









































Britain’s war for survival, or than does in Scandinavia
today, where one could hardly use the “just war” prin-
ciples as a basis of conscientious objection since no wars
are being fought. However, it is doubtful that the num-
ber of pure opportunists — who would still bave to face
family, friends and acquaintances — would be such as to
threaten the military’s manpower supply, especially since
even in the Vietnam war, only one of every two men
reaching draft age will ever have to serve. As a moral
question, one must ask if it is less just to allow a few
opportunists to escape than, as in the present system, to
violate the conscience of sincere objectors while thou-
sands of other men are not even asked?

Some argue that the problem of the opportunist
could be met by requiring all objectors to perform alter-
nate service out of uniform. The “crack down” men-
tality would protest that alternate service should not be
compared to military service because it is less dangerous,
but that case stumbles on the fact that even in the mili-
tary only one in five men will enter combat situations.
A quite different and more valid objection is that alter-
nate service is not needed (one keeps thinking of those
in the 509, never called to the colors at all) and that to
make the CO perform duties not connected with the
absolute necessity of defense is a waste of everybody’s
time and money in a free society.

But we do see that many Americans simply will
not support the extension of the CO right unless it is
connected with alternate service. On political grounds,
if no other, the suggestion has merit. It certainly would
be preferable to the present situation,

As it is, the very soul of a large part of this genera-
tion of youth is being crucified. If the older generation
would send any young men to fight ostensibly for free-
dom, we most urgently demand it stop withholding from
all youth the most precious of freedoms, freedom of
conscience,

“All our history,” wrote Chief Justice Fiske Stone,
“gives confirmation to the view that liberty of consci-
ence has a moral and social value which makes it worthy
of preservation at the hands of the state. So deep in its
significance and vital, indeed, is it to the integrity of
man’s moral and spiritual nature that nothing short of
the self-preservation of the state should warrant its vio-
lation and it may well be questioned whether the state
which preserves its life by a settled policy of violation of
the conscience of the individual will not in fact ulti-
mately lose it in the process.”

Jt-is time for America to come home to its liber-
tarian traditions. Republicans can lead the way by add-
ing to their endorsement of an all-volunteer army a pro-
gram to make the draft, so long as it exists, more con-
sistent with the ideals of a free society.

This position paper was prepared by the Seattle Chapter
of the Ripon Society and written by Bruce K. Chapman. It
was reviewed by members of Ripon's National Governing
Board.
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THE RIPON POLL

Yes, still another poll, but what makes this one of
unusual value is that it reflects the reactions of 2 know-
ledgeable group of Republican activists to both the nomi-
nztion of Richard Nixon and Spiro Agnew and to the
GOP National Convention in general. To our know-
edge, it represents the only such post-convention analy-
sis; coupled with Ripon’s similar poll taken last winter,
it affords a detailed view of the position of Mr. Nixon
within the Party and the balance of strengths and weak-
nesses he brings to the fall campaign.

The 510 respondents whose polls arrived between
August 15 - 30% this time represented 299, of Ripon’s
membership, up from last winter’s 259%,. Supporters (as
of August 5th) of Governor Nelson Rockefeller made
up 829, of the sample, an increase of 229, from the
earlier poll; supporters of Mr. Nixon had increased from
7%, to 129, with backers of Mayor John Lindsay and
Governor Ronald Reagan at 39, and 19, down from
9%, and 29, respectively.

The first clear inference which can be made from
the poll (question 3) is that the selection of Governor
Agnew lacked support across the board. Agnew was
the first choice for Vice-President of not a single Rocke-
feller, Lindsay, Reagan or other partisan; only 67, of
the Nixonites wanted Agnew. The man who had the
broadest support was Senmator Mark Hatfield. Among
Nixonites he tied for first with Senator Charles Percy
at 219%,; Reagan backers chose him 179, of the time;
129, of the Rockefeller people wanted Hatfield on the
ticket with Nixon; 149, of the Lindsay people made him
their first choice.

As might have been expected, John Lindsay was the
Ripon membership’s overall choice — 449, wanted him.
But Percy won a strong following as well and he was
equally acceptable to the backers of Rockefeller, Nixon
and Lindsay. It cannot, therefore, be argued that Gov-
ernor Agnew was the least offensive candidate. Both
Hatfield and Percy had stronger support; but neither of
them, presumably, could be cleared with Strom.

MIAMI MThe reaction to the events in

jami Beach, tabulated in ques-

BEACH o 4, are quite revealing, for

they pinpoint Mr. Nixon’s location within the Party as

of that week in August as being not in the middle of the

GOP, but on the right. The Lindsay people were the far-

thest left. As a group they firmly disapproved of the

platform’s plank on the urban crisis and mildly disap-

proved of the platform as a whole, Similarly, Mr. Nix-

on’s stance on Vietnam, the cities and crime, as well as
his choice of Agnew, incurred their disapproval.

All this could have been anticipated. What is im-
portant is the fact that the replies by the Rockefeller
people are all significantly to the right of those by the
Lindsay people in eleven cases out of the twelve. Only

*An additional 78 polls which arrived between Sep-
tember 3 - 19 are not included; they do not differ from those
filled out before the Democratic Convention.
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in condemning the role of Strom Thurmond did
they agree.

Rockefeller supporters were indifferent to the plat-
form and not quite mildly disapproving of Mr. Nixon’s
acceptance speech and running-mate, but they were sig-
nificantly to the left of the Nixon partisans, who undif-
ferentiatingly “‘sort of”” approved the platform and defi-
nitely approved Mr. Nixon’s positions. (They came
down between indifference and mild approval of Ag-
new.) But in all these cases Nixon backers were signi-
ficantly to the right of the Rockefeller supporters. Were
the Reaganites to zheir right?

No, except in three instances. The platform was
not conservative enought on Vietnam or the urban crisis
or as a whole for those who would really rather have
had Reagan. On the other nine, including the role of
Strom Thurmond, of which they approved, the Nixonites
and Reaganites went hand-in-hand.

These results should temper the notion that Rocke-
feller and Lindsay Republicans are to be lumped to-
gether on the far left of the Republican Party (and there-
fore in the center of American political thought). There
exists a consistent, significant difference between the lib-
eral Republicans backing Lindsay and the moderates sup-
porting Rockefeller, just as there exists 2 consistent, sig-
nificant difference between the conservative backers of
Nixon and the moderate supporters of Rockefeller. But
75%, of the time, there is no difference in point of view
between Reaganites and the Nixonites.

Of course, Mr. Nixon can jus-

NOVEMBER tifiably claim that in order to win
the nomination he had to hold
hands with the conservatives. Events in Miami Beach
proved him correct. Now that he is nominated, however,
he has no similar excuse for remaining on the right, un-
less he believes that, just as the South rose to its feet for
him in August, it will rise again for him in November.

