MR. NIXON

A Hard Look At The Candidate

Gary Allen, a graduate of Stanford
University and one of the nation's top
authorities on civil turmoil and the New
Left, is author of Communist Revalu-
tion in the Streets—a highly pratsed and
definitive new volume on revolutionary
tactics and strategies, published by West-
ern Islands. Mr. Allen is active in anti-
Communist and other humanitarian
causes and is President of the Founda-
tion for Economic and Svcial Progress.
A film writer and journalist, he is a
Contributing Editor to AMERICAN
Orision. Gary Allen lectures widely.

® Tue seemMndcLy endless search for the
“real” Richard Nixon has been a popular
sport of American pundits since 1948,
As with the hunt for Jack the Ripper,
the quarry has proved brilliantly elusive
vet quadrennially captivating to the
imagination. Every four years, by the
time the snow falls in New Hampshire,
Mr. Mixon returns to the political
scene as certainly as the recurring legend
of the Ripper lives on in the wary step
of the London shopgirl. Who is he?
Why does he do it? In the answers to
these questions are the secrets that pro-
long the legends.

1

Tue Nixon story is one that begins
almost as if it had been written by
Horatio Alger. Reared in a hard-waork-
ing Quaker family, Richard Milhous
Nixon was early inspired by his father's
commitment to overcoming coonomic
hardship through diligent effort. As the
former Vice President has said, “My dad
was an individual—he'd go to his grave
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before he took government help. This
attitude of his gave us pride.” And, no
doubt it did. The schoolboy Nixon
worked in the family's small grocery
store until nine or ten o'clock at night,
and after-hours would study until two
or three in the morning,

In Nixon's junior year in high school,
in keeping with his Quaker philosophy
of individual responsibility and personal
dignity, young Nixon’s father gave him
complete charge of the vegetable counter
in the family grocery store. Dick did
the buying, driving to the Los Angeles
public market before sunrise to haggle
with the local produce growers, then
hurried back o arrange his displays
before leaving for school. All the profit
he could make was his, and all thar he
could save went into a college bank
account. Tt was superb training for any
boy.

A good student of aggressive nature,
Nixon became entranced with debating
in high school. His debate coach, Mrs.
Clifford Vincent, remembers that she
used to feel “disturbed™ ar his superiority
over his teammates. “"He had this
ability,” she said, “to kind of slide around
an argument instead of meering it head
on, and he could take any side of a
debate.”™* His teenage skill at debating
may have been honed by his six weeks
as a barker for a wheel of chance art
the Slipper Gulch Rodeo in Prescott,
Arizona. There “he learned the knack
of drumming up customers and then
lerting them have it,” writes Phillip
Andrews in Thir Man Nixon, “His

*William Costello, The Facts Abont Nixow, Vi-
king Press, New York, 1980,
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booth, it is said, became the most
popular one in the show.”

While working his way through
Whittier College, Richard Nixon
majored in history and again covered
himself with distinction as a debater
and also as an actor in school dramas.
Dr. Albert Upton, who directed Nixon
in one of the Whittier College plays, is
still awed when he recalls how adept
the young collegian was at producing
tears. “It was beautifully done, those
tears,” he remembers, confessing to
having “twinged” when he saw photos
of Nixon weeping on Senator William
Knowland's shoulder afrer the famous
“Checkers” speech. Dr. Upton savs he
never dreamed that his former student
would go into polities, but adds: “T
wouldn't have been surprised if, after
college, he had gone on to New York or
Hollywood looking for a job as an
actor.”

During all four years in college, the
outhful Nixon doggedly went out for
%ml:hall. Though he never got beyond
the bench, being possessed of two left
feet, he nevertheless refused to give up.
His coach, Wallace Newman, recalls
the weeks that would go by without
Mixon's ever playing a minute, but says
he was nonetheless “wonderful for
morale, because he'd sit there and
cheer. . . . To sit on the bench for the
better part of four seasons isn't easy.”

According o Earl Mazo, his most
friendly biographer, “Nixon classified
himself a ‘Liberal’ in college, ‘but not
a flaming liberal!’ Like many law stu-
dents of that period, his public heroes
were Justices Brandeis, Cardozo and
Hughes, then the Supreme Court's pro-
gressive minority.”* At Duke Law
School on scholarship, he graduated
third in his class. Stewart Alsop quotes
a former classmate: “My impression was
that Richard Nixon was not an excep-
tionally brilliant student. However. he

*Earl Mazo, Richerd Nixen, Harper and Brothers,
New York, 1959,
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was outstanding because of his ability
to do prodigious amounts of work, He
pursued his ambition to stand at the
head of his class with an intensitv that
few people are :np.'lhlt: of.”

Upon graduation Nixon was none-
theless turned down by several Wall
Street firms and, curiously, by the F.B.L.
Shaken, he accepted a job in the bureau-
cracy of Washington, D.C,, then served
in the Navy during Warld War 11 Mr.
Nixon described his war record in the
famous “Checkers” speech of 1952 in
these words:

My service record was not a partic-
wlarly wenwswal one. I went o the
Soath Pacific, I gess U entitled to
a conple of battle stars. | pot a cauple
of letters of commendation, bat 1
wsts st there when the bomby were
falling, and then I returied.

That isn't just how it was. In fact,
Stewart Alsop notes in Nixon and
Rockefeller that ™. . . Nixon had a non-
combat job far from the baule lines.
... For a few weeks, though, his naval
unit was on the fringes of a combat
area. And, while he received a citation
for being cfficient in providing supplies
—something he had been doing cffec-
tively with cabbages and parsley since
the age of seventeen — he was certainly
entitled to no battle stars.

Home from the South Pacific, Nixon
began his political career as a protege
of a group of businessmen who were so
anxious to defeat Leftist Congressman
Jerry Voorhis in 1946 that they had run
an advertisement in 2 local newspaper
to seek prospective candidates. Friends
in Whittier, no doubt regaled by Nixon's
war stories of bombs bursting in air,
suggested that he answer the ad and
run for Congress.

Up to then, Richard Mixon says he
had little interest in politics, but he ac-
cepted the offer with alacrity: “Why did
I take it? I'm a pessimist, but if I figure
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Richard Mixen discusses his “war record” in the nationally telovised “Checkers” speech of 1952,

I've got a chance, I'll fight for it.” As
the acid Stewart Alsop observes: “Nixon
became a politician, in short, more be-
cause it seemed a good idea at the time
than because of any profound political
convictions. Having thus entered poli-
tics more or less by accident, one suspects
that he thought of a political career
much as another young veteran back
from the wars might think of advertis-
ing, or meat packing, or bond selling
—as a way to make a living and ger
ahead.”

Young Mr. Nixon, campaigning in
his Navy uniform, won that [irst elec
tion against great odds, using a strategy
described by biographer William Cos-
tello: . . . Nixaon, canvassing the 200,000
voters of the district, introduced himself
as a ‘liberal Republican,” He refrained
from attacking the New Deal in all its
aspects, but he pulled no punches in
attacking Voorhis.”

11
It was the Hiss case in 1948 which
rocketed the young California Congress-
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man to the headlines. Although the
actual investigation of Alger Hiss was
done by Robert Stripling of the staff
of the House Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities, it was Nixon's persistence
which [inally nailed Hiss as a Soviet
spy. The Hiss case had its origin in
testimony given by Whittaker Chambers
before the House Committee on Un
American Activities, of which Mr. Nix-
on was a member. Nixon recalled later
that Chambers "made EIl:irgl'_‘i which
at the time seemed fantastic — that
he'd been a Communist, that he had
worked with Hiss, White, Abt, Press-
man, Witt, and a group of others who
were also connected with the govern-
ment.”

Alger Hiss, of course, was a very
important man. He had long served
with the State Deparement, was instru-
mental at the fuundiug of the United
Nations, and had since become Presi-
dent of the powerful and prestigious
Carnegie Endowment for International
Peace. Hiss promptly came before the
Committee to deny all. “He was an
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amazingly impressive witness the first
time,” Nixon said later. “1 would say
that ninety percent of those who were
in the committee room were convinced
thar Mr. Hiss was relling the troch . . .
when he said that he did not know
Mr. Chambers.” The case was almost
drapped.

Of course, Chambers too was a man
of some standing, one of six senior
editors of Time magazine, but Hiss had
a phenomenal record in government
service and came before the Committee
not as a confessed ex-Communist, like
Chambers, but as a man of redoubtable
credentials. MNonetheless, and to his
eternal credit, Congressman Richard
NMixon took the lead in urging [urther
investigation.

Hiss helped seal his own doom hy
suing Chambers for calling him a Com-
munist. Now under pressure, Whittaker
Chambers produced a thick envelope
containing four pages in Hiss' hand-
writing and a number of typewritten
documents which he said had been
copied on Alger Hiss' typewriter. He
charged the envelope contained confi-
dential State Documents which Hiss
had pilfered and passed on w him in
the service of the Tnternational Commu-
nist Conspiracy. Examination showed
the papers were in fact copies of authen-
tic top-secret documents; and, other
testimony established that the trans-
mission to the Russians of verbatim
texts of these papers would have en-
abled the Soviet government to break
the State Department's secret code.

