactions to the unexpécted prestige accomplishments‘of another
nation.

There 1is, in fact, room for questioning whether our space program
todey has the right balence amongst space developments for national
security, which deserve the highest priority:; scientific space explora-
tion which undoubtedly will in time bring us profitable new discoveries;

and space developmehts that speed econbmic growth in the short term,
such as communications satellites. |

I am told that your plans also include major advances in the use of
electronics to extend man's intellect, to provide the ﬁechnological
fundamentals for vast memory and for information processing at tremen-
dous rates and with pervasive éapacity and‘availability. ’This'will lead
to our ability to automate and enhance greatly the material operations
of our society; Here, I have to issue a warning that we had better

match such technologiczl advance with social understanding and action

S0 as to have not a robot society run by computer, but one where we put
11 of this advanced science and technology to work as new tools for man

o w

O he can attain a higher life of greater personal freedom, versatility,

n

kill, incentive, and creativity.
~Arter all, 1if your scientists are going to teach us how we can
control the genes to alter the species and to make it possible for young

couples to choose that their child be 10 percent like Einstein, 10 per—'\//

cent like father, 10 percent like mother, and 70 percent like Cary Grant,

1€ you will, then let us try to evolve a pattern of society that permits
thesz decisions to be made by the parents—--not by some central computer
in the government that will figure out what kinds of kids are best for
all of us to have and then order up the right multidigit formula for the
genes so the mothers will give birth only to dogile, standardized

"automatons" in a thoroughly regimented society;

r—- N



Now, I have tax‘. this occasion to ekpress(lnese concerng ehout
the possible imbalance--the mismatch--of scientific and social advance
because of what I see aé the most exciting thing of all aboutkCaltech‘s
future plans. You axe plenning, as I have noted, to ap?ly‘the strengfh
of the scientific approach to the acceleration of the human side, the
social side of life. I am informed that Caltech is acutely aware of
the lack of harmony between scientific progress and social progress,
and is setting about to contribute to the creation of a better tie.

Characteristically--~£for Caltech, that is~-you are starting with

fundamentals. Human behavior is a function of the human brain. Very

e

little is known about this miraculous instrument, but surely something
useful can be learned if it is studied at the level of molecular biology,
as you plan to do. And bescause the workings of the brain and the
workings of a complex computer offer some potential similarities and
interesting contrasts, I understand that Caltech has its biolegists and
its engineers closely allied in this éndeav&r; Thelir gocal is no less
than a practical understanding of the mechanics of thought, memory,
conscicusness, and emotion--and thus an underétanding cf the behavior
of the human animal. |

Bnd alongside this effort, you are bringing in the social scien~
tists, the men and womeén who will also try io create a bettexr balance
between scientific and social progress by studying the behavior of man
as it has been--and is-~for whatever reasons imternal‘to the brains andk
nervas of the man. I cannoct applaud too heartily Caltech's concentra~
tion on the importance of man as an individual zs seen by these plans,
by vour symposia, by the interests cf your faculty members.

I have indicated that I think Caltech is one of the state's--

ind
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ed, one of our society's--great resources. I have told you that

I find Caltech'éaplans foxr thé future very‘appealing to me as & citiéen
end s a representative of government, because I feel that its research
and its higher education will bring us not only more sciéntific know-
ledge and technological tools that can be used to aid mankind, but also
beczuse Caltech is entering the field of understanding the behavior of
man on a scientific basis, In so doing, you will now commence the
meking of a contribution on that extremely important ffont_that needs
breckthroughs--ensuring that, as human beings, individually and in
groups, we will make the best use‘of science and technology.

G-



Now, CdlLbCh in many ways, is unigue. But it shares with other
institutions of higher learning and research, whether state-sponsored
or privately-supported, tha nsed for large fuuds. And here there are
proilems, seVeral differert kinds of probiems, facing all in stitutions
of higher learning. To begin with, higher education has to be looked
upon as an investment. Both basic research znd hicher education,

%uproparly conceived and directed, benefit the whole society. ‘Some of

the benefits take years for realization and even for evaluation, Many

citizens, many individuals of independent means, lack the patience and
the foresight to appreciate the investment aspect of higher education.

In any casge, the competition for funds for other necessary aspects of
life mekes it . o . .
/difficult to ensure the ready availability of sponsorship to the degree

both desirable and, certainly in the long run, justifiable both for
higher educatlon and ressercil.
There is also the problem of gétting objective thinking for
broadening the base for acquisition of funds--such as adding tuition
n the state's university and colleges (accompanied, I always add; by an
enhanced program of lozns end scholerships for the lower income but
deserving students)-~-or allowing an incoma téx deduction fcr certein

college expenses. In fact, I think you may have observed that if one

. suggests tuition as a means of increasing availeble funds for hicher
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ation he may even be zccused of being against higher educstion--
the very process he is trying to finance.

Wow, very specifically, how do we ensure that this kind of asset,

o

Caltech, and the approach it uses of uninhibited, individualistic

ort to understend the fundamentals of nesture on behalf of mankind,

rh

efi
will continue to receive sponsorship in this day end age? Such
sponsorship, the backing of Caltech and of highexr education in genereal,
must come in the end from the community. Bﬁt the community may be
locked upon as consisting of two categories. One, about which we have
hezrd a good deal in recent months--at lesszt, I certainly have--is
‘pecnle organized as a government to serve the rest ofvthe people.

Cur government agencies on all levels~mlocal, state, and federal--
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tec varying degrees 1nvolved in scientifi reséarch. At the lo
level, it is mostly a matter of operating schools that help children
learn something about science. st the state level, it involves the
establishing and financing of universities and colleges engaged in
research. At the federal level, it is an enormous and very deep

conmitment.



The involvemen{ yE local agencies is not élarbblem that need
_engage us tonight. The involvement of stete agencies is, to me, a
matter of great concern--~as you may already be awa re*~but agaln, not
tonighti The involvement of federal government agencies is very much
a part of my thinking~~toni§ht,

I must make my positioh very clear. The federal government's

2 .

perticipation in scientific and engineering research is to an extent

T
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inevitable and desirable. The pace, risk, and magnitude of some of

{3

today's problems-~especial ly in the area of de:ense——demand that the
federal government underwrite--and controlh—many parts of the tccal
researéh effort. But let us plan to watch this federal goverame vk
involvement.»

I mentioned earlier that, while the interaction between scientific
research and the community promises many good things,~it also is
surrovnded by dangers. And one thing I had in mind was this: therxs
are literally hundreds of so-called "private" colleges and universities
in this country, including some of ouxr flnest, that are so heavily
dependent--especially in the fields of science and enginéering~~upon
the federal government as to be in danger cof losing what matters most»*
their 1dent1ty, their individuality, their integrity, their independence.

I sympathize with students when they resent becoming a set 6f |
digits on a punched card without individuality. However, I believe there
is something even worse:; that is; direction, decisionwmaking,’and
control of research and teaching coming not f£rom inﬁividually briliiant,
independent minds, but out of a huge, centralized government
bureaucracy. I do not mean that the colleges so controlled areklikely
to bz victims of a plot. I assure you that I am not talking about
Democrats or Repﬁblicans. But I am talking about politics in the sense
that a political administration can generate bureaucracyé—and any
buresucracy can be a threat to honest inguiry, and honest inquiry is
the heart and soul of scientific research, |

The federal govermment now spends ebout $4 billion a year on
college campuses, and half of this goes for goverﬁmeni—desired g
research. I will not pretend that I can eveluate zll aspects of th1s

outlay. I have no doubt that much of it can be justified. But I

r?-

hink all of us should ponder the figure znd its impact upon the many
private colleges and universities whose backs are now, financially, to
the wall. They will crave this kind of support. Very likely, they

will seek it. But how many of them can accept it and still hold on to

their integrity?
B
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A\precious few,‘such as Caltech, may be abie to do it indefinitely.
I’unﬂerstahd that, although’Caltech today gets a substantial fraction
of its operating funds from the federal budget, the federal part is for
extraordinary services rendered. It is not reallj money that Caltech
today depends upon to pursue its very special, independent goals. But
it ig money and, considering the desperate need for money‘among éven
the most staunch and dediceted seats of learning, it is not going to
be despised or lightly rejected.

Which brings me now to some observations on the second category

of the community as a sponsor for higher education and scientific

reseasrch--the private community--independent individuals, corporations,
and foundations.

Between science and community, the interaction is very busy 7
indeed. Caltech does its part. It has shown how a private center of
scientific research meets its obligations to the community, how good
this can be for all of us. The part of the community represented by the
federal government aggressively does its parit. The guestion I raise
tonight is whether the privaté part of the community~—ihdividuals,

corporations, and foundetions--does its part. I haﬁe my doubts about
it. I fear that too many who would like to and’could do something zbout
guaranteesing independence from government control over research, who are
in a position to make generous private grants, don't get around to it.
They may even use much time and energy decrying the steady, incressing
encroachment of government control upon more and more facets of our
lives, while at the same time allowing, defaultingly, the federal
government to do exactly that. |
The independent, private sector of the community can do more than
~meke f£inancial éontributions to private universities to guarantee their
existence-~although I'm not knocking such contributiénsp especially
tonight. This sector can also press for new ideas for the federal
government's action to aid in providing superior incentives for private
giving. For instance, tax credits for certain'college expenses, better
" tzx incentives for sponsorship of basic resezrch in the colleges and
universities.
Nor does the supportycf the privaté universities by the private
sector imply any less support for the impoftant state-supported

universities and colleges. I am a devout believer in the benefits of

G



competition, even in{‘ gher education.  In Calif{ ;ia;,where we have
both high grade state institutions and private ones, strong support
for both will work to the adventage of guality in both. Théialterna~
tive of a single, state-controlled system,without the side~by~side,
independent ideas of the private schools would ke far inferior. 1In
the end, it would mean less‘total interest in, backing of, ahd pex-—
formance by the state's institutions. The otherkextreme, to work for
a predominantly private system, failing to plan for a continued strong
state~supported operation in California, would be egually unthinkable.
Je have some funding limitations~-I hope and believe they can be
short term--with regard to the state university and collegss. Therea
is only so much that can be dcne just so fast to cure state budgetaxry
ills. But meanwhile, the private sector has very cansiderable inde-

pandent option and means to act on the front cf the private colleges.

There is just the fear that the need and importance may not be appre-

Il
o
e

c ed.
Maybe you have that fesr, too. In any cése,’I hope you will think
hard about what Caltech and the other private colleges and universities

are undertaking these days for the good of the community at large. It

is

82}

tremendous order. Few institutions would dare take’on Caltech's
plan for the future. Fewer could offer any promise of succesding.
But Caltech is by every standerd extraordinary in its record and its
promise. It has jds£ launched a campaign to raise many millions of
dollers toward the fulfillment of that promise. 2As a private citizen
and as the governor of your state, I wish the institute total success.
It is really very hard for me to imagine how anyone today could make a
better investment in the future of our state and our nation than by
supporting this effort, and I earnestly hope that you and your friends

will do so to the full limits of your good sense and generosity.

F ¥ H#

(Mote: Since Governor Reagan speaks from notes, there may be additions
to, or changes in, the above. However, the Governor will stand
by the above quotes.)
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“EXCERPTS OF SPEECH BY GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN
‘ iympic Hotel, Seattle, Washington
November 10, 1967

If it seems that I am picking unduly on the opposition, lét me
note I am picking on the leadership of the Democratic Party because
I am sure there are millions of fine, patriotic, earnest, Democratic
citizens who are deeply disturbed at what is taking place in the
nation's\ﬁapital. ‘We have moved since 1960 from the New Frontier
to the Great Society and they know that the Great Society is not

the wave of the future, it is an end of an era--a dismal rehash of
: £p'

¢

the methods, theklanguage,'the philosophy of the pas%;pthe cliches
that we have heard over and over again since the dark depression
days of the 30's, And thosé Democrats, as well as Republicans, have
watched as civilian bureaus have multiplied in Washington like wire
coat hahgers in the closet, |
- Federal employees have increased 2% times as much és the increase

in the population in these last several years. Our federal governmént
is spending $425 million a year, just to tell us how well ©ff we are.
This is all being spent on public relations. Never have so few
spent so much to tell us so little, |

" In Joliet, Illinois~~I was back there and I heard about a
citizen~-and this is true--a citizen, a bachelor had come to'this
country and taken citizenship and he felt a great debt to the country,
and so, when he died, he left his accumulated fortune of $§170,000
to the Unitediétates governmentfwith the expressed wish that it be
‘used to help pay off the debt. | |

aAnd in;due time, a probate‘court in Joliet, Illinois, £filed
this will--just a few weeks ago--and routinely deducted $27, 000
and sent it to Springfield as the state's share by the way of
inheritance tax.