And what will happen in November? Well, ap-
parently those disloyal Rockefeller “Republicans” are at
it again — only 329, indicated they will definitely sup-
port Nixon-Agnew, as contrasted with 899, of the Nixon
people (which still leaves a possible defection of 1097,).
One out of every seven had already planned to vote for
Humphrey-Muskie; the largest bloc, 409, wants to wait
to see what Nixon and Humphrey do to earn its vote.
This is the GOP “frontlash” Christopher Beal wrote
about in the FORUM last month and they are quite clear
in their demands on Mr, Nixon. To keep a majority of
them from voting Democratic, the Nixon-Agnew ticket
will have to pledge de-escalation of the war in Vietnam,
increased commitment to the cities, and increased con-
cern for minority rights and opportunities, as well as
coming out from under the flag of “law and order” and
demagogic attacks on the Supreme Court.

The pressure on Mr, Nixon from his own pre-con-
vention suppotters who now say their vote is contingent
comes from both the right and left, so Mr. Nixon has a
difficult choice: whether to take votes from Wallace or




from Humphrey. A majority of those Republicans who
have to be convinced, not sloganeered, are active Party
workers. (Interestingly, only two-thirds of the Nixon
backers in the sample urged the Ripon Society to sup-
port Nixon-Agnew without reservation.
. Mr. Nixon’s image has changed
NIIXON S appreciably in the past eight
MAGE onths. The most drastic shift
in opinion bas been the result of his silence on the war
in Vietnam. Last winter 629, of the FORUM readers
thought Nixon had extensive knowledge of and a well-
defined position on the war, That number has dropped
to 26%, Only 649, of his own pre-convention backers
now give him this trait. Similarly, his image of general
expertise in foreign affairs has dropped 22 points to 65%,.

Nixon has gained in projecting an understanding of
the problems of the cities— up to 199, from 109, —
but still a low figure. He has lost any image as the far-
mer’s friend, from 319/, down to 139, His score on be-
ing able to alleviate poverty is up 4 points to 239, again.

While holding his own as a man to help the Negro
achieve equality (219,), as one who is a competent ad-
ministrator and deliberate decision-maker, the former
Vice-President’s coattails have shrunk. Last winter 219/,
thought that as the Presidential nominee he could help
local Republicans win election. Now only 129, think
so; only 499, of his own supporters believe this.

On the negative side, the feeling that Nixon does
not have a clear-cut position on the war has risen from
149, to 459, (25% among his own supporters), and his
not understanding the problems of the cities is seen by
479, now, up 11%,. And so, while campaigning suc-

cessfully for the nomination, Mr. Nixon has weakened
his image among issue-oriented Republicans. He is now
a less-defined candidate on the issues, especially the war,
than he was eight months ago.

On the war, a full five out of six readers now favor
de-escalation and a negotiated settlement with the Viet
Cong. This is an increase of 9 percentage points since
last winter and runs parallel to an increase from 459, to
669, in those who agree that United States withdrawal
from Vietnam would be preferable to continuing the war

for another five years.
For the future, John Lindsay is
LINDSAY the choice of moderate Republi-
cans as their leader. On this Rockefeller and Nixon sup-
porters are agreed, and that kind of consensus about
whom to rally around (or against) is remarkable. But
we should remember the hopes which centered on Gov-
ernor George Romney. When he faltered, the hopes of
moderate Republicanism fell too. Not even the leader-
ship, experience and energy of Governor Rockefeller
could save it. The poor showing in this poll of Ed
Brooke, John Chafee, (who is after all, the chairman of
the Republican Governors’ Association), of Mark Hat-
field, of Charles Percy and of George Romney should be
a warning, therefore. At Miami Beach, Theodore H.
White wondered why the young Republican moderates
do not seize power in the Republican Party. We should
wonder too. Or would we prefer that a *72 or 76 battle
for the nomination among Lindsay, Reagan, Tower and
Rafferty to one among Lindsay, Brooke, Percy and Hat-

field?

—R.B.E., Jr.

POLL RESULTS

1. 'WHOM DID YOU PREFER ON AUGUST 5, 1968, BEFORE THE BALLOTING FOR THE GOP

NATIONAL CONVENTION?

JOHN LINDSAY
RICHARD NIXON
CHARLES PERCY
RONALD REAGAN
NELSON ROCKEFELLER
OTHERS

Total Last winter’s results
8% 9%
12 7
1 ki
1 2
82 60
1 15

2. ONCE NIXON WAS THE NOMINEE, WHO WAS YOUR FIRST CHOICE FOR VICE-PRESIDENT?

Total
AGNEW >
BAKER >
BROOKE 1%
EVANS >
HATFIELD* 13
LINDSAY* 44
PERCY* 20
REAGAN 2
ROCKEFELLER 2
ROMNEY 2
TOWER >
VOLPE 1
OTHERS ki
NO RESPONSE 6

> Less than 1%.

Supporters, as of August 5, 1968, of

Rockefeller Nixon Lindsay Reagan Others
— 6% — __ __
— 3 . — ~

1% 1 —_ — —_
> — — 17% —_—
12 21 14% 17 109%
49 16 50 — 20
19 21 21 — 50
— 6 — 67 —

2 3 — —_ —

2 2 — — —
— 3 — — —
> 2 7 — 10

T 13 — — —

7 3 7 — —

* Includes share of the 2% who responded “Hatfield/Percy” and of the 3% who responded with combinations of

Hatfield, Lindsay, and Percy.
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3. USING THE NUMERICAL SCALE INDICATED, DESCRIBE YOUR REACTION TO THE FOLLOW-
ING DEVELOPMENTS AT MIAMI (1= vehement approval, 2 = approval, 3 = mild approval, 4 = indif-
ference, 5=mild disapproval, 6 = disapproval, 7 = vehement disapproval)

Average rating by supporters, as of August 5, 1968, of
Rockefeller Nixon Lindsay Reagan Others

The platform plank on Vietnam 3.8* 2.5 5.2% 3.6* 4.1*
The platform plank on crime 4.8+ 2.5 5.6% 2.2 8.7%
The platform plank on the urban crisis 4.0% 2.5 6.1% 4.8% 8.8%
The platform as a whole 4,0% 2.5 4.7* 83.2% 3.9%
Mr. Nixon’s acceptance speech as a whole 4.2% 1.7 4.4% 1.7 3.6%
Mr. Nixon’s stance on Vietnam 4.9* 2.2 5.8* 2.6 4.2%
Mr. Nixon’s stance on the urban crisis 4.7% 2.4 5.4* 2.0 4.3%
Mr. Nixon’s stance on crime 4.8*% 2.2 B.5* 1.6 4.4*
Mr. Nixon’s choice of running mate 6.0* 33 6.3* 3.3 6.7%

The decision of some moderates to contest
Agnew's nomination 2.5% 4.6 1.7% 4.0 8.1%

The decision of Mayor Lindsay to second Ag-
new’s nomination and to discourage placing
his own name in nomination 3.8% 24 4.4% 2.5 8.4*

The role of Strom Thurmond at the convention 6.4% 4.3 6.8* 3.3 6.3*

* Significantly different (at the 97% level of confidence or higher) from the corresponding average rating by Nixon
supporters.

4. HOW DO YOU INTEND TO VOTE FOR PRESIDENT IN NOVEMBER?

Supporters, as of August 5, 1968, of
Total Rockefeller Nixon Lindsay Reagan Others

Nixon-Agnew 399, 32% 89% % 83% 50%
Humphrey-Muskie 11 14 2 — — —
George Wallace > > — — — —
A fourth party 5 5 — 36 —_ 10
Abstain 8 3 — — — —
My vote is contingent upon the future

stands of the major party candidates 85 40 8 50 17 20
Other, or no response 6 6 2 7 — 20

> Less than 1%.

