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CHRISTMAS 1975 

Christmas a time of drawing together, closeness, 

celebration but most especially a time of the family, 

parents and children givin~, sharing, rejoicing. But 

in the midst of our fortune and our joy I hope we will 

remember that we are not only a nation of families but 

also a family of nations in which families are poor, 

hungry, and sick. If our thoughts and our generosity 

turns to them on this day, we will be celebrating Christmas 

in the best and truest way. 125 years ago, Charles 

Dickens wrote: 

"Now the tree is decorated with 

bright merriment and song and dance and 

cheerfulness. And they are welcome. 

But I hear a whisper going through its 

branches. 'This in commemoration of 

the law of love and kindness, mercy and 

compassion. This in remembrance of Me.'" 

CHRISTMAS, 
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September 20, 1975 

BIOGRAPHY OF SARGENT SHRIVER 

"When God designed Shriver", columnist George F. Will wrote 
recently, "He left out second gear." 

Those who have known and worked with Robert Sargent Shriver, Jr., 
over the years are the first to agree with Will's assertion that their 
friend "Sarge" does everything at "full throttle". 

Whether managing the Chicago Merchandise Mart, presiding over the 
Chicago Board of Education, helping elect and put together the 
administration of John F. Kennedy, launching and directing the Peace. 
Corps, heading the Office of Economic Opportunity, serving as Ambassador 
to France, or running for Vice President of the United States, Shriver 
has confronted the imposing challenges before him with the e~ergy, 
imagination, competence and integrity that most Americans still identi­
fy with the Presidency of his late brother-in-law. 

It is these same qualities that prompted a crqs~ section of some 
200 citizens to band together in the name of the Shriver For President 
Committee. "The people of this country are looking for a positive 
leader who can unite us and move us forward", said Chesterfield Smith, 
the Florida attorney who earned a reputation as the conscience of 
America's legal profession for his outspoken presidency of the American 
Bar Association during the dark days of Watergate. "In my judgment, 
he has a unique capacity for leadership which will enable this country, 
at this critical time, to accelerate its movements toward a full re­
ali.zation of the historical aspirations of Americans." 

Smith took on the Co-chairmanship of the Citizens' Committee with 
Clarie Collins Harvey of Jackson, Mississippi, past National President 
of Church Women United: Dr. Mildred Otenasek, Democratic National 
Committeewoman from Maryland: Arthur Rooney, Sr., owner of the 
Pittsburgh Steelers: William McCormick Blair, Jr., former Ambassador 
to the Philippines and Denmark, and former Director of the Kennedy 
Center; and Jill Volner, former Assistant Watergate Prosecutor and now 
a Washington attorney. 

The Committee filed' with the Federal Elections Commission on 
July 15 to b.egin raising funds for the campaign. Encouraged by the 
success of these iriitial efforts, Shriver announced his candidacy on 
September 20 in a Washington press conference. 

Shriver lives in Rockville, Maryland with his wife, Eunice, and 
their five children, Robert, Jr., 21: Maria, 19; Timothy, 16; Mark, 11; 
and Anthony, 10. 
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Shriver was born in Westminster, Maryland, on November 9, 1915. 
He attended parochial schools in Baltimore, Maryland, Canterbury School 
in New Milford, Connecticut, and worked his way through college, 
graduating cum laude from Yale University in 1938. He graduated from 
Yale Law School with his LL.B. in 1941. 

After working briefly from 1940-41 with the New York law firm 
of Winthrop, Stimson, Putnam and Roberts, Shriver served for five years 
in the Navy aboard submarines and battleships during the Second World 
War. He ended service as a Lieutenant Commander ·in 1945. 

Upon his return to civilian life, Shriver worked briefly as an 
editor's assistant at Newsweek Magazine and then, in 1946, joined the 
staff of Joseph P. Kennedy. He edited the letters of Kennedy's eldest 
.son, Joseph, .Jr., who was killed in the war, managed Kennedy's huge 
Chicago Merchandise Mart, and, with Kennedy's daughter, Eunice, con­
ducted the 1947-48 National Conference on Prevention and Control of 
Juvenile Delinquency in Washington. 

Shriver married Eunice Kennedy on May 23, 1953, and, together, they 
have spearheaded the programs of the Joseph P. Kennedy, Jr. Foundation 
in such areas as mental retardation and medical ethics. The Foundation 
supports major medical research, treatment and educational centers 
throughout the Nation, and conducts the Special Olympics recreational 
and sports programs for retarded youth in the United States and six 
foreign countries~ 

From 1955 to 1960, Shriver served as President of the Chicago 
Board of Education, winning community respect for his successful efforts 
to strengthen the curriculum and equalize educational opportunities 
in one of the nation's largest school districts. · 

He left the Merchandise Mart in 1960 to join the Presidential 
campaign of his brother-in-law, John F. Kennedy. Shriver worked as 
a political and organization coordinator in the early crucial primaries 
of Wisconsin and West Virginia. He later served in the Washington 
Presidential Headquarters as liaison between the campaign headquarters 
and the Democratic National Committee. During the general election 
campaign, Shriver directed activities in such areas as business, agri­
culture and civil rights. 

After President Kennedy's election in November 1960, Shriver was 
asked by the President-elect to organize and direct a task force which 
recruited some of the top executives in the Kennedy adminstration. 

President Kennedy then selected Shriver to organize and direct 
the new Peace Corps. As its Director from 1961-65, he sent thousands 
of trained volunteers to help the people of other nations help them­
selves to better living conditions and a better quality of life. Shriver 
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personally visited and worked in more than 50 countries in Africa, Asia 
and Latin America. 

In 1964, President Johnson asked Shriver to begin a new mission 
as Director of the Office of Economic Opportunity. It was through this 
organization that Shriver directed the first concentrated effort made 
by the United States Government to attack the problems of the poor and 
the disadvantaged. Among programs created and initiated under his lead­
ership are VISTA, Head Start, Community Action, Foster Grandparents, 
Job Corps, Legal Aid, Indian Opportunities and Health Services. 

From 1968 to 1970 Shriver served as Ambassador to France, gaining 
recognition as one of the United States' most skillful and effective 
diplomats. Upon his return to the United States, he took on the 
Chairmanship of Congressional Leadership for the Future, traveling to 
29 states to speak and work in support of 89 Democratic candidates for 
the House and the Senate. 

Since 1970 Shriver has specialized in international law and 
foreign affairs as a partner in the New York and Washington law firm 
of Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver and Kampelman. His business re­
sponsibilities, like his earlier governmental service, have taken him 
throughout the world, including many visits and a major lecture tour 
in the Soviet Union. 

On August 8, 1972, he was nominated as Senator George McGovern's 
running-mate in the unsuccessful Democratic presidential' effort against 
then-incumbents Richard Nixon and Spiro Agnew. 

Shriver is a member of the National Council of the Boy Scouts of 
America; a Director of the Board of the National Catholic Conference 
for Interracial Justice; member of the Children's Lobby; a member of 
the Bankers' Club of America; member of the Navy League and the Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, and Chairman of the International Patrons of the 
Israel Museum. 

Shriver's awards include: Veteran of the Year, 1956; James J. 
Hooey Award (Catholic Interracial Council of New York), 1958; Lay 
Churchman of the Year, 1963; National Father of the Year, 1964; .Notre 
Dame Patriotism Award, 1965; National Brotherhood Award, 1966; AFL-CIO 
Philip Murray-William Green Award, 1966; and Hannah G. Solomon Award, 
National Council of Jewish Women, 1972. 

He has also received 24 honorary degrees including those from 
Kansas State University, University of Notre Dame, University of South 
Carolina, Boston College, Yale University, Duquesne University, 
Fordham University, Jewish Theological Seminary, Yeshiva University, 
University of Liberia, Chulalongkorn University (Bangkok), Brandeis, 
Wesleyan, University of Pittsburgh and New York University. 



SPEECH BY SARGENT SHRIVER TO THE 

THIRD CATHOLIC HE'ALTH COOGRESS 

NE'W YORK CITY - OCTOBER 29 I 197 5 

I welcane this opportunity to address this Third Catholic Health 
Congress of the Archdiocese of New York. The achievement of this archdio­
cese in establishing and maintaining the largest Catholic hospital system 
in the world is remarkable. The $250 million investment in this system of 
14 hospitals and 4,000 beds, of 4,500 physicians and 10,000 health workers, 
represents an unparalleled investment by private philanthropy on behalf. of 
the public good. And it is not inappropriate to recall at this manent that 
one-fourth of all the hospital beds in this nation were created, and are 
maintained and serviced, under catholic auspices. 

Confronted by these imposing statistics, and facing what I know to be 
a distinguished audience of experts, I askerl myself.what I could say that 
would have a deeper meaning than just another political speech. 

I concluded that I should devote my remarks to those things that have 
the deepest meaning for us -- things that sarehCM touch upon the values 
which we hold. 

I speak to you, not as a health professional, but as an amateur; a 
consumer of your services and your skills, as a user of the outer expres­
sion of your internal values. 

Fran that point of view, my first observation is this -- if ever there 
was a need for Catholic hospitals in the last century, there is an even 
greater need for than today. As we approach the time of national health in­
surance programs and as·we see a growing perception of health care· as a 
basic human right, there is an even greater need for Catholic hospitals 
and other hospitals based on religious thoughts. 

One of the most distinguished Protestant theologians alive today once 
said to me: "No matter where I live, or where I do my scholarly w:>rk, Sarge, 
I want to die in a Catholic hospital." His sentiment is not unique. For 
myself, let me say, if I cannot die at hane, I, too, would like to die in 
a Catholic hospital. No form of human service m::>re clearly expresses a can­
mitment to values than the rendering of canprehensive health and hospital 
care. Voluntary hospitals, arid especially religiously oriented hospitals, 
should set the standard for such care. For certainly the expression of val­
ues is needed in what has becane the second largest industry in the nation. 
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The aJmost inevitable irrpersonality of public institutions, their 
massive size, their separation fran an integrated mission concerned with 
the total spiritual and physical well-being of family and ccmnunity, nake 
the role of catholic voluntary hospitals more important in 1975 than before. 

Throughout history, there has been one, camon strand running through 
the perception of religious ccmrunities in the health field. It has been 
the belief that health care offers particular opportunities to bear witness 
to certain values. We read in the New Testament that Christ was often in­
volved in works of healing, whether of the lame, the blind, the deaf, or 
even the dead. His deeds were not simply deeds of power -.,... they were deeds 
of compassion. And so it seems to me that ours must be. We must remember 
that we must care first and always: And that cure we will, if cure we can. 
But where we cannot cure, ·we will still care. Because first canes canpa.s­
sion, and only then canes competence . - . the first is a virtue and the 
second is only a skill. The witness, in the image of Christ, is,. first and 
foremost, a witness to ccmpassion. 

Now it is no great secret to you that there is a national debate as to 
whether we shall even be permitted to give witness to these values at all. 
In a system in which malpractice is adjudicated on the grounds of whether 
it conforms to standard practice in the ccmrunity, ho.-1 shall we judge indi­
vidual witness to values? This may not, indeed does not, affect standards 
for taking out an appendix, but how does it affect a subject like euthanasia? 
'Where is there roan for individual conscience as medicine not only gains the 
power to cure the standard diseases, but also to technologize the bcx:l.y? The 
Good Samaritan may well have counted himself lucky that his deed of rrercy 
was not scrutinized for technical medical confonnity to ccmnunity standards 
-- indeed, I seem to remember that the standard practice .was not to be a 
Good Samaritan in the first place. Certainly he had no license to practice 

probably not even an E.C.F.M.G. 

Let me touch briefly on sane of the value issues which are caning in­
creasingly into public discussion these days. 

Historically, we have tried in the health field to provide a gcxxl birth, 
a good life and a good death, insofar as it was in our rredical power to do 
so. Our actions were based on the pranise that human life came fran God arid 
returned to God. It is, I think, quite clear that this basic premise is no 
longer unifonnly held. Indeed, far fran it. It is fran this discontinuity 
in the premises that there flaw those myriad problems which today we call 
bioethical. If there is no God, and all is between men, then haw shall we 
reconcile such a ccmnunity of men with the one, to which you and I belong, 
which believes in a transcendental God? 

If death is considered the ultimate disaster, if birth is no better 
than entry into a life without meaning, if guilt is but a biochemical reac­
tion and bears no link to evil, if sloth is a disease of neuram.iscular end-
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ings and a result of electrical discharges in the brain, then how shall we 
use technology in this vast field of canpassionate relationships, hitherto 
known as medicine? Does it even matter? 

The eminent pediatrician, Robert E. Cooke, once wrote that rredicine. 
today is being expected to produce "a discanfort-free society." In· 1934, 
Aldous Huxley --.inhis l::xJok "Brave New W0rld" -- proposedthe same with 
his drug, sana. The premise of this approach to life is· that there is no 
role fo:r: suffering·, that beauty can be recognized' without knowledge· of 
ugliness, kindness without knowing· cruelty, that all human perceptions are 
absolute, not canparative. 

You know where~ these problems come to the fore. We can de5cribe a 
fetus in the wanb anatomically, but the debate ts rampant on what value 
to attach to that anatany. Alive, newborn children can berreasured as de­
fective in many statistical senses, but pe0ple dif~er on what values, or 
disvalues, to place on such defects. 

The dying process varies fran individual to individual, but there is 
little agreanent on what ways of dying are tolerab!e or intolerable. There 
is no doubt that through medical research, great benefits can accrue for 
mankind. Yet here the deDa.te exists, on which· benefits justify which costs. 
I do not mean financial costs alone,, but costs in human dignity. The ques­
tions are age-old. Do ends justify means? Can man ever be treated as ob­
ject only and not as end also, as Kant asked? 

These are the facts. These are the problans. The question is, what 
to do arout then. Of one thi.rlg I am personally convinced. It is that the 
deeper the divisions .i;n our va,lue perceptions run, the less they lend then­
sel ves to the :imposition of one perception over another by law. The issues 
are issues of· values, not of chemical. or biological facts. They are sub­
jectively perceived, not objectively qliantified. The subjectively perceived 
is difficUlt to legislate unless there is consensus on the perception. 

What does this·rrean in·practice· for the likes of you and me? It rreans 
in your case that you must physically continue, and' it seems to rre that you 
are obliged rrorally to continue, bearing witness to your values. The nation 
is never well served when people: do· not speak out for their values or bear 
witness to then through their actions. I therefore· have little sympathy for 
those who speak of' closing Catholic, or any other denanina:tio:hal, hospitals. 

What would it mean for me if I were· to becane President of this nation? 
It ~uld mean firstly~ that !YK)uld'be ~rn under the· Constitution· to u~ 
hold the laws of this nation, and that I ~uld do so. 

But I think it ~uld'fUrther place on rre the rroral obligation to do all 
in my:i;:.ower to minimize these divisions in value perceptions arrong our people. 

''!. 
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This I \\Duld pledge to do and this I think I coUld begin to do. There 
is, I believe, a broad consensus in the nation on the fact that abortion 
is not an ideal. No one undergoes it for the pleasure of it. It becanes 
then our task to' provide alternatives. 'We must i:nake a high priority of 
gaining fundamental knowledge in reproductive biology to provide foolproof 
family planning alternatives to abortion. We must ensure that warren do 
not get fired fran their jobs just because they are pregnant~ We must en­
sure that they receive pregncincy·disability benefits if· they are disabled 

·in pregnancy·. We must provide life support systems, which give wanen all 
the services and advice they need to go through pregnancy. We must invest 
in research -- anbryological, rretabolic, genetic and envirornnental research 
to treat the structurally, and functionally, less fortunate, rather than to 
abOrt them. We must re-encourage the older ways of dying, at hare, rather 
than·being dumped and abandoned in institutions -- however euphenistically 
they·are named. 

Let me simply stress for you one fact. The bioethical debates have 
been with us for close to a decade. Yet these are precisely the areas in 
which government has been the least active while the need is obvious. 

Let me return, then, to your role a:s the nation's largest grouping 
of Catholic hospitals and health professionals. I spoke of prcinises and 
opportimities. I believe they are abundant in New York. 

More than a decade ago, because it saw the problems caning, the Kennedy 
Foundation gave its first grant in the field of bioethics to the Newman 
Center at Johns Hopkins Hospital in BaltinOre. In 1967, the Foundation ex­
tended its interest by supporting the distinguished Methodist theolajian, 
Paul Ramsey of Princeton University, in his bioethical studies at George­
town University Hospital. His seminal books, The Patient as a Person and 
Fabricated Man, developed during this time. 

Then, in 1971, we established two najor bioethical programs at Harvard 
and at GeorgetCMn.. They are respectively called the Kennedy Interfaculty 
Program at Harvard and the Joseph and Rbse Kennedy Institute for the Study 
of Human Reproduction and Bioethics at Georgetown. Both centers do research, 
render service and teach courses. I was delighted to see your distinguished 

· director, Mgr. Cassidy, last winter as a participant· in the intensive bio­
ethics course at the Kennedy Institute at GeorgetCMn.. Only last month, sev­
eral members of the Kennedy Institute staff served as faculty for the first 
joint rreeting held by the National Federation of Catholic Physicians Guilds 
and the National Association of Catholic Hospital Chaplains. 

As Chai.man of the advisory board to the Kennedy Institute at George­
town, I have been afforded the opportunity not only to help its program de­
velop, but often to see the fruits of its \\Drk in manuscript form months be­
fore publication. I have read than all with great interest. Broad-minded 
academicians have been tolerant and have on occasion accepted my suggestions. 
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I wish to stress to you the very wide persPectiv~ frc:xn which.'these 
centers operate. Their staffS have scholars of all faith.sand of none. 
Arrong the Georgetown staff, there have been Catholics, Mennonites, Quakers, 
Jews, Presbyterians, Methodists, Episco:paliahs, Unitarians, CU1d Seventh 
Day Ai::lventists. They have Worked in la':', canon law, . the6logy'~ philosophy, 
dffiography, and biology. What has joined them· has ·been the realization 
that medicine is not a biological technology alone. Biology is descriptive· 
.;..._ . it cannot be prescriptive. Htm'0n life is not. just .about man i:,he ~io­
logical, or man the social -- it is also about man the value~seeker. 

Here we are in N-ew York with Fordham university ·and st. Jbm1'.s, with 
Einstein Medical Schooi and Yeshiva, with Union Theological and jewish 
Theological. Here is a vast hospital system,· largely grounded in the three 
great traditions of Judaism, catholicism and Protestantisn. I said I 
realized your burdens, but also your opportunities. What splendid oppor­
tunities exist to begin to fonn those groupings which are needed to examine 
and bring to the fore the value issues involved in the medical enterprise. 

The task may seem irrmense and overwhelming, but let us think back to 
those who began the first catholic hospital in New York and see where we· 
are nON. The need is for vision and courage, qualities you display daily 
in your \\Ork. They are the qualities sho.vn by a cardinal Cooke, when, in 
the middle of prophets of doom and gloan, he establishes a task force on , 
health care, not just to man the ramparts, but to keep the hospitals going 
up while people say the city is going down. · 

They are the qualities shown by a frail wanan, Elizabeth Seton, who was 
born in 1774, who married and raised a family, who knew the Protestant tra­
diti6I1 and the Catholic, who organized and mobilized in the field of health 
and in the field of values, and who was proclaimed the first native-born 
American saint. 

Debates on values often seem divisive, for values are strongly held. 
But the fact that they may be divisive is no reason to be silent on values, 
for if we are, then saneday there may be none. I am, as you know, a candi­
date for the Presidency of the United States. Just as I have reflected with 
ybU on what I think your role might be, I have had to reflect upon my o.vn. 
It seans to me it could be expressed in a general philosophy. It is this: 
Where differences in value-p:rrceptions exist, among various sections of the 
American people, it seems to me that it is the task of a president to stimu~ 
late their examination, not to avoid them. For only if we fully understand: 
the premises on which a value system is based, can we begin to see hCM men of 
g6od will can be brought together at least in their understanding of each 
other •. One's understanding of one's fellow man is half the battle tc:Mards 
civility. Ohe' s understanding of one's fellow man's feelings on such value 
issues as abortion, genetic engineering, euthanasia, medical experimentation, 
psychosurgery, and other medico-technical matters is our only hope to devise 
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programs which offer alternatives to seemingly irreconcilable differences 
in value perceptions. Such alternatives are not created in one day or one 
year, but neither were your health facilities. I can assure you of only 
one thing. If I am elected President, I shall at least take the first step 
toward reconciliation between conflicting value systans by fostering alter­
natives to the ethically divisive. 

In the meantime, I urge you to continue to bear witness to your values, 
for without values, ITn.lch of life, and therefore of rredicine, w::>uld be mean­
ingless. It is in that perspective that I wish you good fortune, and above 
all, fortitude. With fortitude can cane leadership and leadership is what 
catholic hospitals should provide. You have done it in the past, as witness 
. Mother. Seton. May we see many rrore like her jn the future. 



SARGENT SHRIVER ON THE ISSUES 

ON THE ECONOMY 

Sargent Shriver will put Americans back to work with tax cuts to 
create jobs, not destroy them. He will have a job program matching 
unmet needs with people out of work. He will have a monetary policy 
encouraging responsible growth without rekindling inflation by 
placing limits on the forces producing spiraling prices.· He will 
combine government stockpiling and regulation to control extreme 
fluctuations in economic life, and will plan for the future b~ 
bringing in all sectors of society to put America's economy batk on 
a growth course. 

ON ENERGY 

Shriver will push for new l~gislation pu~ting the burden of ·proof 6n 
the oil giants to show why it is in the public interest for them to 
control distribution and alternative sources of energy. He will 
mount an aggressive program of energy conservation, with tax incentives, 
new guidelines for the construction and operation of buildings and 
mandatory standards for automobile mileage. He favors immediate 
strip-mining legislation and effective ways to limit emissions from 
coal-burning plants. He believes disposal techniques, reactor hazards 
and environmental safety must be fully and publicly resolved before 
turning to a nuclear solution to energy shortages. 

ON CONSUMERS 

Shriver supports the creation of an Agency for Consumer Advocacy. He 
will appoirit to regulatory agencies persons not beholden to the indus­
try they regulate. He believes the FTC should require disclosure of 
key product-information on competing brands; that the ICC and the CAB 
should deregulat~ railroads and airlines selectively; that the FDA 
should grant approval for new pharmaceuticals before they go on the 
market; that the courts should allow consumer class action suits; and 
that informal complaint settlement techniques should be utilized through 
small claims bourts and/or arbitratiori. 

ON HEALTH 

Shriver believes this country needs a national program of pre-paid 
health care, p:tovidinguniversal' coverage at a price everyone can afford. 
The Federal Government must support training of health personnel and 
provide financial incentives to bring quality health care to under­
served areas. Hospitals must cooperate to increase efficiency and 
eliminate duplicative expenditures. A pre-paid reimbursement program 
will bring pressures of the market to bear on the soaring rates of 
hospital services. -

ON FOOD 

Shriver's program will guarantee reasonable food prices, at a fair 
return to farmers, with the promise of stable food and farm prices for 
years to come. He will create a federal reserve program to protect 
consumer and farmer from the wild gyrations of an unchecked market. 
He will formulate an export policy to assure that Americans' needs 
are filled without forcing consumers to bear the burden of sales to 
foreign buyers. - His international food policy will be designed to _ 
serve the world community in times of famine, while providing food for 
all Americans at the lowest possible prices. 

ON NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Shriver is for a strong ~tional defense but he believes we can cut the 
defense budget and actua-lly improve our national security by using more 
efficiently the high-cost manpower in the voluntary army, by not buying 
budget~breaking new weapons systems, by cutting waste, and by bringing 
our military_forces in line with realistic commitments abroad. However, 
the United States must depend on full employment rather than a reduced 
defense budget as the primary source of funds for domestic needs. He 
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supports arms control to enhance our security at reduced expense and to 
remove the excuse for buying expensive, dangerous weapons as bargaining 
chips. He will strengthen our conventional forces by -an aggressive 
program to improve tactics, training, and le~dership, and he will re­
verse the Republican practice of buying weapons so expensive that we 
cannot afford to equip properly our troops with the arms they need. 

ON FOREI~N AFFAIRS 

Shriver will pursue a careful, progressive policy of detente with 
Communist countries, including meaningful arms control of nuclear 

·weapons and delivery systems, and restrictions on qualitative improve­
ments in strategic arms. Shriver will preserve the military balance 
in the Middle East and full support of Israel while seeking a compre­
hensive, long-term peace agreement. He believes we must play a more 
po~iti~e tole with our European and Japanese partners in resolving 
international recession, and also turn away from a pattern of confron­
tation and grudging negotiation with the governments of the Southern 
Hemisphere. 

ON CRIME 

Shriver will encourage, with federal assistance and personal leadership, 
states and localities to place a concerted effort on the control of · 
violent street crime. He advocates spending more time on serious 
crimes by going after the violent criminals and the corporate profiteers, 
instead of 'the drunks and the speed-limit violators. He will improve 
the criminal justice system with better administration of police. forces, 
the courts and the correctional institutions. He will direct the -
Department of Justice and the federal law enforcement and regulatory 
agencies to concentrate on the control of white collar crime. 

ON WOMEN'S RIGHTS 

Shriver supports ratification of the Equal Rights Amendment. In the 
Federal Government he will set an example to the nation by assuring 
equal pay for equal work, enforcing anti-discrimination and affirmative 
action rules, establishing day care centers, setting flexible work 
schedules, and using talented women in government jobs at all levels. 
He will seek reform of the Social Security system to place men and women 
on an equal footing and fight against discriminatory laws and credit 
practices to assure equal treatment of the sexes.• 

ON THE ENVIRONMENT 

Shriver's priorities include a dedicated conservation program, long­
range planning of land use and coal reserves, strictly enforced federal 
standards for air and water emissions, and comprehensive research and 
development of alternate energy sources. He will encourage public 
participation in assessing the dangers of nuclear accidents, radioactive 
contamination, and waste disposal before making commitments to nuclear 
power. 