The federal government isgfighting the case--wait until you
hear the réason--the federal government legitimateiy is fighting on
the basis that it is a‘charitable. institution, and they have got é
good case. Forty-two milliogiAmericans,are now receiving regular
chécks from thé federal govefnment eitherkdirectly or under state~ "
aid prdgrams financed largely by the federal government.

Now there are something like 75 million of us in the nation's

rimvl EAavro Tha® means that fewer +han two of us are responsible for



¢ach one of those checks. Government wéifare programs at the Fedefal
level in 1964 numbered 239--by 1966, 399--and now there are more than
450 and there is no end in sight. A government program is the near-

est thing to eternal life that we will ever see on this earth.

By the end of the decade, government spending will be more than
doubled and every fiscal expert frankly admits thaE in the decade of
the 70's, it will double again. Now our problem is we do not know
whethexr we can stand all the goverhmenﬁ that $300 billion will buy.

Each program is adopted on the thin edge of the wedge with the
unspoken knowledge that itS;“cost will go up. 1In just over a decade,
100 new ptograms have been added to government, During“7F?§rst year
of their existence, costs totaled $3% billion. Those\loo programs
now cost $16% billion a year. :

In February of 1964, the President said, “If we weaken the
dollar we weaken the whole free world's monetary system. We will
defend it." And since he started defending it, the dollars lost
another 7¢ in value.

Economic doctrine is shaped to fit political objectives. Delib-
erate and planned inflation has eroded the value of our savingé and
outstrips our abiiity to earn. We are not more prosperous, We are
just handling more money.

Now you and I know and have lived all our lives on the basis
that we can depend on crédit if, from time to time, spending must
outstrip earnings: If it is in an emergéncy case:énd we have to use
credit to re~establish our former healtﬁy state; likewise, if it is
to provide for an education, or to expand a business, or to start a
business. But credit is used based on the sound hope that future
income will be highet, and thus justify the use of that credit. You
and I know that we may not use credit just to live it up and enjoy
a better life than we could afford. 2and it is time we realize that
the rule applies‘to a nation as it applies to us.

| When a country violétes this rule, infiation is the inevitable
result. Because the moneyyéupply is out of kilter, the first symptom—. .
when this begins and inflation begins to show--and it looks pretty
familiarjto all of us by now--first there is a boom, production
increases, uhemployment falls, and there is a slight increase in
prices. Then, casually, a few economists burst into print to tell
us that the economy is over-heated. People begin to find they are
discontented with their salaries. Some producersnare unwilling or

unable to raise prices so they reduce the quality or size of their
. : R
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iproblems~—because inflation doks not hit ail of us equally. The podr
are hit first and are hit hardest by this cruel system.

We continue on, and because inflation is like radio?ctivity4~
it'is~cumulétive—-there comes a loathing for the underpaid-regular
job. You can read the help wanted ads now and see the jobs that are
again/ﬁgggﬁkg. The cracks appear on the moral structure. Payola,
the pay off, the gift in high places, become common piace. The
wounds of the nation will not heal. But the night clubs are full
and the dance girls more heady. And who is served by all of this?
Certaihly not democracy. Thé winner is dictatorship.

Now you and I are told that in order to prevent runaway infla-
tion, the gévernment is going to ride to the rescue. We must have a
ten percent surtax because, unless the government keéps us from
spending this money Qf our own, it will fuel the fires of inflation;

And now‘the credibility gap becomes a morality gap, becausé“the

government is not taking that money to prevent spending-~to reétbre
| the balance between the amount of money and amound of goods. The‘
govefnment intends to spend this money and the government's claim is
that they can spend it more wisely than we can spend it.

Spend it more wisely-~like that grant to a university of
$159,000 to teach mothers how to play with their babies, or $3 million
to build a zoo?. $65 millibn for Middle East coal mines that have
produced no coal?

How much is your teenage son's spending allowance? And do you
have any strings attached to it? I doubt if ahyone‘provides ah |
allowance without a few strings that have to do with some chores énd
keeping up ggédes, doing some things that are ih line with rules that
we believe ateZproper for rearing a teenager. Well, the press reports
that one state‘now has a poverty program that is going to pfovide
$50 a month pocket money so that poor boys can live "like their
peers"” and there will be no strings attached.

But not _%‘e_vé?rytnhgin&e governmént does is wrong. The Department
of Agriculture just announced that they have just reduced the stock~
pile df feathers., We now only have 3 million pounds. ’

You and I are told that the problems are too complex for simple
answers., We now have é gove;nmént by>chosen elite and a chosen elite
iﬂ the Capitol--not elected ﬁut appointed--and that means government
by mystery. Wé are not supposed to understand it--just obey it-- it is

to complicated for the average citizen to understand--can't have the
townhall meetings any hore. . SIS &

" « -
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We havé a free enterprise system but within the framework of -
{gévernment planning. The law of supply and démand has given way to
the planned economy. I think that planned economy means that when,
under their plans, they cannot deliver bacon, they will §rrange to
not deliver the eggs at the same time.

The government is a mystery, and they keep it'thatFWay with a
language all their own that is uncomprehensible to simple citizens
like ovrselves., For example, whaﬁ do you think a city councilman oxr -
a county commiSsioner or even a governoxr does when he receives a
report from the Department of Housing and Urban Development that
reads "acticn-oriented orchestration of innovation inputs generated
by escalation.of meaningful and indigenous decisién—making dialogue
focusing on multi-length problem complexes can maximize the vital
thrust towards a non-alienated and viable urban intrastructure.? I
think what that means is tﬁat, if you want successful urban renewal, - .
‘we need a change of management in washington.

I have been protesting the growth pf government for a numbervof
years, expressing a concern leétvit grow beyond the consent of the
governed. Now I am a part of government--/ a‘fugﬁ¥hg happened to me
on the way tovDeath Valley. But, I am just as concerned as I have
always been. And now--inside the 1§st several months I félt it firs{m
hand-~the'savage anger of some who éesist any effortkté dilute the
power of govefnment and réduce its 1e€iathan structure. But I learned
that it can be reduced. ;

| Last January, I toock over governmeﬁt machinery that had been

run for eight years by those who would be little brother to big
brother in Washington. For eight years, when Washington sneezed,

the gesun@heit was heard in Sacramento. Beingrtotally inexperienced,
I had not learned all the things you cannot do. For exémple, I dis-
covered that I had the fight to veto some of the poverty programs that
came over my desk~-but I had not learned that you were not expected
to exefcise that veto. so I exercised. . ‘ |
| ﬁow one of those programs, you would think, was right down my
alley asfto philosophy. It was a program--a grant to a county to
put the hardcore unemployed to work clearing up our park lands. This
does fit my phi1050p£y; I believe in-this tYpe of of thing. But
looking a little closer, we'disc0vered‘that 17 hardcore unemployed
were going to be put to work, but more than half of the appropria-

tion was for seven administrators to make sure that the 17 got to

work on time., So we vetoed it.
; e
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Hgoing to set up a training course. It was a training course that

#eemed to us to be in picketing and demonstrating. Now if there is one
thing we do not have a need for in California, it is morg demonstrators.
As a matter of fact, we can even put them on the road outside the
state--as yoﬁ perhaps observed today. I don't ask anymore whether I
will be picketed; i just ask: "which ones?" (There were some pickeis
the other day that had Signs "Make Love not Waxrs " and they did not
lbok like they were capable of doing either.) |

I felt an obligation to keep my campaign promises. Once the
people of California got over the shock; they kind of took to the
idea.

The state government that I inherited was spending more than

$1 million a day over and above state revenue. Now I expressed a

belief during the campaign that oﬁr system of government was meant to

ke run by the people, with the common-sense thinking of the people
brought to bear on the problems of goVernmént.. | |

(During the campaign when I was saying those things, we had quite
a tourist trade from Washington--not the state—~the‘nation'é capital—;
all 6f them were talking about my inexperience of course, and that was
particularly true of one young senator from Massachusetts. He was
very concerned because I had never held public office. Now if memoxy
serves me correctly, he never held public office before he became a
United States senator. Come to think of it, he never held a job))

But normal, everyday buSiness practices were unknown. For
example, we discovered no one in the State of California government |
knew how many automobiles the state owned. There was no orderly plan
for buyingythem. They had no plan. Any businessman would understand--
dealing with fiéet buying-~trading them in on a mileage or a time
basis. We fQﬁnd that department heads were just going out and buying
them retail. They had everything on order from Buick Rivieras to
Pontiacs with bucke£ seats.

- Well, we put a freeze on ordering new cars, and the anguished
screams wopld have curdled your blood. And yet,StIang?1Y'enough, in
about three months we had a report back and, I think for the first time
in the history of the autémobile in California, there was a surplus of
state-owned cars in every motorpool over énd above the demand by the
empioyees. | :

By May 6f this year, we had reduced the purchase of'gasoline‘for

state cars by 15 percent a month. Now part of this was because we
gl _



dLéO put another freeze out. We discovered we had a traveling body -
of employees in the state. They were out of the state all the time.
And we put a freeze on that. We did not tell them that they could |
not go; we just said that they had to come in and explain to us why
they were going. BAnd, we have now reduced the budget for out-of-state

travel by 78 percent.

For eight years, the number of state emploYees had increased
each yearé—from four to five percenﬁ. Last year fivejpiéfiﬁifnot
‘think that this was necessary, but we had to prove it, so we'put a
freeze on hiring replacements. We did not fire or layoff; we just
refused to hire repiacements for those who left the service of the
state. And now these nine or ten months later, I'Il tell you, not
only have we stépped that four or five percent annual increase;‘there
are today 2% percent fewer employees than there we?e in Janu#:* when
we took office.

A year ago last June, Lyndon Baines Johnson’put a freeze on the
hiring of federal replacements and there are today 227,000 more |
employees before he put on the freeze.

By putting in effect common-sense business practices with regard
to standardizing specifications and competitive bidding ana consolidated

buying, we have reduced by millions o# dollars the cost of supplies.
For example, we simply changed the me£h0§ of buying the tires for the
Highway Patrol and this yearvwe just finished buying the high speed
‘tires and the bill is $l4l,QOO less than if wasvlast year.,

We foﬁnd out that licenses were expiring all on the same date--
a number of things licensed by the state., This meant that large officg
spaces sfood virtually vacant during the year and then there would be
ﬁhe rush for temporary employees for that last-minute renewal of the
licenses.  We are now staggering the expiratioﬁ dates so that we have
an even workload throughout the year. We do ﬁot have that feast or.
famine situation.

Ve applied private bﬁsiness standard ;o‘the floor space occupied. -
by our employees. And as a résﬁlt, this‘suﬁmer we were able to cancel
the préposgd construction of a $4,300,000 building in Sacramento by
simply putéing the employees closer together. We do not need that
building now or in thelforeseable fhtﬁre. Another one that was
already up--work was underway on the interior--a ld4-story office build-
ing--will /housé$hen it is completed, 1,051 more employees than it was
ihtended for--simply by applying to that building the standards that
are ﬁsed in any business concern in allocating‘floo# space to‘employees.

nine
ey .
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| When I took office, there was a big stack of stationery...they
were pretty optimistic--they had another fellow's name on it, and
they came in one day to haul that out to burn it. I just'couldn't
stand the thogght of that. Oh, I have got some stationery with my
hame on it, but I thought the:e must be times where we are writing
between ourselves within the state and we could make use of that. So
now, the’girls just "x" out that other name and type mine in and you .
you know, I get a certain amount'of pleasure out of that.

The state had a phone bill of $16 million a year. Now every

- private business concern and every private citizen knows that the
phone company has a department--you can send for them and they will
come in free of charge--you tell them what your phone problems are
and how much ybu want to use the phone, and they will tell you the
best and the most efficient phone'éystem you should have. So we did
this. We called in the phone’cémpapy; they were happy to come in.-

We found employees at adjoining desks with inter~éommunicating éystems,
They had phones that cost §$2 a month extra per phone to have lights

on them so that a' €ellow could look at the light

and tell if the fellow next to him was using the phone orlnot. We
have told them that they can ﬁurn their heads and get the same efféct.
Within the last few weeks the phone company notified us in writing °
that our phone bill for the coming year will be reduced by $2 million.

We‘turned to the people for committees to recruit appointees for
government. Oh, incidentally, before I get into this ébout appoint= .
ees~-but it does have to do with one of the appointees we havé whb
has to deal with our highway program...

Now we have tremendous highway expansion dOWn there to match
the inérease‘iﬁlpgpulation. In that 1éngthy state of ours, to just ..z
keep up with tﬁé’grpwth in population, we should build 300 miles a
year. We havé’only been building 250; it would take twowcents’a
gallon increase in the gas tax to build that other 50 miles.