5. IF YOUR VOTE IS CONTINGENT ON FUTURE STANDS OF THE CANDIDATES, WHAT POSI-
TIONS WOULD THE NIXON-AGNEW TICKET HAVE TO TAKE TO MERIT YOUR SUPPORT ?#

ROCKEFELLER SUPPORTERS NIXON SUPPORTERS

De-escalation of the war in Vietnam 140% Oéﬂy one position was n}entioned m(()lre than once —
s f ot “Greater emphasis on law and order” was mnoted
Increa§qd commitment to alleviating the urban twice. Others mentioned ranged from a pledge of

crisis 40 h " A s
increased aid to Biafra, and strong U. S. aid to
Increased concern for racial/minority problems, Israel, through the renunciation of the use of nu-
civil rights, human welfare 26 clear weapons, and a promise either to escalate er
. L . " get out of Vietnam, to the retraction by Gov. Ag-
A commitment to justice before “law and order 16 new of his statements regarding the treatment of

Keeping the South from exerting a dispropor- rioters, and the reorganization of farm subsidies.

tionate influence in the Party/Abandoning
the Southern Strategy 11

Support for the Supreme Court and its decisions 10

*In Question 5 readers were asked to write in their opinions rather than check off alternatives. The catergoriza-
tions are our own summaries of the often lengthy and detailed responses.
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6. IF YOU DO NOT INTEND TO VOTE FOR THE NATIONAL REPUBLICAN TICKET, STATE
YOUR REASON.#

ROCKEFELLER SUPPORTERS LINDSAY SUPPORTERS

Nixon not sufficiently qualified/Disagreement Nixon not sufficiently qualified/Disagreement

with Nixon’s stands 589, with Nixon’s stands 50%
Agnew mot suﬁ’iciently qualified/Disagreement Dissatisfaction with the platform 17

| with Agnew’s stands 30 Nixon-Agnew’s pursuit of the Southern Stra-

Nixon-Agnew’s pursuit of the Southern Strategy 21 tegy
Nixon’s approach to problems is anachronistic or

shallow 17

7. DO YOU PLAN TO BE ACTIVE IN ANY 1968 CAMPAIGNS? IF YES, AT WHAT LEVEL? IN

WHAT CAPACITY? TO WHAT EXTENT?
Supporters, as of August 5, 1968, of
Rockefeller Nixon Lindsay Reagan Others

Yes 54% 819 9% 100% 80%
National 23 51 27 33 —
State 56 43 18 67 —_
Congressional 5% 27 45 83 40
Staff 9 10 —_ 17 10
Volunteer 82 80 100 83 80
Other 9 10 — 17 10
Full-time 10 22 — 17 20
Part-time 54 39 3 50 40
Cccasional 36 39 27 33 40

8. AS A GROUP DEVOTED TO THE LONG-TERM REBUILDING OF THE REPUBLICAN PARTY,
WHAT SHOULD THE RIPON SOCIETY DO IN THE MONTHS AHEAD?

Supporters, as of August 5, 1968, of
Total Rockefeller Nixon Lindsay Reagan Others

Support Nixon-Agnew without reserva-
tion 20% 14% 67% — 67% 30%

Ignore the national ticket and continue
to produce research papers, expand
chapters and support selected state
and local candidates 32 37 5 36% — 40

Make support of the national ticket
contingent on its performance dur-

ing the campaign 285 28 10 29 17 10
Support a fourth party 2 2 — — — 10
Support Republicans for Humphrey-

Muskie 1 2 — — — .
Support Nixon-Agnew with reservations 13 13 17 T — 10
Other 4 4 2 21 17 —
No respon:ze 2 2 — 7 - —

9. CHECK THE TRAITS THAT YOU BELIEVE DESCRIBE MR. NIXON. LEAVE BLANK THOSE

THAT DO NOT APPLY.
(Winter) (Current) Supporters Supporters

Total Total Rockefeller Nixon
He has extensive knowledge of and a well-defined position
on the war in Vietnam 64% 26% 21% 62%
He is knowledgeable and experienced in foreign affairs
generally 87 65 62 97

*In Question 6 readers were asked to write in their opinions rather than check off alternatives. The catergoriza-
tions are our own summaries of the often lengthy and detailed responses.
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Total
(Winter)

He understands the problems of the cities and has specific

proposals to alleviate them 10
He understands the problems of the American farmer

and, if elected, could help him significantly 31
He understands the causes of poverty and can offer pro-

grams which will help the poor help themselves 1%
If elected, he could substantially help the American

Negro achieve social, economic and political equality 1
He will be a capable manager of the economy N.A.
He has sufficient administrative ability to be a competent

President 69
He makes decisions only after careful deliberation 49
His presence at the head of the ticket will help elect

Republicans everywhere 21
He is a loyal party man 95
He has the confidence of young people N.A.
He has the physical stamina required by the Presidency 81
He has the confidence of the working man N.A.
His personal life sets a good example for all citizens 61
He has no clear-cut position on the war in Vietnam 14
He is inexperienced in foreign affairs 4
He does not understand the problems of the cities 36
He does not appreciate the plight of the American farmer 10
He does not have any proposals to eliminate poverty 28
He does not understand the management of the economy N.A.
His election will further alienate the American Negro

from the mainstream of American life N.A.
He does not have the confidence of youth N.A.
He does not have the confidence of the working man N.A.
His presence at the top of the ticket will be a handicap to

other Republicans running for reelection 39
His personal life is not satisfactory 2

Total Rockefeller
(Current) Supporters
19 12
13 10
23 15
21 13
54 47
70 66
50 45
12 6
94 94
43 1
8 77
10 7
56 51
413 47
10 11
a7 54
13 13
28 32
14 16
57 64
"3 80
40 43
43 48
2 2

Nixon
Supporters

60
35
71

68
92

98
84

49
94
25
90
22
86
25

N W Ot

27
21

10. WHOM DO YOU REGARD AS THE LEADING MODERATE REPUBLICAN STANDARD-BEARER

IN THE YEARS TO COME?

Supporters, as of August 5, 1968, of

Total Rockefeller

Brooke* > 1%
Chafee > >
Hatfield 2% >
Lindsay® 61 69
Nixon 8 >
Percy* 10 10
Rockefeller 1 1
Romney > >
Scranton > >
Others 5 5
Too early to say 14 12
No response 2 2

> Less than 1%.

Nixon
1%
13
28
13
11
2

2
29
3

Lindsay

Reagan

17%
50

17
17

Others

10%
30
20

10
30

#* Tncludes share of the 4.5% who responded “Lindsay or Percy” and of the 2.4% who responded with combinations

of Brooke, Lindsay, and Percy.
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11. WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING STATEMENTS MOST NEARLY EXPRESSES YOUR POSITION ON
THE WAR IN VIETNAM?

