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March 6, 1972

WELCOME HOME FROM THE JOURNEY
FOR PEACE. President and Mrs. Nixon re-
ceived a rousing welcome home from their
historic trip to the Peoples Republic of China.
The President said the primary purpose of the
journey was to re-establish communication
after a generation of hostility. Excerpts from
the President’s remarks are on page 2.
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Trip to China
Made Necessary,
Important
Beginnings

(Excerpted from the remarks of President Nixon upon arrival from
the Peoples Republic of China, February 28, 1972)

The primary goal of this trip was to re-establish com-
munication with the Peoples Republic of China after
a generation of hostility. We achieved that goal. Let
me turn now to our joint communique.

We did not bring back any written or unwritten agree-
ments that will guarantee peace in our time. We did
not bring home any magic formula which will make
unnecessary the efforts of the American people to
continue to maintain the strength so that we can con-
tinue to be free.

We made some necessary and important beginnings,
however, in several areas. We entered into agreements
to expand cultural, educational and journalistic con-
tacts between the Chinese and American people. We
agreed to work to begin and broaden trade between
our two countries. We have agreed that the com-
munications that have now been established be-
tween our governments will be strengthened and ex-
panded.

Most important, we have agreed on some rules of in-
ternational conduct which will reduce the risk of
confrontation and war, in Asia and in the Pacific.

We agreed that we are opposed to domination of the
Pacific area by any one power. We agreed that inter-
national disputes should be settled without the use of
the threat of force and we agreed that we are pre-
pared to apply this principle to our mutual relations.

With respect to Taiwan, we stated our established
policy that our forces overseas will be reduced gradu-
ally as tensions ease, and that our ultimate objective
is to withdraw our forces as a peaceful settlement is
achieved.

We have agreed that we will not negotiate the fate of
other nations behind their backs, and we did not do
so in Peking. There were no secret deals of any kind.
We have done all this without giving up any United
States commitment to any other country.

In our talks, talks that I had with the leaders of the
Peoples Republic and the Secretary of State had with
the office of the Government of the Peoples Republic
in the foreign affairs area, we both realized that a
bridge of understanding that spans almost 12,000
miles and 22 years of hostility, can’t be built in one
week of discussions. But we have agreed to begin to
build that bridge, recognizing that our work will re-
quire years of patient effort. We made no attempt to
pretend that major differences did not exist between
our two governments, because they do exist.

*

This communique was unique in honestly setting
forth differences rather than trying to cover them up
with diplomatic double talk.

One of the gifts that we left behind in Hangchow
was a planted sapling of the American redwood
tree. As all Californians know, and as most Americans
know, redwoods grow from saplings into the giants of
the forest. But the process is not one of days or even
years; it is a process of centuries.

Just as we hope that those saplings, those tiny sap-
lings that we left in China, will grow one day into
mighty redwoods, so we hope, too, that the seeds
planted on this journey for peace will grow and
prosper into a more enduring structure for peace and
security in the Western Pacific.

But peace is too urgent to wait for centuries. We must
seize the moment to move toward that goal now, and
this is what we have done on this journey.

I am sure you realize it was a great experience for us
to see the timeless wonders of ancient China, the
changes that are being made in modern China. And
one fact stands out among many others, from my
talks with the Chinese leaders. It is their total belief,
their total dedication, to their system of government.
That is their right, just as it is the right of any
country to choose the kind of government it wants.

But as I return from this trip, just as has been the
case on my return from other trips abroad which
have taken me to over 80 countries, I come back to
America with an even stronger faith in our system
of government.

As 1 flew across America today, all the way from
Alaska, over the Rockies, the plains, and then on to
Washington, I thought of the greatness of our country,
and most of all, I thought of freedom, the oppor-
tunity, the progress that 200 million Americans are
privileged to enjoy. I realized again this is a beautiful
country, and tonight my prayer and my hope is that
as a result of this trip, our children will have a better
chance to grow up in a peaceful world.
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1971 SHOWED SIGNIFICANT
IMPROVEMENT IN U.S. ECONOMY

1971 was a year of significant improvement in the
economic health of the Nation. From the evidence be-
low, it is apparent that the year just ended was one
of significant achievement. As a result of the progress
made during the past 12 months, America is closer
to its goals of ending inflation, adjusting from a war-
time to a peacetime economy, and achieving pros-
perity without war. The record is one to be proud of,
and points to an even better year in 1972.

B The Consumer Price Index (CPI) registered a 3.4%
increase in December 1971 as compared to a 5.5% in-
crease of a year earlier (figures are at annual rates).

B During the freeze (Aug.—Nov.) the CPI increased
at an annual rate of only 1.7% as compared with the
6% annual rate for 1969 and the first half of 1970.
From Aug.—Dec. of 1971, the CPI increased at an
annual rate of only 2.4%.

B During the same Aug.—Dec. period, the Whole-
sale Price Index (WPI) declined at an annual rate of
0.2%. This figure includes the larger December in-
creases which followed the transition to more flexible
controls.

Bl The Gross National Product (GNP) rose at an
annual rate of 7.7% in the 4th quarter of 1971, in-
cluding real growth of over 6%.

B The inflation rate for the 4th quarter of 1.5% is
the lowest inflation rate for a quarter in six years.

B The Sindlinger Consumer Confidence Index con-
tinues to rise steadily from 117.7 before the wage-
price freeze last August to 131.4 on January 19 of
this year.

B In December of 1970, employment was 78.5 mil-
lion people. Employment is now up 1.7 million
from that figure and in 1971, exceeded 80,000,000
(80.2 million) for the first time in history.

i Though unemployment has held at near 6% (largely
due to uncontrollables such as returning Veterans,
working wives, working teenagers, etc.), the average
manufacturing work week totalled 40.7 hours in
Dec. of °71 as compared to 39.9 in Dec. of ’70.

M Interest rates are continuing to decline, giving
evidence of the continuing decline in inflationary
expectations.

B In December retail sales were up 10% over a year
earlier.

B 1971 was a strong year for auto sales, especially
Sept. and Oct. when over a million cars were sold
each month—an all time record! In view of the re-
peal of the excise tax, the outlook is excellent for
1972,

B In December of 1971 industrial production was up
3/4% from November—a very strong gain.

B Housing starts were at an annual rate of 2.1 mil-
lion in Dec. of 1970 and were 2.5 million in Dec.
1971—up 23% from a year earlier and an all time
record year.

B The wages and salaries disbursement component of
personal income is up $9 3/4 billion (annual rate)
from Nov. to Dec. 1971—the largest gain in history.

B Investment programs in the non-manufacturing
industries are up a strong 7% from 1970.

B Businessmen are projecting a 9% gain in expendi-
tures for new plant and equipment in 1972, accord-
ing to the annual projection survey conducted by the
Bureau of Economic Analysis and the SEC.

B Airlines expect a sharp advance in expenditures of
about 34%.

Bl Electric utilities are scheduling a 16% increase.
B Investment programs are projectinga 12% increase.

B Gains ranging from 11—13% are projected by gas,
and other public utilities, railroad and mining firms.

@ Manufacturing industries expect to increase 4%. .
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As is evident from the above statistics we have come
a long way toward the President’s goal of prosperity
in peacetime without inflation. President Nixon
pointed out in his State of the Union Address that:
“The magnificent cooperation of the American people
has enabled us to make substantial progress in curb-
ing inflation and in reinvigorating our economy. But
the new prosperity we seek can be achieved only if
we pursue our commitment to economic responsi-
bility and discipline.”

1972 is the year in which that goal will be attained.
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NETWORK NEWS BLACKS OUT
CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY
CRITICAL OF NETWORK NEWS

During the several weeks that Sen. Sam Ervin’s Sub-
committee on Constitutional Rights held hearings on
freedom of the press, the television networks gave
plenty of coverage to those who came to testify
about intimidation and repression, and in general,
defend the viewpoint of the broadcast industry.

CBS’s President Frank Stanton, attacking the FCC,
intimidation and government subpoenas, was given a
total of four minutes and 50 seconds by all three net-
works on the evening news. CBS newscaster Walter
Cronkite, was given a total of five minutes and 30
seconds; NBC commentator David Brinkley was given
four minutes and 40 seconds; CBS reporter Daniel
Schorr was given six minutes and 30 seconds; and
NBC’s President Julian Goodman and former CBS
news executive Fred Friendly were also given a total
of six minutes and 30 seconds.

FCC Chairman Given Time

The FCC’s Chairman Dean Burch was given four
minutes total time on CBS and NBC to defend his
agency. The publisher of the Omaha World-Herald,
who expressed the opinion that “we should wel-
come outside criticism,” was given a total of 45
seconds by CBS and NBC.

Edith Efron, author of “The News Twisters,” re-
ceived no network television coverage of her testi-
mony despite the fact that her book is undoubtedly
the most comprehensive examination of news bias
ever done.

During the last seven weeks of the 1968 Presidential
campaign, Miss Efron, a staff writer for TV Guide,
recorded and analyzed the network evening news-
casts. In her testimony, she explained her method
and revealed some interesting data about coverage of
the Republican candidate:

Efron Excerpts

“First, I concentrated on prime-time news alone, be-
cause all studies indicate that these early-evening news
programs are the most important source of political
information for the majority of the country.