Each year for éight years, we havevbeen~used to reading a notice
that certain highway projects thét were scheduled will now be delayed
until the following Year because of the increase of the cost of right-k
of-way or bids were not as low as we thought they would be and so
forth. Well this one administrator in charge of that program so far

this year has made so maﬁy’economies in his department that we were
able to announceithat not only:are we building allkof the things
scheduled on time, we are building $99 million worth 6f highway pro-‘

jects one year in advance. That is equivalent to a 1% cent increase
-



on ¢hd gas tgx., - " w{
& But, as I said, obviously government cannot compete with private
business in the talent market. But, government can——if’it puts it on
the bésis of asking people at least to give up a portion of their
time--take a few years, a couple of years, or a year out of their
lives to serve their state and their community. And we have, as a
result, people who are doing this.

A blue ribbon citizens' committee went out recruiting for us,
and with a little arm twisting, we have many serving at grea£ personal
sacrifice; salaries in some instances are a third of what they were
making in private life,

But the most axciting thing was the leadingicitizehs who at our
invitation, formed themselves into task-forces--experts in theixr '« .
field--the‘most sﬁccessful people in' the business of data processing
all the way to hotel management. And incidentally, we gathered these.
ieading and successful citizens--business and ihdustrial and pro-
fessional peoplé—-in one room and they volunteered ﬁo a man. More
than 24Q of these people gave up six months full time, five days a
week away from their homes and their businesses, going into every
agency and department of our state goverhment. They are correlating

their reports right now. :

Now, no government could_possibly afford this manpoWer, but all:
we had to do was to tell them they were needed. And I don't think that
this is peculiar to California. I.think;all over #he’nafion there
are people who are waiting to be asked~—people who want to help and
who believe that government is their business.

Our nation is beset by problems, For three decades we have seen
government claim jurisdiction over the probiems'of human misery from
poverty to disease and always we have been tdld that there is some
great emergency that has forced the governmént to take aétion. Just
think back~-how many of you can remember a single time when there
wasn 't éome immediate crfsis that the federal government had to deal
with--and the only solutionkwés someé kind of drastic and radical «g
solution;and usually a costly one. They offered’us én instant
tomorrow; |

Well now, it isgtomorrow and és every one of their plansbfailed,
they have been ready with néw ones. But eachkone of the new plans--
~ when you take a closer look--has ﬁhe’same tired old familiar appear—‘“

ance--~just more of the same thing that failed the first time out.
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WQ'felt a compassion and we felt a responsibility to lend a helping
hand to those who, through‘no fault of their own, could not find work.
We still feel that compassion, and we still accept that responsibility.
But our approach then was proper. We knew it waé an emexéency and we
knew that whaé we were trying to do was to tide soméone over a .-
temporary spot in his life when he needed a helping hand and thét
still is all that most people want--help in learning to help themselves .
But somewhere, something went wrong. What should have been temporary
remedies for a temporary sickness have become a permanent way of life
for an4/ev§§ncreasing number of people. We found in California an
increasing number who are the third generation of their families to
be living on public subsistence. The government cannot explain, in this
time of prosperity, why welfare is ten times as big as it was during
the Hepression} And the government offers only more perpetuation of
the degradation of our people--the institutionalizing of poverty
for millions of our citizens.
| I think that it is time.that'Americans of every political

pursuasiSn face up to the fact that welfare as we know it in fhis
country is a colossal and almost complete failure. It has become
a hopeless end-of-the-road instead of a hand up to a life of self-
~respect and independence. |

And now I can just hear the voices saying: now there go those'
Republicahs once again putting dollars ahead of human beings and
ahead of human rights,

Well for once, let us answer them—-~if they ﬁhink that it is
just a matter of money...spending-~let's tell that we will spend
whatever is necessary to savevhuman beings, but we are going to stop
destroying them.

Man is thé creature of the spirit. Filling'his belly does not t
make up for emptying his soul‘of self-reliance and moral fiber.

For 200 years we fought the greatest war on poverty the world
has ever seen and this certainly is no time to abandon the free
system Qith this great potential. The time has come for:us to
~unshackle £he genius and the ability of our people and turn to them
for the answers to these problems. Now if théy seem insoluable--~too
much for the people——that is because you and I have been told, over
and over again through all theée years, that they are too big fér us
to handle--~that if we are going to have big business, big labor and

a big country, we are going to have to have big government,taking:
g



care of everything.

Well, let me just ésk you something=- {f someone came to you
in your church or temple and gave your church 6r your temple the
names of two heads of families--hard core unemployed--and asked you
if your church or your temple could take on the job of trying to
give them a hand and get them started in some occu@ation—-get them
back on their §wn feet~~ /lQOkgggund at the number of people in your
congregation--that would not lookglike such a tremendous task, would
it? Well, there are less than two hardcore unemployéd heads of
families in the United States for every church.’ Now I am not suggest-
ing that religion take over this chore, I just want to put the problem
in a proper perspeniive, | |

Not too long ago in an eastern city, a driver 6f one of their
garbage trucks--had a family and earning $150 a ﬁeek--was evicted
worause the landlord wanted to make another use of the building. He
- was having difficulty finding a place to live. Now this is not a
welfare man, tﬁis is a city employee. And just recently they found
out that for the past several months welfare took over this case and
put the family up in a motel at $1,300 a month~-with the taxpayers
paying the bill. Can anyone believe that if someone had simply
broadcast in that city of 200,000 that this was the'plight of one
city employee-~that they cbuldn't hévegfound him a'place'tO‘live?
You know what the result would have been-~he would have had scores
of places from which to choose a dwelliné place for himself and his -
family. ‘

I think that we should stop being our brother's keeper. It is
time to start being our brother's brother and perhaps our brother
will find a way he can keep himself. |

We who are Republicans let us read the message of last
November 8 very well. There is a wind of change blowing across this s
1and. Millions of Americans--Democrats, Independents and Republicans—g
véted against whét has béen going on. Workihg men:- and women of this
nation voted against taxin§ tﬁemselves to provide medical care and
a standard of living for othersthat Was often more than they could
afford for their own%families. They voted;againsf going deeper and
deeper into aebt as a nation with the idea that Qe could afford any=-
‘thing and everything simply because we think of it. They repudiated
the idea that government must always grow larger, more costly and
more powerful. And they voted against contiﬁuing an easy atmosphere

of peace and prosperity while some youhg Americans are dying in



defense of freedom.

h We have reached a turning point in time and, as far as our
Party is concerned, we have reached a turning point because it is
the destiny of ouxr Party to raise a banner to which the,pebple of
all parties can repair. But choose the colors well, for the people
are not in the mood to follow the sickly pastels of expediency or

the cynical shades of those who would buy the people's votes with the

people's money. Thousands upon thousands of Americans--those forgotten

men and women who work and support their communiﬁies and at the same
time are paying for all the social experimenting and tinkering--are
groping,for answers to their doubts. iThey are seeking a cause in
which they can honestly invest theirvideélism énd their energy.

These people are too self—reliant to sell their dzxeams of the
future for the dull security of the ant heép. They believe in this
nation as a nation under God, and that our national purpose is to
provide the ultimate individual freedom consisﬁent with law and order.
Théy believe that the function of government is to‘protect society from
the lawrbreaker, and not the other way afbund. Tﬁey'believe that
freedom is theirs by divine origin and not by a government whim.

They love peace, but not at any price., They believe that if their
sons are to be asked to die for a cause, ﬁhat cause should be worth
winning and that son should;be allowed to win it.

I know‘that '‘politics as usual " would indicate that our Party
»should take positions not unattractive from any viewpoint. kBut’
statesmanshié demands that we face reality, and there is a need for
statesmanship in this nation today. It demands that we face reality
and have faith in the people's wisddm. |

We who;ére Republicahs bear an awesome responsibility--not-
alone.becauSe?we must carry on the fight for individual freedom and
the limitafion of power of;government but because now we have it
within our power to broaden the base of our Party. There must be
many Democrats and former Democrats among us who still look to us for
leadership, because they can no longer follow the tortuous trail that

has been taken by the leadership of their own Party. I was
a Democrat myself, and I know that wrench I felt--and was surprised by

it--when I re—registered...toidiscover how ingrained...that this

loyalty departed. But I also know that it is not I who left that

party and betrayed it, the léadérship of that Party has betrayed the

members of the Party. Winston Churchill said that "some men change
principle for Party and some men change Party for principle". Now,

we who are Republicans can offer that leadership to our fellow citizens
~11- |



One year ago we could not have said...the picture was so
hofeless; One Party ruled this nation and one man ruled that Party.
our forces were in disarrayvout of dispair. A year ago we came
together in unity, a unity that we really had not known.before in
‘thisAParty. And on November 8--I think history some day will describe

it as a day when we restored the two-party.system;

Now let us have unity and let us have it, not out of despair,
but out of determination to meet our challenge. If you believe i

in the causes that we have discussed here today, then go forth
determined that there will be no bitterness...no result of some
organizational rtrife...no remembered grudge that is going to keep
you from suppoziine this céuse. Millions 6f Ameiicans in a voting
bloc that crosses racial, religious, ethnic‘andlpolitical lines are
~watching. But what is more important and whatinhave seen tﬁroughout
“he country and in traveling into a number of other states as I speak
R Republican groups--millions of young Americans are watching...our
sons and daughéers. And they are waiting to see if, once again,

‘we will: let ourselves be éivided by the shadings, "liberal,! "moderate,"
" conservative " applied complete with hyphen, before we use the word
Republican with regard to ourseives. They are watching to see if we _
place more importance on those shad;ngs than on the challenge that
confronts us.j~Fbr with their youthful wiédom they know that the price
, they will pay; if we fail to meet our challenge, is the future in
which they must live. It was once said;that “for one shining glorious
moment in history, we had the key and tﬁe open door and the way was
there before us. Men threw off the yoke of centuries and thrust
forward along that way with such brilliance that for a little while

we were the light and inspiration of the world." Now the key has been
thrown carelessly aside, the door is closing, and we are iosing the
way. But we can find\the way. We can find it if we are willing to
assert our right to run our own affairs, tojremind government that

iis Only power is deriveﬁ from "we the peopie," that those are the
three most profound words in the entire Cdnstitution...“We the peopld
- Government is our creature, created for our convenience, and we can
have no éreater re3p9nsibility--noﬂmore vaiuable legacy to leave to
our children~~than tﬁe restoration of that BAmerican dream.

Thank you.
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Some of us here remember this day as one named in obsexrvance 6f
“+he silencing of guns in a war that wés fought to end all wars and to
make the world safe for democracy.

| \ I know that many of you gathered here must be harking back in
memory to some who cannot be with you---some you knew only as boys,‘
but who were men in the price they paid for a cause,'

Mow this day has been renamed beéause other Aﬁericans have died,
and cdied for noble causes, Twenty-odd years affer that war to end
wars, the sons of the Doughboy were G.I.'s in World Wax iI, ard they
fought for our freedoms. They created an organization to end wars,
and we have known very little peace since. They and their younger
brothers and even their sons fought again in Korea, and today another
generation of young Americans is dying in Vietnam.

We at home are torn with dissension and we‘accuse each other,
trying to find blame and place blame fér why this should be. There are
} those among us whd charge,thaf the fault is ours--that we are the
aggressors~-that peace could come to the world if we would but change
our ways., To each solution that is offere@, to ever§ alternative,
they plaintively cry "thexre are no simple answers to these complex
‘problems.” Is it possible that the answer is, in truth, simple, but
dne that demands too much--one thét is simply too hard for too many of
us to accep?? Is it possible, perhaps; that peace has‘become so dear
and life so sweet that some would buy it at the price of chains and
slavery?

| Let us start with the assumption thaf everyone in the world wants
peace. We pick up our daily press and almo;t every iésue carries
’“Stories'of those who want peace. We know that our clergy, with the
greatest of sincerity, urges that we pray for peace. (0f course wé

must be careful not to do this in a public schoolroom.) Businessmen

form organizations to strive for peace.
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With all this uf. sersal demand and all this(,oncentration on
peace, why, then, should it be so impossible to achieve? In all of
history, one can find few, if any, instances where the people have

»

started a war;a War is the province of government, and therefore, the
more autocratié government is, the more centralized, the more
totalitarian, the more government can direct and control the will of
the people, the greater the chance for war,

We hear the cry for peace everywhere, but another word seems
absent---no voices seem to be crying “ggggﬂgm:, How longksince we
have heard about that? Each year we observe a Captive Nations Day.

At one time, pronouncements on that day here in our own land antici~
pated the future freedom of those now held captive and enslaved. But
more and ﬁore, we have diluted that theme, until now we use the day to
speak of peace with no mention of f;eedom. Is it poséible that vhile
we are sorry for the captives, we do not want to offend the captors?
If we have the courage to face reality, peace is»not so difficult to
come by. We can have peace by morning if we do not mind the price.
What is blocking the quest forkpeace? We all know the answer even if
some in high places are reluctant to voice it.