Total* Total* Supporters, as of August 5, 1968, of
(Current) (Winter) Rockefeller Nixon Lindsay Reagan Others
The U, S. should follow its present basic
course in Vietnam 10.7% 16.8% 8.7% 28.8% — — 22.2%
The U. S. should substantially increase
its military effort to achieve victory in
the Vietnam War 6.0 8.8 1.7 30.8 — 83.3% 11.1

The U. S. should de-escalate the mili-
tary approach in Vietnam and take new
political initiatives to reach a negotiated
settlement with the Viet Cong and
North 83.3 44 89.6 404

* Of those who chose one of the alternatives.

1000%  16.7 66.7

12. WHICH OF THE FOLLOWING RESPONSES MOST NEARLY EXPRESSES YOUR OPINION OF
THE STATEMENT: “UNITED STATES WITHDRAWAL FROM VIETNAM WOULD BE PRE-
FERABLE TO CONTINUING THE VIETNAM WAR FOR ANOTHER FIVE YEARS”?

Total* Total* Supporters, as of August 5, 1968, of
(Current) (Winter) Rockefeller Nixon Lindsay Reagan Others
Yes 66.0% 45.4% 72.0% 23.7% 100.0% 16.7% 55.6%
No 15.5 27.1 9.8 50.8 — 833 22.2
Uncertain 18.5 2.5 18.3 25.4 — — 22,2

* Of those who chose one of the alternatives.

MAN TO WATCH

'‘Peace and Quiet’ Sheriff

It was the autumn of 1964, not a particularly favor-
able year for Republican candidates for any office,
the 33 year-old candidate for the Great and General
Court of Massachusetts (the state legislature) began his
campaign with a foray into territory which was hostile
to members of his party even in the best of political
years: the heavily Italian North End of Boston. John
Winthrop Sears, seven-greats grandson of the first gov-
ernor of Massachusetts and a stock-broker not many years
out of Harvard and Oxford, started his hand-shaking
with a grizzled old gentleman sitting on a street corner.
He introduced himself and received the unexpected and
pointed reply, “Where do you work?”” “Brown Brothers
Harriman,” answered the candidate swiftly, thinking too
late that the blue-ribbon sound of this place probably
had very little vote-getting appeal with the North Ender.
He was wrong. “I bet on Mr. Harriman’s horses,” the
old fellow said, *so I guess I’ll bet on you, young man.”

Thus in a year when nearly three dozen Republican
legislators lost their seats, John Sears was elected to rep-
resent his North End - South End - Beacon Hill - Back
Bay district, beating two imcumbent Democrats in the
process.

Today the towering (6’4”) Sears has got a new job:
High Sheriff of Suffolk County (Boston), to which he
was appointed last February by Governor John Volpe,
For decades the office had come to be known as a profit-
able enterprise in which the Sheriff and his deputies an-

nually shared some quarter-million dollars in legally-
obtained fees (gotten by serving writs on the City of
Boston at $10 a writ)—all in excess of generous salaries.
No law enforcement duties were connected with the post,
save for the management of the Charles Street Jail, an
antique structure with a record of escapes that has been
a scandal for years. Republican circles were therefore
stunned at Sears’ ready acceptance of Volpe’s offer: to
them it seemed as if Sears was committing political sui-
cide by deserting a safe seat in the House for a quixotic
and tenuous position as Sheriff. But John Sears, an old
hand at pulling off political surprises, conjured up a new
one for his doubters.

Within hours after being sworn in by Volpe, the
new Sheriff abolished the fee system and put his deputies
on straight salary. Seeing that the prisoners in the
Charles Street Jail, most of them young men, had no op-
portunity for self-advancement, the Sheriff set up an
athletic program and organized a 1500-volume library
under the direction of Mrs. John Saltonstall.

Extrapolating from an ancient colonial law (never
repealed) that the Sheriff is to be fined if he does not
appear on the scene of a disturbance, Sears drew up plans
for a corvs of special deputies recruited from among
ghetto teenagers to report potential conflicts in time to
prevent violence. And then in the wake of the murder
of Robert F. Kennedy, Sears announced his deputies
would not wear guns unless absolutely necessary, mak-
ing him the nation’s leading no-shoot sheriff. The press
trumpeted all these acts with headlines and editorial
accolades. Thus in a few short weeks, John Sears con-
verted a vestigial sinecure into a superb personal forum,
one far better than the Massachusetts legislature from
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which to aid his political career—and in which to try to

effect at least a small share of the social reforms for

which he campaigned during his race for Mayor.

John W, Sears was born in 1930 in the Back Bay to
one of Boston’s most distinguished families, and in the
fashion of his breed he went to St. Mark’s School before
Harvard, forging an impressive scholastic record in both
places. He wrote his undergraduate thesis in govern-
ment under the direction of the late Professor V. O.
Key, Jr. The respected political scientist suggested to
Sears sometime in 1949 or 1950 that he choose a group
of Congressmen whose voting records he would study
in order to discover what forces motivate members of
Congress to vote as they do. To balance an Eastern lib-
eral against a Western conservative Republican, Sears
made a prophetic selection: John F, Kennedy and Rich-
ard M. Nixon. The thesis earned for him a degree
magna cum laude,

Following his graduation in
BOSTN IN 1952, Sears servedgtwo years of
THE BLOOD destroyer duty with the Navy. He

went back to Cambridge to enter Harvard Law School

but he stayed only briefly: having been chosen a Rhodes

Scholar, he spent two years (1955-57) at Oxford’s Balliol

College, where he wrote a thesis on British disarmament

policy. Sears returned to Harvard Law School, and

upon his graduation in 1959 moved to New York City
where he worked on international banking matters with

Brown Brothers Harriman & Co. and served part-time

as an aide to then-Congressman John Lindsay. But Bos-

ton was still too much in his blood, as was a desire to
make his way in Massachusetts politics. After additional

service with the Navy during the Berlin Crisis of 1961-

62, Sears moved back to Boston and in 1964 declared his

candidacy for the State House of Representatives,

Despite the disadvantage of a two-to-one Demo-
cratic edge in registration, he was elected. Realizing
the unnatural marriage of neighborhoods in his gerry-
mandered district as well as the necessity to win North
End votes, the new Representative began courting his
constituents, serving on civic associations and helping
North and South End residents obtain state jobs. His
efforts paid off, and he led a field of six candidates in
his campaign for a second term in 1966. During his
three-and-a-half years in the General Court, Sears com-
piled a remarkable record, filing 102 bills in the 1967
session and seeing over thirty of them signed into law,

But skilled though he was as a legislator, Sears
yearned for a different channel for his governmental
talents. “Political power comes from administrative
office rather than legislative office, and from elected ad-
ministrative office rather than appointed administrative
office,” he once remarked. So being, in mid-June 1967
he threw his hat into a crowded ring: the race for Mayor
of Boston. Outnumbered both in party registration
and fellow candidates by nine-to-one, Sears was the first
Republican in over thirty years to make a serious race
for the office. The Sears mayoral campaign was a small
masterpiece of modern political campaign techniques,
from extremely effective use of the media to an opinion-
sampling vehicle called the Mayormobile. But the State
Representative also concentrated-strongly on old-fash-
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ioned practice of meeting the voters person-to-person.
Conducting walking tours through neighborhoods in
which Republicans were as rare as Junior League mem-
berships (probably in the same proportion), the candi-
date would point to his Navy-style footwear and state,
“I think it's about time a Republican wore out shoe lea-
ther trying to get your vote.” The Sears wit was also
used widely; at one rally he confessed, “You all know I
am a Republican: that means I don’t have a single rela-
tive on the payroll at City Hall.”