“Secondly, I used an intrinsically journalistic observa-
tion as my key test for bias. There is one slanting de-
vice known to every editor and reporter in the land:
If a reporter wishes to load coverage of a controversy
in favor of a certain position—he will simply stuff his
coverage with opinions from those who take the de-
sired position, while giving little or no room to the

other side. There are other far more subtle editorial
slanting techniques—but this is the central one on
which my entire analysis is based: I did a systematic
check on the equity of pro and con opinion on a
group of controversial subjects. This test simultane-
ously served to check on the network’s adherence to
the Fairness Doctrine.

“Third and last: I selected the major controversial sub-
jects of the period—the Presidential Race, the War,
Black Militancy, Left-Wing protest movements, and
several sub-aspects of these broad subjects. In classi-
fying opinion on these matters as pro and con, my
basic rule was always to conform to the reporters’
own classification where they existed. If, for ex-
ample, a reporter described an opinion as ‘“‘heckling”
or “opposition” or as “booing,” I classified it as an-
tagonistic opinion; if he described it as “endorse-
ment” or “‘support” or as “cheering,” I classified it as
favorable or pro-opinion. The great bulk of opinion
in the study turned out to be of this variety which
already came precategorized in one way or another
by the reporter. The opinion which I classified inde-
pendently was usually covert or implicit opinion by
reporters.

300,000 Words Analyzed

“This, in essence was my method. I applied it system-
atically to seven weeks of network coverage—300,000
words. And the results appeared in “The News
Twisters.”” I will not report on all my findings here.
Instead, I will give you a close-up view of the results
of my investigations into two of the most important
controversies of the 1968 period—The Nixon-Hum-
phrey race and the War.

“The results on Mr. Nixon alone have caused the
greatest consternation. Speaking quantitatively, in
terms of simple word-count, the pro and con opinion
on the Republican candidate for the Presidency ran
as follows:

16 to 1 against Nixon on CBS
10 to 1 against Nixon on NBC
8.5 to 1 against Nixon on ABC

“The anti-Nixon opinion is so voluminous in contrast
to the pro-Nixon opinion that it verges on the ludi-
crous. The content of most of this criticism itself
cannot be challenged. Most of the attacks on Nixon
were journalistically legitimate. They came from
Democratic Party and Independent Party challengers,
from assorted Democratic Party politicians, from
Democratic union chiefs, and, as such, were a valid
part of the campaign.

@
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Cronkite

Miss Efron

“What was bizarre was primarily the quantity and
repetitiousness of the criticism, often in purely op-
tional matters. To illustrate: On CBS, Nixon was
charged with telling untruths seven times by political
opponents—twice by Hubert Humphrey, twice by
Wallace, once by Ramsey Clark, once by Clark
Clifford, and once by Lawrence O’Brien. But NBC
and ABC deemed such charges newsworthy only
three times each. Thus, CBS viewers heard politicians
charge Nixon with dishonesty more often than did
the viewers on the other two networks put together.
All one can conclude is that CBS particularly liked
to air this charge.

“Similarly, the degree of hostile editorialization
about Nixon, his personality, his morality, his cam-
paign techniques, and so on, was quite voluminous.
ABC viewers were privileged to hear Nixon described
as a man who went for his enemies’ ‘ugular’ and
who would like to assault them with a ‘meat-axe.’

“Startling as was the vast body of anti-Nixon opinion,
even more startling were the pro-Nixon findings. In
their way, these are the most deadly.

Pro-Nixon Opinion

“Here, for example, is a summary of all pro-Nixon
opinion, from the public and from Republican politi-
cal figures, carried by CBS-TV News during the seven
weeks of the campaign period studied:

BOn only six days during the entire seven-week
period did CBS news stories include opinion favor-
able to Nixon from members of the public.

B On only one day during the seven-week period—
on October 28th, towards the very end of the
campaign—did CBS news stories include any Re-
publican political opinion which praised Richard
Nixon. It came specifically, from Dwight and
Mamie Eisenhower, and from Nixon assistants
Patrick Buchanan and Raymond Price.

“The picture is even bleaker for Nixon on ABC-TV.
ABC news stories also reported only six times in
seven weeks on opinions favoring Nixon from the
public. And as for Republican political figures—
once, on October 8th, ABC News informed its
viewers that Senator Javits supported Nixon. Unless
one wants to count Bud Wilkinson as a Republican
political figure—there was no more.

“Of the three networks, NBC was most generous.
NBC viewers actually heard opinions favorable to
Nixon from the public 12 times in seven weeks. And
NBC cited four Republican politicians, on four dif-
ferent days as having favorable attitudes to Nixon.
They were: Sen. Dirksen, Rep. Gerald Ford, Vice
Presidential candidate Spiro Agnew, and State Sen.
David Stanley.

Politically Biased Coverage

“Given facts like these, one need hardly look at the
anti-Nixon opinion at all to know that this was politi-
cally biased coverage. The opinions of American citi-
zens who supported Nixon, and the opinions of the
Republican Party representatives who were working
to elect him President, were simply not on the air.
“By contrast, the coverage of Humphrey was fair.
Most network newsmen were not enamored of
Humphrey—at least not until he had come out for a
unilateral bombing halt and won the support of the
anti-war groups; but by the end of the campaign
period, pro and anti-Humphrey opinion was fairly
equitable on all three networks—with ABC and CBS
being a touch more friendly, and NBC a touch less.
In general, the early sources of political antagonism
to Humphrey were thoroughly explored by the re-
porters; and the later sources of support were given a
full airing.

“My statistical findings on the Presidential race have
aroused something of an uproar in the country. And
inevitably, a great many people are frantically deny-
ing their reality and are charging me with writing
fiction, most particularly in the area of the Nixon
findings. You will be interested, therefore, in the
comments made in the Winter issue of “The Public
Interest” by Professor Paul H. Weaver of the Harvard
University Department of Government. He writes as
follows:

‘...there are three points to be made about this prob-
lem. First, my own inspection of two different sam-
ples of Miss Efron’s file of anti-Nixon opinion con-
vinces me that, by any reasonable standard, the large
majority of such items are in fact quite clearly anti-
(Continued next page)
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ATTORNEY GENERAL JOHN N. MITCHELL (center) has resigned to join The Committee for the
Re-Election of the President. In his letter accepting Mitchells resignation, President Nixon praised him as a
man who had helped develop “greater public support for the forces of law and justice throughout the
country.” Mitchell is shown here at a GOP reception with RNC Co-Chairman Tom Evans (left) and RNC
Chairman Sen. Bob Dole. As Mitchell’s replacement, the President chose Deputy Attorney General

Richard G. Kleindienst.

NETWORK NEWS

(Continued from previous page)

Nixon opinion; no more than 20 or 30 percent of the
anti-Nixon items might be questioned. Nobody has
shown that the proportion of questionable items is
larger; indeed, so far critics have merely adduced a
few extreme examples, as if these were enough to in-
validate the entire study. And this brings me to the
second point. What is significant about Miss Efron’s
findings is not the absolute numbers of words pro and
con; it is the relative size of the two bodies of opin-
ion. In order to invalidate the finding of a huge dis-
parity between pro-Nixon and anti-Nixon opinion, it
is not enough to show that some anti-Nixon opinion
has been incorrectly classified—one must show that
most of it has been incorrectly classified. Even if one
were to find that she had overestimated the amount of
anti-Nixon opinion by 100 percent and underes-
mated the amount of pro-Nixon opinion by 50 per-
cent, there would still be 2.5 times more anti-Nixon
opinion than pro-Nixon opinion, a clearly ‘“‘unfair”
pattern. Needless to say, nobody has yet established
errors of this magnitude, and it seems unlikely that
anyone will.””

U.S. MUST STAY STRONG

“This is the worst possible time for the
United States to relax its efforts to stay
strong—No. 1, if you will—militarily, econom-
ically and technologically. For who is there
to undertake the responsibility for the Free
World? The answer is indisputable. There is
no one to assume the mantle of leadership
that we have worn so long and that some
would now have us discard. The idea of
‘Fortress America’ is a vestige of our isola-
tionist past. That concept cannot exist today.
There is really no choice but to compete, if
we are to survive as a nation. And we can-
not remain strong if we allow ourselves to
deteriorate in a senseless masochistic frenzy
of recrimination and ultra-liberal fantasy.”’—
Vice President Spiro Agnew before annual
convention of the Society of Former FBI
Agents.

—

MYLES AMBROSE, director of the Administra-
tion’s new anti-drug effort, explains the program
to the press.

NEW ANTI-DRUG PROGRAM

(Continued from page 8)

“In other parts of the world the U.S. Government has
been striving on a day-to-day basis to limit production
and supply. Cooperation has been very close with the
Governments of Canada and Mexico to control traf-
fic across our common borders. We have signed an
agreement with France providing for French nar-
cotics agents to operate in the United States and for
U.S. narcotics agents to operate in France. Recent
sizeable heroin seizures are evidence of the close co-
operation that now exists between the French and
1S, spolices..

Multilateral Efforts

“In the multilateral area, a U.S. initiative led to the
creation last spring of a UN Fund for Drug Abuse
Control, to which we have made the major contri-
bution of $2 million. We have also led the effort to
strengthen the enforcement provisions of the 1961
international convention on narcotics and we sub-
mitted to the Senate last June an international con-
vention to control LSD and other manufactured
substances.