A totalitarian force in the world has made plain its goal is .
world domination. This has been reiterated by Nikita Khrushchev and
by the presént rulers of Russia. Each one has stated they will not \
retreat one inch ffom’the Marxianiconcept of a one-world socialist
state. So, all we have to do, if peace is so dear, is surrender.

Indeed, not even that---just announce that we are giving up war and .
the tools of war, we are going to mind our own business, we will not
£ight with anyone;fér any reasomn, and we will have peace.

Wwhy are we?éo reluctant to do this? Because there is a price
we will not pay’fér peace, ana4it has to do with ﬁgggggm,' We want
peace, but only if we can be free at the same time. Tbo many of us
remember a few years 5ack when the tanks rumbled through Hungary and
'ovef the bodies of the freedom fighters. And then above the echoes
of the last few shots came that final radioed plea to humanity. fPeople““
of the worldi help us. People of Europe, whom we once'defended against . -
_£he attacks of Asiatic barbérians, listen now‘to the alarm bells ring.
People of the civilized world, in the'hame 6f liberty and solidarity, we

are a;king you to‘hélp. The ligﬁt vanishes, the shadows grow darker hour
by hour. Listen to our cry." And sometimes when the’wind is right, it
seems we can still hear that cry and we find ourselves wondering if the
conscience of man will be hearing that cxy a thousand years from now.
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THere are those. .o our midst who do believé 4e can bring peace
by the unilateral action I have described---by simply refusing to
- fight. Please believe me it would be the height of folly for us to
challenge their sincere belief that we can end the cold war éimply‘by
. convinecing the enemy of our good intentions, and that it isn’t
necessary that we ask him to give up his plan for imposing his will
upon the world. Bu£ we can challenge their lack of touch with reality.

As I said earlier, we all share in their deéire for‘peace.‘ Not
one of us will take second place to any other in willingness to do
everything possible to achieve peace. It is precisely because we do
want peace that we plead for a review of history. Page after page has
reen bloodied by the reckless adventures of power hungry monarchs and
dictators who mistook man's lbve of peace for weakhess.

How many nations have backed down the road of good intentions

':to end up against a wall of no retreat with the only choice to fight
‘or surrender? We do not repudiate man's dream of peace. We must not.
It is a good dream and one we share with all men for the dream is as
old as man himself.

But we do repudiate an attempt to achieve that dream by methods

_x’disprdven by all of our past experience, mathods played against thé
background music of Neville Chamberlain‘S‘umbrella tapping its sorry
way to the slaughter of a geheration of young men.

Nor can we safely rest the case of f?eedom with the United Natiohs
as it is présently constituted. Not until reconstruction of this
organization puts realistic power in the hanas of those nations which

" rust, thfough size and strength, be ultimately responsible for world‘k
Srxdex, can we submit guestions affecting ocur national interest to the
UN and be confident of a fair hearing.

I realize there are those who will charge we offer an altérnative’
cf narrow nationalism and chip-on~the-~ghoulder sabre rattling, that
we éndangér the world and bring closer the dread day of the bomb.

A few months ago, there was talk of World War III as the Middle

L TEast bubbled and boiled over into a war that began and’ended within a

week, A small naticn, faced with a denial of its sovereignty, indeed,
of its very existence, feminded us that the price of freedom is high,
but'never 50 costly as the loss of it. They brought what almost seems to
be a new concept of war to the world---victory-—-and it didn't bring on

wWorld War IITI.
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Go back a few years and recall another time of crisis. This time
the Red Chinese were threatening to invade the off-shore islands and
Formosa., The %orld tensed and we heard the familiar terror talk tﬁat
any action of any kind wouid bring on World Wax IIi. And then another
voice was heard speaking in a tone we have not heard for too long a timé
in this land of ours. Dwight David Eisenhower said: “Théy’ll have to
crawl over the 7th fleet to do it." |

The invasion of Formosa did not take place; no young men died;
and World Wér IITI did not follow. 3 |

By contrast, we listened to‘thosevwho said Laos would be the wrong
war in the wrong place at the wrong time. So we backed down to buy peace
and we bought Vietnam.

Armistice Day is not being honored inyvietnam. The set of enemies
who confront Americans in Southeast Asia are half a world removed'in
space~--and perhaps even a whole century rémoved in timeé-from the
COllectioh of enemies whom we faced in that war to ehd wars in Europe
half a century ago. And if we believe the more pessimistic political
sdientists, the war which we fight now in Asia, is one in which our
enemy will never accept an armistice. He will~fight on and'on; we are
told, until the United States gives up and withdraws in weariness and
failure. |

What about the solemn lessons that Americans were sﬁpposed to
have learned from all the wars, great and small, which they have fought
through the past half a century?

From those tremendous campaigns across Europe and Africa; and onu
the seas and unaer the seas aﬁd in the skies; and in Asia and among the
Pacific Islandé?i

From the;billions and biilions of dollars beyond counting that
have been spent on weapons and munitions, and on moving armies and fleets

“and air forces across the face of the earth--sums vast enough to support
whole civilizations?

And what has happened to the warrior skills that came to Ameridaﬁs'
from experience in wars--experience unwanted and unsought, but unmatched
nevertheless? ; ' : :

We Americans have had one general and continuing experience outside
our waters these past 50 years. It is the experience of fighting wars,
and trying to prevent wars. And yet, at this dismal juncture, some-
how-ﬁe are unable or at least unwilling to bring to terms, oxr force to
an armistice, a ramshackle water buffalo economy with a gross national
budget hardly equal to that of Pascagaula, ‘ |

what has gone wrong? What has happened to our knowledge of
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Where did the American strategic responses in Southeast Asia

begin to go awry?

I, for one, find it strange that’two of the nine Justices. of the
Supreme Court should now assert in public that the legality of the
Amefican military operations in that part of the world should be re-"
viewed by that Court.

If there are indeed true grounés for susn1c1on of illegal acts

or actions, as Justices Douglas and Po seem to 1m01y, what a
monstrous crime that would be: Here are more than 500,000 fresh
troops being sent forth across the Pacific in their youthful innocence
every year. If they are encouraged in illegal acts then scores éf
Generals and Admirals must be accessofies before aﬁd after the fact.
2nd if a crime has been committed, whose crime would it be? The
-President's? McNamara's? Or the Congress who passed the Teonkin Gulf
Resolutlon which the Pré31dent insists Drov;ced him with legal sanc~
tions? And how would Juetlceségéiﬁm and Douglas measure the offense,
if an offense there be? Would the war-making be a felony? Or a
* misdemeanor? And what punishment would they prescribe to fit such a
crime?

It is impossible to imagine anytﬁing/sillier.

Maybe it could be argued as a legaliSE that thé Administration
cf the hour has in fact misled the weople and taken them wrongly into
war. That would be a matter between the4Executive Branch and the
ceonle. That is one thing, and I am not necessarily disposed to hold
with either Justice on the point. The other thing is, of course,’
vhether American forces should be in Viet Nem at all. Let me make my
ownfposition clear. I believevthat the U.S.‘has‘work to do and a
Dlace to £ill in the PaulflC, and that we mast not stop fighting
until the security of our allies has been assured in freedom and
independence. This war, in other words, had to be fought, even if
it is not yet called’a’war, which it is; But I also hold that we got
intb it in an altbgether strange and’even mysterioﬁs way, and that is
the cause of much of the confusion and acrimony and anguish among us.
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The fundamental error was made just about six yéars ago and that
firstkyear, 1961, waé a bad year for the United State's péwer position
in the world. It was the vear of the incredible’botch at the Bay of
Pigs; of Khrushchev's cold and calculated affront of our President
at their meeting in Vienna; of the‘eminous,start'of another Soviet ¢
crunch at Berlin: of the‘earth—shaking Soviet’breechvof the nucleax
test moratprium; of the firstklarge, vicious armed attacks by the
Viet Cong on the South Vietnamese villaées; and of the breaking by the
North Vietnamese of the promised neutrality of Laos.

The year 1961 was, on the fact of the record, the year when
Soviet Russia in alliance with Ho éhi Minh in Asia, clearly ds:
to test, at places of their choﬁsing, the nerve ahd stamina of a new
Administration in Washington..

We decided not to stand in Laos. We accepted the occupation of
Eastern Laos by the Pathet Lao Communists. 'th,like the Viet Cong,

A nor. '
were and remain a nationalist front for Hanoe. We did what in the

internationél jargon of diplomacy is called a nolitical and stfategié
retreat. But this retreat was not described tokthe rest of us:as a
retreat. On the contrary, the compact which thus‘split Lads into
three parts was celebrated as a great feat of statesmanshiop.

What it did, of course, in the Eastern one third of Laos was to
open uncontesteq access to‘the corridors in South’Viet Nam from the
North. It is ﬁnbwn to our fighting men as the Ho Chi Minh Trail.

The sequencé of American’actions thereafter is clear, even if the
strategical reasoning is not.

The prime recommendation of the Taylor-Rostow team was to raise
the strength of the United States military‘mission in South Viet Nam
from a few?hundred men;—(about 700 men, actualiy)-—to some 15,000 men.
Thé American forces already in the country were not combat troops.

On the contrary, they were concgrned almost exélusively with the’
choré of tiainingfand equipping:a small South Viethamese army, itself
witﬂout experienéé and traditidn in war. The additional troops who

were sent in also were charged with continuing the training and
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From that point on, nothing wenit . right.

The very people wk were trying to help keot warning that an
aggression was in the making, and that the appeasement in Lzaos would
have the fatal effect of making South Viet’Nam,vulnerable. But
| Washington simply was no£ listening.

Well, it has been a dreary mat£er of addition ever since. There
were a mere 700 or so training troops at the start. Then 15,000 more
and then the combat formations--first by regiments-~then by brigades,
and finally by divisions. And now, only six years later, more than
'SC0,000 Amarican troops are there.

From the start,it was a case of being too late with too little,
while tipping our hand to the enemy so that he always knew in advance
what we proposed,

The strategy has been justified with a quotation from another
General named Polybius. That strategy hclds:

"It is not the purpcse of war to annihilate those who orovoke it,

7~ but to cause them to mend their ways."

Polybius was a Roman who wrote on war 2,000 years before our
twentieth cnetury invention of “wars of National liberation."

In aﬁy case, neither Poiybius, or evén'GeneralrMaxwell Taylor,
seem to have provided a satisfactory answér. Wars, or poliiics
conducted in the form of war, simply cannot be won or‘settled this
WY o |

And the cost of trying to get Ho to improve his manners keeps
going up and up--~to more than $30Abillion a jear. Worse still, the
opgipns now open to us frqm the existing platform of strateéy aqrow

| more difficult.



some say the wJL cannot be won by force ané .hat the bomblng

should be stopped. Stop the bombing, and we will only encourage the
enemy to do his worst. A Marine General reported that in one bombing
pause, his men counted 150 truck convoys and more thar 300 sampans
bringing ﬁb supplies. Some others hold for a cloéiﬁg of Haiphong and
even an Inchon-type landing. The feasibility of such actions is a
matter for the generals and admirals to decide-~-a professionél judgnmern
But the military can only advise, It is for the government and the
people, and only they, to decide what is to be done with such advice,
if anything is to be done‘at all.

The one thing that is sure in £his situation is that we American:
must finally make up our minds as a people whether we want ﬁo-carry th«
war through £o a conclusion, or give up.

:We Americans who live onftﬁe West Coast do not look on the
Pacific as an alien sea, or upon Asia as a feared or élien shore. Fo
generations, we have traded across this ocean, and now the jets gov
back and forth. In a very real sense, we are a Pacific people, as W
are élso an Atlantic people., Senator Fulbright andkMr.‘Walter Lippn
to the contrary, we are not--nor can we ever be--indifferent to what
happens there. Aand least of all can we turn aWay from an aggressi- -~
which seeks to crush free and independent nations and, toward that
end} would eject the protective American influence from the Westexrn
Pacific. \ |
national interest demands that we take a stand there now go we won't
have to take a stand later on our own beaches?

Isn't it time that we either win this war or tell the Americén
“people why Wé can't? Isn't it time to recognize the great immorality

of sending our neighbors' sons to die with the hope we can do so withou
angering the enemy too much? Isn't this a throwback to those jungle
tribes sacrificing a few of their select young on a heathen altar to
keep the Volecano from exoloding?

The war in Vietnam must be fought through to victory, meaning
first, an end to North Vietnam aggression, and second, an honorable and
safe peace for our South Vietnam nelghbors. We have been paulenuﬂ\m,g
enough and our patience wears thin. This is the way to peace and it is
a way in keeping with our basic principles. :

Probably no society has ever been founded completely on the prin-
cipal of individualism, but certainly our govermment and our system has
come closer than man has ever come in all the history of man's relation
to man. Ours is the concept that an individual's rights are inviolate,
and thus we are deeply disturbed at the idea that young men can be aske

,to die for a cause unless that cause is worth winning and worth involv-
1nc the total effort of all of us collectively.