ON FAMILY LIFE 

Shriver's presidency will focus on strengthening the family by assuring 
useful work and a decent minimum income for families facing economic 
collapse; eliminating the family-destroying system of welfare; altering 
housing, tax and other policies to allow families to live together; 
setting flexible work schedules; providing after-school centers for 
children of working parents and life support centers for families and 
individuals in times of crisis. 

A copy of the Shriver for President Committee report is filed with the 
the Federal Election Commission and is available for purchase from the 
Federal Election Commission, Washington, D.C •• 
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. Waahln11ton Poat Staff Writer ' · i ' .' ', :. . . .. r1 v er.,,·:./ '·. 
cl~:g~:t.;th~hr~~~~y" ; -~~y~l~ ! ~ ' '.' ' " '(<' 

·1ate brother-1n.-1aw;' President , ·'Declares" . 
John F. Kennedy, yesterday 

't~~f s::::::~::::: , ,~di~~cy~~;:i.i' 
with the trappings of Kennedy . 1 ,i SHRIVER From Al;~ ·~··r..I,, 

· campaigns of the past.~ Shriver , " · ' · . · • ·. , .. 
pledged to restore the hope of . 1 .ers packed the.Mayflower. H:0.,<: 
all those drawn by President . 'tel ·ballroom •to, hear Shriver/:r 

' Kennedy iitto 'public life and : .;launch what' he · p'romiSect:'': 
millions more around the ' : " ·would .be\ "a: ,people's., cam-"'.'\ 

. world. "for whom the memories. ~· · . · .. ' :: palgn." . ' · · ·. · ·.,_. · . ·.' .. · 
· John Kennedy are still an in- ~' .· Conspicuou'~ by his abse~~e:":j; 
( '.SPi~~ticn1: t~· '~~H'.,":~~ti~; ·~~~ 1 i • was Sen. Edward M. Kennedy,'. i'; 

their·hearts;,. r: ·· " · :' · ' ·: (D-Mass.) who· was .in Massa-'•:~· 
. •.· Plagued even. before his an: , chusetts. · Shriver. ·said .1 his . : . .' 
nouncement with speculation •brother-in-law had ·. already!:.· 
.that.he woulcl .be ,no. more · "given me advice and encour··~· 
than a· stalkirig h6rse. f9r Sen. ,, " agement": buL had . told 1: aW; )' 

' 'Kennedy, Shi-J.vei 'was : asked i' :";: ' : other Democratic' presidentla1'.' 1 : 

. whether he would pull out. and ! candlates "he would remain",.,:, 
· support his brother-in-law if neutrai, and i frankly don't·:-:~ 

Kennedy had a change • of .. expect him to go back, on his'~)\· 
1'eart and decided to .niri, after . . pledge to help me." · · · · ' · 
saying he would not. . . . ! /, · i ... ·On a lengthy Shriver-for-
, · •isomebody ·said·;' 'Wouldn't . · :' •:' president Committee . list ·dis'':·/' 
everybody?' " Shriver. . ~ot :: ~closed 1 with the speech, how~ ... ' ' 
back, not smiling.· ·· · · " · '.: .. '. ever, Sen. Kennedy's wife,'~ : 
" ''Common existence at hoine ! : ·Joan, was listed, ' along' 'with· · .. . 

;. ; 

starts with put~irig the govern; ··,' ,matriarch .. ~os~. · . Kennedy, ... , · 
men~s the ·expression' of ' ·, · Shriver's mother-in-law,.• Jae-,' Sargent Shriver looks t~ward his wife, 
our cominon will - on. the 1 ' '( ·" queline Kennedy 'Onassis;. and• 
side of the consumer, the tax- i · sister-in-law Patricia Lawford 
payer, th~ Individual and the I ·'. : and Jean Smith.· Kennedy 
communltY;" · Shriver. said. '; ~rotrier-irt-la\v. Stephen Smith, 
"But it must protect the condi~ . :>who. has been a key figure in 
· tioris · in which" they can re- , , : i past Kennedy campaigns, was 
main·botli. free and independ- i;iot listed. i!. · ..... ,· ,. ,: ) '' 
ent. · · ' · · · · · " : · The latest references 'to the 

Ke0:0edy family members :_ stalking-horse problem 'clearly 
Shriver's wife,.Eunice, and the nettled Shriver, .but his una-
Shrlvers~ four children; Ethel . i'bashed claiming of the John ' 
Kennedy, widow of Sen. Rob· ;': Kennedy ~egacy in behalf of . 
ert F. Kennedy,' and two of : 1 , ,, : the family as well as all Ken- : 
their sons "" were front-and-, ! '" nedy supporters ' just as 
center, and cheering sup~or~: ' clearly demonstrated that he 

See SHRIVER, A6, Ool.'F·i i~~,\\(:\.1, regards his farriily· tie ori' bal­
ance to be a major plus. · .. · · 

... 





.' .. CURSES. BOILED AGAIN ... Sarge-~ 
watchers are digging up an old story 
frorn the last tirne Shriver campaigned-. 
for vice-president in 1912. Seems Sarge, 
accompanied by a local pol. was hustling ~ 
up votes a.mong the steelworkers and ~­
dockers in the Sparrows Point area of ""'\ 
Baltimore. Sarge slummed into a local 
bar. shook sorne hands. and ordered a CS 
round on him. Bonhommie was rampant .. 
and a\\ hands thought Sarge was a )o\\Y :Z,. 
good fe\\oW as the bartender \ined up a 

· \ong row of boilermakers for. the .boys . 
. "What'\\ you have. Buddy? " asked the 
· Keep of Sarge. "Uh. Courvoisier ," said 

sarge. ihe whole place stopped. 
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·y,, . sons are expected to travel t; the na- THE RECEPTION at the candidate's '}_quiet on $atuhbij' ~onrl.ngs(.i; ! '.(~~ ~~~ 
'' tlon's capital Satur~ay to kick off the ho me shoitld guarantee widespread ' . A spoke~~ .for.. .~v~ "6~~·.tefi.e: . 

Presidential campaign of R. Sargent press coverage of Shriver's campaign . ments wiQ' ~e · ~~!iij·¢~ •I.A :,~U_q 
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Ecnt~ M>:'Ken~~1f1cp.t\Mas8'.l· ~d. ·~ w~ope Sbrlver~~uppo~f"Sai~.~i\~~;.r;~:1~}~~h~~\:t;tr.aga~~ 1:Shriver c~paign ~='f~~:;~:· 
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l1y ~ARREN WEAVJ:;R_ Jr. 
·:Spectal to Th• New York Times · 

W ASHiNGTON, Sept. 20-:­
.rgent. Shriver,· laying·· clail]l to 
e. p61itf Cai legacy of the Ken· 
xiy:famuy into which. he mar.­
eel;. announced today that he 
as""a"tandidate for the Demo­
:aticn0nunation for PresidMt. 

-~ •. ~ .... l<li•.r;~>:·.·;•:·:--.·.--""'->-- . .:: •• ,- ,:. • :.' .. ; ... -: 
Mo~. than . 500 .w~ll-wishers 

rowdE:d~ ~'.the b~Iir00m of 
he ~Mayflower Hotelto aJ>Plaud 
-tr." ·:shriver's• ·half-hour an­
totiilcerneni speech, and he~Jeft 
10-doubt in their minds that. he 
nteiid~·io iiin aflhe Kennedy . · 

~~t~r~~-lt~s~£~:~:·-~-
w:: ~hli\-er\Cf~n~e~rtJi~t"h~ wa~' 
a:)tal~g .~horse f.Or '._Senator 

~'lt;~~~;~Rif::~ 
t:iOn scHhat ~: brother-in•law 
coillci'·ake· ,it .over .. later .. if he 

t~~r!!:~.-;~k~g '~!~~~;;:,.: ... ··Le·~<-, , : .. , . ~~' . . . 
h. ·a · .. · · ·-<. · -~ ....• u .... • •· .. -· • · · . United Press 1ntemat1D111I · 
!!;: ~~-~·;"He d~'t need .. sargent S~lver fu Wa~hington yesterday after he an-

COntiDuecl on Page 27, Column 1 · ilounced he WiU seek Democratic presidential nomination. 

~ll >.r'. ·' 
,~. 

•·:.·· 'I' 

:, ;i-' 

. ~ ......... 
' ·< !!f ·,;_' . ;1 __ J;, ::::·~;g~:~~iU an Izispbsa)!lr~~i,· ,, '.-l 

·· k·:-~~:·i/ '·' ·Am"o. n'~·the.200-• ... * 
, ........ , '·\ - i; _,__.. . . ' 

; .:fr{:-:; .:, ., ; : committ~ 'list.~ ~ ""i 
· .(·:0"'-'""_.;..," .. " mer Government~ · 
.;: , ; sodated With Jolm-ai~~ · :i· 
: . . l Kenedy, plus a ~ '« --: 

X ·· / letes (Arthur Ashe .ct ~ . ... 
1

.velt . Grier), ~ ~- ,. 
Channing, Cloris X..~~ : ·, : f Paul Newman) IOI! . 

'. " . ~~n~~;am~nd snit ~~. 
-.-:.. I Mr. Shriverm~~~ 

. ' '~ 

j to cloak his refiD..~ - ..,.. 
4 political ~eritage d ~~ 
~ nedy family. He .'.".~ _,.:: ~ 
i· nouncement with a .............. • 

John F. Kennedy. '' ~ 

w~~~e~~ma~~: to applause_. ·~1- ·· \Q m=· 
that legacy, not b' ~~i 
alone but for tM ~~ l!tJ 

.. John Kennedy~~ .. 1
1
· 

ing, for tlle mil~ "'~'"" 
called to pubiic sfr\~ fl't' • 
billions arO\ind -.'W' ~ · . 
whom.,Johri K~ b s&Ul ll 
inspiration. , ·~ '\~\.... l .. !Wt~ 

1 Although' .. Mr. Shriot ttbfl\\l 
1 the usual di.Sclaimtt • l\t 
1 orientation within tbe ~""1-i:., :·ii~:~frS / . • · . ~,:;::i $' .. · ·. · · 

~:., 'SHRfVEitfN-RAilH ~. •'ij 1k. ~=~- '°......-----.:..~-: 
.·. '.~.J. --FOR PRESIDENCY .,r:}~ =~~oa:':~C:~~!d~~ 
·· . - · : ~~-- · ready obtained enough oontri· 

j entry in the race ~tie 
ed the field on die ,,_," ..... W 
left, putting him In potft\\Ma 
oompetition . with. an ldall 
others Representati\'e · U\t& 
and ~nator Birch Ba.vh .ot ll\• 
diana, a potendal OOldlda"' fl• 

: : ~\· :; 'Continued From Page I, Col e y, butions to qualify for matohing . · . ·:.: · l Federal funds. of' up to $~·mil-
, , '!. _;; a stalking horse. All the. candi· r lion per candtdat-e that will be 

. : .. ~--' :,/\ ·: dates agree that i:f Senator Ken· · t ·available for primaries for the ; 
'·' · ' i nedy wanted the non)ination ·he ' first time next year. . ' 

.. ::n CQUld get it. I ·think he ds the ra~~ ~~~rt ;5~di:::u~} 
: i most able, talented. attractive ._ 20 stllltes.in amount& of $2SO or 
·c_ ·· ~ ; ~~!daSh,te .the padrtydedh~'sl.t,. · . al i' less from each contributor. Mr. 
.•. · ·· &tu. nver a : was · t Sriver said that 920 people had 

•· source of sadness to me that, . f given him $186,3~2:s0·far. . ;I' . 
for his own reasons, he has de- ' ~- The scene was .redolent .or 

.· cided .he Will not .nm. But .1 1 the Kennedf f!'Jllily's politicai 
· · !"think we ought to take him a~ . activities over thelast.'15~8ts 

" his wold. let him alone and get ; ! · and moie. Etliel' -Keniiec!y/ ~ 
•·on about the business of sel~t- : -widow of swtot'Roberf·Fi: ..... -~, .. ·-_, ____ ,_ . ._,.,,,,.~·· 

. mg a President... . . . - :..: . . \ Kennedy, sa~, '-11 the },>la~i>nn 
; e~':· ::n~ ~~eth~e:: \f ~:~ E~ni:Si(f_!e~iY_:~~fi~.:~_'.;_, 

cratic nomination. The 'others - Listed as; .members.' Of•''olml· 

are. Senators Lolyd M; Bentsen . '\' . ~:en::_r:o~~_: __ 1_~e. nt_ .. ·· ... -~ .. '.: :J~ 
of Texas and Henry M. Jackson nedy, the , sertat~-:"snother; 
of· Washington;· Representative ·Mrs.· i:dw_ai-d;~("J{t?nnedY: P.a~ 
Morris K. Udall of Mtzona, for:- \" tricia K. :/La\¥foi'd . an$1" :MI'S;. 

.,.: ,!,:,: ; mer senator Fred R. Harris of · ' Stephen Smith;-'·sisier5'.:.of:~.n~ 
~~ '~~ j ',...~Oklah1Xna and former Govet~ -'~tor- Kemledy, and MrsO'Aris~ 

· '"(!!:.\ nor.s_ Jdmmy carter of Ge~a ~ ~ .. ':;~1;totle Onassis, widow of Presi· 

· :~;;,:!; \ am;'l,'eny"'"sanrord ot Nottii ·ca. ':''{f1¥_·.~~-:.f_ .. :_:n_1: .. J_._£.~nn_·_::.t_ y. ·. ·.· o.: •··· .:.:··~L -~t: ·"-: :~"'!: :_z_.,~ .. ~.... .· ,_.. . ;~ .- --· --... _,.- ... )£) 

..,~:_ "_. . 
-1!' ..... ~~, •• 

In response to a qt!St3~cid 
•id he had not )'ft -~ 
which Presidential prim•r:il~ 
enter, giving rise to s~U NtW 
that he might skip Cl whoT'O 
Hampshire prlmnry, n• 
Udall, Carter and.Jfllrrls nfll\ 
faations are already ~n plft~Mt 
. Mr.· Shriver spoke All" • 
"centralized;/ rf§ld. unl't'-11°"d 
sive bureauQN.cy '.and dtCIA~. 
tha.t "G<>vemment must "'"'" 

· on those t&Sks that lndlvldUAll, 
families and nelghbotlhood• cAn 

·' do for th_emseJve1r.''. 
1 

..lillr·y·: 
, . In the .irea of fore 11(n 1•:· • ' 
'- '- he said that "see~·ltl do111lnltmh 

we have·· meddled too "11~ · abroad . • • QW' lnterw11f Id 
.. abroad came from feat. CO of 

:war. feai:;, whlch ted to '':C.. 
.change m.!some P'"fOfiance 
. !ated. untir we awo-: not t~e 

• m el! places. ~ .. _., ·.: . 
Amenean · tr:adledon. . :-¥r. 
· After · the uremot'Y1 hfs 

· ·. Shriver held a r:r~t!t and .,--?~ 
• . subur~ Ma~_,.1_,, dtY . , _._ 
) .th~ V'l'Slted tM ,,.,..,,,,.,, . ' .cJ 

:;;·-·,o--....... ·fair. TomorTOW ~ wtU ~, --~-~ 
:;,-\· ._ .,.,;-;·;:Ori'NBC ·''Meet dW p,tJM'~ · :·-:1 

··;..~:·,fTfce~ft~ 7, 
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....• REPORT -· nv~~ ef'Jt~{sz: st'-R!l'JMITY"!!.;'!?i: ·~,~ 
:· . ··.From Sun-rtihes Wires . . " ' : ·_:.: ·' · '" / · · .. ;, ., . Ifdgstelh said. . · · · · · · " · r':(·,ll 

MANCHESTER, N.Jt ~ Sargerit Shriver. announced Mon~· ,.. Kt-lgsteiri said the FDA has maintained "a cloud of suspl-<f 
'day that he Is entering New Hampshire's earliest-In-the-nation ·;: clon" ove~ the less expensive drugs by publishing a list of 193 :p 
presldentlal primary and "was ithhe. raee to stay" for the', · , drugs that may not be. chemjcally equlvalentt? recognized 
Democratic nomination. ' " · ·· · ,. ~ bran_d-name drugs; ·.. . : . · ,. · _ .. · · >. · . . .· 

. , . Shriver, 60, his party's i.tnsuccessful vice-presidential noml~ 
nee In 1972, announced at a press conference before about 30 

. 'supporters and his wife Euriice that he would not .withdraw If · 
his brother-in-law, Sen. Edw~rd . M. Kennedy (D~Mass.), 
should enter the race. · · · · 

. · Shriver said he Is convinced that.Kennedy will not run, 
.. adding:· "Truthfully, I'm lri the race'to stay." · · · 

· Shriver'said, if elected, he would extend federal help to help 
New York City avoid bankruptcy; Referring to President 
Ford's decision not to help the city, he said ft "may be good 
politics _to .run against New York, but it's not good national 
leadership for the President of the United States." . 

Shriver said he would enter enough primaries to show his 
strength, but doubted that he would enter all the prlma.rfeS;.; ·: 
He said aides in Florida were to decide whether he would · 
enter the early Southf!rn contest. · 
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. ~ -~1-~;~~::~::;:;r~fn;;~ig1d~g·:: . _, -- . -j~~zJ 
tKe~fifi~iJ···,"1,4,;,a~,,~~·Join.·ShtiV~~ 
·~.:::~!~ifs!:~~ ¥.~~~~:~:i·:~£~:\~;·stv~~yni:· .:_;·:~"fa;:r:;, 
years . is· resigning to join the 1976• will concentr" te on his Kennedy's 1968 presldenti3I 
• > ... · . ; .. . . own S1mate re-electi\m campa- . ·· . . . . -
;Pres1dentialcampa1gn of-_Kex,i- ingnext.year. -.. ;~, .. · c. campa.mg,is the-!_hird v_ete~an 
;riedts brother_-in-law, ~~g~nt bra:Yii:~ said ·Iiew~uld delay professional to _join ,~~vei"'s 
i Shriver. · ·''· ·-> · · .. · , -'·'';: · his shift until· Keni~edy can campaign ·staff. ·' ·.· '. ·:, ~'"~·-~. ' 

· \'· Richard Drayne, 37, a vet- f.ind a replacemnt as i?ress sec· The 1972 vice presidential : 
!eran of national politics, an- retary, noting that U'le assist· candidate has Richard Mur- \ 
nounced yesterday he is leav· ant press secretary, · Lauretta . .. . i 

'ing the Massachusetts senator Cubberley, had left hst week phy, a former Democratic Na-· 
. to handle "issues and general for a new job with tb,e Public tional Committee aide and. 
strategy" for Shriver, who will Broadcasting System.; Kenne- convention planner, as his \ 

· formally announce his _candi- dy's chief advance man, Jim campaign manager, and Don I 
· .. ··· d.acy. on. Saturda.y.. . .· ·· · .. King, res.igned. e·ar. ll~.-e.r this. Pr.ide, former .. press s.ecret.ary· I -'!' Drayne's move is viewed as year to take a post iri Massa- to Gov. Reibin-~kew of Flo-

·j~~Cc:,~~~~~- -~~i~-~tio~- t~at ch~~;tt~~ ,.· ~- .::· .· ;',, .:. -··· .rid_a_as_~-~~pr~~-~~~~e:t~~~ 

\ 
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·~ ;:~?' ·•_:lA \·S-hr1v•. -~ ·_.e· "r·--_·CJ ah·a1 da·c~J_. ·::f ~-- ):\/:·~.:;. ,~31~te a~*e~-:1--i!:1;r::i:~i~i~vi.~1~~~ ·· .· . · .1::\.. · · · · . -.. .... --~ .-F.. ,. _..,. .-~~· .. ~~'-• k.i g 1 ~~ ........ the future ""! · ·;·f, .. '-.;'•' \:.-.1.; .. •.,'.. '~··"'W.'.•' •, ; '" ,,-,· .... " . .'H ';<-fr•' .;-_,·~.''>'•._.>'cyma n eve .-. UUln , ' 
· _:-'.J.:Vkf:'·J·- . .;,~ "'_.-;_';;' -~ - T'K:eillied::Y'says"'liii0ut'$hrl~ -·-sug)~·'k--~ ·:: -.... ,_, -~~M"'I:.~"? . · f · 
.. J.-:-J'Soviet hint that the next Presi- gest.thatlleis-1ess--trum'&app ·about-- of ·u.s.-Soviet :~tlo~ _.Shriverti '·: 
-~~-"-.. :·J;~e~t of the Uni_ted St!ites may now lie_ his political ambitions. AD•~ . f~ilY-"·:_br?ught together a~-~ of speech-;~· 
~ ~ . f7.$1ting the Soviet Union turn_ed out to J'.ivalry, some roight say, or res'entment:, _ ._~ters an~ _experts who have _wor~-~~ · 
·:: - ft&e a reference to Sargent Shrive~, Sen- • at the political complications \Vhicb the . m k~Y position_s for such presidential~ ·> ',,::r ator, ;d'Yard Kennedy's ~rother-m:law. Shriver faetC?T might 'add to. Kenn . ._.,, ~andidates as Se~ators ~Go~,·: i: · · 
t.-_.: ~l ,Sbr1..vei:.is seen as a P?SSilile candidate own plans-whatever these might *'~ , 4VJ:ondale, ~nd- Muskie •. The.unpr~on 
· i . .... , ~;J>y·.some of !he Democrats who have · -' But even if both men have ,.no ~ ! < ,~e gets from some of these compara-.:. . .. 

-, 1,·,_'-: · ,i:nev~ reconciled ~hell?-selves to Kenn~ . est in a ..:;talking hor~, a goi>d deal~"~ ~J.i.vely ~o11!1g _but pollti<:ally ~ened · . .;·;> .· 
·,.~'.". ·::' dy's deci~ion to stay ou1 'of the ra~~':.?1he support whicll ShrivermightattraClt{~ 1~Jir~fe~s.1onils is. that Shriver is cap~bl~·: ·1!· 
-,:. ,, :>:Th,e Russu~_ns, too, were amoi:ig Kenne-•::r WQ).tld derive from the hope that a v-Ote·;.; ~'W- inspfrl.pg _enthusiasm as ~ell a~ti:_ '. 
-~i'· _ ... dy's most ardent supporters, for they ~:.-foi:' him might ultimately turn out ~:".' ··.:;alty. They believe that po .-<1

• ·:_, bop~d ·.tha~ he. might keep•the Demo- ;~'b_e a vote for.Kennedy. Certainly s~~\" ~;~eas aTe, ~e~ .to ~a~~ a much wi~er -. 
?•F,::., crati~nommat10n fr?mSenator Henry -,;yer would liave to be, in the first· ,ff4l~peal: ~~ ..•• :-::."'--~- --"~-. ,, .. 1 ~ ..... 
:::'·~·>:lackSon,wh~seelectionthey wouldre-'l;:t~ce, an attractive ca1;14idate_in ti.is __ ; 0 But~-these _ideas have no~ be~-
.~; .. ,, .,;lgard,.~s lead}ng back to the cold war.--r.¢.Q}Vn right to make any impr~ssion in ·clearly-formulated or presen~ SQ far, -, --. · 
;~'.::' ,,,.,,~ whe~ Russilllls in '.\"ashington b':' ! the primaries:]'.~~·ve_studie<f ~apart frd!Jl,,the inlP()l°tant foreign P.~~ ;-:' ... 
/ .. : '.')~~ 8$k.ing what,chan~e sai;gent S!ID· I i,.is perform~ef.~''7as '114~. 'rn's . . .:iey:speecli .,lrl,ch _he is_ 4elj.verin_g)l1·:· "·-

"~:' ·: r& tion, ·just as: he was departing for a ma" I. Presidential~ mate~ 1972 con- . :. :":Viet Union more than a dozen times on 
:,;:·~-.: };·:v~r.had to get: the :Democratic nomma- ~ . . . -~·-~;.;;.;:~·;~£if.,\'.~~;.,. · · ·.· . . t·'Moscow today. It~ bas been to _the ~«>--

• '- ~~~jor tour of tlie Soviet U~ion,· it seemed -elude .tha,t he. has~nt~ot::tiiiH1u~ties _ ~!,:biisi:iiessJ.rips,' and , has·evid~ntly bn· '\ .•. 
::'~fl.goo~ q~.estion to l~plcmto. : ._ _'..· ,· rteed~d for a. suc~s.sful ca~pa~gn:-the: ,;;-~.:PresSeci Jh~ .~~mlln suffic~ently_ to. . 
)'''.~Shriver himself says that he has stam;na, the ~mbitf'on, tp.e inspirational .':';.have gotJh~ fny1tation for the pt~ep~. · ' 
.) b~eri getting letters urging him to FUn , quality, and" perhaps .most imp?rt~nt ::)i,olitic¥, ytstl _But '!he: ~swer !~ ~!1e 
·-Jn· next year's presidenflal primaries. -of.all, the !lbility~to e~oy callij2aignmg- -'-question the . Russians · are asking­

. '. "'lie .ustially tells the 'letter-Writers that and to thrive oJ!:it. The McGovern con- ; ''whether lie: is-. potenti~ a serious 
· ;;·b.eapi:>reciatestheiriJ;lterestandconfi·, J1ecti~n also pr?vid~s the_ link t~ t~e i•-eancildate~annot_~be-~ased .. on .U:ie 
;,'.;;'dence in him, but ii! not ma~ .a ~ci: ... part}> s left, wh~~ll,, is not enthusiastic_- . , views .of.llis supporters, as ~s colUJl1_n 

. · ··:'lion "now." · .. · · :.:.· · · · ~ ... ·:-- · · .. I :.about any of the candlda~es now:ll.l);~e. ''~18 based: It carinot as ye~·be based on. 
'·; ~~:~"'.-§eii,ator KeD,.nedy, says, «r kiiow peo- -~: 'field •. - · . ' . . _ ?' _- :/ ·. -~--·.· -•C::. : .. ··· '\'th~ view's of·iiIS opponents, l>ecause h'e 
. :•'pie bave talked to him .about it" and Shnver's supporters argue that, com- ·has. not d~ himself,, and th~r~ 

... ,,:_, i!.· ,have :"urged" him to· nin;. Kenneey pared ~th the .o.ther candi~ates,,he i;s. ·fore he has n~e: i'"i: . :i</J:~ ~K,). 
~,c· -.\'.~;.explains that he "co.uldn't" say now • ma unique positiQn to rebuild·the coa- .. ::·.•,The-latest. <;;allup poll ~bich te~ 
~-;,_'·1)·,~-?~at Shriver woiild not I1lll, "under. lition which brought John F. Kerure<i1.' ·~-the· •name" recognition'' . factor. puts 
... ';-'"".certain circumstances." "., ·· . . , ·to. the White House. He could be •at- :<Shriver well_ ahead of Jackson and 
':,::·,,, ~/i .·Kenn.edy _reacts with some vexation'.< tracti·v.e not_ o_nly ~o the left but_ ~.o .. to , ' se.\reril.l 'oth. er'·candfd;ite. s,·actual ·and 
:. '.' · .?.Jo the inevitable suggestion that Shri· · the party's opposite pole, the conserva- <pi)t:entiaL ~This . is. a powerful base on 

::._'..· .. i:· ,~'{VeJ:" w:ould merely ~e a. stal!dn~ horse '-tive workers and mi!Idle class who de- \.·,_which· to;build_-a ... eampaignt because 
~:< <; >Jor. his 'own candidacy, that Shriver :serted the Dem_Qcraticticket. in droves· ;, , it_ means that -Shriv~r does not ,~.c;l 
·.} .. ·:;:;would collect the .v!>~s in the p_rima·. -- i!1_1972. T_he J?arty bo~ses, the.org~a. · '.:: to.· strµggle·· Jo.)e 1,"ecognized JJ1 ,qte 

r:::rles and ·would then. transfer theni to t.iOIJ. types w}1o ai-e dism.~ted and dlS-/; \'.'public as ,the oµiers ~o .. He ean .. g~ 
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, , ,_Kennedy. Even ~si~ent Ford, to say . counted b~ the· left,_ ~11g~t _Eaµy_,)"o, )" straight· ahead to the next step~·ti> 
;'};1othing. of· _several important Demo-.• :~:Shrlyer mo!"e r~adily _than to some of , ~ . publlc:;adention ft;rhis policies,. ,. 