“This, I believe, is a very creditable record. During
1972 we want to go even further.

B We are seeking to increase regional cooperation
in Southeast Asia to prevent that area from becom-
ing a major source of heroin for the U.S. market.

B In cooperation with governments in this hemi-
sphere, we are stepping up efforts to intercept illicit
narcotics from Latin America, which in recent months
has become a major transfer route to the United
States.

B Through the United Nations and other interna-
tional organizations we are following through on
multilateral initiatives.

B Finally, and perhaps most important, the Cabinet
Committee on International Narcotics Control is de-
veloping individual action plans for cooperation with
each of the more than 50 countries considered to
have a current or potential involvement in the pro-
duction, processing or transiting of illicit hard drugs.
When these plans are completed, we will use them
as the basis for opening discussions with foreign
governments on the negotiation of bilateral action
programs.

“These then are the steps we have taken and will be
taking in the international area to curb the supply
of illicit drugs to the United States.”

A DEMOCRAT BACKS THE PRESIDENT

I, for one, feel President Nixon has come an
admirable job in winding down a mess he in-
herited from Democratic regimes that got us
into (Kennedy) and escalated (Johnson) this
war. How any Democrat can fault Mr. Nixon
about the war takes a lot of gall. If anyone is

playing politics with the war it is the Demo-
crats and not Mr. Nixon.

Giving credit where it is due, President Nixon
gets one solid Democratic vote from this re-
porter come November because he has kept
his promise to the American people to do
everything within reason (and even beyond
that) to end the war. Hanoi has blocked a
settlement, not the President of the United
States.

Why don’t the critics start hammering at
Hanoi, North Vietnam and the VC for their
bold refusal to accept the one-sided terms in
their favor? How much more do they want?

No longer can this nation bear the brunt of
accusations either at home or abroad. We
have taken our share, the finger now points
directly to the enemy. The full responsibility
for continuing the war henceforth lies com-
pletely in the laps of those Communistic
dicators across the Pacific Ocean.—Excerpted
from an editorial in the DuBois, Pa. Courier-
Express written by Herb Martin, a registered
Democrat for 25 years and a newsman for 30.
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NEW ANTI-DRUG PROGRAM SEEKS TO
DRIVE THE PUSHERS FROM THE STREETS

President Nixon has opened a new front in his com-
prehensive attack on drug abuse with the establish-
ment of the Drug Abuse Law Enforcement Office in
the Department of Justice.

The President has described the new program as being
aimed at “driving drug traffickers and drug pushers
from the streets of America.”

Myles Ambrose, until recently the Commissioner of
Customs, was named by the President to direct the
program. He will have the title of Special Assistant
Attorney General and will also serve as Special Con-
sultant to the President for Drug Abuse Law En-
forcement.

Firm and Compassionate Efforts

In announcing his new initiative, the President said
Federal efforts to combat the drug menace are *‘both
firm and compassionate.” He noted that the Admin-
istration’s enforcement strategy extends to foreign
nations, including international agreements, and that
education and rehabilitation programs have been ex-
panded at his direction.

The primary operating unit under the new program
will be legal-investigative teams, which will develop a
coordinated attack on street level heroin pushers in
approximately 30 target cities throughout the Nation.

Consisting of four or five attorneys, 10 agents from
the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs, a
Customs agent and a representative of the Internal
Revenue Service, these teams will join forces with
state and local authorities to develop intelligence and
prosecute heroin traffickers.

Pushers the Target

At a recent press conference, Ambrose said, “We in-
tend to put as much pressure as is humanly possible
on street-level pushers and as many of their
suppliers as we can reach.

“Our effectiveness will be measured on how difficult
we make it for these pushers and those who supply
them to operate.”

Special grand juries will be utilized, to obtain both
intelligence and indictments, and techniques such as
selective grants of immunity to witnesses and return-
ing sealed indictments to avoid preliminarily tipping
off other operators will be employed, Ambrose de-
clared.

The grand jury is not only an excellent tool for the
investigatory and accusatory function, he said , but it
“provides excellent protection of the civil rights of
those who may come afoul of the criminal justice.”

The use of grand juries also results in community
participation in criminal justice procedures, he added.

Nine National Regions

Under the new program, the Nation has been divided
into nine regions and regional headquarters are being
established in New York, Los Angeles, Chicago,
Philadelphia, Houston, Atlanta, Denver, Cleveland
and Kansas City, Mo. The other target cities will be
announced later.

The teams will have the capability of shifting from
one city to another in order to concentrate their ef-
forts where the problem lies. In large cities, four or
five teams may be operating at once.

“The new program is designed to complement state
and local enforcement efforts rather than usurp any
of their powers,” Ambrose said.

“The drug problem has accelerated so rapidly that it
has tended to overwhelm the local criminal justice
systems and local governments recognize that as-
sistance is needed.

“When I left the Treasury Department at the con-
clusion of the Eisenhower Administration in 1960,
there were an estimated 55,000 addicts in the United
States.

“To give you some idea of how the problem has
grown, today, estimates vary between 250,000 and
500,000.”

International Anti-Drug Efforts

In addition to this latest program to deal with the
drug problem domestically, the Nixon Administra-
tion has taken numerous steps to combat the drug
problem at the international level. Secretary of State
William P. Rogers outlined some of these efforts at a
recent White House Conference on Drug Abuse:

“Two major steps have already been taken to squeeze
the (opium) producers in Southeast Asia. First, the
United States and Thailand last September signed a
Memorandum of Understanding by which the two
countries pledged combined action against the supply
and trafficking of illicit narcotics and dangerous
drugs. Second, Laos has implemented a law prohibit-
ing the growing, processing, trading and use of opium

and the opiates.
(Continued on page 10)
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Item: Humphrey To Run
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‘Yoo hoo! Spirit of ’72 here!”

=3 P
T v TS PR U % W T VR B

2he Boslon Globe

Lurle, United Features Syndicate, Tne.

‘... and so what if the people laugh ?
The world can use a little more laughter.
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PRESIDENT’S INTENSIFIED EFFORT
RESULTS IN JOBS FOR 145,000
VIETNAM VETERANS

The Federal-State Employment Service has placed
145,000 Vietnam-era veterans (age 20 - 29) in jobs
during the first six months (July - Dec.) of President
Nixon’s intensified employment program for veterans,
Assistant Secretary of Labor Malcolm R. Lovell, Jr.,
has announced.

He said he expects the Employment Service to put
about 200,000 more returning servicemen into jobs
in the next six months, and enroll nearly 200,000 in
job training programs. Over 40,000 were enrolled in
manpower training programs in the first five months.

Lovell said the Employment Service is playing a key
role in the President’s program to bring returning
servicemen quickly back into the mainstream of
American life.

Job-Ready Veterans

If the veteran’s military job skill is directly trans-
ferable to a civilian job, such as truck or auto
mechanic, he may be ‘“job-ready” when he reports
to the Employment Service.

If not, he may be given classroom training to ac-
quire a job skill; or—he may be “hired and trained”
in an on-the-job type of training, with manpower
funds subsidizing the employer for the costs of
training the new employees, and for related educa-
tion and orientation.

Such services as career counseling, aptitude testing
and remedial education are available through the
Employment Service.

Employment Service representatives regularly furnish
employers with job market information, and take
their job orders. Job Banks covering more than half
the Nation’s work force now print daily up-to-the-
minute listings of all available job openings. The
Banks are presently being extended into statewide
systems in all States.

The President has issued an Executive Order requir-
ing most firms doing business with the Government
to list most job openings with the local Employ-
ment Service office, giving veterans a wider choice of
job selection at a central location. Since these firms
employ more than 24 million workers, it is esti-
mated that over a year they could be listing several
million job openings with the Employment Service.

= 3 Sen. Humphrey Qf
= Meet =
+ 4 Sen. Humphrey

“We must stay in Vietnam—until the security
of the South Vietnamese people has been
established. We will not be driven out!”—
New York City, August 17, 1964.

“I believe in the total withdrawal of all
U.S. forces as quickly as humanly, tech-
nically possible. I believe in a total end to
the war. I do not believe in residual forces.
I do not believe in support or assistance to
the Thieu regime.”— Philadelphia Pennsyl-
vania, December 27, 1971.

The Employment Service plays a special role for vet-
erans under provisions of the Emergency Act, which
is creating nearly 140,000 transitional jobs in State
and local government, subsidized with Federal funds.
All job vacancies created by the Act must be listed
with the Employment Service, which is given 48
hours to recruit and refer veterans before vacancies
are filled from other sources. Thus far, more than
30,000 of the nearly 100,000 jobs filled have been
Vietnam-era veterans.

800 Additional Staff to Help Vets

To spur Employment Service assistance to veterans,
800 additional staff, many of them veterans them-
selves, have been added to local offices to interview,
test, counsel and place veterans in jobs.

The service has assigned counselors to European and
Far East military bases to assist soon-to-be-discharged
servicemen in making plans for jobs or schooling.

With 900,000 servicemen expected to be discharged
in the year ending next June 30, the goal of the
Employment Service is to place a third of them in
jobs.

Private industry, through the National Alliance of
Businessmen, has pledged to furnish jobs for 100,000.
The Federal Government itself plans to hire 75,000
Vietnam-era veterans by June 30.