So powerful were the Communists in
government that, even in the face of all
of this, there was an intimation from
the Justice Department that the Hiss-
Chambers case would be dropped un-
less additional evidence could be found.
At that point Mr. Nixon performed
his penultimate service in the Hiss case.
Al a private interview with Chambers
on the latter’s farm in Maryland,
Congressman Nixon learned that
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Chambers had in his possession addi-
tional documentary evidence. The next
evening, in a cloak-and-dagger scene
that fired the national imagination, an
agent of the Committee served a sub-
poena on the ex-Communist, Chambers
led him in darkness to a pumpkin in
his garden, and from the pumpkin he
drew five rolls of microfilm containing
photostatic copies of confidential and
secret documents stolen from the State
Department,

A MNew York Grand Jury, on the
verge of indicting Whittaker Chambers
for perjury, reversed itself when Nixon
rushed to New York and testified that
it must have been Hiss who lied in say-
ing he had not turned official documents
over to Chambers. Simultaneously, the
F.B.I. was able to establish that the
pumpkin papers, and letters from Mrs.
Priscilla Hiss, had been typed on the
same Woodstock typewriter. On Decem-
ber fifteenth, the Grand Jury climaxed
its investigation by bringing in an in-
dictment of perjury against Alger Hiss,
who was later found guilty and jailed.

Far his role in exposing Hiss, Richard
Mixon earned the undying hatred of
a vast segment of the American Left.
Hiss had been a fair-haired boy among
the “Liberals.” Adlai Stevenson and
Dean Acheson had served as character
witnesses at his trial, and many another
“Superliberal” had gone out on a limb
to defend him. Until Nixan's persistent
investigation produced the evidenee, the
dapper and urbane Hiss was on his way
to being cleared. Nixon lefe a lor of
“Liberal” Democrats with egg on their
faces, but he concluded the experience
as a national hero.

In 1950, Congressman Nixon emerged
victorious in a vicious campaign in
California to defear extremist Helen
Gahagan Douglas for a vacated seat
in the U.S. Senate, capitalizing on the
considerable reputation he had earned
a5 an anti-Communist in dogged pur-
suit of Alger Hiss. Nixon Red-baited
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the “Pink Lady” unmercifully, if quite
correctly, and introduced some interest-
ing campaign techniques no doubt re-
membered from the midway of the
Slipper Gulch Rodeo. For anyone who
answered the phone to Nixon's can
vasses with the words, “Vate for Nizon,"
there would be, *PRIZES GALORE!!!
Electric clocks, Silex coffeemakers with
heating units — General Electric auto-
matic toasters — silver salt and pepper
shakers, sugar and creamer sets, candy
and butter dishes ete., ete.” Nixon also
sent every registered Democrat in the
state a handbill which began: “As one
Democrat to another, . . " Yet another
handbill, featuring a smiling photo of
the Republican candidate, began: “Fel-
low Democrats . . "]

Political success seemed only to stimu-
late: Mr. Nixon's ambitions. Senator
Robert Taft, for one, described him as
“a little man in a big hurry.” He was
in a hurry, all right. And he played his
cards carefully. Although Nixon had
built a considerable reputation as an
anti-Communist in the Hiss affair, and
as sponsor of the Munde-Nixon Sub-
versives Control Bill, the Californian
had also been careful to remain a
vigorous internationalist.

The individual most responsible for
Nixon being confirmed as Dwight
Eisenhower's running mate in 1952 was
apparently Paul Hoffman,* the man
who was instrumental in making the
Leltist policies of the Ford Foundation
what they are today, a trustee of the
Communist Institute for Pacific Rela-
tions, and member of Americans United
for Warld Government, At a meeting
to pick a running mate for Eisenhower,
the Leftist Mr. Hoffman, as chief
spokesman for the Citizens for Eisen-
hower movement, was most persuasive.
As he said later: “1 told them everything
1 had heard about Senator Nixzon was

*See Diograpbical Dictionary of the Left by
Francis X. Gannon, American Owpinion, Boston,
$1.00.

SEPTEMBER, 1961

gaexl. T locked on him as one of the
Republicans who had an enlightened
view of foreign affairs, and I thought
that a man of his views should run with
General Eisenhower.”

Nixon, you see, had moved quickly
to become a fair-haired boy to the Re-
publican “Liberals” through his efforts
in behalf of an organization known as
Republican Advance. It had been casy
to see that 1952 would be a pivotal year
in American history and that the Re
publican Party was virtually a cnch
to regain control of the White House.

The Mixon family: Tricia, Julla, Richard, and Pat.
The Truman scandals, the Korean War,
Communist infiltration of government, |
the fact that for the first time since 1932 |
the G.O.P. was not faced with an in-
cumbent President — all these factors
combined to make the Republican nomi-
nation tantamount to election. Nixon
knew that the Left was thus Hereely
determined that the nomination not fall
to canscrvative Roberr Taft, but to one
of their own. He joined the etfort.
Russell Davenport, a devout “Liberal”
Democrat who had  successfully  run
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the campaign to sell fellow Democrat
Wendell Willkie to the Republican
Party in 1940, and who had later been
a founder of the A.D.A., served as the
arganizing force behind the Far Left's
move (o set up the Republican Advance
movement, Working with Davenport
were Hoffman, Nelson Rockefeller, and
Sidney Weinberg.®

Advance made its first public move on
July 4, 1950, when twenty-one Republi-
can Congressmen joined what they
termed a “revolt” against the Taft wing
of the Party. It was they who publicly
proclaimed the formation of Republi-
can Advance, launched in semi-secrecy
the previous week with the announced
purpose of destroying Taft. An Advance
manifesto was quickly issued to supplant
a G.O.P. declaration of policy adopted
in February of 1950 by House and
Senate Republicans, and concurred in
by the Republican National Commit-
tee. The official Republican statement
had dared to declare that the election
issue would be “liberty versus socialism.”
Republican Advance advacated playing
down the issues of socialism and anti-
Communism and stressing “positive”
programs in the fields of collectivist
legislation — in other words, to out-
“Liberal” the Demaocrats. As the mani-
festo declared: “The real issue against
the Democrats does not lie with the
goals. .. ."

The move was on to shift the Re-
publican Party from one which advocat-
ed repealing socialism to one promising
to run socialism in an efficient and
businesslike manner, By taking the heat
off the socialists and Communists,
Leftist inroads into the American Re-
public were consolidated and assured
bi-partisan support. Now, here’s the
key: According to the Los Angeles
Times of July 14, 1959, one of the
founders of Republican Advance, later

*Wenberg, who served 2y chief money raiser for
Eisenhower in 1952-1918, 15 chis vear raising %3
million for the campaign of Hubert Humphrey.
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re-named Citizens for Eisenhower, was
Richard M. Nixon.

111

At Tue sEcINNING of the 1952 election
campaign Nixon swore he would make
Communist subversion and corruption
the theme of every speech. “If the record
itself smears," he said, “ler it smear. If
the dry rot of corruption and Commu-
nism, which has eaten deep into our
body politic during the past seven years,
can only be chopped off with a hatchet
— then let’s call far a hatchet.” The
words were aimed at the many dis-
couraged supporters of Senator Taft,
and were designed to get them back
into the 1952 campaign. Even the
“Liberals" saw through the ploy. As
*Liberal” columnise Stewart Alsap wrote
at the time: “The admiration for Nixoen
among the Taft-worshippers is essential-
ly irrational, since Nixon contribured to
Taft'’s last defeat in 1952, and since he
has none of Taft’s hankering for a
simpler past.” Sill, the ploy worked.

In his new job as President of the
Senate, Vice President Nixon labored
\-'igil:lml)r to implement even the maost
Lefrist features of the Eisenhower pro-
gram. In an article in Collfers for Octo-
ber of 1965, entitled “How Tke Saved
the G.OP." (by purging conservatives),
Paul Hoffman noted:

In the Senate from the very be-
ginning the President’'s program had
the wngualified and vigarous support
of Vice President Nixon. Sonie liberal
Repablicans are unconvinced as to
the Vice President's attitwde, hold-
ing that be bas supported the pro-
gram only ont of personal loyalty
fo the Presidemt, That kis original
wlira-conservative views arve changed.
Based on what Nixen har sard both
publicly and privately, it is my view
that he genuinely and deeply believes
that the full Eisenbower frrogram is
best for the comntry.
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Nixsn is shown in 1959 os he welcomes Khrushchow, the Butcher of Budopest, to the United States.