But most effective of all was the message of the
campaign: “John Sears cares” ran the slogan, and it ap-
plied to the imaginative, Lindsayesque proposals the can-
didate made to “‘bring government closer to the people,”
with neighborhood city halls, 24-hour telephone service
at City Hall, and a sort of permanent Mayormobile.
Sears’ concern for the long-neglected human problems of
the so-called New Boston won a surprising response from
the voters, and the polls showed him making a remark-
able rise in popularity during the final days of the cam-
paign. But it was not fast enough: in the preliminary
balloting of the nonpartisan contest, Sears finished third
with 24,000 votes (a 159, share in the ten-man race),
placing behind Secretary of State Kevin White, who was
ultimately elected. The Republican’s showing earned
for him an attention among the press and politicians
seldom attained by a losing candidate. The post-elec-
tion consensus was that if any politician can turn defeat
into an asset, John Sears had done so.

His acceptance of the job of Sheriff did nothing to
defer what some observers see as Sears’ goal: to win
statewide office and the governorship in particular. But
the Bay State has the enviable problem of too many out-
standing Republicans for too few political opportunities
in 1970: Lieutenant Governor Francis W. Sargent, At-
torney General Eliot Richardson, State Senators William
D. Weeks, William Saltonstall and Frank Hatch, to
name but a few. Thus, Sears’ desire for the office first
held by his namesake may have to be put off until at least
the 1974 election and perhaps even 1978. In the mean-
time he must resolve a more immediate problem: reelec-
tion to his present job.

The office of Sheriff is far below the electability
line for Republican candidates, certainly in Suffolk
County which, when the cross-harbor towns of Win-
throp, Revere and Chelsea are added to Boston, offers
a ten-to-one registration disadvantage for any Republi-
can. Moreover, Sears has found that few people con-
sider contributing to a Sheriff’s campaign because of its
boodle-bestrung reputation. If he should be defeated
for office this fall, Sears might not be able to win the
same respect he obtained from political Boston after his
mayoral loss last September. But if he should be elected,
the sheer accomplishment of his victory will enhance his
standing within the Massachusetts GOP, and its six-year
term will deliver him to the threshold of 1974. This
fall, then, offers the most crucial juncture in John Sears’
political career. He faces a “law and order” opponent
with the simple countervailing theme of “peace and
quiet.”

—CHARLES G. UNTERMEYER




MOBILIZING YOUTH

Action For Washington

In a political season notable for the failures of par-
ticipation politics on a national level and the increased
alienation of younger political activists, students and
young adults are being given a unique opportunity in
Washington to make an effective contribution to state-
level “system” politics. An independent campaign or-
ganization, Action For Washington (AFW), is backing
four Republican candidates for state offices: Governor
Daniel Evans, Secretary of State A. Ludlow Kramer,
Arthur Fletcher for Lieutenant Governor and Slade Gor-
ton for Attorney General. Through its campaign ac-
tivities, AFW is training members of the politically for-
gotton generation (16-35) in the arts and crafts of prac-
tical politics.

Action For Washington was begun in 1968 by
Christopher Bayley, 30-year-old Seattle lawyer and Ripon
National Vice President, and Sam Reed, 27 year-old Ex-
ecutive Director of the Governor’s Urban Affairs Coun-
cil, as a viable solution to the two-pronged problem of
young people in politics — their alienation from the po-
litical “system” and the failure of the party to recog-
nize the potential political strength of an organized,
well-trained young citizens’ organization. It was to be
activity-oriented, not a loose-knit federation of discus-
sion groups. It would appeal to people of all political
affiliations who wanted constructive, progressive poli-
tical action. Members of Action For Washington, it was
assumed, would learn by doing and gain influence by
providing the candidates with competent campaign aid
and leadership.

The plan called for division of AFW by age groups
—a youth or high-school division and a college division
which would work on a specific campus, and an age
21-35 division which would work through county organ-
izations. Bayley and Reed hoped to use much of the
strategy that proved so effective in the organizations of,
for example, the Young Tennesseans for Baker and Da-
vidoff's Raiders in New York. AFW, however, was to
be largely independent of specific campaign organiza-
tions. And that independence meant that AFW would
have to raise pearly all its own funds.

- AFW organization efforts were at first very succes-
sful. Initial financial backing was secured from the Dan
Evans Committee following the formation of a 16-35
Steering Committee in February. And in early March
Bill Hoitink, 24, a Spokane student with a prominent
record as a Republican activist, was appointed executive
director with the task of beginning state-wide organiza-
tions. It then seemed that the large number of tentative
campus chairmen that had been previously contacted
would give the director a good base to work from.

The concept, however, was not immediately real-
ized. Although Collegians for Evans and Collegians for
Kramer organizations sprang up on nearly every Wash-
ington college campus, Action for Washington remained
a name that meant little to most of their members. The
formation of a progressive, thriving, state-wide College
Republican League (CRL) following a recent split with-
in the state young Republicans caused many to fear AFW
as a potential rival to CRL. It was difficult to dispell
this fear and promote the idea that an organization de-
signed to fill a temporary campaign service need not
spook the CRL and YR’s,

Also, because AFW was an entirely new concept,
little was known about what it really could do. The Gov-
ernor was enthusiastic, but the other candidates had yet
to be convinced. And the gap between the theory and
practice of amateur organization seemed to grow as time
went on. It was during the summer, when AFW began
to act, that it became a viable source of power and re-
sponsibility for young people in politics.

With organizations established
Avo.ll-_la?“l.{%é:g in two countiesa by June, AFW

began to produce — and as it pro-
duced, to grow. By the end of August activities rang-
ing from a rally at the State Convention, to sign-painting,
to canvassing and literature distribution had involved
over 1000 people in the AFW campaign, To promote
AFW, core groups from unorganized areas and cam-
puses were trained in campaign schools, involved in
AFW activities relying on manpower from many areas,
and then aided in beginning new groups by AFW state
organizers. During the summer, organizations were es-
tablished in 16 of 19 target counties, on 32 college cam-
puses, and in over 100 high schools,

The Fletcher, Gorton and Kramer chairmen, whose
campaigns were not so highly financed or sophisticated
as the Governor’s began to increasingly rely upon AFW
as a manpower resource and a project director. In par-
ticular, the campaign to insure a primary victory for
Art Fletcher, a black with a brilliant record in urban de-
velopment, became AFW’s campaign as it began to fill
Fletcher’s manpower and leadership needs.

As each AFW project was completed more positions
were created — enough to fill an 18-page “Opportunities
Catalog.”

The hundreds of precincts doorbelled and thousands
of signs painted and other campaign services not with-
standing, AFW has made perhaps its greatest contribu-
tion to the future health of the Republican party. It has
attracted progressive Republican candidates and trained
in the workings of the political system a large number
of volunteers who were previously politically non-com-
mitted or moderately anti-Republican. Action For Wash-
ington activities opened campaign positions usually
closed to political initiates.