:<·;:erratic governors and many ~~~r party , ~e. o~ei: d,ln~dates.. ~ - partts. " l~ n ·be ,ts ready .to prese~~. the~. 
: .. • ~ • ,·· IJtalwartS, formees Jhe iposs1b11ity of a .- mamtam. They cite as· an example i, . Moseow. visit _-could begin,, the . , ~ < ,, 

+":::> ;tO::~e~dlocked . Ilemocratic Convention _,,.fact that. 1'4&YOl" Richar4, l)ale)'.,:Of Ch tfljr s('"o()~entifying J.llln m . .'.'U!,e 
:!/,'.-·: (·~hich, in the :absence of a candidate : cag(), stlll in ._control' o~. a po~erf . ·1}.· c mhid' as' a'lnan 'who '.ls able 
;";-' /; 't.i;.".'ith a clear ~aj9~ty; might draft Ken. · ~1i"arty machine, has let·. it· ~-e :;J~n~.w!l" ,q, ill· with· foreign leaders,: and who 
\-c:)tl, \~ec!Y,',a~ the l?arty s presidentiill nomi: : ·that ~e would support· a Shrive~ cand1/. "~ ,':treated~bt-tnem· ait a.JDSjor.:~e. 
-'~''.),;,, ~· ':~-~·~µtit JWght n<~t J>e. so easy to ar- ,: ~cy if Kenne!IY re~ll~ _refuses to~:·, '\;,,'-The Moscow -\'isit serves.as a trial 
!'·""'-:: :,;illl!-ge a brokered convention; ~solid. :;:,, .. There is 11ome evidence;: too;;ofsup·;' .. ]1~iioori.~.i( iS:.~ncLW get-_$1l4v~r· 
·;;Z:0 j:.J>l.ocl! .. of Shriver d~legates at the con- ;- port in tl;l~ b~!l~ commd~ty and, at tlie ·,. ; ; discu5se&: 1ls • a· '·presidentral: hopeftil, 
"';,·_'c:~ . _;vention could provide a Ke~necly base _other extreme, in the business c()mmu· ·. · and· thi8~ 'will .help .him to decide 
<:\:'. C:J~~ some such deal ·' . . .. . . .. Itjty,, With '!hich Shl:iver has',:de:ve1~;~ ;b.whether lie should ~·in· tl;le prim· 
:,:;,;/''; . : .. \,,'I, can, never stop pohtical specula- . oped close working links through bis - . s. :And 'if he. aoes .:run but does 
:~ ~:~::"". ".'. ~on," Ken!ledy says, with a weary tone .. : law practice. The Mississippi' Director\. ' '·,· ~uite make- it · there 'is ill ways 
N-~''" :_%in hi~, voice .. "I •cannot help ~.if. he :_ru' the National Association fori--the ·Ad·< ' " < ennedy opti~n . at the -conven·' 
·:;;.:~·~" .~~s._,Jf Shriver mak~s a d~lSlorr,, ,.: £.~ncement of Col()red P~ple, 'AarOQ,,; , \-.,~--- ':.;:;·\ "·J~· .\, _- . 
• ~'"''.'.: i-'·do_so, he ':!ould certainly be run~.:·:.~. Henry, wh'! is held _in high.regai:c:Ir _.~_ .. _:>,, • . . . _. . 
;.;,.)!._,_.~ :~,.Qn his, own. _Kenn~y ,leaned fonvar~·:: '~·some black activists has sent out ad' n,;_·-• ., ::', ~f'<" . ., .;__,:: 
-1!.~'"'.·> ~:)n.~ Chilir,_ trYilfg to acI.d emphasis'tQ --: ~- rcular letter urging)·:wpport' 'f6t! -'a·f.~-. ,::_~::-.;,1~·-,r;,_~· :· .. · c' -
~~i-.· ;.;:-i!ifi!-woros. ''If r were going to ruli;"·.lf;< · · briver candidacy. Sbriv~s. assocla· - ,,~.-; 1::0/ <,,~ ·.-· . -
;'l:: '-.:'.r1t~:wotild be a candi~ate. I wou.~d ~ot have '. @n with the Peace Corps u~c:ter'r :ij.eo/,ij j:~.: ,;t.'_;., < ;..,<-, -' " 
,:.;i;j.{'\;;~~ ~g 'J;io~e. -,,But, ,he msISted, -~ _ , ~y, and \~th the anti-~oy¢~;· J;l~~l :·,:;.::.;:~\;i·<;,:".·: '.· <·' -· .1 

~?.:_.:"as not.go~g. to rµn.; .··: - ,, · "'.' •:,;-. . • gram when he _headed _tb,e,'Q~fic;e· ~~;, 1-;;(' ... ;':,~U."~\-'.,> ,_ 
: .;~~ . .,;x. " Sh:1"fver_:~ aides, t«?o_, msist _that if he_ _ :Economic Opportunity;' pro~des.,J1iiD~~ 1:-;;;1#~::'".;i'~~~ .• >-:' 
.-~1~.;.~,,1~1 s; he Will beJUspwncandidate.Hav·. 1

1
• with~a potential cadre·of:·~m'o~:~· ·~~;._.~l-:"~3;,Jr:' 

\-#..' ~J. l> t'"ked t b th . tt ,.tt_' . '"' )• ) "" ,, ...... ... ~ "' i '"}:.>-''}-:'· ... f! o_ )Pen ma~ a em}'<~;:- , ..,,. ted politicill.wor~~s, i;n~:~~~hgui~ •. Y"·-~ · .. '.:;~;';;:;,:; :... _ -
\~.": '1-\li:~.~be their nunc;fs !ind feelings, I be'.:f . .,'.~W'_o~cupy k~y positic_>ns ~i;i:th,_~.~ , :'-'J.;_\:Y.:.."·j.-· -:-- • 

-· - -;"~~ ~he\Jl. There rs JUSt:that ~ouch CJ!-:-; .,,:,~unities. Their· letters, too, snow tha ' ' :~~ '. . . . 
·asperity, barely perceptible. m what· .•:they would be ready to throw them-· _'i.I".- · · 

' selves .with enthusiasm into a Shriver ·-. T 
campaign. · 
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J Sln;i~~f~~ifi.~;,''He'S"_DCtide~j 
. To Seek Presidency m 1976.:J 
:By Jules Witcover and Rich- ver that if lte wanted to run I got the un~quivo~~limp~~~~ 

ard M. Cohen he should not alfow that con- sion that there was no Pt>ssi~ 
Waohington P~t start writers cern to deter him. Kennedy bility he would run. l. ex" -

Sargent Shriver,- the 1972 also assured his brother-in-law ·pressed my regret about that 
· : Democratic vice-presidential that he himself was firm in his Obviously, if he is definitely 
:nominee and brother-in-law of decision not tp be a candidate out of it, it makes it mote m.; 
.Sen. Edward M. Kennedy (D- in 1976. . · . _ teresting to me. But I did not 
Mass.), yesterday den~ed re- Ai>Pri~ed of Kennedy's flat say I ~ad de~ided to run." . 
ports that he has decided . to statement, Shriver said, "I'm Shriver said that if Kenned 
s_eek his. P~z:ty's 1976 presiden- sorry if there's any confusion were ~o d~cide to _run, both he 

1 ·~ no!-11.ma.tio~. ,; _ _ _ .' .. in anybody's mind. But I and hi~ wife,_ Eum~, the sena-
-ytU JUst isn t _true,_ Sbrvier haven't made any decision. He tor's sister, would liketo help .. 
s~i~. "l have not made, any de- may have ·gotten , the il:npres- I~ be was i!lterested in run,; 

. c1sion to run. I ~<?n t even sion I was _ going to run. I n~ng, my wife wo~d be . fo~i 
have a finance committee, or a don't want to leave you with hi·m and so would I. . -!;i 
political honcho. It would be the impression. Teddy is tell- · Shriver'$, denial came after; 
really ludicrous of me to run ing ·some kind of fib." . · he had conferred by phon~1 

·without any ·. fundamental . · · with his wife and'. she had 
foundatiop,· or basis to make ~hat he_ did tell Ke~_edy, talked to her brother by· 
such a statement viable. I am Shriver said, was that mas- phone. Kennedy was in New: 
eonsidering it." .. ·· . , . .. '. m?cb as Kennedy was deter- York last night to speak at aj 

The denial, iri a telephone mmed ~ot, to be a. candida~, dinner and unavailable for 
interview with Shriver, who is he (Shriver)_ was go~ to sen- further comment. <·; · I 
vacationing in the Florida ously _consider mak.ing .tll~ One declared candidate, 
Keys, came two hours ·after race. ~ince that meeting, Sl:iri- Sen. LlOyd M, Bentsen · ·(!);.· 
Kennedy told The Washington ver sa~d, he has beei;i sounding Tex.), reported he has raised 
Post that Shriver had in- out friends and political asso- the required $5,000 in contrb. 
formed him ·in Kennedy's of- ciates about whethe~ he -butions of $250 or less in -20' 
fice on: June 4 . that he '\\'.Ould should run, ~d what kind of states to qualify for fedetal run. _, . .;: : ... . support he might expect. , matching money und'er· tbe 

... "He told me he was.goi~g to What actuall! happened at new federal . campaign -~: 
· ' run and I wished him well," the meeting with his brother- Bentsen said he has raiSed 

· . Kennedy said. · ' · in-law, Shriver said, was that more than $450,000 and be~-be-
Kennedy said he and Shri- he went there to encourage comes the third candidate:· tO 

.ver -dis~ussed some of the i~ Kenned~ . to rec:onsider . his have qualified. The others-~ 
·· sues and problems that Shri- own declSlon against runmng. Sen. Henry M. Jackson ·a>­

ver woul,d face, including Shri- He told Kennedy, be said, that Wash.) and Democratic GOY. 
ver's concern that as a candi- iil traveling around the conn- George C. Wallace of A(a. 
date he might. be taken. by try he found most Democrats bama. A spokesman for Rep.' 
manY as a'. stalking horse for he talked to thought Teddy Morris K. Udall (D-Ariz.}: "bas; 

,;_ Kennedy-running as a stand- would by far be the b.est can- said Udall will qyalify for tb .. ell 
. in for him. . . . . . didate" for the party in 1976. .. matching funds in a couple-of 

Kennedy said he told Shri- ,·In response," Shriver said; weeks. · ;.~.·Y' 
~- i:~·- · .. :~·~ .. ~~ -·:3-,., .. , .. - ..'},·- ..... :"~ .... ~,· ;D:t,,.,';<" ... -.-·~ . • .•. l;r.";:~·-.; 



~ ·· ~zaiuiEvans and Robert Novak:· . 

. 1 ··,:!ttar :~;ti~:, D~~;:;ti~ii~~!:; ::g=::1v~~;~~:1.0i:1sc ::n;:. -~-·~ .. ~ ·~~v~.~~:~e ~0~: 
, ' , . ac~ually ~ug~ed up his first maJOlj plans to work Jn Shr1ver's. campaign. future rt he ~P .ffiie~ was only one ... 

.;;_1pa1gn operative: Manhattan lawy.,_~ . The reality of a· Shriver presidential suppo_ . e . · . · · · 
',\1 former Deputy Secretary Of De, j campaign took root after he' and .his conceivable .office ... that .. would .. have: 

. ~,,. se Cyrus Vance. _ · ·J wife,· Eunice Kennedy Shriver; got inten:sted Reagan, who was then start·: 
·1·,~ver's greatest worry is that his a green Ugh~ from the head of· the ing his. seventh year as_ governM, and . 
. e\'did'acy, now tentatively set for an- Kennedy family, .Sen. Edward M; Ken- that was fu,e presidency. . .· · \ 
. :1~me.nt by La•bor Day, won't be nedy. The gr. _een light. meant . t:11at Haerle's. reply to Deaver was: "ab- , 

' :en senously. by party leaders. To Kennedy, despite contrary views wide; solutely." But a little more thiµi two . 

'
~'mize that wholly realistic fear ly held throughout the party, has no years iater Jiow ensconced as party. 

·L' will not announce until he ha~ : intention Of breaking his. "no-draft" chairman, :B:aerle agreed to take a top · 
dtpiled a complete campaign. organ· . pledge, no m~tter. ~hat happens at spot in the Ford campaign despite • 

:}_~~t.lon from fun. d·raising to media.;. the Democratic national.· .. C,~~~~~-~~.~. .the possibility ~t Reagan may run ' 
)j· ' tlm · t f · next summer. · · · · · ·• ·,· ··'' ,·. '·, against the President for the Repub-
, . , ce, a one- e pro ege o f~rmer . Intimates of . both Kennedy and Ii mm: ti . · . · · .· · · 
' '.I\ .!Si~ent Lyndon Johnson, has pnvate- . Shriver say the senator will be strictly can no a. on. . .· . . . 
; · ·. ·l/ireed to become a top-level legal, . . · . . . · . Footnote: ~ effort .planned by 
· ·:t financial· campaign .aide whose ; ne~:ial ~out ~ver's ca:n_ipa~n. "d Reagan loyalists to discipline Haerle 
· · · assignment will to be make the ! · • ve s . re copcern 18 avoi i at last weekend's meeting of the Re-

f ·~\nedys' brother·in·law arid .1?72 · :e~1t!1:1;~s:1ho1: =ve~:!.~~: 1 

publican state executive committee f~ 
~' : iocratic vice presidential mmunee i elective politics came when McGovern i flat. AS . state. chairman, . H~erle him 

\ ly eligible for matching federal ick d hi to fill th . "d . tial self bas appomted a maJor1ty of the 
·, paign funds at the earliest possible': P -~-· ._ !11 . . e vt~e pr~si en executive committee, giving him ma· 

·1·· .· · ··. ·· , .. "' ·::1c~?Jl1pm:i.eych!1c:72~'ttc~~~~~:C¥l~l~··~:~~~~f --,~ ~:c~~:~,} 
-: . ·M.· :.ff:!~e~:1~$s~&o ":: :a: :,;·:·:~:;:~ .. ~tnote:. ~m~ part;~i~~·~~}Sfl~~~•.!~~-~l'PrlBe~ Inc-.~~ .. ·.:'.,.;.:; 
., states, in individual contributions ·· 1 ··=115 that Shriver's · ehief : asset"Jn<~ 
; · \~more than $250 each. Four Demo- • , burgeoning Democratic field. without: 

t le eonteilders have now passed that ! . any stars is the fact thit he never i 
J' \·. . " · ·· · ... ,.: . ~ .. · : .. I ·· held public office and is not perceived. 
t •· · · · ·: · · by voters as a "politician"--an op- : 
¥ ' . ver last ~k . also asked Min· i probrious word in ·.post·. · •. Wa .• te.·. r. g. at~ I oils economist Walter Heller, Pres- : America . . . .. . •. · , · ' · 

Kennedy's top economic adviser, : ·. · .. . · • '. j : · :·,;::: .. '· 
:i e command of ,his economic plan- ' . · · ; · · · ·; · .. :~ .: · · 
'.for the ci>mfug presidential cam· The fury withiri Ronald Rea~an's : 

: ,, with ·special attention on new inner circle over Paul Haerle's decision • 
· · to raise investme·nt capital for .to be co-chairman of Gerald Ford's ; 
Hean business. Heller, a full-time presidential campaign in California . 
bnucs professor at the Universi'ty goes back to a private littl~ chat b~ : 
.. nnesota, may say no on grounds , tween Haerle, now Republican Party 

· • rloes not have that much time to · . chairman in California; · Reagan and ' 
~ to politics. · · · ' top Reagan operative Mike Deaver in 

·'l\ casting about for an economic early 1973. · ··::.,,, .. ··.'. ' , . . rr~, Shriver bas stressed 'this par- .. Haerle wanted the p0st of . Party 
~ t objective: to avoid getting. ·Vice-Chairman, and be went to··Reagari. 
1\\ t in the mishmash of confusing, to ask !he ,then·gov_e~or's help. ~eagan 
'J lstlc economic programs which gave. 1t 'unconditionally/' .with no 
Sen. George McGovern Of Sputh questions asked. , . . ~ , . · 'c • : ~ • . \' 

~
Hta much of his credibility as Dem· ·c,:·'-'':'B.· ut. Dea. ver, sitting hi·. the· govern .. or's 

i 
lie dpdiresidential nominee in 1972. ;t>~~~l1~ .~~~~. ~ ~~~*' .~. 

I
I ~e~ i!:nba~· r::;e p~~c~e~~ .. ~:. •...• o.,,,,._ ' 

~
!Omic talks the past six weeks with 
!Yi. other possible recruits, incllid· 
'•Rlebard . Nixon's 1972. economic 
"!Sinan. and adviser Pierre.' RJn.; 

• • _.·,..,.,,:.~.: .............. .:::.:.: ••• o..:.i. ~' • -~J 

•' 



~hri~!!::r_.Js De,;,_~~'-· _ 
Martfia Mitchell . 

John D. Lofton Jr. 
WASHINGTON - Like Al Capp's 

character in Ll'l. Abner, Joe Btfsplk, 
who is always under a black cloud, 
wherever Sargent Shriver goes and 
whatever he does, he is surrounded by . 
confusion. 

The current flap involvin~ Shriver 
. has to do · with whether he'll run for 
'president in 1976. First, there was a re· 
port that he was being pressured to 
make the .. race by what he called "a 
considerable number of reasonably 
astute political figures." Then broth­
er-in-law Sen. Edward Kennedy, after 
meeting with him, said Shriver told 
him he would run. Not so, said Shriver 
two hours later. - · · 

In the most ·recent report, Shriver 
said it was his conversation with Ken- . 
nedy · - in which the senator said he . 
would not be running - that made i 
him; Shriver, decide to run. I 

But regardless of what Sarge ulti· : 
mately decides to do, t~e one thing that , 
can never be true is the report in the ; 
Chicago Sun-Times that in the coming : 
months Shriver will surface as a : 
"serious Democratic presidential as- ! 

pirant." No way. Sargent Shriver will · 
never be a "serious" anything. 

George McGovern's seventh choice 
for vice president is the Democrat's 
Martha Mitchell. He is a combination 
of Prof. Irwin Corey and Capt. Kang­
aroo. Shriver is the only person .being . 
mentioned for president who I'm af· . 
raid might start an atomic war, hot be- , 
cause he would chose to push the nu- : 
clear button, but because. he might ac- ; 
cidentally sit. on it. i 