Vice President Nixon, a one-time sup-
porter of Senator Joseph McCarthy,
now worked !.'ignmus]!r to carry out the
directives of Tke's so-called Palace Guard
(Paul Hoffman, Sidney Weinberg, and
C. D. Jackson) to silence the Wiscon-
sin Senator whose investigations were
flushing top conspirators from the
government. “Liberal” White House
correspondent William Costello even
credits Nixon with having “persuaded
McCarthy to call off his threat to in-
vestigate the CIA," and having "talked
McCarthy out of keeping J. B. Matthews
as chief investigator [of the Scnate
Internal Security Subcommittee] . .. ."
Matthews, one of the most knowledge-
able experts in the United States on
Communist subversion, had made the
mistake of writing a magazine article
documenting the activities of subversives
inside the National Council of
Churches.

While Communism in the govern-
ment was a good campaign issue, you
see, Costello says that once the election
was over Nixon “tried to puide McCar-
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thy away from the whole Communist
issue, telling him that he would benefit
by broadening his ficld of activity.”
Nixon's role as an Eisenhower hench-
man is further described in The Facts
Abaut Nixon as follows:

Although Nixew's ariginal snder-
taking ai a middle-man applied pri-
marily to the MeCarthy investiga-
tions, and although FEirenbower re-
frained from piving bim any formal
Slafks as a JL'P‘M}' feader of the Ad-
ministration, his talents as a legitla-
tive braker were nvoked from time
to livie on a vaviety of problems. In
the first weeks of the Administration,
the President ran inlo tronble on the
canfirmation of two  key -
radorvial appointeer — Boblen lo go
te Moscow and Corant e Baun.
In baoth cases, it was Nixon wha re-
arinved the edgy ripht-wingers. . . .
Againt, it was Nixon whe during
the Congress got Senator Pat MeCar-
van te call off a filibuster on the
immigration  bill, and  persnaded




Dan Reed of the Howse Ways and
Means Commirtee to swallow the
President’s tax preagram after giving
vent ta violent rumbles of discontent.

Ignaring bleeding Hungary, a Com-
munist takeover in Cuba, the loss of
the Suez Canal, the Korean stalemate,
a major recession, the gold drain, in-
creased taxes, and all-time-high peace-
time budger deficits, Nixon said that
Eisenhower had “the best eight-year
record of any Administration in the
history of this country.” Washington,
Lincoln, Madison, and Jefferson, please
take note.

Memory of the Hiss affair and Nix-
on's harg:fuught campaigns, however,
still rankled uninformed “Liberals,” and
Nixon was doing his best to create a
new image—to come out as the “new
Nixon." By 1938, columnist Doris Flee-
son would write of him: “Having now
‘matured,’ he earnestly repents and is
heartily sorry for the kind of campaigns
he waged for the House and Senate
against then-Representative Jerry Voor-
his and Helen Gahagan Douglas
respectively,” Those, of course, were
Nixon’s anti-Communist campaigns.

Stewart Alsop says of this “new Nix-
on”: “He wanted to be President very
much, and he knew that he had a
chance, perhaps a good chance, to be-
come President. But he also knew — for
he is anything but a fool — that a
reputation as an extremist and partisan
would sharply reduce thar chance.
Hence his :ﬂange of political style. A
man’s motives are always mixed, and
no doubt it is true that Nixon changed
his political style after 1954 in part for
purely practical political reasons.”

In October 1936, “the new Nixon"
told an audience at Cornell University
that investigations of Communist activi-
ties, such as those formerly conducted
by Senator Joseph McCarthy, were no
longer needed. Associated Press of
October 17, 1956 says he gave credit to

the Eisenhower Administration's secur-
ity polices for taking “this issue . ..
out of the political arena.” Four days
earlier Nixon had explained in Rack
Island, [llinois, just how the Eisenhower
Administration had cleaned the security
risks out of government. “The present
security program,” he said, had “resulted
in 6,926 individuals being removed from
the federal service” This was quick]y
contradicted by Phillip Young, Eisen-
hower's Chairman of the Civil Service
Commission, who testified that he knew
of nosingle povernment employee who
had been fired hy the Eisenhower Ad-
ministration for being a Communist or
fellow-traveler.®

As 1960 :Ippm:ﬂ.‘hcd and “the new
Mixon™ was to have his own shot at the
Presidency, he announced that the Com-
munist threat had all but dis:lppcarcd.
Late in 1959, Nixon claimed: “Domestic
Communism is no longer a political
issue. The danger has receded a great
deal in the last few years, domestically,
m:linI:.r because we have become in-
creasingly aware of it. The Communists
used to fool an awful lot of well-mean-
ing peaple who were not Communists.”

A%
RicHakp Nixox felt more than ready
in 1960 to step up to the Presidency. His

"Afrer promising to investigate the Communists
in “cvery department.” Eisenhower lee stand
an Executive Order issued by President Truman
in 1247, which prohibited Congress from access
to government files on the loyaley of personnel.
Another 1948 direcuve by Mr, Truman, for-
bidding government officials to give informa-
tion o Congressional Commiteees withour White
House permission, way abw left standing by
Fisenhower,

Cn Friday, May 17, 1954, Eizenhower issued
an order stopping the supply of any information on
adrministrative departments to investigating com-
mittees, which went far beyond the Truman
“gag” rule. Chairman Francis Walters of the
House Committee on Un-American Acnvinies called
this Eisnhower Executive Ocder "incredibly
stupid.” Congressional Committees were now, for
all praceical purposes, owt of the busness of
investigating Communists and other subversives
in the government—in complete repudiation of
Eusenhower's campaign promises.
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only serious rival for the candidacy was
Governor Nelson Rockefeller of New
York. Rockefeller had run hard, but
Nixon, a tireless campaigner for the
Republican candidates across the coun-
try, was well in contral of the Conven-
tion. When Rockefeller found he could
not lay claim to the actual nomination,
he moved to dictate policy from behind
the scenes. A meeting was thus arranged
between Nixon and Rockefeller for the
Saturday before the Republican Con-
vention opened in Chicago.

In The Making of the President,
1960, Theodore White notes that Nixon
accepted all the Rockefeller terms for
this meeting, including provisions “that
Mixon telephone Rocketeller personally
with his request for a meeting; thar they
meet at the Rockefeller apartment . ..
that their meeting be secret and later be
announced in a press release from the
Governor, not Nixon; that the meeting
be clearly announced as taking place at
the Vice President’s request; that the
statement of policy issuing from it be
long, detailed, inclusive, not a summary
communique.”*

As a result of the meeting, a four-way
telephone circuit was set up linking
Rockefeller protege Charles Percy
(Chairman of the Republican Platform
Committee), a sccond Rockefeller
deputy in Chicago, Nixon, and Rocke-
feller. What finally emerged were the
fourteen points of the famous Compact
of Fifth Avenue,

The Republican Platform Committee
had been meeting in Chicago for an
mrire' week, laboriously pounding out

ﬁj.ﬂfurm reflecting the views of Re-
pu licans from all {ifty states. Now the
Platform Committee was handed the
Rockefeller-Nixon orders: Forget the
cffort and the time you have spent to
come to Chicago at your own expense,
hear witnesses, and draft a document o

*Theodare White, The Making of the President,
1260, Athencum Publithers, New York, 1961,
Page 194
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submit to the Convention— throw it all
out and accepr the Rockefeller-Nixon
Elalfurm warked out, in secret, 830 miles
rom the Convention site. The “Lib-
erals" were cestatic; here was their kind
of democracy in action|

The Wall Street Journal of July 25,
1960, claimed that rhe Fifth Avenue
meeting was not a Rockefeller coup but
a Nixon victory; that Nixon had needed
a rationalization for dumping the Party
conservatives. As a result of the meeting,
the Journal states, “a little band of con-
servatives within the party, of whom

* Kennody ond | agres on most of the imues, .
Senator Goldwater is symbol and sp-:Lts-
man, are shoved to the sidelines. . . .
First impressions to the contrary, Mr.
Nixon has achieved all this without
giving Mr. Rockefeller a single impor-
tant concession he did not want to make.

“This is not to deny that the four-
teen points are very liberal indeed; they
comprise a platform akin in many ways
to the Democratic platform and chey
are a far cry from the things that con-
servative men think the Republican
party ought to stand for. .. .




“But as you go down the fourteen
points, one by one, it's clear they reflect
the Nixon brand of liberalism. . . .

“Actually, Mr. Nixan has rarher skill-
fully used the Rockefeller meeting to
get a few liberal planks into the plat
form which he already wanted hur
which he was having trouble getting
through the platform commirree. . . .

“Thus it is that in one burst of speed
Richard Nixon has accomplished three
maneuvers — defied the eonservative
wing of the party, cut loose from Presi-
dent Eisenhower and neatly outflanked
his major opponent within the party.
.+ . Mr. Nixon's risk is that conservative
voters will be outraged enough to stay
away from the polls and that his liberal
gesture will not in fact gain any liberal
votes from the Demoerats, . . .

“In doing so he has moved the Re-
publican party a little more to the left
on the political spectrum, a thing that
is bound to be sad not only to men of
conservative mind, but also to those who
would like to see the philosophic differ-
ences that divide the country sharpened
into clear polirical issues. Once more we
are going to be deprived of that kind of
a choice in a presidential election.