AFW has demonstrated that young political ama-
teurs not only provide additional manpower for a cam-
paign, but also the necessary leadership and planning
capabilities that the party will rely upon in the future.

— PAUL CUNNINGHAM
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STATE BY STATE

ILLINOIS: sweet and sweeping
victory

Illinois Republicans stand tall in this state of the
Daley Democratic Machine. Sensing the coming of a
sweet and sweeping victory over the now unmasked
Neanderthal, the Republican Party is working with
relish as well as diligence and care to win the “big
ones.”

The first “big one” is carrying Illinois for Richard
Nixon. Under the direction of William Rentschler, the
Illinois for Nixon Committee has this responsibility.
Rentschler is ably assisted by Roy Papp as the Nixon
Cook County Chairman and maybe not so ably assisted
by Ray Page as the Nixon Downstate Chairman. (Page,
the present Superintendent of Public Instruction, is be-
ing touted by some rightists as a primary challenger to
incumbent Senator Charles Percy in the 1972 Republi-
can primary in an admitted attempt to reincarnate a
Kuchel-Rafferty battle.)

A second “big one” is carrying Illinois for Senator
Everett McKinley Dirksen, who seems in a good posi-
tion to return as Minority Leader.

A third “big one” is carrying Illinois for Richard
Ogilvie for Governor and the accompanying state Re-
publican ticket. After the June primary, Ogilvie moved
to remake the Republican Party for himself; he has
already succeeded to a great degree. Ogilvie led the
Illinois delegation at Miami to Nixon (which TV
skipped in favor of a few more reports from the floor).
Ogilvie bas cleared away in Timothy Sheehan and
Audrey Peak two party officials that persistently had
opposed his take-over and replaced them with his own
stalwarts: Edmund Kucharski is the new Cook County
Chairman and Mrs, Brooks McCormick is the new Na-
tional Committeewoman.

Ogilvie may not have gained complete dominance
of the official party structure, for the prospects are that
the new chairman of the Republican County Chair-
men’s Association is going to be a supporter of Ogilvie’s
rival in the primary John Henry Altorfer. The non-
Ogilvie chairman would be Harris Rowe, who lost to
Adlai Stevenson III in 1966 in the same election that
put Charles Percy in the Senate. Rowe is an articulate
young Republican who should move up to public office;
most importantly, he is being put up to act as a spokes-
man for downstate forces in the Republican Party.
Recognizing the danger of opening the fissure between
downstate and Cook County, Ogilvie is likely to go
along with Rowe’s selection. Ogilvie can work with
Rowe, and Republican unity should survive.

A fourth “big one” is carrying one or more of the
Congressional seats presently held by a Democrat. The
twelve incumbent Republican Congressmen are patently
safe. Two Republican challengers could win, In the
Third Congressional District, Robert Podesta, a moder-
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ate Republican, can defeat the machine candidate whose
1966 victory margin of 6488 votes can easily evaporate
in the ironic combination of a potential black voter
boycott and of a quite possible white backlash for Re-
publicans. In the Eleventh Congressional District, John
Hoellen is trying to overcome the 3700 vote plurality
of the Democratic incumbent in a contest of who is more
for “real” law and order as understood by the pre-
dominantly Polish electorate in the district, A pick-up
of an additional seat by the Republicans would give
them a majority of the Illinois Congressional delegation
(13 to 11) in case this Presidential election should be
forced to the House.

A fifth “big one” is carrying the Cook County
ticket, especially the State’s Attorney candidate Robert
O’Rourke. Complimenting the apparent state-wide Re-
publican tide is a new visible alienation from the Daley
Machine candidates by the independent liberal vote in
Chicago. The “police state” apparent during the Demo-
cratic National Convention has brought the Republicans
the boon of the anti-Daley votes and some additional
precinct organization in the City of Chicago through
the endorsement of five out of seven Republicans run-
ning for County office by the Independent Voters of
Illinois, an affiliate of the ADA,

It looks like a Republican year in the machine
state of Illinois.

SOUTH DAKOTA: Gubbrud vs McGovern

Discord and disunity within the Republican Party
in South Dakota arising out of several bitter contests at
the State Convention in June seems to be pretty well
healed, though feelings ran extremely high immediately
following the Convention. All factions appear to-have
decided that it would be to the party’s advantage to
work together to elect a governor and to defeat Sena-
tor George McGovern. Despite the outward unity, al-
liances are being made as a result of that state con-
vention which will make themselves felt in 1970. The
most heated ideological battle was for the position of
National Committeeman in which the incumbent, Mr.
Henry Moeller, a moderate Rockefeller-leaning candi-
date, was defeated by Mr. Jack Gibson, Secretary-Trea-
surer of the Nixon-pledged delegation and 1964 Gold-
water State Chairman.

The Republican National Convention in Miami
did see a new practice instituted with the South Dakota
delegation. Whereas at the last two conventions, all
bona fide South Dakotans in attendance at the conven-
tion were openly welcomed at caucuses of the delega-
tion, this time delegation meetings were very carefully
closed and even the incumbent progressive Governor
was excluded from attendance on the grounds that he
was not a delegate. The South Dakota delegation was
pledged by state law to Nixon for at least three ballots




and was not opposed at the primary.

There is considerable difference of opinion as to the
effect of Democratic Senator George McGovern’s short-
lived campaign for the presidency on his re-election
against former Governor Archie Gubbrud. Though ex-
perienced office holders, particularly Senator Karl
Mundt and Congressman E. Y. Berry, feel that McGov-
ern may have hurt himself, rank-and-file Republicans
across the state are of the impression that he has en-
hanced his position with the independent voter and
with some Republicans. The last South Dakota poll—
a usually reliable sampling run by three South Dakota
newspapers — shows McGovern with 569, of the vote
and Gubbrud with 409,. The management of the
Gubbrud campaign had expected to reach 409, on that
poll by the forepart of October. They now feel that this
unexpected growth would indicate that Governor Gub-
brud may make further gains on McGovern.

NEW YORK: Nixon and the

Conservatives

Richard Nixon recently found himself right in the
middle of the fierce antagonisms between the Republi-
can Party and the fledgling Conservative Party in New
York State. The Conservative Party, organized in 1962
and making steady progress each election, wanted to
have Nixon head its ticket this year. But because of the
Electoral College system, the Party would have to run the
same slate of electors as the Republicans, if the votes
were to be effective. If the Conservatives ran a separate
set of electors pledged to Nixon, this would split the
Nixon vote and thus make a Humphrey victory in the
state-a certainty.

The Conservatives thus made overtures to the state
GOP, but were firmly rebuffed. The GOP State Com-
mittee, after naming its electors, passed a loyalty resolu-
tion which forbade the electors from accepting Conser-
vative Party endorsement. This left the Conservative
Party with the options of running a separate slate and
hurting Nixon’s chance in the state irreparably or leav-
ing the Presidential line blank, and thus harming the
rest of the Conservative ticket (which includes a Sen-
atorial aspirant and many Congressional and state legis-
lative candidates).