. I 

I 
THE FORMER Peace Corps direc- • 

tor was the Mr. Malaprop of the 1972 
campaign. His was the only plane 
where, when the Secret Service agents 
moved into action for. the candidate, 
both his staff ·and members of the 
press played "The Halls · of Monte- · 
zuma" on kazoos. Shriver was the 
master of the glittering goo-gooism, . 
the incomprehensible. overstatement, 
and, on occasion, he even invented~. 
won:ls. In one instance, he forgot : who ; 
~~~~a.s .. running with, , .,.;.· ... , .. ,;.; . .:,,;_ 

-----

,., .. ,.Jn . Minneapolis, Shriver told. hiS -au~ 
dience that on election day "th!? choice 
of the century will be between a hollow. 
brain and a hollow program - the New 
Federalism of the Nixon Adminis-: 
tration as compared to the new Ameri·., 
can alliance proposed by Georg.e· 
McGovern." . ·· . 1 

In September 1972, papers all ac~oss ' 
the country carried a p~oto or Shriver 
slapping his forehead m embarrass­
ment after telling a labor group: "We 
will carry California for Njxon and 
Shriver . 

Before a group of students; Sarge 
brought his rhetorical blunderbuss to 
bear on all Republicans, accusing 
them of being pro-business, and, quot· 
ing from that great classic '.'Rub-a­
Dub-Dub," having done nothing for 
the "butcher, the baker or the candle· 
stick maker." 

IN A New York super~arket~ bl~m- • 
ing high prices on the GOP, Shriver. 
told a woman shopper that bacon had 
gone up 100 per cent, adding that she , 
probably already knew. this, though. ; 
Bronx Borough President .Robert: 
Abrams quickly took Sarge aside and 
informed him that the. lady was the 
wife of a prominent rabbi. . . , 

Attacking Nixon's concept . of JUS· 
tice Shriver accused the president of . 
destructive ''politicization" of the pro-· 
cess which sounds bad, but one can't 
be s~re since there's no such word. 

In the 1972 campaign, Shriver was a . 
practitioner of the oldest of the old pol· 
itics - saying one thing in one part of 
the country, another thing in ano~er 
area. In Little Rock, Ark., he praised 
Confederate Gens. Robert E. Lee and 
Jeb Stuart as "great Americans," The 
next month, in Rockford, Ill., he re- . 
ferred to 'those who fought for the 
South as "traitors." . 

McGovern's runl).ing mate de· 
nounced· Nixon's so-called Southern 
Strategy as "nothing more tha? 
warmed-over Reconstruction." But if 
the strategy was what its critics said it i 
was - a favored treatment for the 
South over other areas of the country 
- it would have, in fact, been the oppo· 
site of Reconstruction. 

Explaining his can?idacy ~n ~.e _last 
election, Sargent Shriver said: Nixon 
represents the Tories. I represent the 
rabble." If this is so, my heart goes out 
to the mob. Even rabble deserve bet· 

.·\ . . 
ter:. '':.'>>.. 



-'/v*,,. -~·. ·-:•.:;-:-'1}-t·:, 'f'1 •• , _ : • .,, • . . ·~~~~~nc~:;:.:::~:z~;;:.~;.:;~::~, -~· .- .. · . 
By CHRISTOPHER LYDON- ··as Alexa~der E. Bar~an of publ~can ""t.iJioml.MiiJig''·:i100n~§.~t~s;·";:.tJ1e man '.for · our~ 
_ .-.iriiedaJ.!!>_TM_New. XDl'!.1'1.n!..'-'. _______ the American Federation of vent!On next year. . ~ .. -: · . tiJne, ·Nelson Rockefeller." 

Labo~ and C~~ss- of In·--··"'Raymond·p:· Shlifer,.cwho ~--Johri ·G. Veneman, who 
WASHIN<;JTON, June 22- . dustrtal ()rgamzations to Alan will help out the Vice Pres.i- !Ost the Republican primacy 

On elect.ion night, · 1972, Sar- .. Baron~ a r~form. pam_Phleteer. dent. in ... ''jntergovernmenUli ,last year running ·. for the , 
leant. Shi:i.ver's ·.friends S(!r~ ; . Mr .. Shnver 1S . sa1~ . to b~ relatians," was Governor . of . offree of Lieutenant Governor \ 
naded the defeated Vice-Pr'esi~ · pi~tunng New Y.ork s -April·· .Pennsylvania .·· from 2.1967 . ·in Califonlia, iS a former \ 
dential candidate with a par- pnm11:ry as a lo~ical. laun~h- through 1970 and chairman ·_-Under Secretary of. ·Health, : 

·. od. y of "I Can't Get Started." mg sit~and ~icturn~g him- . -of.· President Nixon's. Com- ·-Education and Welfare; He 
1 

self as the Liberals most . . · . · Ab. c :'· • . · ' 
· · ·· · '.'I've · Camus'd promising alternative to ·.mission . ~n . D~g . .. use .. ·w1µ be Mr. • -R~efeller's 

~and I've Sartre'd" Senator. Henry M. Jackson· _.Amo_ng. his mc1dental . ~ .,, chtef .. ~sonal .adVIser on 
W11shin,gton went· ·the song .. of Washington.. , _: .• :- 00_ , .... · ...• dent1als .. He was :an e8:ting- cont.am~ the cost of Demo- _ 

Notes .. ~J:itia~~~do~orm~ :: ~ <,:··'>>• .. ···,·[-~·{_'.;.,• ~~·s'fr~~~theOfY~t;_n; ... =c=:rogam~ti=··· 
.. · ->_:·< France, "but 1.: ViCe President Rockefeller : School in the late nirieteen- ~health insurance.-·<•y;,;f.;-,'~'/l, 
can't get startecl at home." ha.5 made two substantial ·,ihirtie5; -arid lie . gave a'-:~,: ·Mr. Shafer WaS one:"bf 30 
,Mr. Shriver is having much additions ·to his staff~from nomiitating> Speech at the :former Governors whom for-. 
·the same problem with the C~ifomia and Pennsylvani~, · 1968 convention for "an· ex- :·mer Governor Rockefeller in" .' 
1976 .. Presidential campaig~. as it happened, two states traOrdinacy human being, the • 'viied tO .a Stag dinner at his ' 
which. he still seems deter- that. will have among- the man most_gUalif®.-uh:be· ""borne 'on>FOxha:IJ ,ROOd here .I 

·.mined to enter; When The 'largest delegations at the Re-· Presidenf~lt~~~~':;~~-iecfSnut week. _}1'ot .on the.guest .\ 
. Washington Star reported last • .· ·· · · · · ·· 
week . that . the first Peace • 

· ~.Corps 'director had. finally de- · 
· ··~ cided ·.to. ·run, Mr, Shriver re- , 
')ponded in The' Washlrigton 
Post th:at nothing was defin· 

. :ite.. : ·,: · · · ··· ,:/ .:· ': . . :.>: · 
Among the people he puz­

zled in this process was his 
brother"in"law, Sem1far F.d­
·ward M . .I<;ennedy of Massa-· 
chusetts, who commented on ., 

·the first "go" story, "He told 
rrie he was going to run . and 
I wished him well." But when 
Mr. S.~river changed .that' t() , 
"no .go," _Mr. Kennedy •i:e- t 

: called only, the ~·ciearJinpres-

· sioAn~~ k~~~~··fi~~fut~! ir 
younger •Demod~tic; :~tgan• · 

· 1zers'that Mr. Shnv.er has ap­
: proached for help say hiS 
·mind seems made up. He is 
:f1mcying a COB:lition of slip.­

. ·port; they say, ranging from 
·;such ·an arclietypal "regular" 
''-===================== 



~tr;~ SbriWr -ilndifie~1Kelll1ed).' coiil1~C~i(i~l· 
. . y. irlually ~very one of the current. C!'OP of. Demo­
-, . cratic presidential hopefuls had soine connection 
· with the brief presidency of John F. Kennedy. 
· According lo Kennedy's personal secretary, Evelyn . 

Lincoln, then-North Carolina governor Terry Sanford · 
was heini-t considered as a replacement to Vice-Presi- . 
dPnl Lyndon Johnson prior lo the ill-fated trip to · 
Dallas. Morris Udall was elected to the Congress when 
his brother Stewart vacated the seal after being 
appointed Kennedy's Secretary of the Interior. Candi­
c\ates llarris, Rayh and Carter all share a similar fresh 
face. anti-old guard, generally progressive theme and 
style of campaigning that the late president displayed 
!lo well. 

But none were as close to Kennedy. as R. Sargent 
Shriver. In May of 1953 he married Kennedy's sister, 
Eunice. and for much of his adult life has been involve1l 
in either the business operations of the Kennedy family 
or has played a role in their political undertakings. 

The Shrivers. a Roman Catholic family, fii:.st 
arrived in Maryland in 1693. Born irl Westminst·~r. 

_Md. in 1915, ll. Sargent Shriver was the son of a banl,cer 
c;:-;:-wit.h financial interests in New York and Maryland. He 
'::}:. fravelecl widely in Europe prior lo World War II, grad­
'· 'dialed from Yale in 1938, and after receiving a law de-

·-• ~rei.• from Yale in 1941. served a brief stint with a '\Jew 

York law firm. Shriver spent World War -Ii on battle­
ships and submarines in both the Atlantic and Pacific; 
in 1945 he returned to civilian life after attainini• Lhe . 
rank of lieutenant: commander. : • ' 

. -
Pursuing a career in journalism rather than law 

ShriVl'r became an assistant editor for Newsweeh but 
in 1946 was recruited by Joseph Kennedy to edit the 
lPtlers of his son, Joseph, Jr., who had been killed 

· during the war. Taking on other duties for Kennedy in 
his husi!1ess empire, he became, in 1948, the asdstant 
gl'ner_al manager of the Kennedy-owned Chicago 
MPrchandise Mart-the largest commerical builJing in 

·the• world. · 
.... Ile played an active role in Chicago's community 
all airs, was appointed to the school board in 1955, and a 
_vl'ar later became its president, the youngest school 
hoard leader in a major city at that time. · 

In 1960 Shriver devoted his full attention to the 
candidacy of his. brother-in-law, working in the critical 
primaries of Wisconsin and West Virginia. In the 
general election he ran the civil rights section of the 
Kennedy campaign. It was in that capacity that he 
urged Kennedy to call Mrs._ Martin Luther King at the 
lime her husband w.~s In jail in Georgia for civil rights 

activities-an act which is credited by si:>ine ps having 
innuenced enough black vo_tes into the l{e~necly column 
to have tipped the scales away· from Yice~President 
Nixon in some major states. · · · . 

· .After the Kennedy victory Shriver ran the team 
that recruited the top administrative talent. The 
cabinet that he helped to select served the longest of 
any in this century. On March 4, 1961, he ~as 
appointed director of the recently established Peace 
Corps. His effort as head of that program has probably 
been the highlight of his career in public service. 
Bringing to the job an enthusiasm and zest that char­
acterized the "New Frontier", Shriver was able, by his 
salesmanship and hard work, to sway congressional 
and public skeptics of the program, and to deal effec­
tively with foreign nations and' leaders: 

In . his tenure in .·that post, he. visited over 50 
nations in Africa, Asia and Latin America· and traveled 
over half a million miles. · ·· 

In 1964, Shriver was asked by President Lyndon 
Johnson to lead the War on Poverty. Under his 
guidance such programs as VISTA, Head Start, 
Community Action,. Job Corps and Legal Aid were_. 
implemented. In 1968 Johnson appointed him the 
American ambassador to France,_ a post at which he 
remained during the first two years of the Nixon 



·:·_;;;T''~Eunice Kennedy Shriver - when you're in a big family 'you have to hustle all tte time' _ . 
• - •• ' ••• • • d 

--- . 

Eunice Shriver.··. _ :af jet i:5peed 
__ --• T-he_ 'Katharine Hepburn' .of_ the-K~nnedys -___ _ 
--~·-~-Jp(Jfs-diligent work ·before-:personal--ambition_· - ----~· 
- -- <_:2~ :- By u;~ S'!ee~ey · - -· _ -::- - ·::-.-_~admits. "i~ni\·~ry ~WY d~lng_what I do.Alld if J ~~: 

'· Staff cc:iri-esJ)Onileiii Of The Christian Science Monitor - the White House I would be really interesS:ai in c~ 
· - ·• ''-" ;-._ .-.:.?,::··-_· - -< '' " -. · ·• Wasbtn - 0 to do what I do, :which is working .. "'Dat's av.,...~' 

- · .,. ":' ·-··: · · . · ~"' - · .-. ,. . ~ - answer, r guess, but L was trying to amwer in ..,;.,.,. ~ 
One sandy .day 10 H'yanmsport; Cape Cod~ m 1975, dunng --ainbition." . _ .::.. . , ·-- : ~-, ._ ,,, 1 .-_c_ .• ,. _ """~~ 

Sargent Sbriver's last run for the presidency he an- . -- - .. _,., ____ ' 0 .-:--" -" ·- - • -

- · Indi - Iis to '. His - _-·No White House ambitions for-Mrs. Siriver *' 
n~unced ~e was gomg to . anapo ' . campaign. . executive· vice-president 'is the driving f!srce ~ 
wife,_Eumce Kennedy Shriver, announced she w~~omg )Cennedy Foundation's work for the rdarded -..· 
to swtm. _. special olympics she instituted for the handicap~:- ~ 

. "' : _c> SJie says of the retarded and handicapped chil~ 
.- are helped: "I'm ~ry, very full of admiration fork 

-·•·_and of amazement_and wonder at the hUmm spirit, .w"aj 
So she and a friend from Ir~laDd, Dot Tubrity, splashed _ accomplishes. We.talk about great feats of war and~ 

_into the ocean. "'Ibey were out swmuDing aroiind," but what could be more exciting than all fbse ch,I'-:~ 
remembers Ethel Kennedy; Mrs. Shriver's sister-in-law, ; ~~ ~e courage they ha"!'; all the spirit, the~ 
"when Eunice said, 'Maybe L reaIIy ought fu go to spmt, IS forever eternal. .. _ · _ ,, . -. 
Indianapolis.' "The problem wa5, tJ:ie plane was Jeavi_ng in . __ ._'_'People are al\Vays saying; what use tft the r~, 

(l~;~~ra~ into th~ h~~;~~afe~thl~, :; :e:~:;y ':a'au~:!:t:~'!~ie8!: ~i!:~~; 
:?aijd they made a dash for the plane. But when they got to human spirit over adversity than these people?" --
<tile airport, says Mrs. Kennedy, "Eunice realized she'd Kennecjy family friend LemoY,De <Leno _Bill~:--_ 
forgotten to put a dre5s on, so she said to Dot, '_Would you gests __ ~t it __ was ~unice's . special clmeness ~iii 
take your dress off, I'll ~it. You can change behind the compassion for her retarded sister -&sem.ary ~ 
car.' So Eunice wore the dress over her bathing suit on spurred her to"open up opportunities for the re~-
board the plane, then on tO the speech and reception in , ~e.last ~ye~, bring th~m ~~t_o~ ~e ~t".WJ!t1 

In~=~:saysE~J.~e;edy, "likes~ do unngS on .· s~~~c~ u;~·t'·Diat~rialls~~rlented-~ aD,:"sa~dZl 
thespurofthe~ment.'' ,:. ,, .. ~ '-Kennedy, who describes her as "hopeful,_ stead): It/II! 

Meeting the wife of the Maryland Democrat who wants delightfully unpredictable." Asociologymajorat~ 
to be president is just that abrupt. Eunice Shriver's door University, she worked with juvenile delinquents l.o j!t'Cifrr. 
slams open and 'she shoots out, trailiJtg a sort of jet reform before turning to retardation. :. ---- __ - .. -
exhaust{ beginning the conversation in mid-paragraph, --• She _is an Ipswich clam about what she likes', bUt it~ 
then sweeping the in~rviewer into the robin's egg blue _ to say she is, fond of-Sean O'Casey, skiing, ·co~ 
office where she runs the Joseph P. Kennedy Jr~ , (religious art, American antiques, and decoys) ~ 
FoundationinWashington,D.C. :)- --'-· -. ' - . .-._ -;~chocolate chip cookies, sailing, tennis, swt~· 
. In an interview Mrs. Shriver does not so much ariswer a . Fru;b,ee. And that. her childhood heroine was ~ 

question as pounce o~ it. She is a tall, slender woman With Earhart.- Her_ mother, llose Kennedy, writes t,t ~ 
a certain wiry grace, a woman who paces the floor, thumps . _matchless "energy, initiative and drive.''-~ther ~ -
the table, runs her fingers through her lion's mane of watcher calls her "a ticking time bomb.'' _ ' • , _ 
brown and blonde ~ as she talks. There is a Kathatj.ne _-_ As the iniddle child of nine, Eunice Shriver re~~~ 
Hepburn quality af?out her walk and about her talk, the _"When you're in a big family you have to hustlo dJ • 

: , voice -low, cultured,_ and salted with the characteristic - ·:-time: But l thilik tha~&.. a good quality to instill i, ,_. 
Kennedy r's~:'Americar" and "Chinar.''__ " · - · - · :-children, for whatever·they have to get.'' She and~ 
~og the re~ini~g of the original nine Kennedy _ Shriver, f()rmer. P~e Corps ~ 8:11~ ~~ 

children she now IS the oldest, her face mo~ seasoned France; have five children. _ _ -.-. ' · >""' _:;,-:: __ :~::; ·, . . . --i 
_ ~ pictures would suggest The eyes are a ~oft blue, _They met at a di~er party in New Yor~, when her~, 

while she has the bold bone structure. and flashing teeth leathleen took her across --the room to talk to ''M!i. ' 
i that are the family signature. This day, she is wearing a , delightful man" from an old Maryland family whtl "'1d ~· 
; tan, black, and green somber,.striped sweater over black . worked his way through-college and law school:_Sl.x Y•' 
~ ~ts_, a s~ ~ of ~let ~~~~ so~, and ~~uffed later ~ey :were· marri~. ~"I .thought ,be jvq ~ -
, .-GUcclS. - , •> .• _, -:- -; ::~~,~- ~- · _- >·; -.. -_ - • - - - attractive," says Mrs.-Shriver. A pause, alowlalltJh 1~ 
'5h;t~I!'~ particularly want toJie in the White House,'' ~he . ·-still do.'.' "-:" __ ,,,-~ - ·· _ -_:, < -· --•_ '_~_::-_ -:~;~''.~:.~::f:f''"~~~;: 0~"' +,.fi~ 
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. ·' -;:' . :;._,i:·;l '$• 
'.; ·By James M. Perry · · 

•: FROM lNDIANOL~, MISS. ; ''' · · 

T
. HE ROMAN Catholic hieratchy in 

~~\·~~. \~;t~m::ir a.~~~~~' l 
cat~.~~tuck It' m my guts . .,, ...... · ' 
· '~hriv

0

er .ran a', dh;appointing fifth. in .. 
ihe caucuses on Jan: l!pn Iowa, behmd 

· carter, Bayh; Harris, ~lld tJ:dalL, . 
. ;··rn ro~a.·; '~ays sliti~er/"the cath­
olics did not vote ror Shriver.'' They 
didn't vote for: .him, he says; because 
his:··position o~ abo~~ion ,was 'misquoted 

··-· _·.1;, ,' :,_:. -

Analysis ·· a11:!1 Opinion 

and. misrepresented ·and· bec'ause. for­
mer Gov. Jimmy carter of Georgia, a 
Baptist, subtly shifted' his ~ositi~n on 
abortion. carter -Was the big wmner, 
with 27.63 per cent of the vote. - · . 

•!what Carter. did )n Iowa," . says 
Shriver, "raises a serious question. car-

. ter is the fellow who ·says he'll never 
tell a lie who says he'll never even 
leave an 'inaccurate.· impression. Well, 
be surely le!t .!l.· di,ff~~.ent impression in \ 
Iowa than ha.did ,with, say; the ~.~: • 

tio~~; :~Ee~tnf~N~~-:t~:uffi~i-~.·h~:~::\ 
r;:~~ t~~b~t~~ •• ~:~gv;~~ .. :~m-:'.~~!~f~~~1h :! 

we·n·see' abo~fthat; Here iri·Missis- : 
sippi, anotner · c(ucus st,ate; c::a:rter is , 
supposed to be. ahead"'."7again. By the : 
time you,, fead, this, you'll knOW,', be· , 
cause Mtts~S5ippi ~~mocrats are ·.ca'\1- \ 
cusing Jan'.':24~ Shriver e.xpects to .. ~ ·, 
fourth here; behind carter, . wallac~. 
and sen. Lloyd Bentsen of Te~~s_. .X'." • . ... ·-··.;i.'l::_;·_:\·.:.··, 

The Abortion Issue . . . 

• :'~~1i?a~qf f,~''ffli~~trQJ;f f~~~, . ;;~<;~~~'.'.{;j:~·~::~t~'"~:!~!CW_c""'1'.°'"'·~"°'1 .;~" •· 
sider. ation. It would t~k~. as long as. !O ~ · ous!Y .. n;i,I~iIJ:lO~~~ -l~c~ tli_e ~~w~papefa~i: j 
years to get it .through:: Even then, al ~e s_ent · a ·protest to the bishop in . 
significant number of large states never. \ Des Mou1es, ,who replied, Shriver says, · 
will· acl to.-limit the &cope of. the. Su-~· by ~aying he'd do what he could to 
preme ·court's decision;· They'd still L . straighten it out in the short time that 
have abortions. .. · ·• '' · '" · · i . remained before the caucuses con-

•:.•:eesides,' I' bestitate''. to run as . a f · vened. Yet, on Sunday, the day before 
candidate !Or President'":of the United~ t~e caucus, "a sheet of paper was af­
States · calllng. for a change in our con- ·, fixe_d t~ the . parish bulletin in every 
stitution. That's. up to congress and the 1 pansh in Iowa. It supported carter. 
people. It's not. the. rresident•s busi- They stuck it in my guts.", .~· ·, . 
ness.'' · · ., · ·.: · "::' · In Massachusetts, he sll:VS,'he will 

Shriver and the ot~·er. candidates in ~e ~ore careful to make sure his posi­
·Iowa were as~ed, tl\eir positions on hon. is understood. He will also go out 

, abortion by the: church~ Shriver says he of his way to make sure people realize 
'··,outlined his position carefully. but that what Jimmy .Carter is up to. 
~ • ihe time it was released by the . · · · . ·· · · ··.~/~-.~·-.ch to the newspapers it h~d been "~Iowa,'' says Shriver, 'carter "was 
. .- ._ led. talking out of both sides ofLhis mouth. 

. . 
1 

He was even quoted as saying he fa-
, ''My position," he says, "was ser ' vored a· statute to· tone down the su-

·----- -----··--·· ----------··-- .. -· -·-· ~ preme. Court's abortion decision. That's 
deception. He knows and we all know~ 
or should know-that you can't pass a 
statute to restrict abortion in defiance 
of the Supreme court." : · · . 

- A·controversy Is Born 
(Carter's press secretary, Jody Pow­

ell, says that Carter and one of his sup­
P?rters, _who is a Catholic priest and a 
ngh~·to-llfe activist, had a long dis­
cussion of Con~titutional amendments a 
week or more before the caucuses. Pow­
ell says Carter told the priest he op­
posed amending the Constitution-and 
that he also opposed, as a ·\matter of 
personal conviction, abortions: The talk 
then turned to the idea of some kind of 
law or statute, and Carter said he might 
be able to go along with that, if he 
could be sure of its Constitutionality. 
~arter _ was quoted to that effect in a 
nght-to,Iife publication; and the .contro, ' 
versy was 1lorn; '" ,-·~·,/,,:: 

?:~!-?°.<Po\\'ell says he went"t~~~th-~~.th . 
daily newspapers in .Des Moines widi'.:- ! 

. a ~tatement that he thought would clear ·, i 
· .. things up. Neither paper waslnterested" ! 

in publishing it. In the statement, Powell \ 
says, Carter tried to overcome the idea l 
he had misled proabortionists and pro­
lif.ers. He· said a, more complete state­
m.ent wm be issued wlthin';i1 week or 
so, A?yway, Po\\'e.11 says; Garter's vic­
to,ry m Iowa.'.was so SW!!eping.....:he car-

. What Shriv·er reaily worries about~ 
though, is what JJ~ll bappen'to hlm·in 
his first · big · primaries-,-New Hamp­
shire on Feb. 24; Massac_husetts {the 

. Kennedy fiefdom) on March 2 •• and ll; 
llnois <where Shriver lived and worked . 
for 15 yearsl on March 16. Specifically,:·; 

,Shriver fears be will lose Catholic _votes. 
. he expected t9 win in : all. those t~ree 
. important 'states because of the _a~c:irt~on 

· issue.· ;;~'.:.:~ ;: .. ·::.: ._,:·.:.;:'.:.'. ·., · · · 

*d ~S;:of ~e 99, counties,~}vith 4.still . 
u.JJdecided-'::that the confusfon over his 
P9si tlorf on ~-oortlon couldn. 'f.'~e crucial.> 
'~ If Shriver"cait•fWi.n catholic votes 
he can·.~ wii( the~ nomination. His ap'. 
peal to Catholic ethnics always has· 
been powerful; it ls tbe principal asset 
in his campaign. If he loses that ap­
peal, he loses everything. It is no won­
der he is so concerned. 

· He is 'angry and deeply frustra,ted. . ·.· 
"The truth is," he says, uthat I'v_e 

done more'. over the last 10 years on · 
··· And ·wcarter ;t:an ap~al success-

: :·~ .':~.--,.·~_:.~·, __ ·. ::~·~-~f~:!. _, -· 
- • • ;:.,.t;, ~-

·-•- .r. 

........ 

• this issue than anyone else in or. out of 
public life in America, I held, with my ... 

- .wife Eunice the first conference on \ 
abortion in this: country, in 1968. n·was~: 

· , sponsored by the Kennedy· Foundation. i 

The papers from that 'Conference were I 

~~~~~~~~ ~~~~~.~~~i~:fflf,_.~:;;.~~~:,,tt,!\ 
~·we opened a· Life· supPQtt center \ 

at Johns Hopk1ni'-Universlty 1 in Baltl· 
more, to help young iriothers-.keep .their. 

1 

babies'. we got Sena.tor Kennedy, to in-
. traduce · legislation-.-to~.approprlate $30 · 

. ~;i,,:~~~~i!!tti:~i~·,;?J\~ 
' . ' 

·~···· •·· •... _,, . - -·· ··,-:4· --~--~ .. ·:.i;.;·~_:,. . . ~ '• ...... ~·· ·~,~ .:- ... , .. :ot.'.I. 



ff f~f~f:t1; ~f i:~A~q;;;.'r~t r;;f t~t''"~~t~~,:0::'";';11:·''\'i ·;, :~~·11·;1;1,~:r;v: ;,:if 
Kt~;;·, THE N.117/0N.llltOBSERVER -

l'·' 
fully,.t9.:!both proabortion and right-to·· told them that Raphael Semmes was from Georgia, it really will be a mlr­

- life -D~~ocrats, we might as well hand.· my cousin." Semmes, it should be noted, acl': ... 
him the: nomination now. was an· admiral in the confederate· . ., 

It is/ I think, too bad that Shriver' Navy in the Civil War. Once Shriver .r ... -...... ---=============::-'."' 
'' '·has con'l'e against such a hard rock so .gets going, you can't stop him. "Why,"~ .. : 
1 ' early iri his campaign. 1 rather think he he told his audience of now plainly i,'.j 
''•'.'has been saying some sensible things ... puzzled blacks; "you can look it up in .... 1; 
; Anyway.;; Li you can't help but like the the Baltimore phone book. There's a:;; 

man,. ev:en If he does wear silk stock· Semmes Shriver. there, and he's my 1 

lngs and garters, eyen if he does take ··cousin.'~ -. · .;: ... ·• - . · . .: _ -
five or six showers a day. I suppose Shriver was speaking to. 

·, . · ,another audience! His trouble in Missis· ; 
Patrician From Marylan·d ,; · sippi, it Is said, is .that almost all of his 

, 'More than any other candidate: he Is: supporters are 'black. H'e was trying to;· . 
.. :,himself. By that I mean I can't imagine· .. win a few w.lllte friends. cousin Raphael 
>.;a Lloyd, Bentsen ever saying, anything• Semmes Was part Of that effort, I sup· 
·• that wasn't cool and restrained. He is pose.' , ' · 
·· ,never unpredictable.' Jlnimy carter, I . A;•:·1·' 't.-' ·· -t· "'

1 
L .. ·. · :_ ' - : . · /;'\, 

:·\begin.to.think, is smarter, maybe even .. ·, : n n erna Jona awyer : ... : ,,,, i ;.'\ 
·. '.·j trickier,, than any of us anticipated. l_. : . · ()f course he ha~ ,checks to cash. He/ 
:·?.can't imagine him.saying anything out· ·is a Kennedy. in-law,, and. he _did orga· 

'?.'1 of·.· his carefully 'controlled d111racter t nlze, the Peace Corps; '_an ornament to -· 
·.~le1tner;,'; .. 1 • • ·; • · • · · .• ;;,. • - . his brother'.ln-law•s A<lmlnlstratlon. ,He 
d~ - " .. ·.: · "•'··· ", , .· ._ . .J. _ : : ., "'\ , . : : ·;.• , did take,.on the war ,against Poverty, 
Y:\::i: ''.1:Jut.here i~ .this · ~eautifully, tailored· even if he. didn't. wil1(~e was th!! am· . 
. ~:~,Shriver, ,a patrician ,from Maryland, an bassadcii' to France and he is today an. 
1~kin·law. ()f. the Kenned,Ys. a former am··· internatfonai lawy~r _ with important 
';;~~. bassador to Paris, and sometimes h!!. connections in Russia .. _ .-~ , 

_-.;1r::~li.:: · - ·· · . · ' . ':- . ..; . ~~ - He boasts-he is not at all shy about · 
)r fi~~1~ '. ·.~~V ~ent.~ .. ' 'UP:' ,against General · d~ '.',_'plugging - his , record-"-that i he's had ~ 

.... , ... :.talks like. a street punk. .·. .·,. . - . 

J~ -f!t_i· Gau_ l_le_. _,_ h.·e __ '..t. o·l-d, a .la-rg .• ~ly bl·a.,c-k .a .. udi ""- more. executive. _e. xpe. r_ience tha!l all o_f 
,)'l!~ ;~~'.-~nc~ he~~ In.Indianola, a!ld}et me tell;; '.:the ot~er can~ldates put together. Then . 

, 
00.Jf·11 H~:' you he•· was\~ tough cookie .. , . · - he reminds his audience· that the Pres· 

."""""=;..;:;.;~=.:...::e~N~!;[; '1 :i:~1''\j .'i\Dd'J1eh~k'this ciirfous habit of' add··· iident is the Chief Executtve. He boasts, 
p fo1f non sequtturs to his speeches. He . too, that he's had more experience in 
• told the black folks in Indianola he had·· foreign affairs. "Why," he says, "I can 
·. Indtan chiefs on his organizing com-., pick. up the phone,''. and he pretends to 

mittee. "And you know what," he said, do just that, "and call the Kremlin!" 
. "two of the chiefs are Republtcans." -Here in Indianola, an old black .wo-
He stops and thinks. "You know, I man stood up. "Listen to God; Sargent 
never heard of a Republican Indian." ·,_Shriver," she· said. "He'll help you. 