About 300,000 are expected to re-enter school or
college.
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MUSKIE ATTACK ON NEWSPAPER
PUBLISHER AGAIN RAISES ISSUE
OF TEMPER, STABILITY

“For a Presidential candidate to indicate, even
slightly, that he loses his cool under pressure
can very well evoke voter uncertainties on
how the man might react under the much
greater uncertainties of the Presidency. ‘Would
we want him to be the one who must make
the decision on pushing the nuclear button?’
is the way the voter would usually put
it.’—Christian Science Monitor political re-
porter, Godfrey Sperling writing over a year
ago about Sen. Edmund Muskie’s testiness
at a press conference.

With his intemperate, strident attack on New Hamp-
shire newspaper publisher William Loeb, and the
implicit threat against Loeb of physical violence
(““It’s fortunate for him he’s not on this platform
beside me...””), Sen. Edmund Muskie himself has re-
vived the issue of his inability to function under
pressure.

In a two-pronged assault, Muskie attacked Loeb for
publishing a letter alleging that he (Muskie) had
laughed at an ethnic slur of French-Americans; and
for reprinting a two-month-old Newsweek magazine
item unfavorable to Mrs. Muskie, an item which
Muskie has never complained to Newsweek about.

The Muskie outburst was not expected to help him
either in New Hampshire or nationally. Commenting
on the incident and saying it is easy to sympathize
with Muskie as to why he would do such a thing,
the Washington Post’s national political correspond-
ent David Broder noted: ‘“Muskie must have known
that it is doubtful that most television viewers seeing
a grown man standing in a snow storm and unable to
speak, would automatically say to themselves, ‘that’s
my kind of President.’”

Irrational Behavior?

Broder quoted one “‘shrewd observer’” of New Hamp-
shire politics as saying that if Muskie does not do as
well as expected in that state’s primary, it may be be-
cause he failed ““to solve the problem of how a ration-
al man should behave in an irrational situation.”

Scripps-Howard political reporter Ted Knap quoted
a N.H. Democrat party official as estimating that the
adverse reaction to Muskie’s tearful performance
would cost the front-running candidate ‘“‘eight or
nine percent” of the total vote in the primary.

‘and who hated to lose at anything.” Sheehan related

TRUST ME

“What Muskie said in Milwaukee was that the
Federal Government could put 5 million
people to work in hospitals, schools, parks
and police stations. The folks cheered and I
asked him later how he would do that.

“‘I don’t have the resources to program all of
these programmatic answers,” he answered.
‘These are areas we’re developing. We've done
work in particular fields that indicate the ap-
proach we would take. But you can’t, in the
midst of this kind of effort, put together a
total programmatic approach to all these ob-
jectives....It’s all just a job beyond the re-
sources.” ”—Excerpted from an article on Sen.
Edmund Muskie by Richard Reeves in the
New York magazine.

Raising the possibility that Muskie’s Democratic op-
ponents may use the issue against him, Knap also
quoted McGovern’s N.H. coordinator as saying the
outburst “broke Muskie’s image of a calm, reason-
able man.” The consensus, Knap reported, is that by
his actions, Muskie hurt himself “nationally as well
as in New Hampshire.”

The Baltimore Sun’s political writer Bruce Winters, in
an analytical piece, expressed his opinion that the
incident “could effect the Muskie candidacy beyond
New England.”

The New York Times’ Bill Kovach reported that it
was the “unanimous opinion of key workers” for
Muskie that the Senator had made ‘“‘a major tactical
error.”” Muskie’s staff, said Kovach, ‘“is concerned
that his show of emotion could be damaging.”

Muskie Temper Well Known
While Muskie’s latest outburst may have come as a
surprise to some, those who have closely observed
the Senator have known for many years that he has a
short fuse.

In a profile piece in the N.Y. Times magazine, Susan,
Sheehan has written of Muskie’s sisters remembering
him as “‘a stubborn young man with a nasty temper,
who would tease them but not take teasing in return,

how a friend of Muskie’s recalled that, when he was
in his 30’s, he kicked over a Monopoly board after

another player made a lucrative move.
; (Continued next page)
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MUSKIE ATTACK

(Continued trom previous page)

In their book, ‘“Muskie.” authors Theo Lippman and
Don Hansen describe Muskie as being ““a potentially
explosive man” with a “waspish temper” often
“triggered by the trivial.” ‘“Nobody doubts that
Muskie’s temper tantrums are genuine,” say the two
authors.

Lippman and Hansen quote Muskie’s older sister
Irene as saying her brother has a ‘“‘terrible temper.”
Recalling their earlier years and brother Ed’s attitude
toward winning and losing, Irene declared: “Ed just
couldn’t bear to lose a game. If he lost he’d throw the
cards, yell and stamp off. He just hated to lose.”

Sister Not Sure About Muskie

As for the possibility of her brother being President,
Irene was quoted as saying, in part: “I just don’t
know if he’d be able to take all the criticism that a
President gets. He’s so sensitive to criticism.”

Many columnists have also remarked on Muskie’s
surliness. Washington Star political writer, Paul Hope,
has revealed how once at a private meeting, Muskie
went into “a towering rage” when pressed to ex-
plain in detail his position on Vietnam. “One thing
that isn’t generally known about Muskie is that he
has a rather short fuse,” wrote Hope. “He comes over
in public as calm, cool, deliberate and confident,
but in private he frequently boils and fumes.”

Columnists Evans and Novak have listed the Muskie
temper as “‘a weakness.”

Editorializing on the thinness of the Muskie hide, the
Bath (Maine) Brunswick Times reminded the Senator
of Harry Truman’s admonition: “If you can’t stand
the heat, get out of the kitchen.” If he can’t keep
his cool around a bunch of newsmen, the paper de-
clared, he might not be able to do it during a real
crisis at the White House.

PRESIDENT NIXON’S LEADERSHIP

“President Nixon’s courageous and innova-
tive leadership in both domestic and foreign
affairs is earning him a place in history
among our most effective presidents. It also
is earning him the firm support of an in-
creasing number of Americans—support that
will, I believe, keep him in the White House
for another four years.”—Michigan Gov.
William Milliken, Chairman of the Republican
Governors Association.

DEFENSE BUDGET DESIGNED TO
IMPLEMENT NATIONAL SECURITY
STRATEGY OF REALISTIC DETERRENT

President Nixon’s proposed Defense budget for Fiscal
Year 1973 reflects continued transition from support
of wartime activities in Southeast Asia to strengthen-
ing of peacetime, or Nixon Doctrine ‘“‘baseline forces.”

Budget authority requested for Fiscal Year 1973
totals $83.4 billion—an increase of $6.3 billion over
FY 1972. Of this increase, $4.1 billion (65%) repre-
sents military, civilian and retired pay cost increases.

FY 1973 budget authority for Defense represents
19.8% of the total Federal budget, a 23-year low.

Defense outlays are 30% of the total Federal out-
lays, the lowest level since FY 1950.

The percentage of GNP devoted to Defense con-
tinues to decline—down .6% to 6.4% in FY 1973, a
22-year low.

Southeast Asia costs continue to decline as the
war winds down and troops are withdrawn, consistent
with progress in Vietnamization.

Significant increases are programmed for: (1)
strengthening of the U.S. strategic nuclear deterrent
(+$1.2 billion), including a major step to enhance
the sea-based deterrent; (2) Research and Develop-
ment (+$1.0 billion) to assure technological superi-
ority; (3) Shipbuilding (+$.6 billion), reflecting a
strong emphasis on maintaining strength at sea; and
(4) Guard and Reserve Forces (+$.6 billion) pro-
grams to better prepare the National Guard and Re-
serves to augment the active forces as part of the
Total Force Concept.

Training, Medical and General Personnel programs
increase by $1.9 billion, reflecting the emphasis
placed on personnel-oriented programs as a zero
draft and an All-Volunteer Force become a reality, as
well as the increased costs of medical care and other
support for active and retired military personnel.

Total Defense military and civilian strength at the
end of FY 1973 is planned to be 3.394 million—38
thousand below FY 1972 but 1.440 million below
the wartime peak of FY 1968 and the lowest since
1950.

President Nixon’s proposed Defense budget for FY
1973 represents the minimum required to provide
essential force capability and readiness to support
the National Security Strategy of Realistic Deter-
rence. At the same time, the proposed defense budget
is in keeping with President Nixon’s determination
to provide as much resources as possible for pressing
domestic needs.
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PRESIDENTIAL PRESSURE ON
CONGRESS, BIG LABOR
SETTLED DOCK STRIKE

While many are now claiming credit for Congressional
movement toward passage of legislation to curb na-
tionally disruptive strikes in the transportation in-
dustry, and for the settlement of the disastrous
West Coast dock strike, the fact of the matter is that
the driving force behind each of these accomplish-
ments is President Nixon and his Administration.

The record speaks for itself:

Over two years ago, the President sent to the Demo-
crat-controlled Congress a special message on labor
disputes in the transportation industry and proposed
the Emergency Public Interest Protection Act of
1970, designed to mitigate work stoppages which
imperil the national interest.