# # #
. , -8
(Note: Since Governor Rezagan speaks from notes, there mey be additions
to, or Changes in, the above. However, the Governor will stand by ths
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Some of us here remember this day as one named in observance of
the silencing of guns in a war that was fought to end all wars and to
make the world safe for democracy.

I know that many of you gathered here must be harking back in
memory to soﬁe‘who cannot be with you---some you knew only as boys,
but who were men in the price they paid for a cause.

Now this day has bzen renamed because other Americans have died,
and died for noble causes. Twenty-odd years after that war to end
wars, the sons of the Doughboy were G.I.'s in World War II, and they
fcught for ocur freedoms. They created an organization to end wars,
zand we have known very little peace since. They and their younger
brothers and even their sons fought again in Korea, and today another
ceneration of young Americans is dying in Vietnam.

We at home are torn with dissension and we accuse each other,
trying to find blame and place blame for why this should be- ThereYa;é
those among us who charc¢e that the fault is ours--that we are the
sggressors-—that peace could come to the world if we would but change
cur ways. To each solution that is offered, to every alternative,
they plaintively cry "there are no simple answers to these complex
nroblems.” Is it possible that the answer is, in truth, simple, but
ane that demands too much--one that is simply too hard for too meny of
vs to accept? Is it possible; perhaps, that peace has become so dear
znd life so sweet that some would buy it at the price of chains and
slavery?

Let us start with the assumption that everyone in the world wants
peace. We pick up our daily press and almost every issue carries
stories of those who want peace. UWe know that our clergy, with the
greatest of sincerity, urces that we pray for peace. (Of course we

must be careful not to do this in & public schoolroom.) Businessmen

form organizations to strive for peace.
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With all this universal demand andg 11 this concentration on

.peace, vhy, then, should it be so impogsible to achieve? In all of
history, one can find few, if any, ingtances where the poople have
started a war. War is the province of government, and therefore, the
more autocratic government is,vthe more ceniralized, the more
totalitarian, the more government can direct and control the will of
the people, the greater the chance for war.

We hear the cry for peace everywhere, but another word seems
absent—---no voices secem to be crying "freedom". How long since we
have heard about that? Each year we observe a Captive Nations Day.
At one time, pronouncements on that day here in our own land antici-
pated the future freedom of those now held captive and enslaved. But
more and ﬁore. we have diluted that theme, until now we use the day to

speak of peace with no mention of freedom. Is it possible that while

el

w2 are sorry for the ceptives, we do not want to offend the captors?
If we have the courage to face reality, peace is not so difficult to
come by. We can have peace by morning if we do not mind the price.
What is blocking the quest for peace? We all know the answer even if
some in hich places are reluctant to voice it.

A totalitarian foxce in the world has made plain its goal is
world domination. This has been reiterated by Nikita Khrushchev and
by the present rulers of Russia. FEach one has stated they will not
retreat one inch from the Marxian concept of a one-world socialist
state. So, all we have to do, if peace is so dear, 1is surrender.
Indeed, not even that---just announce that we are giving up war and
the tools of war, we are g¢oing to mind our own business, we will not
fight with anyone for any reason, and we will have peace.

Why are we so reluctant to do this? Because there is a price
we will not pay for peace, and it has to do with freedom. We want

eace, but only if we can be free at the same time. Too many of us

"3

remember a few years back when the tanks rumbled through Hungary and
over the bodies of the freedom fighters. And then above the echoes

of “he last Ffew shots came that final radioed plea to humanity. "People
of the world, help us. People of Europe, whom we once defended against
the attacks of Asiatic barbarians, listen now to the alarm bells ring.
People of the civilized world, in the name of liberty and solidarity, we

are asking you to help. The light vanishes, the shadows grow darker hour
by hour. Listen to our cry." And sometimes when the wind is right, it
scems we can still hear that cry and we find ourselves wondering if the

conscience of man will be hearing that cry z thousand ycars from now.
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There are those in our midst who do believe we can bring peace

by the unilateral action I have described---by simply refusing to
fight. Please believe me it would be the height of folly for us to
challenge their sincere belief that we can end the cold war simoly by
convincing the enemy of our good intentions, and that it isn't
necessary that we ask him to give up his plan for imposing his will
upon the worid. But we can challenge their lack of touch with reality.

As I said earlier, we all share in their desire for peace. Not
one of us will take second place to any other in willingness to do
everything possible to achieve peace. It is precisely because we do
want peace that we plead for a review of history. Page after page has
been bloodied by the reckless adventures of power hungry monarchs and
dictators who mistook man's 1ové of peace for weakness.

How many nations have backed down the road of good intentions
to end up against a wall of no retreat with the only choice to fight
or surrencder? We do not repudiate man's dream of peace. We must not.
It is a good dream and one we share with all men for the dream is as
0ld as man himself.

But we do repudiate an attempt to achieve that dream by methods
disproven by all of our past experience, methods played against the
kackground music of Neville Chamberlain's umbrella tapping its sorry
way to the slaughter of a generation of young men.

Nor can we safely rest the case of freedom with the United HMations
as it is presently constituted. Not until reconstruction of this
organization puts realistic power in the hands of those nations which
must, through size and strength, be ultimately responsible for world
ordeyr, can we submit guestions affecting our national interest to the
UN and be confident of a fair hearing.

I realize there are those who will charge we offer an alternative
of narrow nationalism and chip-on-the-shoulder sabre rattling, that
we endanger the world and bring closer the dread day of the bomb.

A few months ago, there was talk of World war III as the Middle
East bubbled and boiled over into a war that began and ended within a
week. A small nation, faced with a denial of its sovereignty, indeed,
of its very existence, reminded us that the price of freedom is hich,
but never so costly as the logs of it. They brought what almost seems to

.
be a new concept ©f war to the worlfl---victory---and it dian't brirg on

dJorld War ITII.



GoAback a few ycars and recall another time of crisis. This time
the Red Chinese were threatening to invadé the off-shore islands and
Formosa. The world tensed and we heard the familiar terror talk that
any action cof any kind would bring on World War III. 2And then another
voice was heard speaking in & tone we have not heard for too long a time
in this land of ours. Dwight David Eisenhower said: "They'll have to
crawl over the 7th fleet to do it."

The invasion of Formosa did not talke place; no voung men died;
and World War III did not follow.

By centrast, we listened to those who saild Laos would be the wrong
war in the wrong place at the wrong time. So we backed down to buy peace
and we bougnt Vietnam.

Armistice Day is not being honored in Vietnam. The set of enemies
wno confront Americans in Southeast Asia are half a world removed in
space--and perhaps even a whole century removed in time--from the
collection of enemies whom we faced in that war to end wars in Europe
half a century ago. 2And if we believe the more pessimistic political
scientists, the war which we fight now in Asia, i1s one in which our
enemy will never accept an armistice. He will fight on and on, we are
#old, until the United States gives up and withdraws in weariness and
failure.

What about the solemn lessons that Zmericans were supposed to
have learned from all the wars, great and small, which they have fought
through the past half a century?

From those tremendous campaigns across Europe and Africa; and on
the seas and under the sezs and in the sikies: and in Asia and among the
Pacific Islands?

From the billions and billions of dollars beyond counting that
have been spent on weapons and munitions, and on moving armies and fleets

and air forces across the face of the earth--sums vast enough to support
whole civilizations?

And what has happened to the warrior skills that came to Americans
from experience in wars--expericnce unwanted and unsought, but unmatched
neverthelessg?

We Americans have had onc general and continuing experience outside
our waters these past 50 years. It is the experience of fighting wars,
and trying to prevent wars., And yet, at this gdismal juncture, some-
how we are unable or at least unwilling to bring to terms, or force to
an armistice, a ramshackle water buffalo economy with a gross national
budget hardly equal 1o that of Fawmcagaula,

What has gone wrong? What! liss happened to our knowledae of

politics and power?



Where did the American strategic renponses in Southeast 2sia

begin to go awry?

I, for one, find it rntrange thuat two of the nine Justices. of the
Supreme Court should now assert in oublic that the legality of the
American military operations in that part of the world should be re--
viewed by that Court.

If there are indeed true grounds for suswpicion of illegal acts
or actions, =s Justices Douglas and Potter seem to imply, what a
monstrous crime that would be! Here are more than 500,000 fresh
troops being sent forth across the Pacific in their youthful innocence
every year. If they are encouraged in illegal acts then scores of
Generals and Admirals must be accessories before and after the fact.
Zrnd if a crime has been committed, whose crime would it be? The
President's? McHamara's? Or the Congress who passed the Tonkin Gulf
Resolution which the President insists provided him with legal saﬁc—
tions? And how would Justices Potter and Douglas measure the offense,
if an offense there be? Would the war-making be a felony?  Or a
misdemeanor? And what nunishment would they prescribe to fit such a
crime?

It is impossible to imagine anything sillier.

Maybe it could be argued as a legalism that the Administration
of the hour has in fact misled the peopnle and taken them wrongly into
war. That would,be a matter between the Executive Branch and the
veonle. That is one thing, and I am not necessarily dispoéed to hold
with either Justice on the point. The other thing is, of course,
whether Emerican forces should be in Viet Nam at all. Let me make my
own position clear. I believe that the U.S. has work to do and a
nlace toc fill in the Pacific, and that we must not stop fighting
until the securit . of our allies has been assured in freedom and
indemendence. This war, in other words, had to be fought, even if
it is not vet called a war, which it is. But I also hold that we got
into it in an altogether strange and cven mysterious way, aﬁd that is

the cause of much of the confusion and acrimony and anguish among us.



The fundamental error winn made just about six years ago and theat

first year, 1961, was o bad year for the United State's power vosition
in the world. It was the yeotr of the {ncredible botch at the Bay of
pigs; of Khrushchev‘g cold and calculqtcd affront of our President

at thelr meeting in Vienna; of the cmihoﬁs start of another Soviet ¢
crunch at Berlin; of the earth-shaking Soviet breech of the nuclear
test moratorium: of the first large, vicious armed attacks by the
Viet Cong on the South Vietnamese villages; and of the breaking by the
North Vietnamese of the promised neutrality of Laos.

The year 1961 was, on the fact of the record, the year when
Soviet Russiz in alliance with Ho Chi Minh in Asia, clearly decided
to test, at places of their choosing, the nerve and stamina of a new
Administration in Washington..

We decided not to stand in Laos. We accepnted the occupation of
Eastern Laos by the Pathet Lao Comrmunists. Who, like the Viet Cong,
were and remain a nationalist front for Hanoe. We did what in the
international jargon of diplomacy is called a nolitical and strategic
retreat. But this retreat was not described to the rest of us:as a
retreat. On the contrary, the compact which thus svlit Laos into
three parts was celebrated as a great feat of statesmanship.

What it did, of course, in the Eastern one third of Laos was to
open uncontested access to the corridors in South Viet Nam from the
North. It is known to our fighting men as the Ho Chi Minh Trail.

The sequence of Americanlactions thereafter is clear, even if the
strategical reasoning is not.

The prime recommendation of the Taylor-Rostow team was to raise
the strength of the United States military mission in South Viet Nam
from a few hundred men--{about 700 men, actually)--to some 15,000 men.
The 2merican forces already in the country were not combat troops.

On the contrary, they were concerned almost exclusively with the
chore of trainihg and eqguipping a small South Vietnamese army, itself
without experience und tradition in war. The additional troops who
were sent in also were charged with continuing the training and

equinping, but they were to do more of it faster.
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From that point on, nothing went . right.

The very vpeocople we were trying to help kent warning that an
aggression was in the making, and that the appcasement in Laos would
have the fatel effect of making South Viet Nam vulnerable. But
Washington simply was not listening.

Well, it has been a dreary matter of addition ever since. There
were a mere 700 or so training troops at the start. Then 15,000 more
and then thes combat formations--first by regiments--then by brigades,
and finally by divisions. And now, only six years later, more than
500,000 American troops are there.

From the start, it was a case of being too late with too little,
while tipping our hand to the enemy so that he always knew in advance
what we proposed.

The strategy has been justified with a quotation from another
General named Polybius. That strategy holds:

"It ié not the purvose of war to annihilate those who provoke it,
but to cause them to mend their ways."

Polybius was a Roman who wrote on war 2,000 years before our
twentieth cnetury invention of "wars of National liberation."”

In any case, neither Polybius, or even General Maxwell Taylor,
seem to have vrovided a satisfactory answer. Wars, or politics
conducteé¢ in the form of war, simply cannot be won or settled this
way .

And the cost of trying to get Ho to improve his manners keeps
going up and up~-to more than $30 billion a year. Worse still, the
ootions now onen to us from the existing platform of strategy grow

more difficult.



fghould be stopped. Stop the bombing, and we will only encouraye i
cnemy to do his worst. 7/ Murine Gencynl rcporteéd that in one bombing
pause, his men counted 150 truck convoyn and more than 300 sampans
bringing up supplies. Some others hold for a closing of Haiphong and
even an Inchon-type landing. The feasibility of such actions is a
matter for the generals and admirals to decide---a professional judgment.
But the military can only advise. It is for the government and the
beoPle, and cnly they, to decide what is to be done with such advice,
if anything is to be done at all.