To this same audience he boasts that ':He'll give you a miracle, and you'll be 
he's a. southerner too. He was In Ala· _· President." · · 
bama not long ago at a meeting in the _ . If. _the Roman catholic Church con·'. 
Raphael Semmes Hotel. "They thought · tinues to listen to Jimmy Carter, that · 

. I was a:Yankee," he says, "but then I· sllck;talklng, peanut-farming Baptist· 



~ 
Shriver) showrTorile -fiscal 

"three factors: food prices, fuel prices and confidence, which Is one fuel of ecanomlc. ·· G f w·11 the 1ntemat1ona1 deva1uat1on of the dollar." ·. growth. 
· , · .· . eorge • I . Shriver Is, as Democrats generally and un- . Even when Shriver approaches those sub-

. WASHINGTON -It Is still unelear which.· . derstandably are, reticent ·about the relation-·, Jects that are, .all too frequ'ently, occasions . 
i Democratic pretender has the highest sub- - ship between Inflation and the expansion of · . for sweeping and demagogic declarations -

· ·· ~ ' . 1tance-to-water ~atlo, ·but on. one t~lllng Issue · the money supply to finance government deft· :·.~.: · subjects 'like the l'1depend_e~ce of the Federal , 
. _ economic policy _ the most Interesting ·cit spending. But he does mention It obliquely · ·. · Reserve Board and ;wage and price controls : 
· r ' h · f ·Sargent Shriver when he crltlcIZes the Federal Reserve Board · · <- hi~ 1,>roposals are becom~ly modest. 
1 ' statement as come rom · for what he conslderes a suspicious election- '. · .·. His strongest recommendation for the Fed 
: ' The most agreeable and. frankly, surprising ·. · · 1· f th I th t · ·.· is· co'termlnous terms 1or its chalnnan and the 
t •. feature of Shrlver's 9,000-word pronounce- : year expans on o e money supp Y a per- ' 

. Dlent Is the measured tone and nioderatlon - , . haps overstimulated the economy In 1972. . __ . . President. And he says .the Fed "mU$t" re:. · 
. ' ' . -: JOU mlgbt say Incipient co~ervatlsm - of I~ ..•. -."''~. But more Important than such 'dle~rlc;~te~:.{J.nain Independent •. •·'·.·-·' ··- .·, .. : j: .·· . ' . ' '·I 

· . ,, . : 01ajor prescriptions. _ . _ - . : ', :the first words of the document's most prac; i}' :;- ON CONTROLS~. he wants< the Council on :, 
· ;· <; Such tblngs are, of {course, relative~ But ;·::)tlcal section, the policy proposals: .. (lbls) :').•Wage and Price. Stablllty "strengthened," but 

'-:.:.; · 1' .\tonslderlng that this ls a docllDlent baked In;<;: 'program begins with an attack on· lnfiatlon~. :; );.he stops conspicuously short of proposing to • 
.:':> U./dle oven of,.a campaign and_ that Shrlver_'.Wt'Inflatlon ~ects e\rery Aioerlcan.;·1~ seems\,,;;:make the councll's:meddlesomeness more.· 
.:: ;,;:;; ~ '.':1Prlngs from ·.the liberal wing of th~ DemO-;·o::;-'the moSt Intractable of our problems, both .:A mu5cUlar. He w«>.uld have the council "study 
. ' : :· '> ~ _ t: cratic Party, . the; do,cument ls · encouragltlg ' ( lntellectlially aild Institutionally. • • , It now>.;/:, and .spotlight" sQme developments, "monitor ·. · · 
. ):".i< ;!:';:. evidence of i(ecmdlc1ate's 'willingness to talk >,> contributes to. , UnQlnployment by replacing . ;:i:' :;,and . focus attention on'~ . others. But he says . 
; "!·.j\';::!IC)me~g'llke: sense even though senslblert::t consumei'confidence with anxiety.!! _ . . ..·.r;'.'Oatly that the coUricUshould n<it'have power _: 
._ -: '. - ,) ;. ·.thoughts~ ~ot always contorting. :.. ··:: ~' . . _ ·- _ _. . _ :.-: . '. ~-.;.>,_'---,_:.::,to set wage~, prices and profits: "Rather, the . 
· :· .: . !:'-·<• True, Shriver Includes the de rlgueur rheo,_ ~ ; , nus IS AN APPEALING Instance -:-.very,. _::council would depend on Informed public -
· :'~ r.k·;;;:;;;1::-t0r1c a'&Out ~·admirllstered Prices'.' by "vested C(~j nearly unpre~ented among liberal. Dem~~~). ''opinion.to support I~ actions." . . . ·. . . . 
··. '.· ~: .:: ;~t: Interests,. being a llrlpoff" of the people. But~ '.: , crats ~of putting first things first. More pre- ;;. :.> . Finally, while the dizzier members of. his -, 
>fl.': h)i~'h· you !lave to Include some s\ich rhetoric Just to :H:rclsely, lt ls a candid acknowledgement Of the />party Dirt ~th tJie Idea of government llpliµi·i:\· 
.. ; \')/i\ ~ '. 1et. Democrats' . attention~ even if you Ja1ow,';;-:: ;:~unpleasant fact that lnfiatlon, . which _causes y.:. :)llng~tthe;economy ;. Shriver Calls only .toia c 

-~ :,·\~:;_~~-;:;:;·_'as Shrive~ sµrely_ cl_.oes, that /'admlnlstei'ed1~;;?~ unemployment, Is at least as pressing a prob-/ -/'true. national compact" to encourage "co- ·. 
, n;i!}':/· .. ·.:}·~ .. prices" are. an.. • ~tplflcant compon. ent of ln ... -·;;:.;.:;: lem ~s un~mployment. ~ I~ Ja~~·, a l·per cent,}· . operation" .among all secto. rs of the economy. ·. _ 
, : .• , .0::. : _., :flatlon. - ... , .·. . : ... :·.··;, :·-" -,. .,,. , v.'"'.",. '"".....,,1

"• ln-..u,a~"'11ti apprpxllnatp..,~:·,,, .. ;Jbat m~ty Idea wlll nQt stal;ld l>etween con, 1 ., ; F· . :-Xi'. lhrlver ;oe. OD to bmme ~~nl ~UOn on':''\i ~~ilin81?i~]li.:~1ng'eonsumer--'", -1ervailveUrid' a'gOOd nlght1ii"sJeep. '•' ,. ' ' : " .~ 
·: t .... . -. ~· • -; :.-. -. -. -----------: -ti.(~:~·i·:~:~:~ti~.:~~.;~~:;!,~~i -~ ~·:_.·:·~--- ---·--- ---

;···~-·· 1
- ·--~ ..•.• ~ ..... ,.,..,._,., •.. .., ....... -.,.,,.,;,., .. ,_~\..·"""'••::i•:;,,,,....~.,.,.,.~>:7-.v.1~,"t~?l·~·~ntr·~"-:~:~~·" :t,,..,...,,.,._.. •:'- ,··, 
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. NASHUA, . N.H. Sargent 
Shriver, speaking in French that 
was described variously as "so-so" 
and as having an "r, just like (they 
speak) in France," entertained· 
about 140 persons at the annual din­
ner of a Canadian-American Ami­

.. cale Club here last night, " · 
· · 'Pausing only occasiOrially to cor- · 
rect his pronunciation or remember 
his . vocabulary,· Shriver spoke in' 

-French for . 20 minutes, making a . 
icampaign pitch· and recounting an­
cedotes from his.tour as-ambassador 
·fo:JIT;mceinl96S~l910~._-;;, , __ :'_·· 

'Shriver said French President 
Charles De Gaulle told then Presi• '·Democratic presidential cont .. nder ·R. Sarg~nt Shnver'·g~furi~ as he 
dent -Nixon that in Shriver'$ ease .::Shakes haJids with guest ,at N"shu~ _din11~r. ~ (G~I)~~ phl)fo_~b_Y.~!~i:i:t~Lan-
"the good man made a· good ambas- ·: -~!rs)_ ;..;: ... · · · · .- ··' 1 

•• . ..,_ .· '· 1 •• ·~" • ._..,,:. ---· -·~ ••. ~.-~.--.:·-~------~-~.;,:.:;_~ 1,:'. 
_sad'or.". -. · ·:~ ::.-_ _ - __ .. ,. .. ;· ·-,:.' · ·· '""·- .t ~ - - .. ---

· .• ~ :·Shriver changed it slightly to say >effort·. by any ·of tlie pre~hl11ntial oui 'lat~r··-,to"' h~~t ~t"~fiiJ~ifi~d . 
. that he hoped "un ?on ~?111m~ peuL_ candidates to_I>ay ·sp~ecial al~lflllti~~- _·:Shriver ·s~id--Ia:St: ~-·nig~tJ~a} the 
. faire. un bon. PreSldent. _ (A good. to the Canadian-American ""te m incident- had·'·not been· a factor in 

m.an can make a good president.)' the state. ·, · ·,:· · · ' -~is decisic)n '#>_:_:C#-riipaigp. ~=::" ":~ 
: Sh.river also said his wife, Eunice · · · · _._ · -·'· ""·' ,.,._,. r-.: "·' · "'-· .-,,.,, 

Kennedy Shriver, who accompanied .. - ~ fu. 1972, that: element 111·eated i "I thought it wou'ld be useful for 
_)1im to the dinner, was. the only some difficulty for Sen. 11:11m~nd them to know that I am' sensitive 
. ,woman to receive the French Legion Muskie when the Manchestt11• Uruon to things having to do with French 
·~.of Honor when she was ~ven the ,J Leader printed the letter which re- culttire, with the _French people, 

award by deGauile. .·. _ ported Muskie as having 11111:!d the with the French language.-. rt. was a· 
.• .- . ·Shriver was received warmly by word "canuck" to describn French gesture of friendshi~of regpect and 
.·the crowd at the McNulty and Foley Canadians. The letter whldl turned good will." -'- ··: 

· fµnction roon:i. "I think he _W:!'!.l'lf,,~--. •:,"' .. t·2f1-'". . -· 
over well," said Paul Pinet, a direc:-: -:;- · ~~ .. ::, .. ···.· 
,tor of the club. "He seemed , to be " - _:._-"·' - -

: enjoying himself." ;~;::~-'t 
Pinet said the club dinrier not"·, 

. mally only has about 80 persons::in · · 
r. ·attendance. "We loaded this thing ~·~ 
_ :to be honest. We wanted to fill the 1 

hall." · .. -
. . . The club is a men~s club formed 
't0 encourage the use of French in 

.·· . tpe community · and especially fu · 
local Catholic schools. ~ number of I 

··students and nuns were mvited. · -
. ··Although there are many persons ··j 
~f-Frerich Can,aiiiari- descent in Na• , 
shua, most of them are thlrd or I 

-. rourth generation, ·and there is- no I 
. large French-speaking community i 
· here, as there is · in o_ther · parts of 
:New Hampshire. - ,:,., ~ .: ..... ~.· '~\ : i ·. 

•· ·. The dinner was the first: overt . 

~~:~ .. :::.~\;~11~~~;~z~~il:,'- :, ·" -

'·:,:. 

I 
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;':~. :_:;'~~: · .-. · .. Democratic presidential aspirant Sargent. Sfiia:iver. 
~-~':.-,-;: t :.; · -..- said. here . Frlday he's not rilnning against Geor-#" -..i-

1i!:;1~:i,-:,;~, ;1; :'~t~'?E~!r::f£'E' 
:;.~·"~<-;,,. · _- . · , /·~~: : . .said he tS not running against· Wallace or. any ~ cs:an-
.,fi.:.('i ·~··::<:::: .. ·::~<; . didate.,but against appeals to the divisiveness of~ 

:~fa~~i~>~~~~~,:·:.·?:.;:: "'-" · )~ i:i~~OieSC:J~':e:i~os::n:~is;~·~~~r~~~~~ u: ~ 
';,~~;.:·~¥<;~,~:,:-.::· :;, " ">': · · · · r : 'shriver repeated earlier cominenlS that he 11QUfd JSll 

stJ;~:·~·~c{r: ;;' . ·: ·/.~;:·:~-,~.:.:.:.·.;_-.· ... ~_;:·:·:·-;·._:'·._~.:_,·: .. --· ___ ._·.··:·.· __ ::;-_-_·_.:_.·.·-.·_:·_.\ ___ ::_:.~.'.. ~: ITo: 1:,~t~e=~~ Walla~Lor With fonmr ~~ 
37;~i~:it~J-:~.":;:·::,~:;_~;:~·i.;<:_··_· ,_. i~-;~~~::~~~~be=e~nsa::;~~~io:~ ~~nl~~~clty":et; _ .. • · 
<:.;;~»';~:~_~:d~·· ;·· ... ._. . ·i·.' vc:.:. c:in. Georgia and Mississippi, said his aim not Gnly ii ~·-:::,·,.-::-.· 

·, •. : .... ·.' -=--

. . . ~ 

_;.. _., ~ ..... .;'1-< - ·; 

_:. "':.\··"'! 
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.. ,... •.••. ~ \ . fl·~'\ ... ~ ' . 

I··~' \ ·' ~·._r\,··:,,. 
;: '~·... ·- - ~, : 'l ' . " ' .;, ;.. . ; t ' 

.. - > . - '. :.;': ;f. 1j ~:! ~:\>',;:{;' 
~· ':. -.,;::.": . \I ' • :'\ 1' I '.\, 1,1,·,~ 

- - - ,~- ':; • . ! _; !g: ,'"~ .. ::);; 
~- .. - .... - f,·.:. ::p· I) /Y''~-,~ 

·~ . .' ~ ~· ,i .. ~ ·; ~ht7 
'.-.o.!;p:."'S-i,v;-- ··;.-.--.-=-.. ~~:-..:.'-,,;,'Sol._dontstartout.evenw1tbeverybodyelse, lie-"" -- ._:. .... . ..; ·:/ft'u·'-'-'.'1'. 
;;;~ .... ·~;;-!} . ~z:~.~!.'·~~~,<~i~ ... ,~~-- ':· :-.: ·:: -· ,._: ·:,.< ... :;' .. -. -..... < ·: ;-=--,-_,-<_. .:~ :..;- : ; . .. -~·-.;'.~t,~.t·r:,-J i'.(; 
.-. ":. ~.--;.-;~·~: _·. :-f·: -~;'.t;·f:(.'-c.f " .. Shriver said he has ~1scussed ID:> candidacy with amt = ~ ;, £< . ~.- :.·. _ · . ::';, //'.', ·/". ·! 1 
y ~.:;,t ~ _ ·~~·-"' .;~ ·:~.-:.<."' .. t-::. :·.:_.b~n .~couraged by blS brother-in-law;. Massachusetts . .::Z~- - -.-::;;_:.,,.. ~~ ._: · · · .,1 
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""°~AY, rovi1s; i97s ' 

ii'if..i . .- c:t .::·Shriver -~Announces Intentions· io~lawyers '.. /: ~~~;s~ 

. sjh;1~~;·;rk1i~. ;si!.~E)~;:~~~\ 1 .. 
He's Presidenfial HO""._efdl .. ·_· . . :·::~-.-:·: .... ;;;,:, .. -· · .. -:-:~"-~--- ··JI. __ .-.:c:H~~:· 

MOBILE, Ala. (AP) - R. Massachusettes Dem'ocrat the target of an assassinaticm~ :~ 
. Sargent Shriver, 1972 Demo- would not accept the Democrat- attempt during the 1972 presi-:· : 
· · cratic vice presidential nomi~ ic nomination. · :, ... dential campaign. -,~-; · , · :f\'.i ! 

nee, said Thursday he plans to "t .. wotildn't be running my-· ·.~'.:Earlier Thursday, "AmeriCait· :· 
announce his candidacy_ Jo.i: ~ s_elf if I thought he was going to Bar A_ssociati~ · Presid~~( . 
president iii September. , · ... , rim," the former ambas8ador J~mes .. Fellers of Oklahom~t _ 

Shriver, speaking at a rheet- to France said. . ·: .::: '.'.-·-: :} .City_ told delegates that Ala.: : 
ing of the Alabama _State Bar ~-·.Shriver discounted Alab_ama .. IJama has done well with (i.~ 
Assoeiatioil, said, '.'I do intend Gov. George C. Wallace as a state court ~eorganization. lt h 
to become .a can~idate." .. ' ·:· .. ·.running.mate saying: ~·1fl am _:<-~nd .. now'·it's-time;: Fell~,".' 
· ....... ·. .· ·.·. ..- : ·· : '. nominate<f, I will.pick someone. s~id. for.the·Al~bama state ~r; ', 
· However;'he sald;."I.am.not to run \vith me who will help_un- 'tci adopt t~~)BA's propoSed ~ 
no~- ·a ca~didate._J am nor ify the American people. ·. -~. ')··.-.".:S.ta. ncjar~. o"'zr. j~ .. d .. ~.~i.·a· 1.; con~,: \.'·'.:i 
equipped With the staff neces- ,!'Truthfully," he added, "I do and ethics.·. ~'. >::U: ,;! " ~ •. r 
sary·to be an announced caridi- :not think his (Wallace's) record_,,,~ He ·suggesfe<i''fiii( lher~ ;, .::i 

date." But he said his formal is one of bringing people to- more training fcir lawjers arii:i l 1 

announcement should come in gethe~." . · .. · .. · . "" · .. ;• ,,;_·judges. > .; ·•:·,•:::<-::. j 'c·;;o~t~ 
the next few months. . · . Shriver said 1t 1s "obhgat~ · ChiefJustice Howell Hefliil'6t: 

Commenting on the possi- ry" not to pick a vice presiden_. the Alabama Supreme COurt'isL 
bility of a .draft to nominate tial nominee whose health is ::a scheduled to address the associ-:. 
Sen. Edward Kennedy, his matter.oLconcerrr.~'\WaDac#':"-:atfon's closing meeting'Satur,! 
brother-in-law, Shriver said the whose legs are paralyz~.·-~~s $y. i 
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-~£ w rts.\..:,~ct~" :t6~ \ 

.. ··· ···•· · I '''. ~;;~~·j'Jti.~i~l1 
atgent )SJ}I'iver 'at rF ull. Thr6ttle· 
---.-- .. ~+:.::--, .... -.,-.- .. Jl"_~: .. :-o..:_..: .• >::,·.::.:..:.."'f.,,_,_._~ .--... ·\::.:;,.: ·:-·: .-:· 
is 5 p.m. and,' aS usual,. sargent: .~·: ... 

ver is feeling ~at the lark's on 
wing and the snail's cin the thorn. 
te is going to play tennis,·iuid. then 
for President. . , .. . · , •. 
hen God designed 'slifiver, He ieft 
second gear. Shriver does every-

1g at full throtle, arid when cam-
gning he will . eat or drink or dance · 

/ethnic speCialty at ariy hour.· 
rhis is no small matter:· There are 
·.more ·wiruiet-take-all state primar­
:. Next year there will be about 400 
imaries in .ao- or. more states .. From'·: _; 
w. on stamina· will be the i;>ne neces: · · . 
ry attribute of' the athlete' who sits' .... ;~ 

1 Lincoln's ·chair. ·- . , -:c, ·: -- < ·'·>··. ·~!·;~:·"; 
Shriver's political"' pllilos.ophy is un· -~. ·. 

fV\~C"\c~ 

t1tnplicated:. eschew: evil, do good; be·· · 
_tn before·breakfasf He vyill be 60 in . -· ... .,_ .' _ .. ,. L' ._,•··::<H _., -: _ ,, 
-<ivember; but looks 45; the last dozen , ';l'his gives him an advantage over rival _ .Today he is squeaky clean

1 
free fru:m 

;~~piritin~ ye~rs didn't. happ~n to _ ·· s.uit?rs in the courtship of the DemO- . the stigma of holding elective Offitif . 
. 1m'. phys1ologically or phdosop~teall~. ;r.·~fatic left. _ .. '·· . . · . , ~ · .. ·, ·· : And if he modulates his liberalism ~ 
. _!be~e yea~ have left many ~er~- : Thi: proliferation of prim~ries ~as .. _.may, be able to appear, at least to U:Me 
.ans hstles.~. m no mood. fo~ a Pre.s1·_ n.iagn~f1ed the P.ower of the ideologlc· -~-anxious to see him so. as a cafbwm 
dent who wou}d clap the nation on its· .lilly u~tense minorities who are. in· Ike. - , . ' · 1~· 
slpmpe~ bac.k ~d exhort it to shape .··~flamed and organized during the pri-, , :~; ·.· ;'; ,: . ·:~ ···_. · .· .. ;, . · ·'~ 
up: Shnver lS a ·born· back-clapper; ·, :: : mary season, when the more moderate ·.· .certainly his previous. public fef· 
:Tl:lisday he sprinted past lunch; and ·'majority of the electorate is not paying.· ''.~ce-headrty Of the. Feared Co::~ 

now he is 'inhaling a. hero sandwich, - much attention to politics. These mi-· · e p_ove program .an am ·. J 
~ich he does without slowing the norities - Democrats to the ·left and· . t? France-:~mables him ~o look ~Rf'. 
fl?,w of· conversation th.at ID:ay include> Repubiicans fo the right of their par-' . li~\i a.- dutiful .st7ff officer tbao II ,' 
at any moveme~t, a PX:<llruse }o "get Hes=-are ~ted a~ nominating unelei;t- :·t0 1 :ian. ·. ,· ; . .. ;· : i' 
w,.e country m.ovmg a~run." ,;. :''°· , <, able candidates, like Barry .Goldwater. . Shrn:e~s most. mteresting faCJtlt J.- ;I 
_ Much more than his brother·m·law - and McGovern. . · . , · , . his religious seriousness. It setg t;Jll :! 

feq Kennepy, Shriver ·evokes th~ . ··· Demoeratic candidates whose ·liberal .,apart in the political profession. ziJfl.1 fl 
t~.Vyf'.d·up, wheel-spinnihg early days "'credentials are not impeccable are ;.'.!lll'!mbe:s of .which seem· to have Pi,' 

· of tile New Frontier. He embodies the ·:constantly tempted to pander to the · . mne; ~ife beyond an almost be.a'-.hrr1· 
~gUtical sensibility of.1961. c/ ,: :.1 :•· /'.left so relentlessly .that they can never . enthusiasm for ·~etting on. He ieada..1 

.· ~ ".!'_his does not mean Shriver is dated, _ ,<get back to the center; where elections '' he eyen undei:I,h1es -~heology ~}•, 
1:1\it that h~ is the candidate for those . ;: ·(unlike nominations} ·are won. Shriver ' :.and, J~urnal.s .. ;._- ... ·· .. ,, :, ~-· ·: · ·, ,~: 
·people.:..... and they·may be legion - · ... \vill not'need to do that. · · •--; '"1•' ,, :.,.He is.believable and affecting-tJ;i, 
-wh_ose pulses quicken to the remem- . ' ·. He has· a proper moralist's iht~nsity, ··.·fesc7ndant o! Maryland gentry; sitiHW 

· ~erM cadenc;es of President Kennedy's · . which gives him that niysterious.'quaI· . 1n his ,;washmgton law. offlc~.tlft' 
~angelical. ih:;i,uguraLaddre,s~. It is ~-. };ity-call it ·the "e!l1"ne~tness factor"....:.. ':.,he s~ys .that he:thi~. ..lif. e is ~~ Ylif 

_,t()gether nght .that the .Democratic- ,:necessary fc,ir ~oomg µberals. McG~v- :,';nf. tears,,a:st~uggle ;~,.~r.~~st:~f» 
: Party should p~duce ·in_, Shiver · an ; . ern . bad .earnestness ·seeping from .::-n;iost. ()~ the. _time. :::-: ·'.':::_ " .. , • ';!lli\ 

i_·evangel·iC.al ·can~date,·~o d1.·sc.ov.· e.r'.·hoY'. '.·(every po. re; b. uthe lack. ed a re;deemmg··· ___ ::.: .It. w no.r Y. et. :c;Iear .w.hat., ~i.c~'.i . ·. 
, tnany people still call' Camelot ·their .. ; /-~ense .of fun. Shriver has that: sense;· · ,- Shriver's adnumstration :r would ·\\ · 
.,;poiitical-home, ·and think they can· gci '·~.and 'iti,keeps him from seeming suf" .. l!bout that: ~.u.t his • adminl$tr;;: · . · 

_ : ~~~a~~f fus~~~~c~~~~~·· ·~~<l:iii~:·''\'i·i~!6~~~ P§~~f~er·_,,~a1~~~:\-~:n!/'-%hi' :s~~.1~/1~~ri?~~fl1~ !~i!1ne:ut~~~, , 
·. _pluek· he s.ho~ed in walking the pfank ~:Mb Catholic (after Al Smith John · Cbnspap;· belief that .all achievc:rtlll .'.. 
· .with. George McGovern in )972, Shri· ''.'Kerinedy, Edmund Muskie and Thomas ·',:'.is but straw'. in the etermil bontt1i\L 
-~_'!f_er-has ~mpecc~ble liber~ cre~:entia~~- · ~'_~a leton to .~~,-~~ .. >?~~.t(?~{?D:~l t~~et. , . , ' -~ :~·;j5. PI!·1d.'~n~~r;~es. ·Inc.:,;'. j, 
,,,, -;_• .\'. 1' ••• -~ -ilt~· '\i "~r1J'.'i-~·-·· . . ' '· ' "'J .. 