“As a marter of tactics, Mr. Nixon
with this platform abandons the deep
South and conservatives everywhere to
whatever they can make of the Demo-
cratic platform.”

Ancther Wall Street Jowrnal article
of the same day concluded that the
Rockefeller-Nixon  agreement “brings
the spotlight shining once more on a
facet of his public image he has long
labored to eradicate; that of ‘Tricky
Dick,’ the politician who sacrifices prin-
ciple to expediency.”

The Chicage Tribune headlined the
Nimn—Rnckcfcllcr meeting as “Grant
Surrenders to Lee” The Welfare plat-
form dictated by Rockeleller and Nixon,
which included an endorsement of the
objectives of Communist-led sit-ins in
the South, was called by Senator Gold-
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water “the Munich of the Republican
Party.”

Republicans everywhere understood
the meaning and significance of the new
Rockefeller-Nixon alliance. Nixon had
purged himself of his independence o
become ac:cpmblc to the Insders of the
International Left. As Theodore White
puc ie:

Never bad the quadrennial liberal
swoop of the regulars been more
wakedly dramatized than by the open
campact of Fifth Avenne. Whatever
bonor they might bave been able 1o
carry from their services on the plat-
farm cammittee bad been wiped ant.
A single night's meeting of the two
men in a millionaive's triplex apart-
ment in Babylon-by-the-Hudson,
eight bundved and thirty miler away,
wis abont to overrale them; they
were exposed ar clowns for all the
world to see,

Nixon confirmed his alliance by
accepting as his running mate one of
the foremost darlings of the interna-
tionalist clique, a discredited instigator
of the smear-Taft maneuver of 1952 and
of the ant-McCarthy smear of 1934,
Henry Cabot Lodge. Cabot Lodge then
proceeded to virtually sit out the cam-
paign. Newsweek of March 23, 1964

hrased it more delicately: "His laziness
Eccamc legend.”

That there was a deal of monstrous
proportions is beyond question. In
analyzing Nixon's acceptance speech at
the Republican Convention, the Wall
Street Journal of August 1, 1960, noted:

He doer not refect any particular
Federal activity — whether it be
Federal medical help for the aped,
Federal ard 1o educalion, or Federal
foreign aid — on the ideological
ground that it is romething the
central gpovernment har no right to
da.
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Of course, Nixon did throw a bone
to the dejected conservatives, proclaim-
ing in his acceptance speech: “The only
answer to a strategy of victory for the
Communist world is the strategy of
victory for the free world.” But, as the
Journal commented, “Exactly whar Mr.
Mixon has in mind in this regard will
have to await clarification.” Thart clari-
fication never came.

In the 1960 campaign Nixon attempt-
ed a feat more ditficult than passing a
[.'I.ITIC]. thrnugh d'l.: C’}"E Gf F | nﬂ:d't. HL"
tried to outpromise the Democrats.
Newsweek of July 11, 1960 quoted him
as saying: *. . . We are not going to
be outbid. . . . We can reach goals the
so-called economic liberals of the Gal-
braith-Schlesinger school can  never
reach. We can show that we ean pro-
duce better schools, hospitals, health,
higher living standards.” Wow! And
Nixon knew what he was doing. He
was now advocating more of the very
same policies he had once denounced
so vociferously as socialist and Commu-
nist. The Wall Street [owrnal even
headlined an article for July 29, 1960:
“Nixon Aims to Wed Fiscal Responsi-
bility to Welfare State.” As the Jowurnal
explained:

. the Republican party this year
stands on a platform that borrows
miuch from this madern liberalizm.
In the area of civil rights, and wel-
fare legislation, in the acceptance of
big Government spending, the Re-
publican parly is once more seeking
to meet the Democratic party an its
own groxnd. . ..

Mr. Nixon is going to completely
ipnore any distinction between con-
servatives and liberals in wide politi-
cal areas. . . .

He will accept it as proper for the
Government to intervene in the na-
tian's business, to take an for the peo-
ple some of the ebligations which
were once left to them individually
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—the path ir seraight from social
secirity o rocialized medical care. In
that sense the Roosevell revolution
is complete; Mr. Nixon, if elected,
will not dismantle the welfare state.

The only difference the Journal could
find between the Democrats and Re-
publicans was that the Democrats
promised socialism  through  deficit
spending while the Nixon Republicans
promised socialism with balanced bud-
gets. Either way, America was 1o be
the laser.

In his campaign against Senator John
Kennedy, Richard Nixon regularly
pulled his punches. He never discussed
what informed Republicans considered
his best issue: the Senate records of
Kennedy and Johnson — including
Senator Kennedy's sponsarship of legis-
lation to repeal the loyalty cath provi-
sion of the Narional Defense Education
Act, his vigorous support of Commu-
nist revolutionaries in Algeria, and his
backing of the repeal of the Bartle Act
provision which prohibited the sending
of strategic materials to Iron Curtain
eountries. And, Nixon never even men-
tioned Mr. ]uhnmns killing of the bill
to restore to the states the ri %lt to punish
subversion.

Instead, like Willkie and Dewey be-
fore him, Richard Nixon conducted a
campaign using the orthodox “New
York strategy,” concentrating his efforts
on the big cities at the expense of rural
areas, the West, and the South. Nixan
failed as Willkie and Dewey had failed
before him: He simply could not wedge
the “Liberal” East and conservarive
West into a single phalanx. The princi-
pal irony of Mr. Nixon's campaign was
that he could very probably have won
every state he did win withour any
effort to project a “new Nixon.” And,
had he not rurned Left, he might have
picked up in the South the votes he
needed to become President.

Yes, it was very ironic indeed.
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Accorpivg to his most authoritative
bingrapher, Earl Mazo, Richard Nixon
personally “considers himself a ‘radi-
cal' when it comes to the goals he would
set for the country (his definition of
‘radical’ being the ‘opposite of conserva-
tive')." This has become more and
more cvident.

In his oft-used phrases about relying
on the private sector and the free enter-
prise system, Nixon is simply supportin
with cliches that whichplzre lilljﬂr: nuE:
really understand. In economic maters,
the Wall Street Jowrnal of April 27,
1959 reports, Richard Nixon is . . .
trying to avoid getting obsessed with
the idea [of balancing the hudget]. He
believes the real issue is not a balanced
budget so much as the danger of infla-
tion.” Since deficits beger inflation, this
is like being for motherhood but
against children. When asked by U.S.
News & World Report how to cure an
economic slump, Vice President Nixon
betrayed his ignorance of the market
economy by answering:

. e should have "in the bank"
a greal number of terted and proven
public-works profects on which some
of the preliminary planning work bas
been done. . . . I believe we thonld
bave & host of such projects which
cowld be put into mation in the event
the economy needed a thot in the
arm, (August 29, 1952,)

Of course, Nixon should know that
the economy can be “given a shot in
the arm” only when a government with
a balanced budget reduces spending and
taxes so that the taxpayers can buy more
goods and services. When a government
increases the spending, and hence the
taxes, it merely spends the money that
consumers would have chosen to spend
themselves, It is thus, in the macro-
BCOMGMIC SCNSE, Mere tommyrot to in-
crease the political giveaway and ex-
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pand the role of government to try to
ease Conomic diﬁﬁ:ulﬂcs.

Since his first term in Congress, Nix-
on has also been an active advocate of
giving away our wealth to foreign coun-
tries, and of fighting perpetual-wars-for-
perpetual-peace, “Liberal” columnist
Stewart Alsop says admiringly of Nix-
an: “He iz an internationalist, an
activist, and interventionist . . . in
foreign policy.” And, that is quite true.
While a member of the Herter Com-
mittee, Nixon even helped to write the
repart that paved the way for the great
giveaways following World War 1. At
a2 news conference in Baltimore in 1958,
he defended American aid for Commu-
nist Poland and added:

I challenge anybody who hbar a
more consistent recard in the field of
foreign aid, starting with the Gresk-
Tuvkish loan, poing throwgh the
Marshall Plan, and making speech
dfter speech for foreign aid two years
age during the badpet fight when
very few peaple were for it

Mixon's one-world proclivities are,
alas, notorious. Although he has always
heen clever enough never to openly join
the dangcmus Urutcd World Federalists
(UF.W.), has sponsored several
pieces o :htu' legislation in Congress.
For example, the UF.W. magazine,
Weorld Government News for October
1948 (Page 14), noted that “Richard
Nixon: Introduced world government
resalution (HCR 68) 1947, and ABC
{World Government) resolution 1948."
Waorld Government News of May 1951
(Pp. 8-9) lists Nixon as sponsoring an
January 15, 1951, a resolution “which
calls for U.S. initative towards a fed-
eral union of democracies.” This was the
infamous Atlantic Union Resolution
and was co-sponsored by such “Liberal”
extremists as William Fulbright, Hu-
bert Humphrey, Estes Kefauver, and
Herberr Lehman,
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The Atlantic Union Committee, whose
| Resolution Mr. Nixon sponsored, was
set up by socialist Clarence Streit to ad-
| vocate federal union with Western Eu-
rope as a first step on the road to world
government. Pollster Elmo Roper, in
hiz book The Goal 1z Government of
All the World, explains that: “Some of
us wwho have been interested in Warld
Government for several years now have
come together to form the Atlantic
Union Committee.”