In the end, the state committee of the Conservative
Party voted 92-49 for a leadership proposal that would
bave the Presidential line left vacant. To appease his
conservative supporters, however, Nixon sent a long
letter to the Party — asking them not to nominate a sep-
arate set of electors, but welcoming their support as a
Party. His recognition of the Conservative Party’s im-
portance in the state may upset Governor Rockefeller
and Senator Javits, who have long been fighting the up-
start Party by treating it as a extremist outpost, but it
may also mean the margin of victory for Nixon in New
York. And if Humphrey loses New York, few people
give him any chance at all to win the Presidency.

VIRGINIA: four target seats

Recent Republican success in Virginia has depended
on presenting good candidates at a time when Democrats
were bitterly divided by ideological bickering. With the
Humphrey drag on the ticket, Virginia Republicans may
be coming into their own as the majority party. If the
Congressional races go well this year, it will be a good
omen for the 1969 gubernatorial race of Linwood Hol-
ton, a moderate who has been a prime mover in Virgin-
ia’s Republican resurgence. In addition to the four GOP
incumbents in Congress, there are four marginal seats
worth watching as an index to the Party’s prospects.

In the twin port city district comprising Norfolk
and Portsmouth, Professor G. William Whitehurst, 43,
is a widely admired television personality. For five years
prior to getting the Republican nomination for Congress,
Whitehurst combined service as Dean of Students at Old
Dominion College with a regular commentary program
on WTAR-TV. His opponent F. T. “Bingo” Stant, 50,
acquired a controversial reputation during a bruising pri-
mary contest to succeed retiring Congressman Porter
Hardy.

The Third District made up of Richmond and its
two suburban counties offers promise of success to chem-
ical engineer John S. Hansen, 33, an attractive and artic-
ulate veteran of two terms in the lower house of the Vir-
ginia General Assembly. In this metropolitan area whites
and blacks alike frequently complain that the status quo
is failing them. As the bearer of an old political name,
the somewhat lackluster and exceedingly conservative
incumbent David E. Satterfield, III, 47, may find support
lacking among the many new people who are registering
to vote for the first time. He has already been declared
unacceptable by the local Negro leaders.

The somnolent Fifth District in Southside Virginia
is caught up in a campaign which presents perhaps the
strongest contrast between the Old and New Politics yet
seen in Virginia. Seeking to succeed former Governor
William Tuck, the retiring dean of the Virginia dele-
gation, is a 27 year-old Republican cousin Weldon Tuck,
who managed the last two GOP campaigns which very
nearly forced his elderly kinsman into involuntary re-
tirement. Drawling but aggressive, the young stock-
broker is blanketing the rural district with handshaking
appearances and advertising appeals to put another
Tuck in Congress. His opponent is Delegate W. C.
“Dan” Daniel, 54, President of the Virginia Chamber of
Commerce, Daniel, former state-wide campaign man-
ager for the current Senator Byrd, Harry junior, is con-
ducting an old-fashioned Byrd-style campaign. Weldon
Tuck could be slightly ahead in this contest.

The lush Shenandoah Valley of Virginia, now sends
mostly Republicans to the General Assembly, including
three term Delegate A. R. “Pete” Giesen, 35, who had a
large role in this success since 1961, As a graduate of
Yale and the Harvard Business School, Giesen has prov-
en that education and intelligence need be no barriér to
political victory in rural precincts.
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Conservative incumbent Democratic Congressman
John O, Marsh, Jr. has offended his conservative sup-
porters by voting for the motion which failed in reseating
Adam Clayton Powell. He was the only Virginian to
vote in favor of the well known New Yorker. Look for
a strong Giesen challenge.

RHODE ISLAND: tax issues

After a dull start, the Rhode Island campaign has
finally produced one hotly contested issue centering, as
predicted in the August FORUM, on the newly enacted
tax program and the need for a state income tax.

Republican incumbent Governor John Chafee, seek-
ing his fourth term, has ordered department directors
to cut spending. He fears that the tax program enacted
by the Democratic legislature will fall short of its reve-
nue-producing goals. Chafee has proposed an income
tax to meet the state’s needs. He is presently declaring
that such a tax is inevitable.

His opponent, former Judge Frank Licht, promises
a program, to be announced at some later date, that will
produce the required income without an income tax.
Chafee responds by accusing Licht of “teasing” the vo-
ters.

At this time, it is hard to predict whether the squab-
ble will have any effect on what may be simply a person-
ality contest, which Chafee is expected to win easily.

KANSAS: the long and the
short of it

Moderate William H. Avery, former Congressman
and Governor, was soundly beaten in the primary for
US Senator by conservative Bob Dole, Congressman from
the huge and largely rural first district. Dole lacked
both a platform and a state-wide image, but Avery has
not been popular since he raised taxes during his only
term as Governor. Dole should win easily over his Demo-
cratic opponent William S. Robinson, who is little more
than a party hack. In the Democratic primary Robin-
son defeated liberal James Logan, retiring Dean of the
University of Kansas Law School who was making his
first political race,

The most exciting race in Kansas will be the race
between incumbent Democratic Governor Robert Dock-
ing and the moderate Republican challenger Richard
Harmon. Harmon had no state-wide image before en-
tering the Republican primary and yet he easily defeated
the Lieutenant Governor in the race. Harmon hit hard
at the Docking record throughout the primary and con-
centrated particularly on the size of Docking’s various
staffs and committees, which appeared to be doing noth-
ing for their salaries,
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As has been reported before in the FORUM, Kansas
politics is almost the reverse of national politics. Here
the incumbent Democratic Governor is the conservative
who insists on “holding the line” on taxes while vital
state services languish and falter. The Docking record
stands for little more than inactivity and Harmon has
much to talk about. He won the primary while insist-
ing on the need to raise gasoline taxes (currently the
lowest in the nation) and it remains to be seen if Kan-
sans accept this challenge in November.

An interesting sidelight in this race is the relative
size of the opponents, Docking is quite short while for-
mer All-American (Kansas State University) basket-
ball player Harmon is nearly seven feet tall. The long
and short of it —a close race for Governor which will
be decided more by local issues and personalities than by
the race on the national level.

Political Calendar

(compiled from materials supplied by the
Republican National Committee)

October

4 MICHIGAN: Deadline for voter registration
for Nov. 5 election.

5 FLORIDA: Deadline for voter registration.
HAWAII: Primary election.

MASSACHUSETTS: Deadline for voter regis-
tration,

SOUTH CAROLINA: Deadline for voter reg-
istration.

VIRGINIA: Deadline for voter registration.

7 INDIANA: Deadline for voter registration.
MARYLAND: Deadline for voter registra-
tion.

NEW MEXICO: Deadline for voter regis-
tration.

12 CONNECTICUT:
istration.

15 ARKANSAS: Deadline for voter registra-

tion.
HAWAII: Deadline for voter registration.
KANSAS: Deadline for voter registration.
MINNESOTA: Deadline for voter registra-
tion.

16 COLORADO: Deadline for voter registra-
tion.

21 WYOMING: Deadline for voter registration.
SOUTH DAKOTA: Deadline for voter reg-
istration.

28 WISCONSIN: Deadline for voter registra-
tion.

25 NEBRASKA: Deadline for voter registra-
tion.

OKLAHOMA: Deadline for voter registra-
tion.