----~- ~~-·~ !l::.~::~:i{.:~~~~ii;:_~~~:tj~ft::1~~:~~3-·~--~---~· I ,'· ',' • -.'. .:-,. 
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, ~1,~~1wr~ft·~~~~~.;~~~~~~'f:~·r" 
_. ,. ~~ · A Soviet hint that the next Presi- . · ' But even lf both me:p. hav:0:~:~t':t · \·''.of U.S.-Soviet ·relations, Shriver~ 
~·.".'; .-:-:·:Gent of the United States may now be· est in a stalki~g horse, a .g . ht attract l. · brought together a team of speech- I 
• ¥"' :, • ivisiting the Soviet Union turned out to , the support which Shriver nug te l writers and experts who have worked.\ 

·i,_-"',fi-·-, tie a reference to Sargent Shriver Sen- \ would derive from _the h~petthat a ~oto ':f ·In key positions for such presidential\, 
~;~.9R :~: ator Edward Kennedy's brother-i~-law. for him might ultimate Jert~~;~hri· . F;-eandidates as Se~ators ~.cGove.rn,; 
:'.07,i''.;"·,.Shriver is seen as a possible candidate be a vote for Kennedy. . the first ~-Mondale,.and...Muskie. The unpreSSlon; 
L:'~~ by some of the Democrats who have ver would have .to be,d~ te in his ~--~one gets from some~f.these compara-~ 
,'' ~1~ - never reconciled themselves to Kenne- place, an attractive can_ i a· · 0 in 1 tlvely young . but politically hardened: 
~~- ~?·-' dy's decision to stay ou~ of the race,_ own ~ght !0 make anYh~bi~:sriu~ied "/~:i>!Ofes~ionalfi. is tha~ Shriver is capable] 
-~:~'·L· The Russians, too, were among Kenne-;: ··-~e prunane~. _T~ose w a· . m'S'-Vice--'~'";;OfJnspirl'ng enthusiasm as well as loY·: 
.:if-.,•;, dy's most ardent supporters, for they--' ,,bis performanc~ -~s Mc _ov~...:~-' .. ,,.:.J" ·aity. They· believe that his political 
~$'!~'1_~- hoped that he might keep the Demo- '.f-:-=:_,: '"'~ ;_~--'~\-.;":~"~2;;,;~'.,'j.¥--,~9'.Z.~·~ ~de~ are _likely to have a _much ',Vl_der, 

~~j~'._:;·:8d:~o~~i:~no~~oe~e~~~ ~~~;t:-o~~~-'" . !Tesfd~ntiaf~nning ~~~~:1~:>-~n:·i ~~:~ Ibis~"·- ld~as h~~e: n~t '{~~ . '' . 
. il;~::_:_"'garo. as leading back to the cold war. · ne~~~hr he has many of the ~ualitie_s I clearly formulat~ or. present~ so ·far, 

gan asking what chance Sargent Sbri- s u m,-na, e ambition, the mspirational . icy speech which he is _deliverip~ ~n 
;., . ,So whe? Russians in Washington be- ta ; ~~a suc~~ssful ca!Dpa~gn:-thel· apart from the impo~nt f~reign,~~l· ·· 

. . .. :v~r h~d to get the Democr_atic nomina- __ :f ahty, and,_ perhaps .most imp?rt~nt, Moscow today. He_ has.been to the-~ 
·. :.. :tion, Just as he·was departing for a ma- ~~· t~e _abihty_to enJGY campaignmgr viet Union more than a dozen times ·OD n·~,, 

: ·. jor tour of the Soviet Union, it seemed • an . 0 rive on it: The McG.overn con- business trips, and has evi.d~ntly·,,jJp.- t:'-~\(;"':":; 
.. . : ' a good question .to look. into. . 1 necti~n also pr?vid~s the_hnk t~ t~e pressed. the . ~~ml!n . suffici~mtl)'. to T.~.·.·.:.~.-_:,:_ .. ~.':'.:,:_··.·-~,:~.: _ _.·····"·.·-.;_;··--~.-·.:.: 

·• Shriver himself says that· he has ' · i~Y s left, which 18• not enth~sia~tic. have got the iIJVIt~tion for the ~r~~ent , . -:· _ 
.been getting letters _urgi~g hi~ to :un 

1 
fiel:t anr of the ca~~i~'te~_no\'IJ~.the . -~oliti~aI vtsil ·But t.he answer t~ _t~e 1. J.~ , 

. ·1n next year's presidential pnmaries.. . . · , . '> .. , .•.. .' · · question the· i;tussians are askin~. \'!'. \._.,".' 

·-~-----=He usually tells. the letter-writers that · Shriv~r's supporters argue that, com- .. whether h~ is potentially a. serious -~.;,·~c_~':i.~_i.'~_-i: 
. ~~:/•; .. e appreciates .their interest and confi- pared 'Yith the. o_ther candidates, he is candidate-:-cannot, be based. 0~· • ~e -

".· t.:.\ ;,,, ;~ence in him, but.is not making a deci- I lD. a UDlq~e position to rebuild the coa- vieWS· of his. suppqrteri;,: as tmS colWJ:~n ;~,!\:\ ;_- .; ~ 
:"·f~i:'.'~~-~~~~!-'~enn~dy"s~ys, ·~·i know pe~ j ~:~~e w~~~ebr~~~~!. J~:nc!~~~g:e~ · ~:~:~~f ci:n~Ji>8a~::s~be~!t~~~~!. :~:.~'tJ;_{<'i 

·t.·J .. "•pie have ~ed to him about it" and~, tractive ~ot only _to the left but also to has not declared himself, and.~~~~· . · " , ., ; • 
· ' 'i;~'.'/bave '."urged" him . to run. Kelinedy t~e party 5 opposite pole, .the conserv'a- . fore he has :none .. ; · · -. ·· -- , L~: '·· · :: .• -1·· \ ~;.~:;,' 

~~ \~lams .that pe "couldn't'' say now i ~ve workers and nu~dl~ clas~-who de- . .~)atest. Gallu~ p~ which ~.~ , ..'.':-.:;;: t~ .. .-; 
, .;~·r:~ Jhat .s~ver would not run, "under / ~erted the Democratic ticket m droves the '.';name ~cognition' factor ':~uts - ~··'},;F.' ;J.; 

-s · certain Cll"cumstances." · · j ~ 1972. The party bosses, the organzia- shriver well. ahead of Jackson __ aJ?.d . _::-;;:l ;~ ; 
·'~~;:,'~,,.Kennedy reacts with some vexation tion types who are_ distrusted and dis- several other· candidates, actual ··and t;0

'" ~ i -~·1> 
& .. ~-1o the inevitable suggestion that Shri· l cou~ted by the l~ft, might rally· to · potential. This is a powerful base on L,'}J.>: •. 

, *;j'!'.·~~vµ, W_?uld merely _be a stalking horse /' ~hriver more readily tha~ to some of . which to. build a .... cam. paig.n,, bec~µi~e ' ~-;.:.:~ 
.· '.·~?. ,.'.1:vfor ,.his own candidacy, that Shriver e. o~er cand~dates, his partisans it means that Shriver does not, ~8efi· .:-t 
. ~+~,.,·Would collect the votes ifJ. the prima- ra~~n. They Clt.e as an example the to struggie ,to. J,le recognized by:. ~e -
·: ;-<:::.rnes and would then transfer them to. __ ac at. M~yor Richard ~aley l!f Chi- public as the :others do. He can ·,go i;:~:· 
- t:=r,·X~edy. Even President Ford, to say ·,¢ago, still ~n control of. a powerful straight· 8head to ·the next step' to .f · 

-.:f '.,~nothing of several important Demo- : ... ::f.i~Yh machme, has let it ~e kn_ow~. seek.public. attention for his policies,., · ... 
· :JF '..:~tic governors and many other party~ } ~ dlJ. a J :ould support a Shriver candi- when fie is ready to, prese11t ~m. 

' •J •. stalwarts, foresees the !POSSi·bility of a' I'(, .. CY . ennedy really refuses to run.· The Moscow .. visit could begin 'the ' ,· -
j .. deadloc~ed Democratic convention · _..''/:" Th;re is some evidenc~, too, of sup- · , process · pf iden~ng · ~ 14:. -~e 
1 
__ w~ch, lll the ~bsence of a candidate I :·'°rt lll the blac~ commurutyand.atthe , public mind as a- man who-_ is· able 

1 - with a clear maJority, might draft Ken-· ~~er e~treme, in the business co~mu- , to deal With foreign· leaders; and who 
1 .. 

~edy as 1!1e I?arty's presidential nomi-., .Dlty, with wh,!cJi Shriver has devel-' · is treated: by them as ~ major figJJte. 
_nee; But it nught not be so eagy to ar- . ::oped clos~ "'wor~ng links thrOugh his . . The. Moscow .. visit: serves as a-·~ -- · 
range a bro~ered convention. A solid .1 ·: ~w practi~. The Mississippi DlrectOr bailooiL: It is'. bo\lnd· -~ get·~ ~litjver 
block of Shriver delegates at the coil-• ~~et-the•N!ltional Assoclation for the Ad- . . discussed·: as,. a"·presidential ·hopeful, 

.. vention could provide a Kennedy base i· · vancement of ~olored .. Peopie, Aaron.· and this will help him to decide 

. for some such deal. - . ! E. Henry, who is ·held. in'_qigh regard · whether he.· should run in the prim· 
: . "l,~an never stop P_?litical specul. a- ' . Dr some black acti~ists; has sent 'out a· .. : '. \"aries. And if he does run, but d.oes 

:·. tlon,_ Ke~ned~, says, with a we~y tone· Cll"C~ar letter urging · ~up port for. a · not quite make it, there is always 

:.·: ,_ 

in hi~, voice. . l cannot help i_t. if he Shrive_r candidacy. Shriver's. associa- l rthe ~~Il!le~y _oP!i~n at the . conven· . ;.::\ 
·runs. If Shriver makes a declSlon to Uon with the. Peace Corps under Ken ... : .. :• tio.n; ~~'1'~1;1-o;f1-"·d-·'; _,~-~; ~:;:;::·-;,H'.:.;~. ·'-'ID · 
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. No Time for Sargent 
' . I 

-------------By FRANKL. SCHNEIDER ---
. Sargent Shriver is out of flew over their heads, skipping ·rushing wet-headed and 

·the compound again, off . them so that Sarge could shake breathing heavily from there 
and running and this· time hands at the governor's man- .to nibble on some sauerkraut 
·for PRESIDENT OF THE sion instead. He's really funny. in the Polish section. Later he 
UNITED STATES OF Explaining how as director dashed off to sample soul food. 
AMERICA. of President Johnson's StiH later, feverish and sweat-

Where does he rush to antipoverty program he could ing he.greeted some'finanCiaI 
first? Why· to see us folks ignore the poverty stricken supportP.rs at a Jewi~h club. 

people residing on Lady Bird's Surely he'll oe back in 
way down South here in Alabama farmlands, Shriver Lafayette for some crayfish 

SARGENT SHRIVER 
He Wants to be Our Leader 

. N oo Awlins, ya' II J F.o r explained i'1 his usual manner. bisque bec~use he'll be trying 
added·flair he stopped It was tragic, he·said. But, he twiceashardthistimear9und. 
briefly at the Superdome told us, that fewer than 60 per This time he's going for the that somehow Sargent will 
for picture taking, wisely cent of the inhabitants in that BIG ONE. . · ~ always be a non-commissioned 
avoiding any conflict with: county had ever gone to col- But do you get the feeling officer'? 
Ringling Bros. and Barnum Iege. And so that explained t---------------._.;:---------------11 

that. · 
and Ba'ily circus clowns He was director of the Peace 
who are to. appear there Corps, a demanding p0sition 
later. that carried him and Eunice to 

Guess what he's going to the far corners of th·e globe. 
do first IF he 'is elected. But his grand ambition has 
He's going "to give the gov- always been an elective post. 
emment back to tht;! peo- He wanted to be vice-presi­
ple." Is he going to give us dent, or th~. governor of Mary­
Mandr ak e the Magician land or Jllinois. Once he ex­
too? plained that he couldn"t run for. 

Anyo11e cut. from the fabric governor of Illinois (men must 
of the NEW FRONTIER and. have been dancing with their 
the GREAT SOCIETY should wives in Chicago on hearing· 

that one) because it was' "un­
be able to come up with a bet- timely." "You see,'? he said, 
ter gimmick than that. But· 
Sarge always had !a sense of- "my brother-in-law might run 
humor. for president and he is Cath-

One of the funniest stories olic. And I'm a Catholic and so 
is Bobby and Teddy. So that 

making international circles would mean Catholics running 
was the one that took place in for both the presidency and the 
Paris, when Sarge was our 

1 ambassador to France. Sarge governor of I Iinois so I'd say it 
would be untimely in 1964." arr~nged to. have a mirii-gala Makes sense. 

at his mansion there to honor You've got to remember that 
Labor Leader George Meany ... both Sarge and Eunice have 
Anybody who was anybody m · 
Paris was there. All of them wonderful senses ~f humor. 
but Sarge. S~e _has been described as the 
. They had a II received en- witti~s~ of the K~nnedys.. . 

graved invitations and were . This 1s what witty Eumce ~1d 
there sipping drinks wondering m 1972 ~hen Sarge w_as. g~mg 

h · · . to Detroit ·to open his v1ce-
w er~ the host was. Time w,ent presidential campaign .head-
on and ~~any ~d the French quarters. . 

/ whe~e VISlbl~ disturbed that As.he was departing the 
Sft1ver hadn t greeted the~ compound at Hyannis Port, 
a e~ an .hour had passed. Did she jumped from poolside, 
the~ all come 011: th!! wrong threw a little dress over her 

daJo. They came on the right wet ba~hin~ s~it and plopp~d 
day Sarge da hed ·nto th herself m his hmo. And thats 

· . . .s .
1 

e how she appeared at the open- -recepbo~ hall, m_wh1te shorts ing of headquarters for her· 
~nd tenrus rac~et m hand, bolt- husband's campaign. Funny? 

- mg up tl_le stairway to ch~ng~. The next day she appeared at 
As .he did some of the d1gru- 'the mayor's offi~e for a news 
tane~ left: He _ha~ yet toda~ to conference in the same little 
explain his bizarre behavior. dress. 
But labor remembers, Sarg~. Sarge is a terrific campaign-
~n he wanted to be vice- er. Once in Pittsburgh when he 

president Sarge came down wanted to be vice-president, he 
Soutp to see us folks. In Bat~n danced an Italian tarantella 
Rouge he boasted how his · , . ' 

l~r,:~ i:c~:~l~~~h~ew~~~ Few Phones . 
"brought up" Joying the South in S Africa -
and its culture and its way of • 
life. Southerners, he said, CAPE TOWN, South Africa 
knew· how to take care of (AP) - South Africa, a nation 
aggressors, enemies and of almost 25 miJJion people, 
"whoever else is around." had 1. 9 million telephones in-
Blacks in Louisiana were stun- stalled throughout the couritry 
ned that he ignored issues and by the end of March, Post Of­
snubbed their vote potential. . fice officials have told Parlia-

They must re!llember Sarge , ment. , . 
in Lafayette. Workers for Most of the existing phones 
McGovern-Shriver stood for have been installed in the of­
hours waiting for his plane to ·fices and homes of the nation's 

{ land to gre.et him "•1Hh• plane white nllnoritr of four million. 

) JlllJJMID~rn®r:::a:~tt:.: 
one letter to · .. , ·h ·'''re, L, Unscramble these six Jumbles, 
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March 22, 1975 

CO-EXISTENCE AND Ca.MN EXISTENCE 

mrroDUCI'ION: 

We confer tcrla.y as citizens of nations physically distant and ideologically 
distinct. Yet we are drawn together not merely in brief dialogue, but by similar 
chords of mem::>ry and strong bonds of the m::rnent, by our history and our circtmlStance. 

Though we have met at many brinks, we have never made war against one another. 
And during the time of Facist aggression, we fought alongside each other. 

Though we have and hold to separate visions, we are alike the heirs of great 
and consequent revolutions. The fanrers of Lexington fired the first shot of Ameri­
ca's revolution -- and it was heard around the world. The workers of Petrograd 
stormed the Winter Palace in the October Revolution -- and that storm raised a new 
wind across the world. 

We are both places of many races, of vast resources, of continental expanses. 
We have the :EXJWer to errl the human presence on earth -- or the human poverty of 
earth. We can light the sky with a nuclear fire -- or set in orbit the man-made 
stars of shared space exploration. We can exhaust our energies or explode .our anmr­
ies over the issues which divide us -- or we can ~ security and society by 
pursuing the interests which unite us. 

The choice of detente should be obvious, but there are those who w:ru.ld choose 
otherwise. Th.ere are sane in my country, and probably in yours, who say detente is 
dying. There are sane in both countries who would like to kill it, and resume try­
ing to bury the other side. For than the setback on trade offers a pretext to turn 
back fran the journey to reace. 

We IlD.lst also understand that unilateral efforts to exploit nanentary disadvan~~/ 
tage for perceived national gain undermine the foundation for detente. "Nei.ther of us .\ 
will either disintegrate or convert to the other's systan; both of us mllst survive 
together. Detente must not be deployed as a new weaixm in yesterday's war; · . the 
veiled pursuit of conquest, idealogical, econanic or military, will restore cold war " 
confrontation, squandering for transient ends what may be our last, best hope for 
reace. 

Cold war, too, has its casualties. Our econanies are ~ed. Danestic advances 
are defeated. We manufacture more weaixms instead of more housing; we teach ·a.Jr· 

sons how to kill enanies instead of how to cure disease. 

That is the way it was; it is a way we cannot take again. To do so TNOuld de~y 
the process and pranise of history. Many Anericans have believed that they were or­
dained by God in history to becane a roodel for all mankind. You have believed that 
Ccmm.mism was similarly ordained by history as God. Events have not settled the pro­
priety of either claim, but history has set a· priority: that together we must make 
a detente, so that by perfecting our co-existence, we may achieve a CXImon existence. 

* At the invitation of the Presidium of the Suprane Soviet. 
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For many years, co-existence has meant that thot:gh we should not be enenies 
in a world war, we are adversaries in a ~..orld wide contest to vindicate our re­
spective systans -- tr.at in trade and aid, producti.:>n and planning, value arx:i cul­
ture, we Im.lst be canpetitors. 

camnn existence recognizes that co-existence by itself is now insufficient 
-- that tlx:>ugh there are proper areas of canpetition, there are inescapable ar.id 
increasing imperatives of ccx:>peration -- that the Soviet Union arrl the Unite:i 
States nrust change with the \A.Orld we inhabit -- and that this world will be neither 
habitable nor hospitable, for ourselves or for others, unless we invest less in 
rival endeavor and rrore in shared enterprise. 

A revolution owned by no particular ideology now sunm::ms us to transcend the 
oppositions of our ideologies. It is a global revolution which penyeates all know­
ledge and pervades all relations between nations and arrong peoples; ccmnerce, dip­
lanacy, and warfare will not be the same again. We cannot deflect that revolution,. 
for even a canbina.tion of the strongest J;ClWerS could not work a shared will on 
every question. Condaninium is a cliche, an inip:)ssibility, an unreality. We have 
no right or way to daninion. And we have no means of isolation. others have nu­
clear p:JWer or :i;:otential; other peoples are rrore than equal in sane resources arrl 
raw materials; other states can :i;:oison the air, fish out the oceans, over:i;:op.llate 
the planet, or release unnatural and. unc6ntrollable bacteria. We cannot stand 
apart even when we sta.00 together. 

No single reason of detente secures a generation of peace, let alone co·-oper­
ation. Despite the best progress of negotiation, real differences of :i;:olicy and 
principle will continue. We will not persuade you to becane capitalists -- and 
you will not talk us into Ccmnunisn. But while we each ratain what we are, we can 
both enlist in a larger cause. We IIU.lSt not only make the world safe ~r diversity; 
we Im.lSt also make a safer ~ld by a degree of unity. 

A century ago Kierkegaard wrote: "The individual no longer belongs to his 
God, to himself, his beloved, to his art, or his science •••• " Today no nation 
belongs to any one God or science, or solely to its citizens or ideology. By cir­
cumstance we belong to a still separate:i but now seamless world. In such a world, 
the shaping of a carmon existence is the precondition of a secure existence --
and perhaps of any existence at all. 

The puqose of these ranarks, and of my visit to many parts of the Soviet 
Union, is to discuss the rationale of camion existence, and to outline sane ways 
in which it can be realized. I will talk first of the basis of detente, of the 
historical evolution of co-existence and the current novarent toward a bilateral 
camon existence. Then I will speak of the basis of negotiation, of certain ground 
rules which seem to me essential to the max.inrum progress of Soviet-American bar­
gaining. Here I will res:i;:orrl to the question of how the American :i;:olitical sys­
tem operates. The foundations of detente could crumble unless we build well; and 
we will not build well u:i;:on a quicksand of myths about each other's internal 
structures, methods of decision, and. m:xles of thought. Finally, I will urge the 
expansion of carmon existence fran a bilateral to a global d:imension in areas such 
as nuclear energy, enviromnent, econ:::rnics, trade, nutrition and human rights. 

THE BASIS OF DETENTE 
I 

Historical context defines the limit of choice: Even when men break with 
the past its record is their reference :i;:oint. So it ~s for Marx when he wrote 
the Manifesto and for Jefferson as he labored over the Declaration of Independence. 
The direction of our future relations begins with the road we have already travelled. 

After your Revolution, the first Iiiase of Soviet-American co-existence was 
narked by ambivalent feelings of miconcern and attention, hostility arrl fascina­
tion. Neither nation was a present danger to tthe other. Bolshevik leaders were 



-3-

intent on internal consolidation and their external focus was largely on ~· 
America's brief l.ntei:vention in Siberia was half..:hearted; its true :p.iqx>~ was 
not ~ter-revolution, but to r~strain Japan. 

For a generation, there were no diplanatic relations~~ us, ~t there 
wer(3 ~Y contacO? between oµr ·peoples. American eng~s, ~ ai1'i business 
ffuns eontribtitSi to the developrent 'of the Soviet Union,. Rus.s41p id~s .Cil1d J;X>li­
tics. were studied and debated in the united states. Recognition in 1933 did not 
realize all the hope~ either nation held; partly ·this Wa.s due to Amer,ican isc;>la­
tion. fian the Europecm and world probl~ of thc>se days, and qur preqccupation 
with ~stic reform. 

In that first phase of co-existence, we had. the luxury -- or a,t l~e;t we 
thoµgh~ we· did -· of 'leaving our r$tions to a ca~l intercourse. Imericans de- . 
noUnced or admired or igr:ior~ the Soviet Union; sare were ~aged and others were 
disillusioned by its example - and npthing in the real world seemed to be changed 
by any of these react~. Similarly the United Stat.es~~ oot a ~imary concern 
of your foreign J;X>licy; qur role ~ seened. secondary to the resolution of the 
European crisis - upon which the reality of the \\Orld in fact and funlanentally 
did depend. 

But the war which came made our relations ~t they have been ever since -­
of central rel~ to us, of vital relevance to mankirrl. 

We both enWed the war the same way -- as victims of surprise attack. We 
each suffered a day of infamy. The Soviet people paid a terrible price to defeat 
Facism; blood J;X>ured out fran the Arctic to the Crirrea in a river of resiStance 
whiGh ~pt the Nazis back to aet"lin. The annals of your heroism and sacrifice 
still mcive Americans; the story of Ieningrad's nine lumdred days.under seige was 
recen:tiy aroong the m::>~t wideiy read books in the United States. And ~ ar(3 proud 
of our part in the struggle -- of our material aid to you and ~ allies, of our 
sons who foµght and di~ on the nm to Munnansk, in Africa and Europe, and across 
the Pacific. 

As the war made our relations a daninant factor then and for the future, it 
brought us to a second Phase of co-existence. Clearly it showe:1 us the perils of 
separation; without our alliance, victory \\Ould have been at best a matter of 
many mare years and deaths. less obviously, the war raised ~Sion!3 o; su$picion 
-- you criticized ~. delay of the second front; we qu~stionep Soviet ambitions 
and actions in Fas~ ~Op:!. · · 

These contra¢iictory el~ts -- divisiv~ suspicion apd the perils of ~~a­
tion -- were carried into the J;X>St-war pericrl. Their relative influ~ce shifta::'i 
cons~tly. ~ts of br~ship alternare,rl with spirits of ~a ~ canp 
David. But behind every· spirit, there was still suspiciQJ1. At eaCh bri.rik, ~ 
~w -- if only at the last instant -- the peril of stepping aver~ The proportions 
of suspicion and recognized peril would be reset by perceptialis or events; the · 
cold War would intennittently be thawcrl or colder; and thus oor co-existence \\OUld 
continue. · · · 

You asSl.llled we wanted to destroy you; we asSl.llled you wanterol to destroy us; 
we both sought with nuclear weapons to deter that danger. ()]%' consciousness of 
this terrible borrl was raised in the experiencing of recurring crisis. An inten­
sifying sense of the life and death J;XJWer of each nation over the other -- which 
could slip past the best controls and intentions of either nation - was the seed­
bed of efforts during the 1950 1·s and 1960 's to achieve what is now known as detente 
The process has brougnt t:w:> American Presidents to the Soviet Union and Chainnan • 
Khruschr.!v, Chainnan BT.ezhnev, and Premier Kosygin to the United States. There 
have been disruptions -- the conflict in Vietnam and the invasion of Czechoslovakia. 
There have been distetpers -- stirred by the effects in America of the wheat sale 
and by the breakpown of the trade agreement. But these episodes are dwarfed by 
the force of the nuclear born which pulls us away fran the co-existence of suspi­
cion and peril toward the co-existence of detente. 
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II 

The co-existence of detente does not rely on the wishing away of suspicion; 
it substitutes safeguards for suspicion. It will i.10t end the peril overnight; it 
will ease the peril over time as step by step additional safeguards make possible 
additional restraints. 

At least implicitly, deten.te represents a decision in lx>th nations to dir-.en­
thrall ourselves of certain notions. Peril and suspicion once seemed bearable 
because each side expected relatively soon a collapse or disintegration on the other 
side. Theorists of contaimnent held that your system \\Uuld be strained and then 
overthrown by internal dissatisfactions; theorists of camumisn argued that the 
Western system would be subverted by internal contradictions. Both Kennan and 
Stalin \\1ere wrong. Both systems are still alive and strong. Human foresight is 
imperfect, but as far as the future can be seen, it does not seen that either sys­
tan will be found on the ash-heap of history. Of course things will change; 
Americans and Soviets will seek changes in their own societies and -welcane at .!.east 
sane changes in the other society. But most Americans do not believe you will 
disappear or convert. And neither will we. 

Yet in the last year, sane ccmnentators have announced the onset of the long­
predicted decline of Western capitalisn, perhaps even Western civilization. The 
signs of disarray have been undeniable: The deepest recession since the Great 
Depression has struck most market econanies. Inflation has devalued currencies. 
The energy crisis has shifted balance-of-payments positions, shaken the stability 
of the banking systan, and raised the prospect of urunanageable resource transfers. 
And as the market econany faltered, its political leaders fell; Prime Ministers 
-were driven frcm office in Gennany, Japan and England; for the first t.iroe, an 
American President was forced to resign. 