Action Urged Two Years Ago

In March, the President sent a special message to
Congress to avert stoppage of rail service and sub-
mitted legislation urged the previous month. In
September, following two more rail crises, the Presi-
dent, in a letter to Congressional leaders, again urged
passage of his legislation to settle long-standing rail-
way labor disputes once and for all. In December, the
President signed temporary legislation dealing with
RR strikes and again called for passage of his still
pending legislation.

In February of last year, the President sent a second
message to Congress recommending passage of his
Emergency Public Interest Protection proposal, say-
ing that the need was more urgent than ever. In May,
in a statement on signing into law a provision to end
crippling national RR strikes, the President once
more underscored the need for passage of permanent
legislation to deal with the problem. In September,
the President met with both sides in the West Coast
dock strike to promote settlement. In a media brief-
ing he again stressed the need for legislation to deal
with not only that strike but other strikes in trans-
portation industry as well.

In December, President Nixon again issued a public
statement on the urgency of emergency strike legisla-
tion. Since his first message, there had been many
railroad and port shutdowns. The legislation still
languished deep in a Democrat-controlled committee.
In January, in his State of the Union address, the
President again issued a public call for his legislation
and sent a message to Congress providing procedure

VIETNAMIZATION AND THE DRAFT

“I think the announcement by Defense Sec-
retary Melvin Laird that there would be no
draft calls until April at the earliest under-
scores the effectiveness of President Nixon’s
Vietnamization program.

“The announcement by Secretary Laird as-
sures tens of thousands of young men with
low lottery numbers that they will not be
drafted before July and that they expect no
more than 40,000 to be taken in the last
six months of the year.

“The ‘no draft call’ is the result of the Presi-
dent’s program to end U.S. involvement in
this long war in Southeast Asia. Three years
ago there were 559,000 American troops in
Vietnam. By May of this year less than
69,000 are expected to be there.

“Vietnamization, coupled with the President’s
renewed efforts through negotiations, makes
me most hopeful for a peace that can last.”—
Sen. Howard H. Baker of Tennessee.

for settlement of the West Coast dock strike and calls
for action to prevent crippling transportation strikes.

In February, this month, the President met with the
Governors of California and Washington on the prob-
lem and for the umpteenth time asked Congress to
take action.

Also this month, the President sent another message
to the Congress again urging enactment of the West
Coast Dock Strike Resolution and the Crippling
Strikes Prevention Act (formerly the Emergency
Public Interest Protection Act of 1970).

As the Congress began to focus on the West Coast
Dock Strike legislation, the disputants on both sides
began to negotiate seriously to settle their differ-
ences. As was predicted, passage by the Congress of
the emergency legislation coincided with settlement
of the West Coast dock strike.

The Crippling Strikes Prevention Act is designed to
avoid national calamities brought about by such
transportation disruptions as the dock strike. The
dock strike was settled through the persistent efforts
of the President—hopefully the Crippling Strikes Pre-
vention Act will be enacted by Congress with the
same determination.
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PRESIDENT NIXON’S PEACE PLAN:
QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS

Question: Did the North Vietnamese ever offer to re-
lease American POW’s in exchange for the U.S.

setting a fixed withdrawal date?
Answer: No. To the contrary, the North Vietnamese

have always insisted that any military settlement
(withdrawal, cease-fire or exchange of prisoners)
would have to be accompanied by a complete politi-
cal settlement.

Question: Has the U.S. offered a withdrawal date in

exchange for the return of POW’s?
Answer: On May 31, 1971, the U.S. proposed a dead-

line for the withdrawal of all American forces in re-
turn for a cease-fire agreement and exchange of all
prisoners. The North Vietnamese rejected this offer,
not on the grounds that the cease-fire or any aspect
of our proposal was unacceptable, but rather on the
grounds that any proposal that did not include politi-
cal elements could not even be negotiated.

Question: Has the U.S. offered a fixed date for the
withdrawal of all military forces?

Answer: Yes. On August 16 it was proposed that a
date be set for withdrawal which was nine months
after signing an agreement, or to put it another way,
the U.S. said, “We are prepared to withdraw by
August 1, 1972, provided an agreement is reached
by November 1, 1971.” This was part of an overall
plan that included political elements because they
continued to insist on this. In October the U.S.
shortened the withdrawal period.

Question: Is the U.S. willing to accept a fixed with-
drawal date for the exchange of prisoners alone?
Answer: As it has been indicated, the U.S. is pre-
pared, once the comprehensive agreement is signed in
principle, to begin implementing the withdrawal and
prisoner exchange portions, even while the other ele-
ments are still being ironed out, provided that final
agreement is reached within that six-month period
in which the withdrawals are running.

Question: Why has the U.S. proposed that a cease-

fire be part of a military settlement?
Answer: The North Vietnamese themselves included

the cease-fire in the 9-point proposal they put forth
on June 26. The issue of the cease-fire itself has not
been the reason for the rejection by the North
Vietnamese or our proposals. A cease-fire is import-
ant to permit the safe withdrawal of American
forces and to bring about not only an end to U.S. in-
volvement, but an end to the war itself—and to
bloodshed in Indochina.

Question: Various Congressmen who talked to the
North Vietnamese in Paris reported they would be

willing to free all American prisoners in exchange for
a pledge to withdraw American troops on a date
certain. Is this true?

Answer: They were misled. While the U.S. was nego-
tiating their secret 9-point proposal, the North Viet-
namese were berating us publicly for not responding
to the public seven points of the Vietcong proposal.

Successions of Americans came back from Paris say-
ing that they knew that if we would just make a pro-
- posal in the military field this would unlock the door.
At those precise moments, the North Vietnamese
were telling us there was no solution possible that
did not include a political element.

Finally, the North Vietnamese publicly (even before
the President spoke) stated there could be no mili-
tary settlement by itself and announced they would
reject a withdrawal date for POW exchange plan.

Question: Did the North Vietnamese actually ask that
the government of South Vietnam be overthrown?

Answer: Categorically, yes. The record is clear that
they asked the U.S. to change the government di-
rectly, leaving the method to the U.S. They have
been categorical in their continued insistence on the
removal of the Thieu government as an essential con-
dition of any settlement.

Question: Why did the U.S. decide to make public
these secret negotiations now?

Answer: It was believed that the time had come to
focus public attention world wide on the reason-
ableness of the U.S. position. The North Vietnamese
were guilty of gross public distortions to win public
opinion for positions they were unwilling to agree
to privately.

Also, the difference between U.S. public and pri-
vate positions had reached a point which could
undermine credibility and demoralize the American
people. The U.S. was being accused of not respond-
ing to points long ago responded to privately. The
time had come to end, or at least reduce, domestic
disharmony on this issue. To end the war as a united
people has profound significance for America.

Question: In view of all this, what is it the critics
really want the U.S. to do?

Answer: Obviously all that could be left is surrender—
either to leave Vietnam without our prisoners or to
agree to overthrow a government and abandon the
people for whom 45,000 Americans have died and
billions in our Treasury have been spent, leaving
Asians to kill Asians with no hope of either a mili-
tary or political settlement. This is not the course the
U.S. will follow.

POLITICAL POTPOURRI:

Congressional Quarterly reports that the Democrat-
controlled Congress approved only 20 percent of
President Nixon’s 202 legislative requests in 1971,
the lowest figure since CQ began keeping such statis-
tics in 1954. No wonder the Democrats are sensitive
about charges of a do-nothing Congress.

Muskie Repudiates Campaign Theme

Seemingly unnoticed by the press is the fact that Sen.
Edmund Muskie has repudiated the entire theme of
his Presidential campaign: The Politics of Trust. In a
question and answer interview in the Washington Post
last month, the following exchange occured: “Q.
Let’s turn to the campaign, Senator. Your theme is
‘Trust Muskie’——A. Not really. I don’t urge people
to trust me.” Later on in the interview Muskie
stated: ““I don’t really think that as a man I’'m more
trustworthy than other men.”

New Lindsay Slogan

Sow’s Ear Into Silk Purse Dept: The N.Y. Times re-
ports that N.Y. Mayor John Lindsay hasunveiled a
new slogan (in Fla.) tied to his record in N.Y. City.
The slogan: “John Lindsay—because he saw in what
he couldn’t do how much had to be done.”

Kennedy Trip Criticised

Sen. Edward Kennedy’s trip earlier this year to the
Southwest allegedly to look into the plight of the
American Indian, has drawn fire for being so blatantly

political. The Albuquerque Journal called the Kenne-
dy Administrative Subcommittee hearing ““a fiasco,”
“curiously one-sided,” and taking “too little time”
if “he truly expects to learn anything useful about
the problems of the American Indian and their deal-
ings with government agencies.” Comparing the Kenn-

edy Indian hearings with this 1969 political junket to
Alaska, the Journal noted that EMK is still “poli-
ticking and is still using the plight of native Ameri-
cans to brighten his own political star.”...Dr. John
Knowles, former director of the Massachusetts Gen-
eral Hospital, is quoted in Private Practice magazine
as saying he “just cannot buy” Sen. Kennedy’s $77

billion national health insurance program. Knowles
says the U.S. should move away from the “past 40
years...of the new liberalism which says that the
solution to our major problems is through passing
legislation and centralizing the control of all of us in

Washington.”