The one thing that is sure in this situvation is that we 2mericans
must finally make up our minds as a people whether we want to carry the
way through t0 a2 conclusion, or give up.

We Americans who live on the West Coast do not look on the
Pacific as an alien sea, or upon Asia as a feared or alien shore. For
generations, we have traded across this ocean, and now the jets go
back and forth. In 2 very real sense, we are a Pacific people, as we
are also an Atlantic peorle. Senator Fulbright and Mr. Walter Lippmann
to the contrary, we are not~--~nor can we ever be--indifferent to what
happens there. And least of all can we turn away from an aggression
which seeks to crush free and independent nations and, toward that
end, would eject the protective American influence from the Western
Pacific.

Isn't it time that we admitted we zre in Vietnam because our
national interest demands that we take a stand there now so we won't
have to take a stand later on our own beaches?

Isn't it time that we either win this war or tell the American
people why we can't2 Isn't it time to recognize the great immorality

of sending our neighbors' sons to die with the hope we can do so without
angering the enemy too much? Isn't this a throwback to those jungle

tribes sacrificing a few of their select young on a heathen altar to
keep the Volcano from exvloding?

The war in Vietnam must be fought throucgh to victory, meaning
first, an end to North Vietnam aggression, and second, an honorable and
safe pezce for our South Vietnam neighbors. We have been patient long
enough and our patience wears thin. This is the way to peace and it is
a way in keeping with our basic principles,

Probably no society has ever been founded completely on the prin-
cipal of individualism, but certainly our government and our system has
come closer than man has ever come in all the history of man’s relation
to man. OQurs 1igs the concept that an individual's rights are inviolate,
and thus we are deeply gisturbed at the idea that young men can be aske
to die for a causc unless that cause is worth winning and worth involv-
ing the total effort of all of us collectively.

i # #
~8-
(Note: Since Governor Reagan spenls from notes, there may be additions
to, or changes in, the above. lifiwever, the Governor will stand by the

above qguotes.)
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I consider it a great privilege to be able to speak here tonight,

J~For-a nunber of reasons.

An7 opportunity to talk with and meet with a representative
segment of the 10 percent of california's population that is Epanish-
speaking is ﬁost welcome, co often office holders have taken you for
granted in the years between elections and then come arcund in election
years and asked for your support. I am not here tonight to make a
political egpeech or to ask for your support. I am here to tell you
that we will continue in this administration to try to merit your
support. And I am here to tell you what down deep we all know--that the
two-party system functions better when it crosses ethnic and language
barriers aﬁa when one party does not base its appeals on racist or racial
grounés.

I want you to knocw, also, that this’administration recaqniées‘

ﬂizur proklems, those that are peeuliar to you with a dual language ahd
a dual culture. And those that are common to all cuxr people,

It iz a privi ;ege 0 be Lere because the Ycouth Opportunities

=

:atlon is one of the fingst examples of

the Creative Society I know
of anywhere.
‘ Here we have more than 25 major businesses and industries and
scores of individuals from the independent sector Zanding together to
help provide college and professicnal educations for 50 young people of
Mexican aucestry.' |
But the 1mportance of the Youth Opportunities Foundation goes
far beyond those 50 students. It is indicative of what the independent
_sector can do in the field of e&ucetion and it is an example that can
" e followed and multiplied many times over, not only for American youths
of Mexican de2cent, but also for qualified children of all nationalities
who need help in getting an education.
 But I am not here tonight to talk about the Youth Opporﬁunities
Foundation; You here are more quelified than I to enumerate its

accomplishments. You know the needs of your area and your people better

than anyone you might ask to speak at a banquet such as this.

. P
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I would like to talk a bit, however, about our recognition of

the prcblems and what we at the state level are attempting to do in the

#

area of education.

But first, I would like to take a moment to pay tribute to those

Americans of Mexican descent who are serving in this administration.

1 do not favor separating Americans into blocks or groups on the basis -
of -their origin, their race or religion or even their occupation. The
goal of all of us should be to eliminate dividing lines and think of
each other only as fellow American citizens. This should hold true in
selecting or electing those who serve in governmehtépositions. |
However, when you have a large segmentVof your citizenry who ate a part
of our rich history and yet are not participants iﬁ our present
activities to the extent their numbers and their abilities warrant,
then we have an obligation to make a special effort‘to involve them.

That is why, altogether, more than 30 Americans of Mexican descent have

been named to non-civil service positions so far where we can count on
their advice and counsel as well as their special familiarity with the
problems of theixr own people.

Especially I want to acknowledge one of your Youth Opportunitie
Foundation officers, Dr. Francisco Br;vo, who not only 'sexrves as a mem-'
ber of the State Board of Agriculturé, bﬁt who also has been a trusted
friend and gdviser since way back in the campaign days,

I would also like to pay tribute té two hard workers bn my  own
personal staff, Bill Orozco, who is invcharge of our Los Angéles office,
and Armand Delgado, who is my aide in Sacramento for Spanish-speaking
Affairs,

We have other appointments coming up in the weeks ahead,
appointees who not only will meet special needs, such as serving as
members of draft boards, but also appcintees whose broad skills and
talents will benefit all Qf the people of galiférnia}

Sometimes the things we are t;ying to do get logt in the shuffle
of more exciting or newsworthy events. :

Oné of those is our plan for helping low-income students ﬁho ére
otherwise Qualified to receive educaéions in our state—éupported
universities and colleges.

‘There are some who have suggested that perhaps‘this is a plan

‘better not talked of here because it involves tuition.

i



But I say thﬁi is the place to’talk of i& secause it can résult
in your qualified boys and girls,going to college.

And let me say this, those of you who would continue to depend

on therso-called "free" education now offered are just kidéing yourselves,

At the laét couht, less than 100 persons with Spanish surnames were

among the 27,000 students at UCLA.
And yet, every American of Mexican descent, no matter how poor,

is paying with his taxes a part of the cost of supporting our University

and college systems.

Let me tell vou briefly about our Egqual Education Plan which,

yes, would be financed by tuition or, if you prefer a euphemism, a
student charge. | ‘

But that tuition wouldbe paid by those who can afford to pay--
and that is the lioh‘s share of thoée now attending. For the faét is,
the average income of the pareﬁté of students attending our public
universities is almost identical with the average income of the parents
of students attending private universities.

This is fine., But I can't help but remember that originally
cuxr public system of higher education was developed to help those who
. could not afford to go to private schools.
| We think that at the very least an education in our state col-

leges and wniversities should be available to thosé whose only reason
for rot attending is money,
Our plan will accomplish‘that end. Here is how it wiil work.,
First of all, it is based on total annual hecessary expenditures
'of aboﬁt $2,000 a year including tuition, fees, room and board, kooks
and incidental e#ﬁenses.

Secondly,iéll loans are to be repayable bnly after the student
has left college and has begun earning.

During his first year cf college, the student will borrow 75
percent of his basic $2,0C0 and receive 25 peréent in scholarships.

In his second year, the student will borrcw 50 percent and receive
"~ "50 percent in scholarships.

During his third year, the loan will be 25 percent and the
scholarship 75 percent.

quing his senior yéar, the Student will receive a full

scholarship.
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An alternative proposal which also has merit is to reverse the

procedure and make the first year free in order not to discourage poten-
tial students from low income groups. This is a detail we-can work
out. ’

Tha£ is the basic plan.

e do not yet know what the need level will be, although we have
studies underway in this area; It is obvious that a family making o
$7,500 a year and having one child is in a better position to educate
him than a family making $15,000 a year and having four children. Some
sort of sliding scale appears to be the proper Way of handling this.

Other questions arise about repaying the loaﬁs.. Wwhat about
women who receive loans and then marrykbefore they are in a position to
repay? ‘What about men in'the service? What about those who enter
professional areas where great need exists? |

In these and other cases we think there should be forgiveness
features, Exactly how these would work are for the Regents and the
Legislatuie to decide, since it is the Regents who will eventually
approve the plan for the University and the Legislature for the
colleges, ' ’ : | g

At this moment these details are not nearly so important as the
fact:that we must pfovide a way for all those who can use a college

education to receive one.

I have outlined a financing method, but that meets only a part
of the need. | ;

We must also encourage those students who are qualified to go
on to college.

This will take the active cooperation, not only of the'colleges
and univergities, but also the school districts and the high schools.,

| It will take the cooﬁeration, the interest and enthusiasm of

all;those in public education to make such a plan known, to explain it,
andjin many cases, to sellfit~—~especiallyltobstudents who come from
homes where there is a language barrier, where there is illiteracy or h
where, because of environmental factors, there is lack of ambition and
’even hopelessness. |

Therefore, this plan--any plan——will need an aggressive guidance

and information program at the high school level, expanded counseling

and even a recruiting system.



This should néﬁ be the responsibility of { 2 high schools alone.
The college and,universityksystems should work hand in hand with the
school districts to assure that every student capabie of agquiring and
absorbing a college education has access to one.

We h:ar much in meetings of the University Regents about the
benefits tec the Uniéersity of having substantial numbers of out-of-state
students. and rightfully so. These do broaden the range of students
and make for a more meaningful student dialogue;

However, here in California we have a broad strata of students
who, if they just could get into the University, would also’add to the
guality and variety of the student body.

| Aithough Qualified intellectually, they have:been barred in many
cases because language and financial barriers have not let them live
up to their true potentials in high school, In other woxrds, scholastic-
211y, they are not among thektop 12% percent of their graduating class.
| We are already at work on that problem. |

This year, the Legislatdre passed and Irsigned legislation making
it poséible to give early instruction in two languages-~~English and
Spanish.

Many a youngster from a Spanlsh—speaknng home comes into our
schools bright and willing, but shy and handlcapped by a lack of
knowledge of English.

Because of shyness, he will not ask:questions raised by his
unfamiliarity with English. As a result,rﬁe drops farther and farther
behind, and in too many cases, loses all interest. | |

| That legislation should go a long way toward rectifying this
problem.

I know there are many other problems that face any,éitizen who
has a language barrier. These are problems thét.cannot be solved

overnight or by laws or by mbney, Welfare is one.

.~ To put a man on welfare does not solve a prohlem. Welfare at
best should be a temporary expedlency.

In recent years welfare too often has been seen as the salvation
-.—af the jobless, regardless of why he is unemployed, rather than as a
stopgap. :

But welfare is no salvation. 1In the long run, welfare destroys
men's souls, robs them of their dignity, takes away their incentive,
demeans their wives and children. |
| # % #

- (Note: Since Governor Reagan speaks from notes, there may be additions

to, or changes in, the above. However, the governor will stand by the
above quotes.) 5 : '
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To the Senate and the Assembly of the Legislature of California.

CALIFORNIA MEDICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM‘///

The recent decision of the California State Supreme Court has made
it necessary for me to add to the call of the 1967 second extraordinary
(%;session of the legislature a request that the legislature clarify its
intent in the wording of the Caiifornia'Medical Assistance Program.,

_ Ve are also asking the legislature to go ahead with proposals that it
conduct its own audit of the program, using an‘independent acéounting
firm, to insure that projected figures in this complex program have
equal validity to both the legislature and the administration. Such
an audit in no way, however, changes the need for a clarification of
the intent of the law.

The Supreme Court decision in Morris vs,., Williams invalidated regﬁ~'
lations adopted by the Health aﬁd:welfare Administrator under authority
we believed the legislature had given him.

The requlations were désigned to Erovide heélth care services to
the limit Qf appropriated funds for ail persons covered by the program.
These'regulations were thé result of a careful study made by the

eleven-~menber Health Review and Program Cdﬁncil established by the
legislature to advisz the administrator iﬁ the’coﬁduct of the Medical
Assistante Program.

The Court'’s decision, though recognizing that the admipistrator
must operate the program within appropriated funds, requires him to
eliminate all medically indigent persons from the program before re-
~ ducing any serQices granted tokwélfare recipients.

. The medically indigenﬁ are 160,000 needy persons not on welfare

~ but with insufficient resources to meet their basic medical needs.

In effect, the Court ruling has tied the hands of the administration
in its effort to provide life-saving medical services for all needy
California citizens.

nl-a



The Court's inté:dretation of what it constg;ds to be legislative
intent has also severely limited the fiexibility needed to administer
this program. o,

To have a séund program with the administrati?e flexibility needed
to meet changing conditions, I recommend the following legislation:

~;A concise and workable definition of the term "feasible". This
and related terms are used in numerous places in the California Medical
Assistance Act. The absence of clear definition causes unreconcilable
conflicts which not ¢nly eliminate administrative fléxibility but also
can result in endless litigation over’every decision made in bperating
the nrogram.