Surely the West is troubled. Sadly our institutions were slow to respond. 
Conplacency an our part 'WOUld be a mistake. But so \\Uuld any premature celebra­
tion by others of our collapse. 

In fact, our problems are the result of strength, not weakness. Since 1945, 
the West has experienced an unprecedented prosperity. Per capita incane in the 
United States is $6500 a year, and sane European countries exceed even that per­
formance. There has been no relapse to trade wars; international wars have tamed 
the excesses of an earlier period. This progress led consurrers to expect more in 
less time than rrost systans could supply over a long span of time. We were pro­
fligate in our use of energy and other raw materials. The consequence was a gen­
eral :inflation; and because of econanic interdependence, the inflation of each 
country reinforced the :inflation of every other. 

The West could have better anticipated and rroderated the side-effects of 
success. But the West \\Ullld not have chosen to forego that ~ess in order to 
prevent tl'Dse side-effects. Indeed the gains of the last three decades have brought 
the market econanies to a point where they can adjust effectively, despite mis­
takes, delays and lack of foresight. 

Perhaps the best evidence of our basic soundness has been our reSfOnse to the 
energy problan. Twelve months ago, in the face of an oil shortage and rising 
prices, feM ventured even cautious optimisn. The pessimists, and there -were many, 
foresaw an apocalypse of the marketplace. Instead, oil consumers are adapting; 
effective programs of conservation are reducing the energy problerP. to a manageable 
factor in a functioning ecauny. Energy danand has been cut by the laws of lx>th 
the mar1'.etplace and the government. The major nations are consuming 3 to 12% less 
oil than last year. 

What -we are witnessing is not the beginning of the West's decline, but of 
its recovery. Inflation is rE!CErling. So governments are turning to policies of 
stirm.tl.ation. As they take hold, recession will be reversed; prosperity will be 
re-established. 
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In the United States, an econanic policy will emerge fran the "creative 
tension" bet-Ween the White House and the Congress, the Republicans and the DetD­
crats. And in the years ahead, I believe, Arrerica will nove on to measures of 
econanic refo:an unequallerl since Franklin Roosevelt and the New Deal. We are meet­
ing the crisis, but we will not master it until we apply principles of planning 
to the practices of our econcmy. We nust reconcile our sttuctures of production 
to the pennanent reality of resource scarcity. We will do what we I'CU.lSt, as the 
West always has. New international arrangements, such as fleXible exchange rates, 
ar~ already in force. The financial systan has not been bankrupted, but strength­
ened. National planning -- for example, to convert sare auto production to mass 
transit -- is a near teJ:m prospect. 

I believe you should welcane the resilience of the West, and its adaptability. 
Camu.mists and capitalists once thought: What's bad for then is good for us, and 
vice versa. But what's bad for either of us can becane a danger to both of us 
and all the world. The dissolution of any system leads to irrational behavior; 
societies, like individuals, "do oot go gently into that good night." Indeed the 
truth is the opposite of past assunptions; peril and suspicion are even imre un­
bearable when disintegration seems :imninent on either side. 

Each of us also has a I,X>sitive stake in the survival and prosperity of the 
other. Our gcx>ds can naximize your growth; our food can oourish your citizens; 
our technology can :improve your productivity. Without that improvement, capital 
investment requires the Soviet COl1Sllner to carry a heavier burden of sacrifice. 
Similarly, our industry will prosper mxe if WE! can sell mxe to you; our resource 
base will expand as we purcha8e mxe raw materials fran you; your advanced tech­
niques of coal gassif icatian, thenrr:>nuclear fusion, and power transnission can 
multiply our energy reserve. 

Neither econany needs the.other in an absolute sense, but both econanies can 
benefit fran a sharing of their respective superiorities. Separately, presperity 
is oot .impossible; nutually, we can gain a greater prosperity at lesser oost. 

We can also enhance our econanies by ending our a:ans race. The mxe we are 
free fran a CC111petitian in weapons of destruction, the imre capital we will free 
for tasks of ~stic construction. 

The Strategic Anns Limitation Talks have led to negotiated contrOls on our 
nuclear forces. But we should not rely on negotiations alone. While we supPart 
the Vladivostok Agreenent, we should not pennit its ceilings to becaile the floors 
of our arsenals. CXJr aim I'CU.lSt be to end the a:ans race, not ratify it up to a 
I,X>int. This depends not just on our negotiating plans, but on our defense poli­
cies. Either country could take the first step of further restraint by reducing 
its military sperrling in a specific, clearly obServable area and Calling for the 
other side to follow. If the response was I,X>sitive, and I think it lt.Ol.ll.d be if 
the initiative was perceived as geiruinet each step Cow.a lead to another and then 
another, reversing the rcanen:b.mt to mu1 tiply weaponry, setting in rcotion a new, 
self-sustaining mechanisn of disannament. For a cycle of nu.mi.tions ~titian, 
based on worse case assurrptions, we could substitute a cycle of nu.mi.tions cutbacks, 
based on proof by correSI,X>rrling deeds. 

Taking the first step \\Ould not threaten either nation's security. When we 
each can overkill the other many times, the difference between that many and mxe 
is a difference in number of weapons which would not make a difference in tine 
of war. 

And reciprocal cutbacks 'Wall.d not replace negotiations, but inprove their 
prospects. As resources were shifted fran warfare to the peoples' welfare, they 
\'Ull.d rcount further pressures for the maximum progress of SALT. Segments of the 
defense establishnent, in my country and here, will always fird or invent sane 
reason to resist even minimum agreenents. The surest counter to these militar­
istic .imp.ll.ses will be publics who know the p;malties of the anns race because 
they are experiencing the benefits of a:ans restraint. 

Their preferences can becane an additional incentive to restrict counterforce 
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capi:iQilities. If the SALT process is to be irreversible, qualitative controls 
becx:me indespensable. Otherwise, -we will race against reason again, up another 
escalatory spiral of nn.itual suspicion, each higher step hewn by a rrore sophisti-
cated, mre expensive instrument of death. · 

The danger lies not merely in qualitative changes in our strategic forces; 
it lies also in changes in the quality of oar strategic thinking. Sane analysts 
row argue that only the means to launch a l.imited nuclear attack will deter the 
opponent fran doing so. But if both ootmtries start thinking that such an attack 
is thinkable, the thought may father the deed. Acceptability anplifies the pos­
sibility. A l.imited strike is less likely if the expected response is massive re­
taliation. But a limited strike is rrore likely if there are new rules - if we 
or you anticipate a l.imited retaliat:i.al, followed by negotiation. 

In addition, bd::h sides J1C1W conceive of a nuclear engageneit solely when 
the survival of the nation or an ally is at stake. Counterforce creates a nuclear 
option on a wider range of issues, less essential than survival. It pennits those 
who ~ of bargaining and cx:rnpranise to seek settlanents, or speed then, by 
having a little atanic war - which would of course leave a lat of lruman beings 
a little dead. · 

It is coiiceivable that qualitative :improvements could pennit a first strike 
at the price of a relatively miJtimal retaliatory blCM. The maintenance of our 
nn.iltiple deterrents disoourages any quest for that capacity because it makes it 
costly and probably futile. But assume far a rranent that the capacity became a 
reality. An anti-sul:marine breakthrough might occur. The camand and control 
systens for bcmbers might be knocked out. 

In this situatian, saneone might contarq:>late a l.imited nuclear exchange. It 
may be fantasy and it surely 'WOUld be folly, to gamble that a l.imitecl assault would 
not lead to all-out "War. To act on the conceit that -we could contain such esca­
lation would surpass any bhmder in the history of lruman blumering. lt>st, though 
surely never all, of the opponent's second strike forces could be neutralized. 
But in the absence of a basic political crisis, would it be ~rthwhile to cripple 
the other side by sacrificing merely b.o cities -- say, lt>scow and Isringrad, or 
New York and Chicago? Even if one of us could get CMay with it, the ~ld is 
not a gaming table; the abject is not to cane out a little bit or even a lot ahead, 
to give up ten million lives to take twenty or even a hundred million. 

During a z:ecent discussion in Washington, saneone argued that the me.re fact 
of nuclear advantage would lead to its use. Averill Harr:iman was there, blunt 

"and sensible as always. He listened, looked al:-ound the roan, and then replied: 
"There are b.o kinds of people in the Soviet Union and the United States -- sane 
people and insane people. Sane people understand that neither nation will at­
tack the other because it might seem to have sane marginal advantage. Sane people 
understand that both sides would lose. I consider myself a sane person. If any­
one in this roan considers himself insane, I wish he would speak up. " 

There were no volunteer lunatics that night, and I suspect there are none 
here. Yet nonsense and insanity are often masked by tedmical. expertise and ter­
minology. The irrational often canes with a rationale. But no matter what for­
mula sane may devise, -we must insist an the sense and sanity of our true situa­
tion: It is not in either nation's interest to attack the other, unless its own 
or an ally's existence is the issue; neither nation could ever win enough even in 
an uriequal nuclear exchange; both nations have an interest in sto~ing the nu­
clear bottle, not in drilling new holes for the genie to escape. 

But sanity is not.. just the absence of insanity. Sense is not merely the 
avoidance of nonsense. As we spurn the suicidal dangers of conflict, we must seize· 
the societal ·advantages of co-ope.ration. We have seen this with a shal:-pening 
clarity in recent years - and so we have sought not merely the detente of mri­
destructian, but a detente of nn.itual gain in cx:rmerce, science, and national ef­
forts to raise standards of life. 

Our progress has been real am ~rthy. But as we roove forward, we experience 
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misunderstandings; we encounter questions which involve the rest of the world. 
In perspective, these should be seen as the inevitable tensions of a relaxation 
of tension, the canplexities which follow the resolution of silrpler matters. 
When the gears are engaged, they make a grinding noise. But to finish the jour­
ney, we must face the harder problems of our negotiating situation and the wider 
implications of our ccmnon existence. 

THE BASIS OF NEXDl'IATICN 

Winston Churchill stated the imperative of negotiation succinctly: "It is 
better to jaw, jaw than to war, war." But jawing, no less than wanraking, has 
its discordances. Distinct political systans with differing traditions must de­
fine a basis of negotiation. That basis must include a degree of shared ?Jrpose 
and an understanding of sare inevitable divergence. We cannot dE!lla1'rl that either 
systan imitate the other in order to negotiate with each other. Just as the long­
est journey begins with a single step, so b'ie process of negotiation must begin 
with starting points. I.et me suggest several of them. 

I 

First, we must avoid the tanptation to take any advantage which is available, 
even at the cost of disadvantage to the other side. The Soviet government drove 
a gc:x:rl bargain for American wheat in 1972. But a bargain that is too gc:x:rl may 
not be the best choice. Partly as a consequence of the wheat deal, the Washing­
ton Post - which urges and supports detente - has called for export controls 
on fc:x:rl. This incident illustrates a truth: Negotiations that repeatedly hurt 
us econanically ~ld not help you in the long run. A new weariness about trade 
~uld narrow the channels of camerce. We ~ sell less to each other. We 
could not buy as much as we needed, when it was needed. Nor could you. 

At least in the United States, there has been a long-standing myth that our 
diplanats are easy marks for the supposed cleverness of everyone else - Europeans, 
orientals, Russians, whoever currently sits across the table. Kissinger has eased, 
but not erased, this perception. Americans remain psychologically prepared to 
conclude with Will Rogers that their eotmtry "always wins the war and loses the 
peace." And if Americans ever think they are victims of detente -- or if you ever 
suspect that you were tricked into a trade agreement which is depleting your re­
source base, progress will be slowed and could be reversed - in anns control as 
well as econanic and scientific co-operation. suspicion will again and at least 
for a while outweigh the perils of separation; detente will be succeeded by re­
newerl dangers. 

Yet no negotiator can represent two sides. Every negotiator will make mis­
takes -- yours as many as ours. In the nature of things, sane agreements will 
be better for you, others for us. But all the negotiators should a.im not to beat 
their eotmterparts, but to benefit both eotmtries. The I't'Dre balanced the bene­
fits over the long tenn, the I't'Dre benefits we will be able to achieve in less time. 

II 

The secoDi tanptation is to warp the instnment of co-operation into weapons 
of coercion. But if we cannot overthrow each other's systems by war, then we 
certainly do it by peace. Russia and America cannot follow Clausewitz to their 
bargaining table and make detente an extension of military catqJetitian by other 
means. Americans would not barter their principles for a load of ore - and we 
should not expect Russians to trade theirs for a brace of transistors. 
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Detente will becane inq:x:>ssible unless both sides accept the limits of its 
p:>ssibilities. Co-operation does not oanstitute a mitual en:lorsement of Ccmmmism 
and Capitalism; it is a recogniticn of intersecting interests which are consis­
tent with separate ideologies. We can nake agreements in the CCltl1Dil interest 
even as we disagree an sane issues. 

Americans will protest when a Solzhenitsyn is arrested; they will picket 
the Soviet anbassy when a Panav is denied pennissiai to emigrate; they will be 
outraged when a Soviet anny enters Czechoslovakia. S.llnilarly, Russians will 
denounce American p:>licy in Vietnam - as many of our own citizens have; you will 
arraign us in Pravda for the vestiges of racial discrimination - which the 
New York T:imes also does; you will p:>int to the overthrow of Allerrle -- which our 
Congress IS ?Jblicly investigating. Such criticisns are relevant to what is criti­
cized, l'X)t, what is Sh:lred: The urge to live, and therefore to oantrol the weap:>ns 
of dea.th; the quest to discover new sources of energy and new cures far disease, 
and therefore to learn fran each other; the yearning to prosper, and therefore 
to trade resources and techni::>logy. The criticisns do not mean that we are anti­
Soviet or you are anti-American. Fach area. - of agreenent and disagreenent --
has its own atioosphere. 

III 

The third tanptatian is to weary of negotiations because the respects in which 
our systems differ lead us to negotiate in different ways. 

There is nruch. we as Americans do not urnerstarrl about you and about your 
systsn, and the problems of bargaining with you. And there is nu.tch you firrl per­
plexing about us. You wonder hew it can be that a trade arrangenent is altered 
once our Congress proceeds to address the issue, or hew a strategic anns accord 
can spark dissent in the American Senate. When we explain that our constitutional 
structure mamates a process of consultation and oansent beyorrl the Chief Execu­
tive's decision, many of you react with the incredulity of cme who has been 
tripped by an obviously empty teclmicality. "After all," many in Russia seem 
to ask, "doesn't the power structure in the united States speak through its 
President? Can't we assmne that the American President speaks with authority 
when he announces an official ~ with another nation in solElml ?Jblic pro­
ceedings?" 

To put the matter directly, we have deliberately paid the price of substan­
tive disorder far the sake of procedural openness and regularity - in a systsn 
which disperses authority so that the ablses of one center of power might be chec:ksi 
by oountervailing power; so that each group has a neaningful chance to express 
opinions, to be oounted in the calculus of decisicn. 'Ibis may seem an tmwieldy 
process, viewed fran without; even fran within, it often looks awkward; but it 
is always flexible and fluid. In the American systan, p:>litical particip:ltian 
and representation serve, although :inperfectly, to assure the oantinuing resp:>n­
siveness of gc:N'erl'l'C\elt to the rmtltitm.e of men and forces that denard a hearing. 

The preservation of such responsiveness, and of the fanns of p:>litical ac­
tion that un:lerlie it, are at the heart of our values as a nation. '!hey are in­
scribed on constitutional :parc:hne'lt and institutional stone. '!hey are trea.sured 
as priceless beyorrl any of the particular p:>licies they may provide or prevent. 
It is a heritage which yields to the force of no law, the will of no man. The 
shifting tones of persmtlity and place, the clarroring danarrls of circumstance, 
the ceaseless cries for the prudence and judgement of the nanent - all these 
are too fleeting and ephenEral, too insecure against the test of time, to be per­
mitted daninian over the constitutional structure which alone, we believe, can 
assure the pennanence of change. 

We have held fran our begiming to this faith in oanstitutionalism. Tent>­
ered by our experiences with the British Crown and by disillusion with our own 

. early legislatures and executives, we have always been suspicious of power and 

• 
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have insisted on opermess to new forces arrl ideas. Charles Beard's econanic iJ;t­
terptetation of the American Constitution once persuadErl nany scholars to ~Erlit 
that single explanation, but it was discredited long ago. Instead a far richer 
picture of the .American Revolution as a largely itoral assertion, mi.Xed of course 
with other m::>ti\ies, has erierged. Recently a cartoon appeared in the New Yorker 
magazine which, showed one pilgi:':im leaniilg <:Ner the edge of a vessel which looked 
like the Mayflower and telling another: "Religious freeidan is my imnediate goal ••• 
but my long-range plan is to go into real estate." There is sane slight truth 
in that, as there is in any rea::>gnition of the ways in \\hi.ch idealistic claims may 
mask material aims. But there is roore falsity than truth; ours has been a consti­
tutional history l.lllusually faithful to procedure even at the expense of policy. 

In the time of our coristitution's framing, the perpettiation of slavery was 
a majoritarian policy. Three quarters of a century later, the majoritarian pro­
cedure brought the abolition of slavery. The people's views had changed. The fmrl­
amental structure of .American goverilment pemri.tted new voices to be heard and the 
will of a new majority to be heeded. 

My COlllltry has relearned recently am painfully the practical virtues of 
opermess to all voices. For years, we foilght a war in Asia against rising oppo­
sition at bane; the opponents were scorned at first and then berated; but they 
were right am finally we are ending our involvement in a war that is wrong. Last 
year, we saw a once-poi;:Ular President forced fran office because he failed to 
heed the principle that all official authority must be contained so that the people 
may be king. 

Sane Soviet analysts have suggested that Richard Nixon tempted the wrath of 
Ame:ricari militarisn by rooving too far, too fast, toward detente -- that the threat 
of irnpeac:trnent was a ?IDis:trnent for the progress of SALT. M:>st Americans are 
startled by this interpretation. Deterite did not bring Nixon down; on the oon­
trary, it may have staye:i his leaving; nearly until the last days, he exploited 
the pervasive support in America for peace in an atte!npt to hold his place in 
power. If Richai:'d Nixon is remembered at all well by history, or at all fondly 
by his fellow citizens, the reason will be his contribution to the carpletion of 
co-existence. 

And when history blames him, as his fellow citizens did, it will be because 
he transgressed constitutional axicins which Survive t.i.rre arrl tanper, which are 
superior to any policy. He lost his pc:;wer because he abused our danestic ideals 
arrl misused oUr danestic inSti tutians. Even Presidents who make a detente are 
not pennitted to cover up crimes. In our system, no leader is allowed to take our 
rights no matter what he may offer in return. That was the lesson of W:itergate. 
It was not reverige for detente, but j~tice notwithstanding detente. 

Of oourse, dsoocracy in practice in the 20th Century is roore CXJ'!i>lex than 
the shining light which brightened the eyes of our founding fathers in the 18th 
Century. A nation which grants a voice to all rust stand guard always to protect 
against the accretion of such awesane private wealth and power as may p.irchase 
the voice of those Who have nothing else left to sell. To critics, it may appear 
that this is the real American system -- that a potent ruling class :ptlls the · 
strings as the people, IXX>r p.ippets, predictably resporxl. 

The appearanee is an illusion. In the 1950's, books like c. Wright Mill's 
The Power Elite described an America under m:nolithic rule, and that interpreta­
tion was reinforced by a sucx:essian of defense and econanic officials dram fran 
oorporate boa.rdrcx:ms and law offices. But when political scientists in the 1960's 
sought roore systana.tically to detennine who governs in America, they were s~k 
with the difficulty of sustaining any single answer. In the end, persuasive evi­
dence accmnulated for the proposition that no power elite, no'single class daninates 
the United States. Minorities do rule -- not the minorities of class and wealth -
but a shifting majority of many minorities, of t.arrporary coalitions anong distinct 
interest groups. Such coalitions appear, disappear, and reappear. Even within 
each group, there are differences which must be oontinually accounted and concili­
ated. No nation whc:se labor novement has boasted leaders as diverse as Phillip 
Murray' W:ilter Reuther, and Harry Bridges - Cesar Chavez' Is:mard ~' am 
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George Meany - can accurately be called monolithic. But no nation that has 
rallied as ours has in tilries of crisis - of great depression or global oonflict-­
can be said· to suffer fran its pluralism. 

No group always wins in America; no one always wins in life. Th.is is a 
lesson we teach our children in school. It is a hard lesson to· accept when one 
sees so nru.ch to be done, but it is the lesson history has taught ~icans. 
Am::mg us, it is not enough to be right; it is essential to persuade enough others 
that you are right, for only in this way, we believe, can we guard against the 
greater wrongs of civil strife or repressive control. We have chosen the mid­
dle gr01.md of dem:x:ratic consent, where everyone saretimes gains and sanetimes 
yields, even those an whan fortune has sniled roost brightly. 

So America has no single, fixed PJWll!r structure -- or person -- with the 
authority to bargain and bind without review. When a President or Secretary of 
State negotiates an agreement, he does not speak with finality for other parts 
of government and all constituencies. W'.:lodrow Wilson's league as nuch as Richard 
Nixon's trade pact was a shattered merrorial of that reality. But the reality 
does not mean that history mist be repeated. It does rrean that the oontext 
of negotiation will be defined by setbacks as well as successes; that the fail­
ure .of the last trade agreenent will redefine the framet«>rk of the next; that 
roore Americans may seek, and settle for, future agreements which ratify co-op­
erative interests without requiring a resolution of other, clashing views. 

To deal with us, you must understand the American process and be patient 
for the sake of progress. We, too, must cane to a clearer understanding of 
you - that the Soviet Union is ccmnitted to substantive roore than procedural 
ends, that our valuation of procedure as central and almost sacred, even at 
the sacrifice of policy, confounds Soviet expectations. 

The full consequences of this fundamental difference of conception - be­
tween procedural and substantive notions of the right -- defy any brief analysis 
and go far deeper than current negotiating postures. But this IlUlCh, at least, 
is apparent: In bargaining with a procedurally-oriented, pluralist society, 
you should be under no illusion that your case need be made only to a ruling 
elite through 0l1e representative. Before it can prevail, the case must persuade 
a nn.ich wider constituency. And in dealing with a substantively-oriented power 
which mistrusts a fidelity to procedure as an excuse for self-interest, we should 
be under no illusion that our case need be made only in tenns of honoring can­
rnitlnents and preserving established structures. If it is to convince, our case 
nn.ist be cast in tenns of the substantive interests of the other side. 

It will be easier for both nations to negotiate without false hopes or un­
due cynicism once each nation recognizes that its problems with the other are 
alm:>st mirror images of the other's problems with it. The differences of bar­
gaining rooted in the divergence of systems should incline us not to abandon ne­
gotiations, but to intensify them. For only in this way can we experience each 
other enough to ~k tog'ether despite our separate attributes, to recognize 
how agreanents can be made and when we can expect than to be kept. Like the 
content of negotiation, the context of negotiation requires concessions -- so 
that while we will not adopt one another's perspectives as our own, we will 
see the landscape as it looks through both sets of lenses, and will take the 
steps which are within the vision of both world views. 

THE EXPANSICN OF CGM:N EXISTEN::E 
I 

Intersections of interest provide the basis for detente. Intersections 
of insight can strengthen the basis of negotiation. Such intersections do not 
represent a convergence of our societies, but crossing points of prablan and 
purpose, where we can achieve results without resolving variances of ideology. 
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But CClllOOil existence is more than a two dimensional relationship of the United 
States and the Soviet Union. Its final shape and space are set in the third di­
mension of the wider ~rld, where the particular intersections of our bilateral 
relations in turn intersect the concerns of the entire human species. Every na­
tion's fate is part of a single ~ld destiny. So nrM we must seek the truly 
ccmron existence of all rather than the rrere co-existence , or even the ccmron 
existence, of great powers. 

In an earlier time, our countries expanded their territory, each of us moving 
in o:wosite directions - Russia eastward and America westward -- toward the same 
Pacific Ocean. Now we must seek the expansion of ccmnon existence -- not by nov­
ing in opposition to other nations, but toward the same goal of international 
co-operation -- not to acquire territory or establish a tyranny of great :i;:ower 
diplanacy, but to help make the order of independent states equal to the interde­
pendent realities of the current situation. Just as our camon existence does 
not reqliire an ideological or institutional.convergence, so the expansion of can­
rnon existenCe does not denarrl the extinction of differences aroong men and countries. 
·Rather it rests on shared necessities which are consistent with different p:>li­
tical choices, and increasingly essential to having and keeping any chance to 
choose. 

This generalization is an abstraction fran rrany facts of international life. 
Few topics better exanplif y the urgency of an expanded camon existence than the 
question of nuclear energy. Recently a film screened in my country dem::>nstrated 
with chilling precision and persuasiveness hrM a college st\rlent, drawing solely 
upon scientific infonnation in the public danain, could design and construct an 
atanic bcmb with a small arrount of plutonium fran a nuclear energy facility. 
This banb, if produced and exploded, could kill over 100,000 people. SUfficient 
plutonium could be stolen by a group or even an individual; a growing :JlllTlber of 
governm=nts could simply divert it from the peaceful uses for which they obtained 
it in the first place. Nu.clear weapons in the hands of terrorists or in the ar­
senals of unstable regimes ~uld certainly be exploited as instruments of extor­
tion, and might casually be used as implements of wannaking and revengetaking. 

This danger knows neither the bounds of governmental structure nor the borders 
of national sanity, fragile as eVen those constraints are. Withoot stricter in­
ternational and darestic controls over access to fissionable materials and stronger 
prohibitions against proliferation, the nightmare of nuclear blackmail, or the 
ultimate nightmare of gl.OOal conflagration, could be visited upon us despite any 
and all progress along ·tJie lines of SALT and Vladivostok. 