SEN. HENRY JACKSON:
HOME IS WHERE THE VOTES ARE

“People of the Northeast know phonies and
bad buys when they see them, just as they do
here (Georgia),” he said. “I feel at home
here.”—Atlanta Journal, March 2, 1971.

“I’'m in Florida to do a little reconnaissance
work...I like what I see...I feel at home.”—
United Press International, July 15, 1971.

Jackson found Nebraskans to be “my kind of
people—independent God fearing citizens. I
feel at home here.”—Omaha World Herald,
October 3, 1971.

“You’re my kind of people. I feel at home
in Tennessee.”—The Nashville Banner, No-
vember 5, 1971.

The Press: CBS’ Charles Kuralt, host of the award-
winning “On the Road” feature, says in a Columbia
Journalism Review interview that “part of the Ameri-
can malaise is the communications explosion—dump-
ing bad news on everybody’s head all the time.”
Kuralt says he finds it helpful “to my own peace cf
mind” when he returns from a trip to ‘‘sometimes
turn off the TV and throw away all those (news)
magazines and go contemplate the sun going down. I
think that each person has to give a little daily con-
sideration to his own soul, even at the expense of his
being well informed.”” Disputing the idea that America
is in terrible trouble (an idea Kuralt says is formed
from reading the papers and listening to the news),
the CBS reporter observes that in traveling the
country “you do not get the feeling of a country on
the brink of revolution or torn apart by hatred—the
kind of impression you might get if you only read the
page 1 stories.”

An irate Maine resident writes the Maine Sunday
Telegram: “1 saw Senator Muskie on TV last night
on the bank of the Cuyahoga river in Ohio. So far I
have not seen Muskie standing on the banks of the
Androscoggin, that flows through his birthplace,
Rumford, Me., and is classed one of ten most pol-
luted rivers in the U.S. I haven’t heard of Muskie
looking at the Presque Isle river here in Maine, the
one he helped be declassified, and which has now be-
come a cesspool, not only in Maine but also in our
neighbor, New Brunswick. I suppose Sen. Muskie
can’t be bothered with a State that has only 4
electoral votes.”

14

15



First Monday

Soviet newspapers Pravda and Izvestiya have joined
Sen. J. William Fulbright in his one-man crusade to
kill Radio Free Europe and Radio Liberty, both of
which beam broadcasts into the USSR. Denouncing
the ““liars and slanderers’” of the U.S. radio services
for their ‘“‘subversive activities”” (that is, spreading
the truth), a Pravda article says “people in Washing-
ton would have acted more wisely had they followed
Senator Fulbright’s advice and consigned this entire
company ‘to the cemetery of relics of the cold
war.’ ” Izvestiya has also run an article quoting favor-
ably Fulbright’s attacks on the two radios. The
Nixon Administration backs both radios. President
Nixon has expressed his view that the free flow of
information and ideas among nations “is indispens-
able to more normal relations between East and
West and to better prospects for an enduring peace.”

Muskie Theme Song?

Suggested campaign song for Muskie: ‘“Vacillating
Rhythm.”
Democrat Warns His Party

In an address to the Women’s National Democratic
Club, Democratic Sen. David Gambrell has charged
that as matters now stand ‘“‘the leadership of the
Democratic Party is deliberately excluding a large
segment of the American working people who lifted
them to political power.” The so-called leading Presi-
dential candidates of his party are only “vaguely
aware” of the problem and are ‘“‘fumbling for an
answer,” Gambrell declared. Accusing the Party brain
trust of ‘“looking down their noses as the ‘silent
majority,” the Georgia Democrat said his party’s
problem is “we are trying to play the big games of
this season with the heroes of the early sixties, who
lost the Super Bowl in 1968...”

McGovern Zings Lindsay

Mayor John Lindsay’s recent scuba dive into Florida
waters to investigate pollution has been denounced
as a publicity gimmick by Sen. George McGovern.
Said the South Dakota Democrat: “It would have
taken more courage to dive into the Hudson River.”

To those who are so sick of the war in Vietnam that
they now call for the overthrow of the Saigon gov-
ernment, Washington Post columnist Tom Braden
reminds them of the words of Robert F. Kennedy:
“Withdrawal is impossible...tens of thousands of
individual Vietnamese have staked their lives and
fortunes on our presence and protection. Teachers,
doctors in the villages; mountain tribesmen in the
high country; many who work for the present bene-
fit of their people, who have not acceded to the
Vietcong even though they may not support the
Saigon government. Many have once already fled
the dictatorship in the North. These people...cannot
suddenly be abandoned to the conquest of a
minority.”

Life magazine reporter Sara Davidson, after spending
three months talking with 120 high school students
at more than a dozen schools around San Francisco
and N.Y. (areas tending to be in the vanguard of
political and social movements), has found that what
the young people want at this moment is “not
newness, experiments or more change, but rather,
security, stability, personal fulfillment and material
comfort.”” Having tried activism, says reporter David-
son, “many are now uncertain what it is possible to
achieve through mass protest.” It is easy to misread
this return to level-headedness and jump to the con-
clusion, as have Sen. Edward Kennedy and others,
that the mood of youth is “uncomfortably remini-
scent of the Silent Generation of the ’50’s.”” But it is
not this at all, says Davidson. “What is being mis-
taken now for - apathy seems, instead, an exhaustion
with the techniques of dissent and a refusal to invest
further energy until there is greater chance of posi-
tive returns.” In other words, today’s young people
have more sense than Sen. Kennedy.

News Lead of the Week: from the N.Y. Daily News—
“Milwaukee, Feb. 21—Angered by the mugging yes-
terday of labor leader David Dubinsky (in NYO),
Mayor Lindsay accused the Nixon Administration

today of being remote from the problems of urban
violence.”
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VICE PRESIDENT SPIRO T. AGNEW
steps up to the podium to address the re-
cent Republican National Leadership dinner
in Washington, D.C. as RNC Co-Chairman
Anne Armstrong looks on, applauding. In
his remarks the Vice President stressed

the importance of voter registration for

the GOP in this year’s Presidential election.
Excerpts from the Agnew address are on

page 2.




Voter Registration
Vitally Important
For GOP In’72

(Excerpted from Vice President Spiro T. Agnew’s remarks before
the Republican National Leadership Dinner, March 3, 1972)

This is the year we re-elect the President.

This is also the year that we strengthen the Presi-
dent’s hand with the Congress.

I am optimistic for three very good reasons:
B We have the issues going for us.
@ We have the candidate.

@ We have the organization that is capable of turn-
ing out the vote for him—and for the others on the
ticket—and seeing that the vote is counted, especially
if you adhere to the instruction of the past few days.

All three—strong issues, appealing candidates, good
organization—are necessary for a victory on Novem-
ber 7th. All three are needed for most political
victories in this country, as a matter of fact.

There is also a fourth and very vital factor that we
should take advantage of—the hopeless ideological
division in the opposition party. The Democratic
Party, at the top, is still under the control of liberal
leftists and elitists. It will leave millions of its fol-
lowers disenchanted, isolated and unwanted after the
national convention in July. We should welcome them
with open arms, and encourage their support of our
party. After all, our party’s candidates more closely
share their own pragmatic views. If possible, we
should get them to register with us as we are closer
to their basic philosophy.

Of these factors that I have mentioned, I would like
to discuss first with you tonight the seemingly mun-
date, routine matter of party machinery or organiza-
tion—getting the vote registered—getting it out and
counted properly on election day. This is the last op-
portunity we will have before the national con-
vention to discuss this subject and by then we will be
well into the fall campaign.

I started out in Republican politics in 1948 in Balti-
more County, Maryland, as a precinct worker—a
volunteer on behalf of a Congressional candidate, who
I am happy to say, was elected despite a 4 to 1
registration edge against him. So I know all about the
nitty gritty of getting voters registered, of stuffing
envelopes and performing other routine chores. And
I know how hard it is to get people to the polls on
election day and later to see that their votes are
properly counted.
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This sort of work is the backbone of our political
system—in both parties. But it is especially important
to Republicans because of our acute disadvantage in
numbers, compared with the Democrats. I am very
pleased, as I am sure the President is pleased, with
the already dramatic success of the Republican Na-
tional Committee’s registration effort, “Target ’72.”
Some of the results—85,000 new registrations already
this year—are outstanding, considering that they come
from a few pilot projects.

We need to remember this fact. Richard Nixon was
elected President in 1968 with a plurality of 500,000
voters, less than 3 votes per United States precinct.
His winning vote total was 31 million. In that same
election there were 38 million people—seven million
more than the President’s total vote—who were above
voting age but not eligible because they were not
registered.

Let’s not leave anything like that to chance again.
Let’s go out and convince those disinterested people
and get them registered. Also, we should aim high re-
garding the some 25 million additional voters be-
tween ages 18 and 24 who will be eligible to vote in a
presidential election for the first time in 1972. Let’s
go out and get our share of the youth vote.

As for our candidate, he has demonstrated firm lead-
ership on the domestic as well as the international
front. He has approached problems pragmatically
rather than emotionally and analyzed them before
acting. And when he has determined the best course
to follow, he has acted decisively.

So, I would say our outlook for 1972 is excellent.
We have the issues. We have the candidate. We have
the organization that will turn out the vote for
him—enthusiastically—on November 7th.