26 ALABAMA.:
tion.
IOWA: Deadline for voter registration.

NORTH CAROLINA: Deadline for voter
registration.,

80 UTAH: Deadline for voter registration.

81 DELAWARE: Deadline for voter registra-

Deadline for voter reg-

Deadline for voter registra-

tion.
November
2 VERMONT: Deadline for voter registra-
tion.,

5 GENERAL ELECTION.




14a ELIOT STREET

® A new Ripon book, our third this year, will be out
in October, titled “A Call to Excellence — the Ripon
Papers, 1963-1968.” The book is being published by the
National Press, Washington, D. C. .

® The Chicago Chapter of the Ripon Society has
elected officers for the coming year. They are:

LETTERS
THE CASE FOR HUMPHREY

Dears Sirs:

The Ripon Society is on record with frequent, elo-
quent, effective protests and proposals during the post-
1964 period. We, as individual members, have applauded
the Society’s positions on national and party policy. The
credibility of the Society as a whole seems to me to be
at stake in whatever we do or fail to do this year.

Did we really mean what we said or was it all sham?

The Southern strategy has prevailed again. Are we
now to endorse that which we have so long and so force-
fully opposed? Do we really believe that Nixon and
Agnew might reject the narrow, sectional advice and in-
fluence of Thurmond, Callaway and Tower after this
election? Can we be sure that Mr. Nixon would not ap-
point a person acceptable to the segregationists to the
Supreme Court and the position of Attorney General?
To expect Mr. Nixon to behave after his election dif-
ferently than he did during the Convention is an article
of faith larger than I can accept. The sellout to the
South must be repudiated forcefully, effectively and with-
out regard for party unity.

If Ripon members really are sincere about the posi-
tions presented in the FORUM, such as a Guaranteed In-
come, improved urban education, reform in urban finance
and opening the party to minority groups, Nixon and
Agnew must be rejected. If they are and if they fail of
election, maybe — just maybe — Republican liberals and
moderates can successfully apply to 1972 the lessons we
learned from 1964, but failed to apply to 1968.

If we decide not to support the ticket, we could do
nothing further this year. But Ripon members are acti-
vists, not prone to abdicating responsibility on matters of
deep and personal concern.

Ripon members must take the only realistic, poten-
tially effective action open to them — action which com-
bines the essential elements of conscience and pragma-
tism. Ripon members and the Society as a political entity
must support Vice President Humphrey.

For some of us, this is a one-issue campaign: is the
Black American welcome to full political, economic and
social citizenship in the United States. The Thurmonds,
Callaways, Towers, say “NO”. The Nixons and Agnews
equivocate using the decent-sounding, clever code words
of “law and order” and “American way of life” to com-
municate to backlash voters their willingness to keep
the Black man “in his place,” or at least to not make it
easy for him to join society.

Contradicting these Republican “leaders,” 1 say,
“Yes,” the Black American is welcome to full-fledged
citizenship and must be actively encourged to as a human
being born in America. Hubert Humphrey says, “Yes”
also. Members of the Ripon Society have, to date, said,
“Yes” but the time has come for each of us to reaffirm it.

For others, the war in Vietnam is the prime issue,
over-shadowing domestic strife. The period between the
writing and publication of this piece may bring significant
changes in the war. But apart from daily events and
statements by both Mr. Humphrey and Mr. Nixon, I ask
you to compare these men. We are faced with trying to
judge how each of these two men will behave in situa-
tions likely to arise during his Presidency. The most re-
liable basis for your judgment are the attitudes each has
developed throughout his political career. Which of
them would be more likely to operate under the outdated
assumption of the Cold War? Which of them is more
likely to justify a drift toward a deeper conflict as a
necessary protection of national interest. After dancing
to the tune of segregationists, isn’t Mr. Nixon likely to

George H. Walker, President

Harry Estell, Vice President

Mrs, C. B. Venning, Vice President
Harold S. Russell, Secretary

Philip W. Hummer, Treasurer

Edward B. Smith, Jr., Research Director

march to the drums of the military-industrial complex?

Mr, Humphrey, on the other hand, has made clear his
committment to peace during his long public career, es-
pecially during 16 years in the Senate. He advocates a
re-ordering of national priorities away from militarism
and toward programs for peaceful world development.
His identification with the limited Nuclear Test Ban
Treaty of 1963, establishment of the Special Disarma-
ment Subcommittee in the Senate (1955), creation of the
United States Arms Control and Disarmament Agency
(1961) and international cooperation in the exploration
of outer space, the United Nations, the Peace Corps and
the World Health Organization demonstrates where he
stands and provides an accurate measure of the direction
our foreign policy could be expected to take under his
leadership.

More important to me, however, is the Vice Presi-
dent’s record on domestic policy. Clearly he will stand
with the forces of justice against the forces of repression.
Can one say the same for Mr. Nixon? From Vice Presi-
dent Humphrey’s days as mayor through his Senate em-
phasis on housing and his effective efforts leading to pas-
sage of the model cities and rent supplement programs,
he not only demonstrates where he stands, but has suc-
cessfully worked to move the country toward his views.
He first proposed essential elements of the National De-
fense Education Act during the Eisenhower Administra-
tion and originally suggested a program of tax credits for
college tuition, now a key plank in the Republican plat-
form. He thinks well of the Ripon position on federal
revenue-sharing with the states and the traditionally Re-
publican position encouraging private investment in the
inner city.

Hubert Humphrey’s fight in support of human rights
for all Americans has been one of action — not just
words — to eliminate injustice and discrimination, whe-
ther racial, religious or ethnic.

One of his first acts as mayor of Minneapolis was to
establish a city Council of Human Relations and launch a
strenuous campaign which resulted in passage of the first
municipal Fair Employment Practices Act in the nation.
He also launched a similar campaign against anti-Semi-
tism. enlisting the help of cormmunity leaders.

In 1948, Humphrey led the successful fight for a
strong civil rights plank at the Democratic Convention,
with a fiery speech urging the party “to get out of the
shadow of states’ rights and walk forthrightly into the
bright sunshine of human rights.”

In 1949, Humphrey carried his battle for human
rights to the larger arena of the U.S. Senate. He was the
first member to hire a Negro professional staffer. He
sponsored Fair Employment Practices bills in nearly
every session of Congress, as well as anti-lynch laws,
measures to outlaw poll taxes and help Negro voter regis-
tration, desegregation of public transportation and de-
velopment of a Commission on Civil Rights. He was a
leader In securing passage of the 1957 and 1960 civil
rights bills, Humphrey’s 15-year struggle for compre-
hensive civil rights legislation culminated in his role as
floor leader for passage of the 1964 Civil Rights Act.

If you are willing to act on your policy convictions,
you have no realistic alternative to supporting Mr.

Humphrey over Mr. Nixon.
JOHN B. TALMADGE
Washington, D.C.
Mr. Talmadge iIs an organizer of Republican Citizens
for Humphrey.
Replies to his letter should be received by October 4
to make the publication deadline for our pre-election
November issue.
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