~4A clear restatement of legislaﬁive intent tha£ the Health and
ilelfare Agency Administrator has beeﬁ given discretion to either reduce
- services to all beneficiaries or reduce the number of beneficiaries,or
use a combination of bothrin order *to operate the program withinranhual
a@propriations. The Court's required elimination of up to 160,000
mediéally indigent from the program will cause a massive shift of
responsibility for their health care to the county taxpayers.

This will not only result in an estimated annual loss of $70
- million in Federal matching funds but will also place the financial
burden of their care on the counties; For example: It is estimated
that the annual fiscal impact on Los Angeles County could be as high
45 $60.5 milliqn; Alameda $7 million; San Diego $6 millién; San Francisco
$5 million; Fresno $2.5 million.

-l reductioﬁjin the interval between the time that services are
provided and biiisjmust be submitted for payment. The current six-month
interval creates severe difficulties in determining current pro?ram
eXpenditures during any fiscal year and in projecting program costs Ffor
,'subsequent fiscal years. | : : e

Znactment of these measures is essential if we are to Cdlrj out our
responsibilities as mandated by the legislature. '

Positive and continuing efforts must be made to assure medlcal treat~
ment for those who truly need it. New state taxes are not the solution
to this problem. Tt is our responsibility to the people of this state

to find a way to administer this program w1th1r existing funds and still
furnlsh necessary medlcal treatment.

g1 . 21 RN K28
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I would like to take this opportunity to welcome all of you here

.. to California.

To those of you who are Republicans, I would be glad to have you
stay around ~- I could use some help.

To those of you who are Democrats, Ilhope you all get to be
governors some day ——- with Republican legislatures.

Seriously, it is a fine thing’to see s0 many of you heré. It is
indicative of the growing effort infrecent years to upgrade both the

guality of our legislatures ard the guality of the legislation they

zeck to pass.

Your presence here indicates also the increasing interest in the
kvirious legislatures by the citizenry of our nation.

Evetywhere we see the voters approving measures to improve the
payv and the working conditions of their legislators. |

I am proud to say that much of the leadership in upgrading the

legislatures has come from California where men in both parties have

- worked diligently to improve the quality of those who serve and

incentives for those capable of serving. The Speaker of our Assenbly,
Jesse Unruh, has worked tirelessly to bring about adequate staffing

for California legislators to make them more able to serve their

constituents, and across the aisle, proving the bi-partisan motive
of this effort, hé has been joined by a veteran Republican, Frank
Lanterman.

Just a year ago California wvoters approved setting legislatoré'
salaries at $16,000 a year plus a $25 a day per diém when the legis-~
lature is in session. In California, it hardly pays to run for
Congress any more -—- gspecially if you have a governor who will call

you into special session now and then. So far, though, there has been

no indication that a California governor can count on extra votes as

a display of gratitude for issuing such calls.



Of course, no governor has a right to expect&any legislator to
vote his way as a favor or because of political expediency. But it
goés wilithout saylng he does have a right to expect every legislator
to vote the way he thinks 1s best for his state, irrespective of
‘political considerations. By the same token, the legislabure has a
right to expect its efforts to be received and signed on that basis

and no other.

In these complex times, more than ever before, the leglslature

is no place for the prima donna or for the legislator‘who worries
more about protocol and prerogatives than he does about his duties
to his state and his constituency.

In the early days of my administration we had our problems, not
only with the members of the other party, but also with the members
of our own, | ,

In retrospect, I think this is understandable.

We were the new boys in town, There was much to be done ar
much to be learned,

So we learned by doing. But the process was not alwaYs easy
and the way was not always smooth.

I suppose we made all the usual Tistakes and tromped, inadvér-
tently, on a lot of toes. Sometimes in making policy decisions in a
hurry, we forgot to notify oﬁr own leadership, sometimes they were
not there to notify. | | :

In proposing programs, sometimes we did not consult with all

those in both parties who thought they should be consulted with,
' Often they were right. Once in a whille we were,
How they reacted to our mistakes was the measure of the men in
both parties,

But most, though they occasionally blew ﬁp; occasionally com—
plained, and sometimes wondered if we would ever learn, buckled down
and workod for what they conceived to be the besf interests of the
state. : |

Some people described the early days of my administration as-

a honeymoon. My reply was that 1f 1t was a honeymoon, I was sleéping
alone., And then, looking around at éome of those who ailegedlykweré
on the honeymoon with me, I declded that sleeping alone was not

such a bad ildea,



ceill, that is the case for two legislative Hbuses. There is, of
course, the third house and here, too, the old stereotyped image is
fading. The picture of shadowy figures offering favors in an atmos-
phere oFf bacchapalian revelry is being replaced by recognized and
registered lobbyists representing everything from higher education to
business associations and industries. Certainly no one denies the
right of the individual ox group to such rePIESentation; But here,
too, you and I have a responsibility to consult now and then direétly
with the principals to make sure they have been correctly informed
regarding proposed legislation and executivé actions sd that/iobbyist
is truly representing their viewpoint and not just promoting his own
political bias.

Of course, now and then we havg a lobbyist who is both principal
and representative. There is one wﬁo journeys up f£rom a coastal city
and pickets my office. He claims hé has been wronged by the state
and frankly I think he has (under a previous administration). Unfor-
tunately my legal affairs‘sec:etary, after consultation with him, has

decided there is nothing the executive branch can do to help him.

He disagrees with the secretary and therefore continues to picket.

—~. But we have made some progress; he picketed my predecessor in angex

and righteous indignation, but his signs now are written in a tone
of sorrow and regret. |

But getting béck to the professional lobbyists, my féeling is
that the day of the oldtime wheeler-dealer is going; at least in
California. Since I have been in the Capitol, I have heard it said
that the day when they could control votes with campaign contributions,
parties, girls énd booze is about over. |

Speaker Unfﬁh has been quoted as saying that "if a man can be
bought with a luﬁch, he doesn't belong in Sacramento'.

He ié right. But let me add that if a man can be bought for any
price, he does not belong in Sacramento or in any statelcapitol, and
that, too, is our responsibility.

Again, I hasten to add that this is no indictment of the average
lobbyist, who has a tough job and doas it well. We look on many as

friends and some as advisors.
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But we also from time to time meet in myvoféoce with their
bosses. We do not mean to eliminate the middleman. We want them to
know firsthand what we are doing and why we are doing it and we do
not want anything lost in the translation. ’

At the risk of sounding just a bit partisan, let me point out
that my administration makes no bones about being business-oriented.
A healthy business climate means a héalthy economy and a healthy
economy benefits all our people in jobs, in added tax revenues for
added government services, in many other ways.

In addition, we believed and we are finding out it is true,
that a government operated on businéss—like principles is a more effi-
cient, mors economical government.,

Now we recognize that government, unlike busiﬁess,'is not here
to operate at a profit. But our Constitution also forbids us to
oprerate oh a defioit;

Business methods, we are finding, can give the taxpayer more
for his tax dollar.

| Let me tell you just a few of the instances where we have found
ways to do things better and cheaper.

You know, last winter we asked nearly 200 of our leading
businessmen to form task forces and look at every nook and cranny ot

our state government to see how it could be made more efficient.

Their recommendations are still being‘correlatod, but already we
have acoeptéd many of their suggestions aod put théﬁ;,or are putting
them, into effect. | |

I recognize I have strayed a long way from my discussion of a
honeymoon. But suffice it so say that if thesre were a honeymcon, it
has long since ended.

And I am not complaining. Our entire syétem is based on a
network of checks and balances. And among the most impoftant of
those isithe two—party system where one pa;ty chockskthe other as

soon as it gets out of balance.
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There are those who complain that our system\is slow, and
unwieldy, and more designed for an 18th century rural society’than,for
the technological society of the 20th century. ,

I do not bélieve that.

The faster sciénce and technology progress, the more necessary
it is for our political scientists and those in governﬁent to stand

. back and take a good hard look at where we are going, and how fast.

Science and technology are servants. They can become our

masters, 1if in our hurry to keep up with them, we lose sight of what
- government is all about. | ’

We can be like that political leader in an emerging nation who,
looking up, saw the mob go by. He’excused-himself to his companion
with the words, "There go my people.  I must hurry and lead them.®

Indeed, we must lead if our nation is to survive in the form we
know it, but we must truly lead and not just get out in front and be
pushed where the mob or our eXploding technology take us. |

| And -let me declare here without equivocation, in this tripartite
system of ours, the leadership must come from the executive and the
legislative.
o It is the duty of the courts to interpret law, not to establish
policy or preach a special brand of sociology. Nor is it the privilege
of the court to set itself above reproach or criticism.

Often when the courts are criticized, there are those to rush to
their defense with the assertion that those who criticize a judiéial
ﬁecision or a judge are criticizing our system. |

This is nonsense. And even if it were not, who is to say that
our system, great:as it is, is above criticism.

Those who crihicize the coﬁrts are often branded as extremists or
facists or worse. This also is nonsense,'just as nonsensical as call-
ing the court's defenders Communists.

The courts are an equal branch of government, not a supérior
branch. Those who sit in judgment are human and as capable of error

))))) ;s you or’I.:

And the courts, like the legiélatufe and the executive branch arer
responsible to the people. B

Sometimes thefe are those on the bench who forget this.

As I said a moment ago, it is the duty of the courts to interpret
law, not to-make it. : ‘ ‘
' Here in California, in my opinion, the judiciary has strayed in
several cases into the areas ordinarily reserved for the executive or
the legislative. '

a



Our legislature éight now is meeting in Specg L session to
attempt to straighten out our Medi-Cal program, because a State
Supreme Court decision, if taken literally, would force us to cut
160,000 medically indigent persons from our Medi-Cal progran before
we can feduce any of %he programfs services to those on:welfare.

To put 1t bluntly, under the court's ruling, we musb pay for the'
cost of treating a cold for a peréon nn welfare before we can treat
a cancer afflicting one of our medicaily indigent.

In other court rulings, stays have been granted en masse to all
our condemned men on death row, have deiayed the use of supplemental
labor from Mexico even after the United States-labor‘department has
approved, and have now forbldden the use of volunteef convict labor
in harvest emergencles glthough the précedent for tnis goes back!many
years, Granted, 1t is not the best ansﬁer, but it is a hetter answer
than letting crops ripen and rot for iack of harvesters in a'world
beéet by hunger,

Is it any wondef that some congfessmen and some legislators are
seeking waﬁs of preventing the coufts from substituting their personal
visws for those of the legislative,

As I pointed out a minute ago, this is not a problem just for
the executive branch; it is a problem slso for theklegislétive.

- These two brancheé'must not only be equaljto each other, they must
also be equal to the judicial branch, |

For without equality, we again lose a,part of our system of
checks and balances, L k .

And just as we must work to maintain our equality with the
Judiciary, so must we work to retain an equai relationship between
our respective branches,

But maintaining an equal relationship does not mean we cannot
have an equable relationship. |

?The legislative and th§ executive, regardless of party, must work
togefher in some degree of narmony if the sﬁates are to progress and
if they are to maintain their sovereignty and not become mere admin-
istrative districts of an all-powerful federal government, - And this
is probably the most préssing problem we face and it puts us in the
’forward combat position in the defense of freedom. Those who sneer-
ingly reject the term "states! rights" ignore the great part the
state plays in providing a built-in guaranty against tyranny. So
long as our ciltizens can vote with thelr feet and simply cross a state
line in search of better and less costly government and freedom from

onerous laws and regulations, states are automatically restricted
as to how far they can impose on the individually inherent rights.
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In our lifetimes, we have watched as the federal government
has usurped more and more authority at the expense of the states.

e have watched it pre-empt our tax sources,

.

"le have watched it bynass the states and deal directly with
the cities and counties.
e have watched as it has nibbled away a little at a time in-

many areas of state sovereignty.

And in all honesty, some of you who have watched have approved.
And here I must disagree with those of you who do. Fere

is where we come to our one moment of truth as we face two

loyalties. All of us are torn bv a tendency to endorse the national

nolicy if our party is responsible for that policy, but our first
responsibility must be td our jobs and the oath we take. &And
that oath is to no party. We(représent sovereign states in a
federation.

If we give this up in the name of ecuality, in the name of
efficiency, in the name of progress, we have taken a'mighty step
backwards.

Because as federal benefits can affect us all, so can federal
tyranny. |

And let us not delude ourselves into thinking it‘canﬁot
happen here.

It can, if we let it.

It won't ohly if we prevent it. And we can prevent it by
insisting on limitations of the strenath of the federal government
and the distance which it can intrude into our lives and into our
states,

But to retain'our rights’at the state and local levels, we
must also accent our responsibilities at those levels.