Let’s get to work.
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MUSKIE FRONT RUNNER IMAGE

DAMAGED BY POOR SHOWING

IN NEW HAMPSHIRE
“While New Hampshire is one of the smallest
of the 23 Presidential primary battle grounds...
its position as the earliest primary in the
Nation gives it considerable psychological
importance.””—Washington Post political re-
porter David S. Broder.

Sen. Edmund Muskie blew it in New Hampshire.

Regardless of what the Senator or any of his aides
say, their man’s lackluster performance in the New
Hampshire primary has severely damaged the Maine
Democrat’s chances of getting his party’s Presidential
nomination. No matter how well the Muskie image-
makers touch up the X-rays, it will not alter the fact
that the front-runner’s Granite State operation was
a failure.

Winning the Presidency is not “a 100-yard dash,” as
Sen. Muskie has noted. But the New Hampshire pri-
mary was a short-run track event and finishing a
strong first is very important from the standpoint of
establishing momentum and maintaining the front-
runner image.

New Hampshire Important -

As a matter of fact, the importance of the first-in-the-
Nation Presidential primary, now being downplayed
by Muskie and Company, was frequently alluded to
by both Muskie and his supporters before the election.

In a Washington Post article earlier this month,
Muskie declared that if he were going to end up at the
head of the line in November, he would have to be
victorious in New Hampshire in “a convincing way.”
“We’ve got to win big,”” Muskie declared.

In an Associated Press dispatch in early March,
Muskie was quoted as telling a fund-raising dinner in
Boston that the New Hampshire contest was particu-
larly important because “‘if I can’t do well here, the
rest of the country ought not to be asked to con-
sider me.”

Just exactly what “well” was, neither Sen. Muskie
nor his people would say. But his N.H. state coordi-
nator, Maria Carrier, gave a clue when she told a
Boston Globe reporter: “If we go below 50 percent,
I’d shoot muyself.”” Muskie received 48 percent of
the.vote.*

Muskie Does Not Do “Well”
But whatever ‘“well” was, Sen. Muskie does not
seem to have done it in New Hampshire.

The Christian Science Monitor calls the Muskie show-
ing “a jolt, a hard one,” saying ‘New Hampshire
raises a question about Muskie’s ability to stand up

*For Mrs. Carrier’s condition, see box, page 5.

under adversity.” The Washington Star, noting that
Muskie went into N.H. as a neighbor with an over-
whelming front-runner image, says he has had that
image ‘“‘smudged.” The election, if it proves any-
thing, shows that the race for the Democratic nom-
ination “‘still is wide open,” the Star editorialized.

The Philadelphia Inquirer, commenting on Muskie’s
failure to win a majority of even one vote, says he
emerged from the contest “as anything but invinci-
ble.” The Baltimore Sun predicts that Muskie “has to
travel a long and rough road before he can claim the
Presidential nomination.”

The N.Y. Times’ political reporter, R.W. Apple,
writes that Muskie’s performance in N.H., particu-
larly his tearful attack on newspaper publisher
William Loeb, gives some hints as to the character of
the Democratic front-runner: “Mr. Muskie showed
himself here, in the view of many politicians, to be a
man who tires easily and tends to emotional out-
bursts under pressure.”

N.H. A Sorry Exhibition

To N.Y. Daily News columnist Ted Lewis, the N.H.
primary proves ‘“‘that the Democratic Party has yet
to turn up a dynamic leader with outstanding Presi-
dential campaigning abilities.”” Lewis calls the pri-
mary ‘““a sorry exhibition: Democratic Presidential
hopefuls tossing almost meaningless aspersions at
each other instead of trying to arouse the voters on
the great issues with imaginative solutions for the
Nation’s many distressing problems.”

(Continued next page)
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(Continued from previous page)

The evidence from N.H. and the preliminary evidence
from Florida is that ““the Democratic Party is in an
almost hopeless leadership mess,” Lewis declared.

A possible domino effect from Muskie’s weak show-
ing in New Hampshire in this week’s Florida primary
is also worrying the Muskie camp. Sen. Hubert
Humphrey is campaigning in the Sunshine State
saying the N.H. results “seriously damaged” Muskie
and that as a result of the election, his front-runner
status has ‘“‘deteriorated.” Sen. Henry Jackson, also
campaigning in Florida, is saying that the majority of
votes in N.H. for candidates other than Muskie was a
protest against the Maine Democrat. Jackson says
that if Muskie can’t do any better than he did in
New Hampshire, his own backyard, ‘“he can’t beat
Nixon in November.”

Syndicated columnists Evans and Novak, in a special
primary report, say that Hubert Humphrey is the
real winner in N.H. because Muskie’s lame perform-
ance gives Democratic politicians a growing con-
viction that the quest for the nomination “‘is really a
horse race.” E and N see Muskie in Florida running
third and possibly fourth behind George Wallace,
Humphrey and maybe Jackson.

N.H. PRIMARY RESULTS
With 99 percent of the vote tallied at Monday
press time, the results of the New Hampshire
primary are as follows:
REPUBLICAN
Nixon 77,398 69%
McCloskey 22,678 20%
Ashbrook 10,740 10%
Paulsen 1,146 1%
DEMOCRAT
Muskie 40,425 48%
McGovern 31,812 37%
Yorty 5,244 6%
Mills 3,508 4%
Hartke 2,326 3%
Kennedy 794 1%
Humphrey 292 0%
Coll 256 0%
Jackson 87 0%
McCarthy 39 0%
VICE PRESIDENT
REPUBLICAN
Agnew 42,830 70%
Burton 10,843 18%
Brooke 1,196 12%
DEMOCRAT
Peabody 36,443 95%
Agnew 1,837 5%

PRESIDENT, VICE PRESIDENT SCORE
DECISIVELY IN GRANITE STATE PRIMARY

President Nixon is “pleased by the strong support he
was shown and is grateful to the voters of New
Hampshire for their expression of continued confi-
dence,” White House Press Secretary Ron Ziegler has
declared. “The President appreciates the efforts of
those who campaigned in his behalf in New Hamp-
shire.”

The President received 69 percent of the GOP pri-
mary vote; Rep. Paul N. McCloskey, 20 percent; and
Rep. John M. Ashbrook, 10 percent.

Agnew Praises Victory

Vice President Spiro Agnew called the President’s de-
cisive victory a ‘“‘resounding endorsement by the
voters of the Granite State” which ‘“‘represents the
opening phase of a campaign that will culminate in
victory for Richard Nixon and the Republican Party
in November.”

Francis Dale, chairman of the National Committee
for the Re-Election of the President, hailed the pri-
mary outcome as showing that President Nixon is
the “indisputable leader of his party—both in his
official capacity and, more especially, in the hearts
and minds of the voters.”

Former N.H. Governor Lane Dwinell, chairman of
the N.H. Committee for the Re-Election of the
President, declared that the overwhelming vote of
confidence in the President showed that the voters
approve of the ‘“tremendous job he has done with
difficult problems during his first term, and they
have shown their belief that he must continue in his
job for another four years.”

President Wins in Vermont

In nearby Vermont, in what is believed to be the
Nation’s only municipal Presidential primary, Presi-
dent Nixon received 407 of the 772 votes cast. Sen.
Edmund Muskie was the Democrat closest to the
President and he received only 84 votes in the
winner-take-all non-partisan election.

In addition to President Nixon’s strong showing in
New Hampshire, Vice President Spiro Agnew also
ran well. The Vice President received 42,830 write-in
votes on the Republican side for Vice President and
1,837 votes for the number two spot from Demo-
crats. In running up the largest write-in vote in New
Hampshire history, for either President or Vice Presi-
dent, Agnew received more votes than Muskie or
McGovern even though they were on the ballot
and he wasn’t.
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YOUNG N.H. VOTER SAYS
PRESIDENT MOST QUALIFIED
MAN FOR THE JOB

While in New Hampshire for last week’s pri-
mary, Monday spoke with Maureen Kobisky,
an 18-year-old high school senior who was
voting for the first time. Maureen explained
to Monday why she had voted for Richard
Nixon and why she favors the President’s
re-election:

“I think President Nixon is the most quali-
fied man for the job of President. He has
more experience than all the other candidates
put together. He knows what’s going on in
the world and I think that is very important.
The trip to China I think was fantastic and a
sincere try by the President to make friends.
1 “l think the President has
done good on the war in
Vietnam. He promised to
get America out of the war
when he was running for
President and he is doing
just that. I believe that the
way the President is getting

Maureen out of Vietnam is the re-
sponsible way. I don’t think we should just
pack up and pull out without caring what
happens to the people left behind.

“I think the President’s cutdown of the draft
is also good. I know a kid who is number

nine in the lottery and he has not been
called yet. The President’s idea of a volun-
teer army is also good. I'm for that and so
are a lot of my friends.

“About the economy, I think the President
has done good here, too. He has done some
strong things, but they were necessary.

“Another thing I like about the President is
his concern for the country. I am concerned,
too, about this country and a believer in
traditional American values. I think the Presi-
dent believes in those values also. The Presi-
dent is trying to keep this country ahead in
the world and I’m in favor of that, too.

“I also like Vice President Agnew. He’s really
good. He says what he feels and is an honest
man. Many people pick on him and use him
as a scapegoat, but I like him. I think he’d
make a good President.”