When queried by angry conservatives
on how he could sponsor the Atlantic
Union Resolution after having taken an
oath to upheld and defend the Consti-
tution of the United States, Mr. MNixon
has vehemently claimed that the Res-
olution really has nothing to do with
world government and that it only pro-
vides for a “federal convention to ex-
plore . . . within the framewaork of the

world union." Of course, if Richard
| Nixon was really opposed to world gov-
ernment, he would hardly have called
over and over again for a convention
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| Stewart Alsop: “There are in fact no shorp Ideclogical differences botwoen Rockefoller and Nixon.

United Nations, the principles of free |

which its promoters say is aimed at sur- |

rendering our independence and mak-
ing the United States one region in the
new federal nation of Atlantica,

Another standard bail-out used h:.r
MNixon when confronted with his activ-
itics on hehalf of the international Lefe
is to say that he does not believe a World
State is practical at this time, but that
it will be in the furure. While the pro-
posed federal union with the N.AT.O.
nations is (as he says) not total world
gavernment, it has always been claimed
by the Federal Unionists that such total
waorld government is their goal—for the
future. In a brachure ealled *Eight Rea-
sons Why Atlantic Union Will Benefit
You Now," issued in the 1950 when
Nixon was sponsoring their Resolution
in the Senate, President of the Atlantic
Union Committee Owen ]. Roberts de-
clared:

Onr wltimate goal is world foderd-
tiam, but the way to start is with those
civilized people who recognize indi-
vidual liberty snder law. The door
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will be kept wide open for all free-
dom-loving peaples to come in. . . .
It will be the first step towards gov-
ernment of all the world.

The latest Atlantic Union bill was in-
troduced in Congress by Republican
Paul Findley of Illinois, who inserted
into the Congressional Record letters of
support which he had received from
prominent Republicans. In his letter of
endorsement to Findley, Nixon wrote:
“As Clarence Streit probably told you I
have supported this resolution for many
years and [ wish you every success in
your effort.” (Freedom and Union,
March 1966, Page 9.)

The United World Federalists’ slogan
is “World Peace Through World Law.”
The New York Times of April 13, 1959
editorially congratulated Nixon for his
“important and far-reaching proposal”
to “elevate the International Court of
Justice at the Hague to a real Supreme
Court of the world with far wider juris-
diction and . . . power to make binding
decisions, . . " Nixon has repeatedly
urged the repeal of the Connally Res-
ervation, which now prevents the World
Court from having sovereignty over
American domestic affairs.

An even more important key to pre-
serving the sovereignty of the United
States was the Bricker Amendment,
forbidding the President to surrender o
any international body those freedoms
guaranteed to American citizens by the
Constitution. This attempt to preserve
basic American liberties was described
by “Liberals” as “tying the hands of the
President in dealing in foreign affairs,”
and “undermining the treaty-making
power of the President.” Nixon had
ariginally supparted the Bricker Amend-
ment. But, when he joined the Eisen-
hower team, that all changed.

In his biography of Nixon, William
Costello notes:

The Bricker Amendment, in turn,
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called for Nixow's best talents. The
White Howse ret itself adamantly
againsl the amendment’s proposed
limitation on the President's treaty
mabking powers, and @ twar Nixan
twiho bronght the report that seniiment
both in and out of Congress was more
sympathetic to Bricker than the Prei-
ident bad supposed. The Vice Pres-
ident, after first proposing compro-
mise, found himself in loyalty to the
White Honse stalling, placating, in-
strweting, and megotiating, and fin-
ally jaining Eisenbower in apposition
fo Bricker's demand.

Thanks to Mixon's failure o stand
firm, the Bricker Amendment did not
pass, despite the fact that no one has yet
adequately explained why any President
should wwant to give away any of the
righls guaruulcr:d to American citizens
by our Constitution — a Constitution
which every federal officer has sworn to
defend.

It is, you see, to the field of foreign af-
fairs that Nixon has devorted his primary
Leftist efforts. As “Liberal™ authors
David Broder and Slcphcn Hess say in
their book, The Republican Establish-
ment,® “One senses thar Nixon really
does not have his heart in domestic ques-
tons. His most cart[ully considered
speeches are on foreign policy.” Now,
here's the point: In the Wall Sereet Jour-
nal of April 27, 1959, Nixzon calls him-
self “a liberal rather than a conservative
because I have an international view
. . . of foreign policy.”

It was biographer Earl Mazo who
wrote of Nixon's foreign policy views as
far back as 1959: *He is the administra-
tion's—and perhaps the nation’s—lead-
ing advocate of Big Aid over Big Guns.
‘In the next ten years our greatest cx-
ternal danger will not be military, but
economic and ideological,” Nixon insists.

*David Broder and Stephen Hess, The Republi-
van Extgblishment, Harper and Row, Mew York,
1967,

AMERICAN OPINION




Therefore, he believes, it is more impaor-
tant to provide money for people-to-
people and cultural-exchange programs
than for missiles and submarines. “1f we
have to cheose in al|nr:al.i1:g funds be-
tween military programs and the eco-
nomic, informarion and other non-mili-
tary programs, | would put the emphasis
on the non-military programs and rake
a gamble on the military programs.”

To handle serious confhict, Nixon ad-
vocates a strong UN. army to super-
cede American military independence,
As the Los Angeles Examiner reported
on October 28, 1950:

A strong effort to obtain approval
af bir resalution calling for establish-
ment of a United Nalions police foree
will be made by Congressman Rich-
ard Nixon when ONErer; reconvenes
Nevember 27th, the California Sen-
atorial wominee said today. . . . Nix-
an's resalution swpgests that a UN
police anthorily be set wp on a per-
mairent basis, to consist of land, sea
and air farces, It wonld swing into
action against aggression wnder deci-
sion of a simple majority vote of the
palice antharity,

Realizing that this was from the “old
‘conservative’ Wixon,” and that the
Communists control that "simplc ma-
| jority" he was talking about, one begins
to wonder just how far “the new Nixon™
can move to the Left without announ-
cing support for Mao Tse-tung. Well,
he Aas made a good beginning by an-
nouncing his admiration for Secretary
of State Dean Rusk. On March 10, 1968,
in New Hampshire, Mr. Nixon told the
New York Times: "1 think Dean Rusk
would be an excellent Secretary of State
under a President who had a better un-
derstanding of foreign policy. He's a
gutsy guy and a fine, professional dip-
lomat.”

Rusk, of course, was a key member of
the Tnstitute of Pacific Relations which
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the Senate Internal Security Subcom-
mittee says “has been considered by the
Communist Party and by Sovier officials
as an instrument of Communist policy,
propaganda and military intelligence.”
The work of the LP.R. was largely re-
sponsible for the sell-out of Chiang Kai-
shek to the Chinese Reds, and Dean
Rusk was one of the “China hands”
who plaved an important role in that
dizaster. In March of 19530, Dean Ache-
son named Rusk as Assistant Secretary
of State for Far Eastern Affairs, While
holding that position Secretary Rusk
even delivered a speech in praise of the
Chinese Communists in which he de-
scribed the Peking Reds as revolutionar-
its comparable to the American patriots
of 1776, and declared that the course of
their agrarian reform was “not Russian
in essence.” Nixon's “gutsy” friend Dean
Rusk was also instrumental in shaping
those policies of the Korean War which
General Douglas MacArthur described
as “a catastrophic blow to the hopes of
the Free World,” including the pelicy
of giving the Communist Chinese a
privileged sanctuary north and west of
the Yalu River.

Mr. Mixon's expression of admiration
for Rusk provides a clue to the type of
man Nixon would appoint as Secretary
of State if he i3 clected President. One
now begins to realize why Goldwater,
shortly after the 1960 election, referred
to Nixon as a “worse appeaser than Nev-
ille Chamberlain.” (Joseph Alsop, San
Francisco Examiner, November 29,
1963.)

That word appeaser is a bitter and
prejudicial one. Let us simply say thatr—
despite fifty years of proofs to the con-
trary—Nixon has always been a strong
believer that negotiations with the Com-
munists can be meaningful and fruitful.
He has argued that once the Commu-
nist conspirators “understand the rules
and are willing to have them fairly en-
forced by an impartial umpire” [the
World Court] then the United States
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and the Communists can engage in
“peaceful competition, knowing that
both systems would be moving in the
direction of a world of peace...."” In his
book, The Challenges We Face, Nixon
writes: “The alternative—to have no ne-
gotiations—would mean, obviously, that
we would lessen our chances of achiev-
ing agreements with the Commu-
nists...."