The task is basically yours, the legislators, and mine, the
executive's,‘

If we fail in that task, if we do not meet the responsibilities
we are called on to meet, the péople will turn, however reluctantly,
to the federal government for soiutions to‘all their problems.

‘And the federal government will willingly and eagerly accept‘
that responsibility.

’iThis then, ié the challenée of’our;times, to the states and
to those who legislate in them, and to those who administer the

laws--to meet the responsibilities our times demand of us.

s
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And to do it in such a way our states can ne only survive, but

also maintain their sovereignty, their integrity and the hope they

offer to future generations.

Our government was meant to be run by the people and the people
can do this only if government and the ccntrol of the people's
affairs is kept close at hand. 1In the most unigue social order ever
conceived by man, our own, we in sta?e_government:occupy what coulé be
the most unique position., We mnust have the wisdom and the will not to
take unio ourselves powers and rights that are better left to the
individual and local communities, and at the same time w2 must prevent
a higher echelon of government from weakening’our ability and

determination to fvifill this function.
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Since Governor Reagan speaks from notes, there mav be
additions to, or changes in, the ubove. HKowever, Governor
Reagan will stand by the above quotes.)

*






i

OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR L
Sacramento,  California RELEASE: Thursday. December 14
Contact: Paul Beck ‘ 9:30 a.m. ‘
Lis-4571 12.13.67
EXCERPTS FROM SPEECH BY GOVERNOR RONALD REAGAN »~
Governor's Trafiic Salfety Conference
Biltmore Hotel, Los Angeles
December 14, 1967

Good Morning.

It 1s nice to see that so mahy people have beaten the freeway
odds this morning.

Before this conference is over, I hope you will be zble to tell
the rest of us how to do it.

You know, I am so old I remember when the slogan "bring ‘em
back alive" referred to African big game hunts inétead of today's
traffic driving. '

As a matter of fact, I even remember when you didn'tkhaVe to
pay extra for a’stick shift and when separate seats in the front
Were standard equipment, I also remember when there was enough;room
in the back geat to stretch out youfklegs. |

Those were the good old days when the speed iimit was 45
miles an hour and it was hard to bend the steel in the fenders in a
" collision at that speéd and the street was crowded if there were three
cars 1in the same bloék. And. you oould‘always find a parking place on
Main Street.k And the nickelyin your pocket was for coffee; not a
parking meter.

| Of course, those days are gone forever and that is one reason
why we are here--to cope with new conditioné and changing times,
to make certain the car is a tool of convenience and not an
instrument of destruction.

I want to thahk all of you for responding to our invitation
to attend and participate in this conference on traffic safegz,‘to
thank both you experts in the field and you who, though hot, experts,
are concerned citizens. | | ; ‘

| I will take both of your groups to help us develop and put
into effect a meaningful program of traffic safety.

The figures make it evident that we must develop such a
program if we are to put an end to our terrible annual toll of tfaffic
deaths and injuries.
| You have seenkthe figures--nearly five thousand Californians

killed last year and probably that many again this e ar. More than

200,000 were injured.
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One Celifornian every two hours dies on the highways.

And the numbers of drivers and vehicles on those highways are
increesing rapidly. 1In fact, unless we do something about it,
200,000 Californians will die in traffic between nowtéhdk1990}

How can we prevent thisg? | |

Ladies and gentlemen, I do not have the énswer; No one man
does, But in our society, the peopie collectiVely cankfind the
answers and can put them into practice. |

tnd that, again, is whﬁ you are here.

I am asking you to join with'us to heip prevent this kind of
slauvghter; to help us engage in an all-out program of preventive
engineering, educetion and enforcement. |

In Californiz, state government has certain responsibilities
in the area of highway safety, primarily:

- to build and maiﬁtain the state highway system, and

- to license the vehicles and the drivers Who travel on those

roads.

At the same time, and properly so, the state has 21so been
given the fesponsibility and authority to make sure that only safe
vehicles and safe drivers operate on our roads.

With your help, we mean to do juét that.

Even in these times when travel by motor vehicle is so
essential to our economic, cultural and social structure, operatingk
a vehicle on public roads 1is a privilege bonferred by the people
upori those citizens who agree to maintain certain standards in the
way they drive and in the vehicle they operate.

If the state fails to exercise this licensing procedure
correctly5and completely, it féils to protect its citiéens.

One problem the state faces in this area is the drinking
driver. ere we heve learned that the problem drinkef is the probliem
drivef. A study last yeaf in Oakland compared 150 drivers arrested
for q;gnkegwgriy;gg with 150 ordinary drivers. The brdinary drivers
among them had a total of only 65 prior arrests; the drunken drivers
had 971, 11 resulting from the uss of alcohol,

Alcohbl 1s 1nvolved in approximatély 35 percent of 211 fatal
aufto accidents. Last year between 1,500 and 2,000 Californians
died in automobile accidents -- because of drunken drivers.
We must find a way to stop issuing drivers' licenseg to chronic

D



‘alcoholics. We must find a way either to rehabilitate problém
drinkers or remove them from our highways,.

.This year, my administration authored and the legislature
vpassed Q§W2538f~~ the alcoholic demonstration counties law. This
landmark legislation is designed to develop an effective and |
systematic reduction of drunk drivers on our streets and highways.
By working with the courts, the law enforcement agencies, and with
leaders in the behavioral and medical scilences, we intend to establish
a2 pace-setting programlwhich can prevent accidents and save lives.

This three-year program is now underway.

We intend, next year, to ask for a presumptive limits law
for the driver who has beenkdrinking.' |

This legislation woﬁld egstablish that blood—alcohol contents
which exceed a certain level mean thet the driver in question is
presumed to be "under the influence of alcohol". |

A1l presumptions would be rebuttabld in court because due
process must be protected. We are not'engaged in any witch hunt--
but we are determined to protect our people from the drunk driver.

Finally, in the area of alecohol and traffic safety, we should
amend the Ozlifornies coroner law to requiré postmortem blood»algohol
tests on all drivers and adult pedestriahs killed in traffic
accidents. Information from these tests is essential to better
research. The tests are current practice in most.-Galifornia a:uhties;
they should be required in all counties. -

More and more our citizens, especially young people, are
tufning to motorcycles as an inexpensivé aﬁd swift méans of
trénsportétion. tie have no desire to interfere with this mode
of travel, but we must protect the métoring public from obvious
dahgersr

o

’ This year, my administration endorsed and supported motorcycle
sarfety législation, that would have redquired special licensing MQ”
procedures and special protective equipment for motorcyclists.
Unfortunately, the 1egislation was killed in committee.

We will again endorse and support similarrlegislation nex
yvear.

Negligent'drivers who have consistent, provable and bbvions
records of bad driving comprise only two percent of’our driving

population.
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Eighty percent of the drivers having an accident this'year
will be individuals free of driving accidents in the last two
years. |

Thus, whaskse while we continue to work with the negligent driver,
we must focus more of our efforts on the "average driver" fhrough k
improved and eifective educatlon programs, expanded public -~
informetion programs, and better licensing standards and tecbniques .

California is on the way to having an outstanding dfiver’
education and driver training program 1in its secondary schools, but
we will not echieve the accepted level of gquality in this program,
until every school district conducts a meaningful, well-directed
and effective QﬁiﬁﬁfmﬁﬁﬁﬁéEESQ program, '

The Teenage Safety Drive which preceded this conference
illustrates that quality driver edUCation pays off.

We will oppose any attempts to weaken the driver education
program (which is funded almost in its entirety by the driver
penzlty assessment fund) and we will continue to work to improvek
the quality and extend the scope of this program.

As Director Verne Orr bf the Department of Motor Vehicles has
suggested, perhaps we can stress quality in the secondary'school
driver education program, expedite a service to the public,-and
reduce our operating costs, by permitting thé schools to Certify
students as meeting the requirements for the drivers' license. ;
These would relieve the D,M.V, of sone 250;000 to 200,000 driver
tests each year--the number of young pecple who annually apply for
their first license,

Perhaps;é chaﬁge in our driver licensing proéedures should be
instituted so‘that the good dfiver -- the driver without any recorded
citations or accidents -- is rewarded. Undef this plan, the "good"
driver might have his‘operator's license automatiéally renewed and
mailed to him, while the "poor'" driver would be required to appéar
in person at the D.M.V. field office to take the written and driving
exams.

At any rate; licensing starndards should be made more meaning-
ful,‘and the tests should be given a higher level of validity.

One of the most important factors in our declining death‘fate
;(We have dropped from 6.4 deaths per million vehiolé miles in 1956
to approximaﬁely 4,8 in 1966) in the advancement of medical

b



science~-doctors are getting better at keeping peoplé alive.

Even s0, it is estimated that probably 10 percent of the lives
lost because of highway accidents could be saved by 1mproving
emergency medical service and providing swifter transportation to
hospitals or emergency stations. |

An‘important law to increase first aid training for sheriffs,
deputies, policemen and firemen was passed this year,

We are now engaged in a survey of the emergency medical.

2

facilities and services available to our motoring public -- county
by county. This survey will tell us what we can do to provide proper:
emergency medical services for our motoring citizens.

- At The same time that we move {0 tighten the licensing
standards for drivers, we must move to tighten the régistration
standards for vehicles. Ve cannot knowingly allow unsafe vehicles
on our‘highways. |

The California Highway Patrol is engaged in a random
‘mandatory vehicle inspection program, utilizing 62 passenger vehicle

inspection teams throughout the state. We believe this "random

mandatory"

roadside inspection system has several definite advantages.
But evenias we continue this system of random vehicle inspection,
we should move forward to develop the very best onsite vehicle
inspection system. This is essential in these days of highly
complex motor vehicles.

californiz hes the finest system of state highways in the
nation. '

But, they can be made even sarer.

State Highweay Engineer John Legarra and his staff are
constantly working to improve the design, the engineering and the
construction of our highways.

However, it is difficult for the state to continue this

T meaningful planning and designing if the federal government insists

on playing politacs with the highway funds you have paid to
Visghington thfough the federal gas tax. Traffic safety is no place
for poliﬁics. |

At the state level, we have advanced highway safety through
econcmy, as well as through engineering and design. In the first
ten months of this year, the departments which opérate onkmbtor

vehicle and gas t2x funds have cut some $99 million from their
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over-nead and administrative erpenses. This $99 million will be used

{
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to update 44 highwey building projects, le are, in other words,
spending this money for concrete and steel instead oi red tape.
Thus, economy in this sense means lives, since many of the
projects which will be updated are calculated not only to provide
convenlence and faster travel, but also safer driving conditions,\
(The savings of $99 million is about equal to the revenue which
would have been produced had we increased the gas tax one cent per
gallon. )

Though highway accidents have reached epidemic proportions,

research in vraffic safety is woefully inadequate.

I would like to see e=ztzablished a (California Center for

—— e e p e
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Ry governmant,

Traffic Szfety Resezrch. This could be a joint effort

private and independent sectors -- a public, non-profit institution
dedicated to seeking not only thé causes but the cures for highway
accidents; studying the vehicle, the roadway, the driver.

Such a Fesearch center could probably be funded with the
monies already being spent but not coordinated, plus contracts and
grants from private organizations and companies.

In recent years, the federzl goVernment has become active in
the field of highwa§ safetly.

We welcome this participation so long as federal partiéipation
is directed to increased safety for our citizens, and so long as
that participation is directed toward partnership,and not preemption.

As we work with the federal government inlthe highway safety
area, we will work even more closely with the c¢ity and county
government, for;the greatest number of accidents and thé greatest
number of deaﬁhs'and injuries  -occur at the local level. |

We areiespecially appreciative of the cooperetion we have
already received from the League of Cslifornia Cities and the County
Supervigsors Associatlon., We are also grateful for the help and the
interest of such groups as the Governor's Committee on Toaffic
Safety, the California Traffic Safety Foundation, the Citizens'

Advisory Panel on TraffickSafety‘and many other groups suéh as
~local and regional safety councils. In additicn, many women's
groups have put in countless hours in this cause,

It would bve the greatest tragedy if, because of accelerated
government programs, these and other citizens and citizen action

groups slackened their efforts.



Increased el forts by such citizen groups, and by each
individual citizen, are even more essential now.

After 211, government can do Jjust so much in this or any

The Governor can set the’tone and give the charge to his
p. various administfative agencies; the legislature can
enact the laws; the enforcement agencies can enforce
them ;nd the courts can interpret and uphold thenm--but
2ll of this effort falls short of'the job unless the
citizen and his action groupS'do their job.
The government can represent your wishes, but it cannot be
a substitute for‘citizen action, follow-through, and determination.
And 80, as I said at the beginning, that is,whykyou are here,
that is why we invited you to come--to provide the necesssary brains,
determination and impetus to make our highways éafe for all of us

and our children in the years ahead,

NOTE+* Since CGovernor Reagan speaks from notes, there may be additions

5C, or changes in, the above. However, the Governor will
stand by the above quotes.) : '