MUSKIE BACKER ALIVE AND
WELL IN MANCHESTER

Maria Carrier, Sen. Edmund Muskie’s state
coordinator in New Hampshire, did not shoot
herself as she said she would if Muskie got
less than 50 percent of the vote. Mrs. Carrier
told Monday that she had ‘“a change of
mind” after the election returns came in.
When asked what she planned to do to her-
self if Muskie did not get the Democratic
Presidential nomination, she said she would
support whoever the party nominated.
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PRESIDENT FOLLOWS WORDS WITH
ACTION TO ASSURE EVERY AMERICAN
ADEQUATE HEALTH CARE

“An all-direction reform of our health care system—
so that every citizen will be able to get quality
health care at reasonable cost regardless of income
and regardless of area of residence—remains an item
of highest priority on my unfinished agenda for
America in the 1970’s.”

So said President Nixon in sending his most recent
message on national health care to the Congress
earlier this month.

But unlike many others, President Nixon has fol-
lowed up on his words with action—bold and creative
action—to assure every American adequate health
care protection.

The President’s program contains three main fea-
tures:

Poor Families Protected

B The National Health Insurance Partnership Act.
Requires employers to provide adequate health in-
surance for their employees and to share the under-
writing of its cost. Poor families not headed by an
employed individual would receive similar protection
through the Family Health Insurance Protection Plan.

B The Health Maintenance Organization Assistance
Act. Encourages the unification into a single organi-
zation of physician, hospital, laboratory and clinical
services both to reduce the cost of health care and
provide a greater incentive for the medical pro-
fession to practice preventive health care.

B H R. 1, the President’s welfare reform bill.
Amends the Medicare and Medicaid programs to re-
duce the cost of health care for older Americans by
extending coverage to many disabled persons not
now covered. By combining Parts A and B of the
Medicare program, every individual is assured both
hospital and physician care.

Research and Preventive Action

Other features of the President’s program include re-
search and preventive action to reduce heart di-
sease, alcoholism, cancer, drug abuse, sickle cell
anemia and venereal disease. Measures to increase
family planning services and health education re-
sources are also included.

But perhaps the best feature of the President’s pro-
gram is that it takes advantage of the assets of this
Nation’s existing health care programs while eliminat-
ing the liabilities. President Nixon recognizes that re-
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form of this country’s health care system is overdue—
at the same time, he also recognizes that reform can
turn to ruin if it undermines the good features that
have served well in the past.

In this sense, the President’s program contrasts
sharply with the national health insurance program
advocated by Sen. Edward Kennedy and co-sponsored
by the leading Democratic presidential candidates—
a program which would cost the American tax-
payer $77 billion each year—that is, $1,271 for every
family in the country.

New Program Consistent With Others

President Nixon realizes that the American people do
not want to see their health care tax tripled with a
single stroke—and tripled for a program which would
be more disruptive than it would be helpful. He has
chosen another course, a course consistent with the
Comprehensive Health Manpower and Nurse Training
Acts, the National Cancer Act and the National
Health Service Corps programs he has already pushed
through the Congress.

Mrs. Nixon Mrs. Agnew
SOUTHERN GOP WOMEN'S
CONFERENCE COMING UP

Mrs. Richard Nixon will be guest of honor at
the March 24 banquet of the 18th National
Republican Women’s Conference, meeting in
Atlanta, Ga.

Mrs. Spiro Agnew will be the honored guest
at a luncheon March 25, the concluding con-
ference event. The Conference opens with a
March 23 reception honoring Mrs. Martha
Mitchell and featuring a unique fashion show-
ing of inaugural gowns worn by American
First Ladies.

Those interested in attending the Conference
should write Mrs. John A. Cauble, c/o the
Republican State Central Comm. of Georgia,
1904 Monroe Dr., NE, Atlanta, Ga. 30324,
or call her at (404) 873—3521.
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POLITICAL POTPOURRI:

Vice President Agnew says his dream team for the
Democrats this year would be a re-run of 1968,
Humphrey-Muskie. “After all,” he told the Young
Republican Leadership Conference, “why break up a
losing combination.”

President’s Popularity at 14-Month High

Pollwatch: The current Gallup Poll shows President
Nixon’s popularity at its highest point in 14 months,
with 56 percent of the American people approving of
his performance in office...The Lou Harris Survey
shows the President beating Sen. Muskie 44—40 per-
cent and Sen. Humphrey, 47—36. In the two trial
heats, Gov. Wallace received 11 and 12 percent of
the vote respectively...A 36-college, statewide mock
Presidential election in Florida has re-elected Presi-
dent Nixon with 84 percent of the vote; McCloskey,
10.4; and Ashbrook, 5.6. The President came in
first on 35 of the 36 campuses. On the Democrat
side, Sen. McGovern with 1,776 votes topped Rep.
Shirley Chisholm with 1,362. Mayor Lindsay was
next with 1,059, then Sen. Muskie, 1,034. Gov.
Wallace was fifth with 953.

Communication Workers Like Nixon

A vote taken among the 350 members of local 5051
(Chicago, Il1.), Communications Workers of America,
shows President Nixon the favorite for re-election over
Muskie by a ratio of 5—1; over Wallace 3—1; and over
Humphrey 6—1...Nation’s Business magazine reports
that in Cook County, Ore., Laramie County, Wyo.
and Palo Alto County, Iowa—three counties which
have gone for the winner in every Presidential elect-
ion this century—President Nixon ““is a good bet for
re-election” if there are no economic setbacks. It is of
extra significance, says NB, that not one of the many
Democratic Presidential hopefuls has so far im-
pressed the voters in these areas to the point where
there is a serious threat to the President.

Papers Won't Claim Columnist

When a Congressional office recently tried to check
out columnist Jack Anderson’s beginnings in journal-
ism, it found out that neither paper he was allegedly
associated with wanted to claim him. A staff member
of the Salt Lake City Tribune was unable to con-
firm that Anderson had ever been an employee of
the paper but did say that an older member of the
staff recalled his having written for them while a cor-
respondent mainly for the Deseret News. A source at
the News said that Anderson wrote the “Boy Scout
page” in 1939 then went on to the Tribune through
1941. The Library of Congress suggested to the
Congressional office that ‘“‘with neither paper willing
to claim Mr. Anderson, our alternative suggestion
would be to get in touch with Anderson’s office.” The

PRESIDENT NIXON’S INHERITED MESS

“Richard Nixon has been a totally dedicated,
unusually imaginative, immensely productive
President of surprising energy and staying
power. As we go along we learn that he has
done and is doing things on the world scene
as well as at home that are making progress
against the horrible inheritance faced when
he moved into the White House.

“More and more the media indicate that
there’ll be the usual hoorah among the Nixon
political opposition in 1972. But also the
voters right across the board are more and
more interested in staying with the man who
is trying to clean up the mess rather than give
those who mainly created it an opportunity
to enlarge it beyond all chance of ever
straightening it out.”—Jack Evans, editor of
the Jamestown (North Dakota) Sun.

1970-71 “Who’s Who in America’ lists Anderson as a
reporter for the Tribune, 1939-41; and as a war cor-
respondent for the News, 1945.

Indiana Sen. Vance (“I will win in New Hampshire,
no question.”—N.Y. Times, Jan. 13, 1972) Hartke’s
four percent of the vote in N.H. was, in the words of
his campaign manager a ‘“‘major disappointment.” One
wonders just how many votes Hartke thought he’d
get going around the state telling pregnant women
that if they should get rubella and their baby should
have any mental retardation, ““it will be Richard
Nixon’s fault.” (N.Y. Times, March 6, 1972). There
are however, signs that the
% Hartke candidacy was never
4 serious anyway. He is quoted
"% in the N.Y. Village Voice as
A saying before the election:
=t “None of those other guys
A == are going to beat Nixon.
Don’t you see, Muskie isn’t going to win. I don’t
think he has a political principle in him other than
the fact that he thinks he ought to be President.
People aren’t dumb, they’re going to see through it.
I know I’'m a long shot. So I come in last. So what?
No one gets hurt. Who’s going to care? My family?
As long as nobody gets hurt what does it matter?
Nobody cares and nobody gets hurt because unless
something big happens, Richard Nixon is going to be
President again.”

Overheard in New Hampshire—First reporter: “Have
you been to Endicott Peabody’s headquarters?”
Second reporter: I tried to get in but couldn’t.
Someone was using the phone at the time.”
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RNC Chmn. Bob Dole has asked the Justice Depart-
ment to investigate the extension of credit to the
debt-ridden Democratic Party by the American Tele-
phone and Telegraph Corp. Dole says that the
credit extension for phone service at the Democratic
National Convention this summer at Miami, coming
on top of a $1.5 million unpaid bill from the Demo-
crats’ 1968 campaign, violates two “‘very clear” pro-
visions of Federal law. At a news conference, Dole
declared ‘It would appear that ATT is in violation”
both of the Corrupt Practics Act that forbids corp-
orations from making donations to political parties or
candidates and the Federal Communications Act,
which bars a telephone company from giving “undue
preference or advantage’ to particular subscribers.

Monday has learned that Mass. Sen. Edward Kennedy
is angry with Sen. Henry Jackson because Jackson is
pushing a joint Congressional resolution to change the
name of Cape Kennedy back to Cape Canaveral, the
name it had for 400 years. Although Kennedy has n<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>