Nixon, who supports cultural ex-
change programs with the Soviet Union
despite thoroughly substantiated pro-
tests from J. Edgar Hoover that such
programs are a front for Red spies, sup-
ported bringing Nikita Khrushchev, the
Butcher of Budapest, to the United
States in 1959, The invitation to Pre-
mier Khrushchev, who had been respon-
sible for the deliberate starvation of mil-
lions in the Ukraine, served to tell the
enslaved peoples behind the Iron Cur-
tain that America was no longer inter-
ested in their plight; that we had de-
cided to co-exist with their masters.
Speaking in London in November of
1058, the Viee President said the Free
World should “speak less of the threat
of Communism and . . . adopt as our
primary objective not the defear of
Communism, but the victory of plenty
over want, of health over disease, of
freedom over tyranny,” Premier Khrush-
chev declared it a “welcome statement.”
(Mazo, Page 205.)

Nixon even participated in several
“debates™ with the Burcher of Buda-
pest, including this incredible response
to Nikita'’s bragging about the accom-
plishments of Communism: “There are
some instances where you may be ahead
of us: for example, in the thrust of your
rockets for the investigation of outer
space. There may be some instances in
which we are ahead of you — in color
television, for instance.”

When the Vice President arrived in
Moscow on his "goodwill trip” in 1939,
he went so far as tw apologize 1o
Khrushchev for the resolution recently
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passed by Congress commemorating
“Captive Nations Week” which de-
manded that the United States continue
its efforts t win the release of the “Cap-
tive Nations." Nixon told Khrushchey,
“rthis was a foolish resolution.”

Not only does the former Vice Presi-
dent support acceptance of a Commu-
nist Central Europe, but he even op-
poses quarantining Mao's China, butch-
¢r of more than 25 million Chinese and
exporter of revolution ro all Asia. Nixon
said in Hong Kong on August 11, 1966:
“There is a great desire on the part of
the American people to improve rela-
tions with Communist China.” In clos-
ing his speech, Mr. Nixon declared: “At
this time the problem is not that the
United States has isolated China, but
that Communist China is isolating it-
self.” As in making war against Thai-
land, Burma, India, Tibet, Laos, and
Indonesia, and supplying war materiel
to kill American soldiers in Vietnam,
and aiding Reds in Tanzania, Kenya,
Mozambique, Angola.. .7

Some isolation]

Just where Nixon stands in regard
the Vietnam War — the key interna-
tional issue at the moment — has been
most difficult to assess. Hess and Broder
say in The Republican Establishment:

With respect to the Jobuion Admin-
iitration, while Nixon bas endoried
the American commitment in Viet-
nam and the President's rtafements
of America's purpose there, be ba
been steadily critical of the actual
canduct of the war. (Page 192.)

At this writing, Mr., Nixon supports
the major fallacy of a “no-win” policy
and aid and trade with the East Eu-
ropean arsenal of the Communist ene-
my killing our soldiers in the feld, bue
leaves open the door of criticism just
enough to make political capital out of
the war.

Many conservatives have speculated
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that Richard Nixon's dangerously Left-
ist attitudes on foreign policy are a
product of his close association with
the extremist Council on Foreign Rela-
tions. At one time Nixon readily admir-
ted in letters to his constituents that he
was a member of the international
Left's Council on Foreign Relations.
Since the CFR. has been exposed, and
come under considerable eriticism from
conservatives, the former Vice President
now engages in a great deal of double-
[.'II]'E WhEﬂC\'Cf lhﬂ Sub‘ifﬂt 53 brmc]'u:d.
He has even tried to pass off the C.F.R.
as merely an “advisory body" 1o which
he belonged in order to obtain their
magazine, Foreign Affairs. The C.F.R.
itself boasts that it is far more than an
advisory body, and in fact leads the
way in creating American foreign
policy; as for the magazine, it is certain-
ly not necessary to be a member of
CF.R. to receive Foreign Affairs.

Human Events of March 23, 1968, re-
ports that Nixon dropped out of the
Council on Foreign Relations in the
carly Sixtics. The C.F.R., however, ad-
mits that many of its most important
members are forced, in effect, to “go un-
derground.” Nixon has never repudi-
ated nor artacked the CF.R. nor its pal-
icy of seeking U.5. convergence with the
Soviet Union and aid and trade with
the Communist bloc supplying the Vier-
cong.

Although supposedly not a member
of the Council on Foreign Relations at
this time, Mr. Nixon recently authored
an article for the 45th Anniversary issuc
of the C.FR.s magazine, Foreign Af-
fairs. The article, in the number for
October 1967, is entitled: “Asia After
Vietnam." In it Mr. Nixon speaks of
“the evolution of a new world order”
based on “regional approaches o devel-
opment needs.” The former Vice Presi-
dent suggests that “an appropriate
foundation stone” on which to build
such a regional defense pact is the Asian
and Pacific Council. And, according to
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Mr. Nixon, “its members have voiced
strong feelings that . . . it should not be
made ‘a body to promote anti-Commu-
nist campaigns.” " In other words, the
organization which Mr. Nixon recom-
mends to defend Asia against Commu-
nist aggression is not even anti-Com-
munist!

Alsa in that article, Nixon again
stressed his belief that: “We simply can-
not afford to leave China forever outside
the family of nations....” His solution
to the continuous aggn:.s.siun of Com-
munist China, even as it supports Com-
munist MNorth Vietnam in the killing
of American soldiers, is a giant Mar-
shall Plan of foreign aid for all Asia:
“ ... We have to find ways to engineer
an escape from privation for those now
living in mass poverty. There can be no
security, whatever our nuclear stock-
piles, in a world of boiling resentment
and magnified envy. The oceans provide
no sanctuary for the rich, no barrier
behind which we can hide our abun-
dance.” Incredibly, Mr. Nixon was is-
suing a Marxist call to share the wealth
— not only in America, but in the en-
tire. world. Surely he is not unaware
that the amount of money that it would
require to permanently raise the stan-
dard of living for Asia's billion people
by any appreciable amount would strip
America bare.

VI

Ix posestic povitics, Richard Nixon
has built a reputation for supporting
Republicans of whatever ideclogical
stripe. At the Hershey Conference of
1964, he declared: “I want all Republi-
cans to win; I am just as strong for a
liberal Republican in New York as 1
am a conservative Republican in Texas,
and T can go an and just as enthusias-
tically campaign for both, because we
need both liberals and conservatives to
have a majority.”

As carly as 1958, Mr. Nixon had he-
gun to argue vigorously in favor of
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making “Liberals” as well as conserva-
tives feel at home in the Republican
ranks, thus breaking with those who
fought to keep the Republican Party de-
voted to its historic conservative princi-
ples. No Republican is too far to the Left
for MNixon. As far back as 1954, he even
campaigned for Senator Clifford Case
of New Jersey, who was running for
re-election and accurately accused by
his opponents of “being soft on Com-
munism.” Biographer Mazo reports
that: “No candidate got more vigorous
suppart from Nixon than the liberal,
frankly anti-McCarthy Senator Case. . .
Case was elected by only 3,200 votes.
Without Nixon's help he would have
lost.”

Time magazine of December 22, 1967
notes that Nixon even attended a recent
Manhartan fund-raising dinner for New
York’s “Liberal” Senator Jacob Javits.
"While Rockefeller and New York
Mayor John Lindsay listened with fxed
smiles,” says Time, “Nixon warmly
endorsed Javits for re-election next year.”
A R:epuh!ir;an by accident, Javits is like
Nixon a supporter of the United World
Federalists. He has a nearly perfect
AD.A voting record.®

Mixon also supports “ultra-Liberal”
Republican John Lindsay, giving him
this warm endorsement: “John Lind-
say is the best political property to ap-
pear on the national scene in years. . ..
John . . . should run as an independent
... | am interested in his winning . . .
I will help him in any way. . .." (Los
Angeles Times, October 18, 1965.)

Nixon has not been nearly so friendly
in supporting conscrvative candidates.
Biographer Costello describes Nixon's
steategy for the GOP. :

*According to testimony before the Senate In-
ternal Security Subcommireee by the Communist
Parey's former political leader in New York,
Dr. Bella V. Dodd, she was ordered by the
Parey to help ger Javies searted in politics. She
advised Javits, a Democrst, to re-register ar a
Republican and entered him in o race where
the Democratic Party was badly splic.

18

In defiance of the Taft thesis, be
brushed of | the protests of reaction-
dry conservative Cangrerimen, on the
theary that they come moslly from
rock-ribbed  Republican  districts
where they would win as & matter of
cosrse. If by this tactic be drove wl-
tra-conservatives atay from the palls,
he considered that a part af the price
he bad to pay to braaden the popular-
ist image of the party. So reckless
were bis tactics that by 1959 mem-
bers af the Repablican National Com-
mittee admitted in effect that the
party's position bad reverted to what
it was eight yeavs before. . . . the
party organization, with Nixon pen-
erally acknowledged as its effective
operating bead, bad fallen to pieces
ds o result of the tactics that bad been
parswed.

In 1962, Mr. Nixon went to Califor-
nia to run for the governorship of the
state, This was a calenlated and brutal
blow to conservative Assemblyman Joe
Shell, who had been campaigning for
many months before Nixon entered the
race. Before launching his eampaign,
Shell had checked with Wixon to sce if
he was interested in the job, and was
told by Nixon that he had no intention
of running for the governorship of
California. Subscquently, Shell was
tf:lt:phnncd h}r Nelson Rockefeller to see
in whose corner Shell would be at the
1964 Republican Convention. The con-
servative  Shell informed Rockefeller
that he would not support the New
York Governor. Soon thereafter, Shell
received a call from Rockefeller's affice
announcing that Richard Nixon was
!f:aving New York and coming to Cali-
fornia to run for Governor. Nixon, who
was much more widely known to rthe
vaters, defeated Shell in the primary.

Richard Mixon's campaign against
the bumbling Par Brown, whom even
many Demacrats believed to be an oaf,
was one of the most incredible in polit-
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ical history — especially in light of the
fact that Nixon prides himself on being
a shrewd campaigner. Instead of turn-
ing his guns on Brown, who had been
dcsﬁrihcg by Time magazine as a “tower
of jelly,” the former Vice President
campaigned against the apolitical but
anti-Communist John Birch Sociery.
Nixon, who has regularly campaigned
for such “ultra-Liberals™ as Jacob Javits,
John Lindsay, Clifford Case, and Ed-
ward Brooke, repeatedly called for the
political liquidation of canservative Re-
publican Congressmen John Rousselot
and Edgar Hiestand. In fact, Nixon,
the great uniter of the Republican
Party, refused to appear on the same
stand with either of the two incumbent
conservative Congressmen because they
were members of The John Birch Soci-
cty.

The other prong of Nixon's “fight-
ing campaign” was directed against
Proposition 24, a statewide initiative to
outlaw the Communist Party. The ini-
tiative had been carefully drafted by a
committee of Constitutional lawyers so
as to protect legitimate civil rights and
avoid conflict with Supreme Court de-
cisions. Half a million voters had signed
petitions to put this anti-subversion
measure on the ballot. As the Oakland
Tribune of Ocrober 29, 1962, remarked:

Every suwch law, even if perfectly
written, it challenged and swbjected
ta comrt test. o . . This will wndonbi-
edly happen apain, and if Praposi-
sition 24 bas fawlty sections, they will
be eliminated by conrt action, . . .
On the ather hand, the measure con-
tains cerlain provisions that are vital-

Iy needed.

The Communists, of course, were
screaming bloody murder about Propo-
sition 24, as were Governor Pat Brown
and his comrades. Amazingly, Nixon
offended half a million voters by also
coming out against it, To top the mat-
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ter, the Brown Administration was
highl}r vulnerable on the issue of Com-
munism — an issue which Nixon had
used so successfully against Vioorhis and
Mrs. Douglas. Mr. Nixon naot un]}r re-
fused to use it but prohibited distribu-
tion of a former F.BI counterspy’s
devastating expose of the Red-infested
California Democratic Council.

Richard Nixon's bitter, down-in-the-
mouth, lackluster campaign astonished
bath his supporters and his enemies,
What thl:::.r did not know was that Nix-
on had no heart for the battle, since he
no more wanted to be Governor of
California than he wanted to be Em-
peror of the Hottentots, He had every-
thing to lose in Califarnia and nn‘rhing
to gain. Having lost to John Kennedy
by a hairshreadth was nothing to be
ashamed of, but a loss in California
would make him a two-time loser. On
the ather hand — well, Wixon was
literally in debt to Rockefeller.

While the former Vice President was
playing “Liberal” and losing by over
300000 votes, Dr. Max Rafferty, an
avowed conservative who refused to
compromise on his conservative princi-
ples, was winning his campaign for the
Icr::.r post of Superintclldcm of Public
Instruction in Califarnia by nearly a

uarter of a million votes. This despite
:L: fact thac Rafferty’s all-out “Liberal”
opponent had the hundred percent sup-
port of the Brown Administration,
union leaders, the California Democrat-
ic Clubs, the California Teachers Asso-
ciation, the State Board of Education,
California’s powerful campus Left, and
all the Democrat organizations in the
srate.

At the beginning of his campaign the
polls had shewed thar Nixan was ahead
by the landslide margin of fifty-three
percent to thirty-seven percent for
Brown. But, by gearing his campaign
not against Pat Brown and his Spend-
thrife Administration, but against Prop-
asition 24 and conservarive Republicans
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and anti-Communists, Nixon — like
Dewey in 1948—snatched defeat from
the jaws of victory. Four years later Ron-
ald Reagan, a political amateur who had
never before stood for public office—
running as a conservative—dispatched
Pat Brown to his palitical Valhalla by
a million votes, making Nixon's per-
formance all the more obvious.

Still, as the 1964 election approached,
the old firchorse Nixon began to smell
the perfumed smoke of the White

House once again. Since the carastrophe

| of 1962, he had lain back, bided his

time, and avoided the stop-Goldwater
movement until late in the game. Then,
as “Liberals” Hess and Broder report
with approval:

Just ar swddenly, Nixzon switched
sides and becamie the self-appointed
leader af the stop-Galdwater forces.
A week after Californic bad veled,
o fane 9th, be flew to Cleveland
for the national Governars Canfer-
ence. ... Nixon . . . artornded every-
one by attacking Goldwater at a
press conferance. Citing the Setatar's
view of the United Nalions and So-
viet-American relations, bis swgges-
tion that soctal recurity he made
veluntary, that the Tennessee Valley
Authority be sold to private interests,
and civil viphts enforcement be left
te the states, and a national right-to-
work law be enacted, Nixon said, "It
wonld be a trapedy for the Republi-
can party in the eveni that Senator
Goldwater's  wiews, a5 previonsly
stated, were not challenged and re-
prediated.” (Pp. 168-169.)

Mixon was trying to set up Romney
as a stalking horse in a last desperate
effort to produce a Convention dead-
lock from which he, Nixon, would
emerge as the nominee. Seeing that this
stratcgy would not work, the former
Vice President changed directions once

again:
20

.« . privately, the last two weeks
of Junme, 1964, Nixon began to re-
adjust bis sights from the 1964 nom-
ination ta the T19GR. . . . Niven
evolved a mew role for bimself: the
apostle of party wnity whe wonld
campaign dogredly for the ticket in
1964 and for all Reprblican candi-
dates fr 1966, a5 a way of rebuilding
bis political capital for 1968. (Hess
and Broder, Page 170.)

Nixon believed that Goldwater was
“doomed to defeat,” but he nevertheless
campaigned tirelessly for the Arizonan
knowing that by doing so he would
make himself appear to be the only pos-
sible candidate in 1968 who would not
divide the Party, as most ather Rt:puh—
lican leaders were engendering rank-
and-file bitterness by sitting out the
campaign. One week after the 1964 elec-
tion, Nixon told Warren Dulfee of
United Press International thar the Re-
publican Party had “gone too far right”
and now “most of all needs some dis-
cipline.” Nixon continued: “The Re-
publican party's national position must
represent the respectable and responsible
right and the r{:spnnsih]c ultra-liberal.”
The future position of the G.O.P., Nix-
on said, “must be the center. . . . The
formula [for victory] should be the
Eisenhower-Nixon formula, not because
it is more to the lefr, bur because it is
the right position. .. "

Nixon placed himself squarely in the
“center,” bur failed to comment on the
fact that the middle of the road has
been moving Left for thirty-five years.

VIIL

Iw mis ouest for the 1968 nominarion,
Richard Nixon has assumed that con-
servatives have nowhere else to go and
has consistently courted the “Liberals.”
By attending the [uneral of “Civil
Rights" agitator Martin Luther King,
along with virtually every other presi-
dential office seeker and black national-
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ist, Nixon made it clear that he was still |

willing to crawl for a bloc vote. With
his vast contacts, Nixon certainly had
access to the information in the F.B.L
file on King, which fully discloses
King's close association with the Com-
munists.

Two former presidents of the Amer-
ican Bar Association called the Civil
Rights Bill of 1964 “ten percent civil
ri&ts and ninety percent federal power
grab” Nixon, who called it a “great
step forward,” even capitalized on the
hysteria following Dr. Martin Luther
King's death to help push another "Civil
Rights” bill through Congress.

According to the Los Angeles Times
of March 24, 1968, Mr. Nixon had been
working behind the scenes to support
forced-housing provisions in the new
bill even before King's assassination.
Human Events noted that after the kill-
| ing Nixon played a strategic role in get-
| ting Congress to adopt the hastily drawn
1968 Civil Rights Act. He not only
pressed for adoprion of the “open hous-
ing” section, which had never under-
gone proper Committee Hearings, but
urged House Republicans to accept the
Senate version of the Civil Rights bill
without alteration. Such Nixon lieuten-
ants as Representative Clark MacGregor
of Minnesota helped 1o persuade House
Republicans  to  accept the Senate
amendments in toto. Nixons call to
Representative John Anderson of Illi-
nois, swing man on the important
House Rules Committee, turned out to
be a crucial move for the fate of the
Senate bill. As Human Events noted:

The vales committee had appeared
deadlocked over whether to send the
Sendate bill ta @ Senate-Howse con-
ference, where Howse members conld
rework the legidalion, or to send the
bill te the Howse floor for a vote
with a pap rale that would prevent
any amendment whatroever. Nixon
phoned Anderson and wrged him to
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send the bill to the Howse floor for
a quick wvote. Under pressure from
Nixon and the temse conditions in
the conniry following the murder of
King, Anderson buckled.

The Insiders and their puppets know
that during the psychological shock of
a disaster the public is willing to accept
measures which would not orherwise
be adapted.

In order to capture Negro support in
his 1968 quest for the presidential nom-
ination, Nixon has even formed an al-
liance with the revolutionary black
power fanatics of the Congress of Rac-
ial Equality. COR.E. has adopted the
forty-year-old Communist cry for a sep-
arate Black Nation and its retiring chair-
man, Floyd McKissick (a violent Marx-
ist who has led C.O.R.E. in officially
repudiating non-violence) advocates a
complete redistribution of the wealth
beginning with the government subsi-
dization of certain Negro business en-
terprises. This has been mislabeled
“Black Capitalism" and is a subtle per-
version of the only honest answer 1o
economic difficulty — the genuine free
enterprise system. On May 29, 1968,
columnists Evans and Novak reported:

In recent days, Nixon has been in
cantact with CORE leaders Floyd
MeKissick and Rey Innis (MeKis-
sick's swecessor) throwgh intermedi-
dries, Thus, their swrprising agree-
ment on economic black power conld
twrn owl lo be Nixon's first real
breakthrongh into the Negra leader-
ship.

Subsequently, CO.R.E. came out in
praise of Nixon for having seen “the
relevance of black power” and claimed
that Richard Nixon is the “only Presi-
dential candidate who is moving in the
direction of CORE's program.”

What the Fanatics of COR.E. are
advocating is not the channeling of pri-
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vate capital into Negro-owned busi-
nesses, but non-profit co-ops which will
be financed by government loans. Tax-
free, non-profit co-ops, financed by the
taxpayers, do not constitute capitalism.
What Nixon mistakenly calls “Black
Capitalism” is in reality the creation of
Black Communes or Black Soviets.

In a further quest to attract support
of Lefrist Negroes, savs Parade maga-
zine of June 16, 1968, Wixon has con-
sidered naming Senator Edward Brooke
of Massachusetts as his running mate.
However, Brooke decided to throw in
his lot with Nelson Rockefeller. “Lib-
eral” columnist Carl Rowan, who served
in important capacities with the Ken-
nedy and Johnson Administrations, re-
ported that leftward forces in Massa-
chusetts “regard Brooke as one of their
own, infiltrating the enemy camp—and
making them like it. They regard [this]
as a contest to see whether an ideolog-
ical Democrat can go all the way to the
top in a Republican masquerade.”

One of the great puppet shows of
1968 has been the Nixon-Rockefeller
contest. Many an astute observer believes
that Rockefeller may have entered the
Presidential race at a time when he had
little chance of winning, only to bring
some badly needed publicity to the Re-
publican Party’s efforts and to solidify
conservatives behind Nixon. The Rocke-
feller announcement that Nixon would
be ideal as Rocky’s running mate tends
to support this view. At the very least,
Nelson Rockefeller will have tremen-
dous bargaining power with Nixon and
would be the power behind the throne
in a Nixon Administration. As Stewart
Alsop writes in his book, Nixon and
Rackefeller:

There are in fact, it showld be
noted, no sharp ideslogical differ-
ences belween Rockefeller and Nix-
om, ds there were betwen Dewey
and Taft and Eisenbower and Taft.
W ben Rockefeller worked in Warh-

ington for the first Eisenbower Ad-
inistration, he aften fowund an ally in
Nixon on swch frmes ar foreign aid.
The difference is really a difference
of style and backgrawnd and approach
to politics, ...

Nixon's friend and biographer, Earl
Mazo, says that in Washington, “Nixon
and Rockefeller became good friends
and supported cach other consistently.
... After the 1956 election, Rockefeller
wrote to Nixon on November seventh
that “...under you and the President
the Republican party is now emerging,
at home and abroad, as the great Iiﬁcral
party of the future.” (Mazo, Page 186.)

The Mixon-Rockefeller alliance is so
solid that when Nixon moved from
California to New York following his
defear for the guvcrnnrsilip of Califor-
nia in 1962, he was delighted to become
a tenant in the Rockefeller-owned
apartment build.ing in which Nelson
Rockefeller lives,

In discussing Nixon's financial situa-
tion, authors Hess and Broder note:

« o« His chawffeur drives bim bome
te @ ten-room cooferative apariment
an Fifth Avenne . . . the venerable
building comes one apariment to the
floor and the tenants include Nelson
Rackefeller and William Randolph
Hearst, Jr. It cost Nixon about 3100,
000 [and be must pay] a yearly main-
endnce fee of $9,600 to live
thare. . ..

When be left government at the
age of 48, bis net worth was abont
$50,000, mostly in the equity of bis
Washington home and bis Federal
Emplayeer Insurance Plan.

Of course, a pension plan is a non-liqud
asset. And, as a matter of fact, Nixon
had just left California with unpaid
bills from his gubernatorial campaign.
Where does the money come from?
Certainly Mr. Nixon doesn’t spend
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much of his time practising law. For
lengthy periods of each year he has
toured the globe on personal fact-find-
ing junkets. For other parts of each year
he has stumped the United States, restor-
ing his credentials as a political leader.
Where does the money for all this
come from? The fact is that Nixon is
paid $200,000 a year for “practising law”
by a firm of international lawyers which
sophisticated Mew Yorkers say gets
much of its business from Rockeleller

| interests around the world. His stand-

ing is undoubtedly worth $200,000 a year
to the firm.

Rocky’s speech writer, Emmett John
Hughes, has written that Rockefeller
believes Nixon to be less than bright.
Bur Nixon has been, and can continue
to be, useful to Nelson Rockefeller—
and Rocky knows it. Richard Nixon
may even personally despise the New
York Governor after suffering humilia-
tion in 1960 and 1962 because of him,
but money talks and Richard Nixon
has always wanted, and never before
had, maney.

VI

THE searcH for the “real Nixon" con-
tinues. In an apparently introspective
mood the former Vice President told
Stewart Alsap, “The more you stay in
this kind of job, the more you realize
that a public figure, a major public
fgure, is a lonely man. . . You ean’t talk
too much about your personal plans,
your personal feelings. 1 believe in keep-
ing my own counsel. It's something like
wearing clothing — if you let your hair
down, you feel too naked.” Then Nixon
added: “Any kind of personal confes-
sion is embarrassing to me generally. 1
can discuss issues, general subjeets, 1
have fun playing poker, being with
friends. But any letting down of my
hair, I find that embarrassing.”

When the interview was nearly com-
pleted, Alsop said, "Well, I've taken up
a lot of your time already. Thanks very

much — it's been really interesting.”

Out of the clear sky Nixon then vol-
unteered: “You know I try to be candid
with newspapermen, but 1 c:mt really
let my hair down with anyone.”

“Not even with old friends?”

“No," admitted Nixon, “Not really
with anyone. Not even with my family.”

Does anyone know the “real Nixon™'?
Even his family ? Probably not. The sad
flaw in his character is that he has tried
too be all things ta all peaple at all times.
Mo one is quite sure what, if any, prin-
ciples he sincerely holds. Theodore
White, in The Making of The Presi-
dent, 1960, says he believes Nixon lost
the presidency in 1960 precisely because
he had no visible set of principles, and
that “...Nixon was above all a friend
sccker, almost pathetic in his eagerness
to be liked."

A clue to whar motivates the real
Richard Nixon is given by “Liberals”
Hess and Broder:

Far Nixon, the end is power —
specifically the fncomparable power
of the Presidency. He moved toward
it i oo spectacular, meltearic career;
Congresiman af 33, important Con-
gresiman at 35, Vice President at 39,
anly hwee-termr Republican Vice Presi-
dant at 43, Precidential nominee af
47,

The English historian Lord Acton
has noted that power corrupts and ab-
solute power corrupts absolutely, Tt may
indeed be one of the great rranglcn of
our time that this man, who might have
gone down as one of the rruly grear men
in American history, was — precisely
as Senator Robert Taft observed—in too
big a hurry. Of course, the final chapters
are not written and we cannot yer close
the book on Richard Milhous Nixon.
Certainly the next few months will tell
a great deal more about him. We hope
to onc day be able to write a much

happier end to this biography. ® =
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