The destructive potential of insufficiently controlled nuclear developnent 
and dJssanination is just one of a family of structurally similar problems. In 
such cases, we m.ist learn to reduce chaos and contain risk without trying to dic­
tate the policies, or even resolve the disputes, of third parties. In such cases, 
the overriding fact is that our ~ nations are involved more in a game against 
nature than in a game against each other, or other nations. And in all such cases, 
only a perception that transcen:!s our bilateral relations can make either of us 
secure against a loss, not to the other, but to forces that go beyorrl us both. 

II 

OUr linked destiny is also deeply irnbedded in the delicate sphere of the 
world's threatened ecosystems. 

Internally, each of our naticms has rranifeste:i a new awareness of environ­
mental issues. Fach has enacted significant legal constraints upon the heedless 
plunder of land, air and water resources; Tass reports that you have allocated 
"every tenth ruble" to a major program of envirorunental protection. And bilater­
ally, our nations have entered into a far-reaching agreerent for co-operative re­
search in eleven areas ranging fran pollution oontrol to earthquake predicticm. 

Yet, m.ich more is required, not only in the form of joint efforts to improve 
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our respective envirornnents, but also in the fonn of international initiatives 
to forge an environmental consciousness and responsibility the "WOrld over. Nei t11er 
of us can suggest such an initiative alone, ·for then either of us w::ruld be accused 
of callous indifference to the needs of less developerl econcrnies. But together 
we can speak the same truth: After a process of developnent heedless of natural 
systems, there will be little use for canals which salinate fields instead of 
irrigating them; there will be snall reward fran an industrialization which makes 
the air itself an agent of death; none will gain in the long run by subverting 
the natural systems which sustain the existence of all. 

The advanced naticms have already done vast damage. After the recent voyage 
of the Ra, Thar Hyerdahl rep:>rted a new disoovery which confinned the ~st fears 
of scientists, voiced over many years: There was a man-made sea of pollution 
quite literally overlaying the ocean. Glohll.es of tar deface the Atlantic fran 
Europe to America. Yet men still m:tke the ocean, the \\aTib of all life, their 
largest garbage dmnp, while plundering its reserves of life. It is alanning that 
"WOrld fish yields, for the first time in history, have actually fallen over the 
pa.st ~ years. Nor is the air which circles our planet any more :imnune fran 
the i;x>isans of careless techoology. The ozone which may be destroyed by one na­
tion's fleet of sUpersonic planes is the ozone which could have protected every 
nation's people fran cancer-inducing radiation. 

By supporting the United Naticms Envirorment Progral'Clre, your goverrnrent and 
mine made a cxmnitment to international environmental cooperation. But lx>th of 
us ImlSt go further than either has yet shown a willingness to go. Particularly 
when our own :imreliate interests are at stake, neither nation has adequately re­
rnenbered the future all men are fated to -- that ours is indeed a "spaceship earth"; 
a frail vehicle with finite resources of nourislrnent and regeneration, with no 
airlocks for anyone against another's fouling of the atm::>~e, no watertight 
canpartments to prevent flcxxling fran a i;x>lluted ocean; a "WOrld whose physical 
frontiers have been reached, and, in many ways, exceeded. We cannot expect others 
to be responsible if we do not acx::ept our responsiblities. We cannot ask then 
to take a long-range view when we are short-sighted -- when the Soviet Union re­
sists prop:>sals at the Bucharest COnference to limit p:>?ilation growth -- or when 
the United States postpones scheduled envirormental protections. 

Instead, let us :roove in a cannon effort of many nations to reclaim the seas, 
to Il'Oili.tor regional and global p:>llutim and inadvertent weather m:xlif ication 
fran all sources, to share infannation on the testing and dissemination of p:>ten­
tially dangerous new synthetics, to provide advance notice and discussion of ex­
periments and activities which could have irreversible adverse effects, and to 
take other measures that fully recognize the extent of our dependence upon a lx>uhded 
and \t.Uurded earth. Together we will protect our planet - or separately, at first 
a relative few of us, then more, then millions, and finally generations, will 
perish amid its i;x>llution. 

The scientific cx:mnunity took sane first steps away fran this ecological 
brink at an international conference this February in Asilarar, California. M:>­
lecular biologists and geneticists fran the Soviet Union and the United States 
met with their cotmterparts fran other nations to prop:>se a \t.Urldwide system of 
restraints and safegurads on further research in genetic engineering. The parti­
cipants suggested methOOs to limit experiments which threaten to lmleash micro­
organisns of p:>tentially devastating toxicity to man. Limits of this sort can 
be Il'ade effective only at the international level; hard as it is to stay the im­
p.llses of experimentation, it becxmes virtually impossible when the scientists of 
one nation can say that the others will do the experiment anyway. The resolve 
of Asilanar represents a bare beginning. As the ~s of science and technology 
transfonn the nm-al as well as the i;:ilysical landscape, only rmtltilateral starrlards 
can preserve the opparbmities of this process for mankind r while preventing the 
Imltil.atian of the very mealti.nJ of man. 
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III 

Sane environnental damage carmot be predicted, because it has already hap­
pened: sane of it carmot ~ umone, because no power on earth can make a new earth. 

We have spent resources as though t:heY were errll.ess, and the result is a 
threat to world resoorce shortages. At least for the "short run", which might 
be too lang, .inlivi.duals and even nations may have to live wi:thmt certain necessi­
ties of ItDdern life. 

And the shortages caused by overconsurrptian have been deepened by underpro­
duction and overpricing. States which oontrol raw materials have oontrived short­
ages through coordinated efforts. Private finns in sane irrlustries have p.irsued 
a similar course. COlllusian between producer countries and corparations enlarges 
the :power of both to underproduce and overprice at the ·expense of everycaie else. 

Once again the lessee is the necessity of a global cumou existence. Ttr:Jugh 
we carmot make a new earth, we am neke new mechanisms to forecast trends on world 
production clnd oonstm1pticn of prmary products. SUch planning can only be effec­
tive on an international scale. Even the best forecasts for a single country 
provide an i.noclri>lete -- and sanet:imes even a distorted - outlook for prices, 
dernanP, and suwly. 

All ~ systens -- developing COlllltries, socialist states, and market 
nations - are ~sential elements of resoorce planning. Many developing countries 
are key producers, or potential producers, in areas of shortage: many of then 
are part of an effort to create artificial shortages. The socialist and market 
ecqrxm:i.es are both ma.jar consumers and sources of raw materials. 

The United States and the Soviet Union occupy a special place in this pat­
tern of ocmnerce. We are the most nearly self-sufficient nations in the world, 
yet we each rely an a few key imports -- the United States especially far oil, 
tin, aro. bauxite, the SOl1iet Union far food. By oontrast, most other countries 
are either large net sellers -- canada, Australia, and the Arab States - or large 
net buyers - Western Europe and Japan - in the world marketplace. So our two 
oontinental econanies have a tmique opportunity to advance our own national in­
terests in ways which 'WOUld pranote world econanic stability. Within an exclusive 
internatiana1 oontext, a canbination of new planning methods and market mechanisns 
could max:imize the lang-teJ:m efficiency of food and raw material CX>IlS\.11'¢im and 
minimize the rate at which resources are depleted. 

The creation of inclusive arrangements will require adaptation and hinting 
carmitments. '!be arrangements will fail if we insist on ideological rigidities 
of planning ar laissez-faire. M:mitoring systens must operate over geographical 
as well as ideologocal bolmdaries. Ccm'oodity agreements ·must govem specific 
products. An internatiana1 agency for in:licative ecxmanic planning, open to all 
camtries and with a~iate voting rights for each, could provide a new frame­
work far OC>ruJerVation, specific negotiation, and the developnent of productial 
techniques. 

The Soviet union's dsrarrl far sane cumtxlities, particularly food, is obvi­
ous. Its ability to SUR>lY others, such as oil and gas, is also obvirus. Now 
:your camtry can reassert the role of global econanic leadership which it took at 
Brettan W::>ods in 1944. You remained outside the trade structure of the world 
camunity throughmt the cold war. But in an era of detente and shortages, Soviet 
interests in the area of trade intersect the interests of nan..camunist ecxmanies. 

Those sharej interests 'WOUld be fostered.if ways could be found far your gav­
er11cent to participate in institutiais such as the Organizatian far F.oO!xlllic CO­
~ation and· Developnent, and the General Agreement an Tariffs and Trade. We 
weloane the fact that you are oonsidering ooserver status at the current nul.ti­
lateral trade negotiations -- and we hope this is a farermmer of ItDre active in­
volvenent in the near future. In 1945, the ma.jar international trading institu­
tians were foomed with an overrriding goal - truly rmiversal manbership as a 
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basis for maxinuJm world prosperity. The founders were thirty years ahead of time. 
But now it is time for an expanded carman existence in global camerce. It sh:>uld 
include the Soviet union on tenns and in a manner consistent with your needs and 
system. 

One poignant crisis cannot wait out the evolution of mman existence across 
the entire range of cx:rrmerce. Today, a third of the world is hungry1 half a bil­
lion people are at the edge of famine. Although the crisis has yet to be univer­
sally canceded, the evidence has nnmted beyorXi the point of ratiooal denial. The 
focxi shortage is not a rurror started by thousands of dying children, or millions 
of malnourished parents. caning to tenns realistically with that shortage is 
in our interest as nations which cannot permanently errlure as secure islands in 
a sea of starvation. It is in the interest of us both as nations with their own 
real, if rarely admitted, problems of malnutrition. And surely it is in the in­
terest of us both, and of the w::>rld as a whole, that our two COlllltries join with 
others to shape and supfX)rt an international organization to disseminate agricul­
tural technology, collect statistical infonnation on project:Erl food shortages 
and food supplies, and gather a global food supply. 

Consider my country's past decisions to withhold land fran agricultural pro­
duction; note our frequent misuse of fcxxl as an instrument of international poli­
tics; observe your country's reluctance to release agricultural data on grourrls 
of national security; recall your understandable suspicion that the release of 
detailed infonnation on fcxxl production could swell the prof its of grain traders 
rather than filling the starachs of the hungry. All of these do not mandate an 
acceptance of things as they are, but the ccmnit:ment of both nations to the anerg­
ing structure of agreements based on the recent W:>rld Fcxxl conference in Rane. 
The structure must be carefully constructed, so every member state can exercise 
appropriate control, and vital infonnation can be accurrula:ted and assessed in 
ways fully sensitive to the need for confidentiality and fully alert to the risks 
of exploitation. No nation should stand aside while mC:st nations are working 
to design a viable w::>rld food system. We have CCltp!ted with one another for nu­
clear superiority; now let us co-operate with many others for the fi3ko of food 
sufficiency. 

The question of hunger represents a special case of a nrire general and no 
less planetary issue: How are the basic rights of human beings to be assured in 
a time of scarcity and coriflict? When the issue is cas:t in that way, \\le can call 
upon a camon ideal which can make us natural if paradoxical partners in support 
of a worldwide camon existence. Your revolution and ours differed in many things, 
but they claimed at least one great and same aspiration: Not nerely to overthrow 
the existing order of colonialisn or autocracy, but to lift the ancient yoke of 
human oppression. We have taken opposed paths fran our beginning"S, each insist­
ing on our fidelity to the aspiration with which \\le both began. Americans have 
accused you of abarrloning that aspiration legally and politically; you have ac­
cµsed us of abarrloning it ecx>nanically. These accusations and counter-accusations 
will continue; as I have suggested earlier, our ideals of politics and goverrroont 
are not on a converging course. But both of us have cane remarkably close to 
agreement on a substantive ideal - that every person has a right, tho..Jgh \\le may 
conceive its content differently, to the basic means for survival and self-reali­
zation. For the first time in history, it may indeErl. be possible to affinn seri­
ously the m:rl.versal existence of scree such right -- to say, and truly mean, that 
the precorrlitions ·of a decent life are each person's due in the world. 

We are in little danger of urxlerestimating the difficulty. of achieving the 
sort of substantive agreeueot such starxlards 'WOUld require, much less the diffi­
culty of inl>lenenting any standards agreErl. UJXl?l. The danger, rather, is that \\le 

may underestimate the inpart.ance of. trying. 

Hundreds of millions of people will not stare down into a mass grave of 
starvation and then quietly die. The world will not roove easily, or peacefully, 
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toward e>etinctian. Maybe it is too nuch to ask of nations that they do the right 
thing s~iy because it is the right thing to do. But here the right thing is 
~only rational choice. If. not out of caiwssian, then because we have a stake 
in global security, let us at least atterrpt to make effective the anerging con­
sensus that living, living decently, is each man's roost inalienable right •. 

v 

One laSt elanen.t is inp:lrtant: .A lowering of barriers to the exchange of 
ideas in the international arena. Though you may reject oor nation's ideals of 
free expression, let us agree that :iq>ediments to the 1.lllf etterErl .fla-1 of truth 
may be ~les to the nutual search for practical solutions. Ckeasionally high-
E!l:" values are served by limiting access to data; no one in his·right'mi.rid \\UUld · 
advocate the publication of blueprints for a plutonium banb. But the roost effec­
tive met.hixls to control plutonium theft and thus to limit the danger of clandes­
tine prolif eraticm cannot be devised if the engineers who think about than can­
not share ideas with one another. Solutions to oor agricultural problems cannot 
be certain if data bearing en levels of production and patterns of distribution 
are treated as national secrets. Ways of producing energy with less fouling of 
our mmori nest cannot be invented and perfected if the scientists who seek to 
uncierstan;l the workings of ecosystems cannot enter into dialogue with their col­
leagues in other lands. At tiloos, both of our nations have overclassifiErl, over­
protected, and overocmtrollErl intellectual products and exChange. In the recog­
nition Of nutual fault, and in the realization of a nutual interest in rectify-
iiig Ol1r errors in this respect, there may lie a basis for acknowlErlging and ul­
t,irii?t:tely protecting a procedural right as fwidamental as the substantive rights 
an wltj.ch we seen to agree -- a right to think and ccmnunicate on questions of 
basic sci~tific irnportance to the human oondition. 

As. mmon existence canes to be experienced over time, each of us will have 
less reason to feel threatenerl by others. With the quelling of fear, there may 
care an aba:tanent of restraints ai expression~ t~ scientific realm. But 
that is a nore distant and perhaps nore parochial hope, one which oould easily 
slip into unrealistic nusings. There is no necessity for us to believe that you 
may be convinced to accept the value we place upon political liberty. Nor is 
the.re any necessity for you to believe that we may be convinced to accept your 
view that such liberty in a capitalist state is a trick and an illusion. As I 
said at the begimiinJ of these remarks, a safer w:>rld requires a degree of unity' 
not an i4entity of systems. 

<XN:WSION 

In 1815, the Congress of Vienna initiated a period of brilliant diplanacy; 
political bargains by skillful negotiators preserved the order and systems of 
Europe. But the security of the status ~ pennitted the old regimes to perpetuate 
vast scx:::ial injustice. The last century----or continental peace was a long season 
of human suffering. The statesmen of that century scorned the basic needs of the 
people. The workers produced, but others profited. The people aspirErl, but others 
rulErl. The causes of instability were shackl.Erl, bit mt solved. And this con­
dition of suppression the sta±esmen callErl a structure of stability. It prevailErl 
for awhile, as such structures usually do; then it failErl all at once, as in the 
errl suppression always will.· The discontented of many nations rose up, and their 
rising ovei:whelned the sophisticated arrangements of the i:ower balance, and eu­
gulfErl those who governed within it. The diplanacy of Metternich and his successors 
was tactically brilliant: it was also and inevitably a strategy of self-destruc­
tion. 

Today, the heirs of revolution could becane the new incarnation of the old 
regimes. The United States and the Soviet Union could. retreat beh.ing fortress 

... ( . .... 
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walls of megatonage and relative econani.c might. We could even feel safe in our 
fortress, as others once did in theirs -- the Kaiser, t.11e Czar, the Austrian 
~. And· one day a revolutionary tide ~ sweep over the walls and sweep 
away all who were inside. We cannot predict how it ~d happen; we could insist 
that we have the pc::iWer to hold off that day. of reckoning. So did Nicholas and 
Franz Josef and Wilhelm. 

This, I believe, need not be our fate because we are not condanned to it. 
We could choose it, but we can choose othel:wise. As the heirs of revolution, we 
know its signs; we recognize its claims; we can ride with it, rather than stand 
against it. We can make the troubles of our "WOrld the foundation stones of a 
worldwide camlUll existence. 

Perhaps the nerory of the bleed we shed togetper against Facisrn can provide 
the roost fitting metaphor for our future. We fouqht as one to defeat a carm:m 
enemy. Now Providence, which you call history and I call Gcx:l, calls us to join 
together again, this time with all men, to defeat the roost ancient and m::>st recert 
ensnies of mankirx1: The tyranny of hunger and disease and the poverty of a '\\Urld 
stripped bare. 



Shriver Leads 
In· Poll· Surprise 

' ' 

By KENNETH R. LAMKE 
Sargent Shriver emerged as 

the surprising first choice for 
the 1976 Democratic presiden­
tial nomination in a poll of Mil­
waukee area voters taken for 
The Milwaukee Sentinel. ' 

Shriver, the 1972 Democrat­
. ic vice presidential nominee, 
won 27% of the vote on the 
ballot which listed IO Demo-
cratic contenders. PAGE 5, PART 1 MONDAY, NOV. 3, 1975 

Alabama Gov. George Wal­
lace was second with 24%, and 
Sen. Henry Jackson of Wash· Ford is an announced candi· finish among'the Democrats in four county area, Shorewood 
ington placed third with 23%. date and Reagan is expected to · · 

On the Republican . s i d e, announce soon,. so their names the poll should encourage his households received X% of the 
President Ford outpolled- Ron- should appear on the Wiscon- supporters; since the senator 4,000 questionnaires. 
aid Reagan, 63% to 37%.. sin. ballot - even though Rea- has not made a major effort within the areas, house-

The· poll was taken in con- gari may not campaign much here, choosing to concentrate holds __ were selected on,a ran· 
junction with . The Milwaukee here. on the New York ~tate pri-
Joumal's annual Consumer Nine of the ten Democrats mary, which will be April 6, dom basis from street address 
Analysis survey of Milwaukee, on the poll ballot have already the same day as Wisconsin's. directories and census m-.ips. 
Washington, Oz auk e e and announced their candidacies, h 
Waukesha Counties. The polit· and Wallace is set to announce T e meager showings on the Questionnaires were re-
i ca 1 question was separate in Novemberr poll Qf Sen. ~ayh of Indiana, turned in person to the survey 
from the Consum.er Analysis Kennedy, Humphrey and the former Georgia Gov· · Cart~r, office, where respondents re-
survey. others who received write-in ~~:· B~~~~n ~~ .f::a~s~~:~~~: ceived a bag of groceries and 

While the consumer survey votes have said they are not mer North Carolina Gov. San- oth~r pr~~cts _as a reward for 
is based on a scientifically se- candidates and do not plan to ford are not surprising in view their participation . 
. lected sample, the, sample for run in the. primaries, so they of their relative obscurity and . The survey analysts say that 
the political poll did not con- most lil{ely will not be listed lack of campaign effort in Wis- t h e 3,002 returned question-
form to the highest standards on the Wisconsin primary bal- consin. naires constitute a statisticallY. 
of scientific polling for various lot. - · 'f' t 1 ' 

Bayh, · Carter and to a lesser sigm ican samp e. 
reasons. The first place f i n i s h of 

Therefore, the results of the Shriver is surprising because extent Bentsen are thought to W h en the questionnaires 
political poll must be qualified. he a11nounced h is candidacy have a chance to do well in were returned, the respondents -
Still, the poll should be gener- only recently, has no political some of the 30 odd state pri· were handed the political bal-
ally valid and of interest. organization in Wisconsin and maries t h a t will occur. next lot and asked to fill it out in 

The responses to the Con· . had not even appeared .fo the year, however. · private and drop it' in a box in 
s u m e r--Analysis- survey are state to campaign at the time FQ!'d's _margin_ over :Reagan the survey office. 
being tabulated and analyzed, -- -the poll was-tai{eff.-- - ---- -- does not seem unexpected. The -Because ·not allrespon-dents 
and those results will be avail- By contrast, Udall;· the Ari- president from Michigan has were handed a political ballot, 
able in a book to be released zona congressman, and Harris, been generally rated ahead of and because s o m e who got 
next March. the former senator from.Okla- Reagan in the Midwest. them didn't return them, just 

The results of the political homa, have tom around th e 2,484 political ballots were re· 
poll: Wisconsin countryside P e r· Ford has been a frequent vis- turned. 

Total Per haps 10 times each since an- it or to Wisconsin over the 
Candidate Vote Cent nouncing their candidacies years and has been in Milwau- . Moreover, 39 ballots were 
Gerald FoiiiE.~~~~~~t~ 

63
% about a year ago. They- both k e e twice recently as presi- returned unanswered, and 346 

Ronald Reagan .......... 437 37% h ave worked to build grass dent, once before the poll. ballots contained votes for 
DEMOCRAT roots organizations her:e. In the Consumer Analysis more than one candidate. 

Sargent Shriver ........ 248 27% But the poll seems to show survey, about 4,000, question- These 364 ballots were dis• 
George Wallace ........ 221 24% that the hard work of Udall naires mailed to Milwaukee carded and not counted in the 
Henry Jackson ··········208 23% and Harris has not paid off in h h results. Morris Udall .......... .-..... 66 7.3% 

1 
area ouse olds were-returned 

Birch Bayh ................ 61 6.7% genera name recognition. between Oct. 1 and Oct. 23. -Fred Harris 29 3 2"' Respondents wer. e told on 
................ • 70 Shriver, on the other hand,· Jimmy Carter ............ 17 1.8% A probability saimple of 40 the ballot to vote for only one 

Milton Shapp ····'······· s .8% probably did well on the poll community areas was used. candidate because that is the 
Lloyd Bentsen ............ 6 .6% because. ·people at least know -Terry Sanrord ............ 2 .2% who he is. . For example, if Shorewood had situation voters face in the 

Write-,in vote9 were cast for - - · X% of the households in the polling booth. 
Republican ·Senators Barry A r~cent nationwide Gallup' 
Goldwater (R-Ariz.) (2),, and poll showed.Shriver trailing in 
Lowell P. we i ck er Jr. (R- name recognition behind only 
Conn.) (1). such Democratic personalities 

as Kennedy, Humphrey, Wal-
Democrats receiving write- lace, Muskie and Sen. George 

in votes were Senators Edward S. McGovern (D-S.D.), the 1972 
Kennedy of Massachusetts Democratic presidential candi-
(16), Hubert Humphrey of Min- date. 
neosta (8),. Edmund Muskie of The position of Udall and 
Maine (5), William 'Proxmire of Harris seems similar to that ot 
Wisconsin (4), Gaylord Nelson McGovern in .Wisconsin at this 
of "Wisconsin (1) and Frank time four years ago. McGovern 
Church of Idaho (1). was here often, building an or· 

. Actor John Wayne received ganization but was not widely 
one vote and former Milwau- known .. Muskie then was con-
kee Mayor Frank Zeidler, the sidered the front runner . 
. presidential candidate of the 
Socialist P-a rt y USA, got ·2 
votes. 

The names listed on the poll 
ballot were chosen in an at­
tempt to duplicate the ballot 
for the Wisconsin presidential 
primary election next April 6. 

Under Wisconsin law, all ac­
tive candidates for president, 
as determined by a state com-
mittee, are listed · on the Wis-
consin ballot, whether or not 
they actually campaign in the 
state. 

McGovern 1 a t e r won the 
1972 Wisconsin presidential 
primary election. 

Jackson's close third place 
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R. Sargent Shriver 

An Honest; Experienced Candidate with Style 

The walls of R. Sargent Shriv· 
er's law office in the Watergate 
complex are covered with photo­
graphs and drawings of his imme· 
diate family and . some of the 
world's great men he has come in· 
to contact with in his years as a 
business, government and politi· 
cal figure. There is also a restored 
photo of his grandfather and kev­
eral a-lints and. uncles at the Car· 
roll county family home in 1865 
or 1866. 

I opened an interview with Mr. 
Shriver the other day by asking 
him about the pic;ture. He 
launched into a long account 
about his family's progress in its 
200 years in Maryland. 

He knew the details and was 
obviously proud. Since he grew up 
in Baltimore and still has close 
relatives here, and since I was a 
writer for the local paper, it 
seemed natural. His love of and 
interest in family history was ob·' 
viously the sort of thing that 
would go over big in the old home 
town. 

I played the game and asked 
him easy questions about "roots" 
and the illlp()rtance of family. He 
ga,,e all the right answers, with 
fervor. 

But to my surprise, when I re· 
marked that it obviously was im· 
portant to him, else why would 
the picture be on the crowded 
wall, he suddenly said, "Don't 
read too much significance in it. I 
have lots of pictures. My secre­
tary is also an interior decorator. 
She picks out the pictures to go on 
the walls and changes them from 
time to time." 

If the presidential election had 
been held at that moment, and 
Mr. Shriver had been a candidate, 
I would have voted for him. That 
sort of candor has been missing in 
politicians for a long time. If Sar· 
gent Shriver is that honest about 
that sort of thing, he'll probably 
be honest about everything. 

••• 
As one of nine already an­

nounced candidates for the Demo­
cratic party presidential nomina­
tion, that is exactly the sort of 
public perception that Shriver is 
counting on to help him win the 
nomination. He believes there is 
not much difference on issues 
among the Democratic hopefuls. 
It is the difference in the men 
themselves that will counl 

"In looking at a person to be 
President," be explains, "I think it 
is time we looked at the total per· 
son, their character, their vision, 
their. track record, because the 
problems that the President is 
going to face in the next four 
years or eight years are not the 
problems that are current. So it 
is a good idea to look at the total 
guy and to determine after such a 
look whether this fellow has got 
the ,::c;::;1petence or the experience 
or the style, if you will, something 
like that, that's a bad word; the 

By THEO LIPPMAN, JR. 

competence, the experience, the 
uh, the uh the gifts of a chief ex­
ecutive, of a President of this 
country. 

"Now if you compare my rec­
ord on those counts with the other 
people, I think I compare very fa­
vorably." 

Here Mr. Shriver went into a 
recounting of. bis experience in 
foreign affairs-ambassador ·io · 
France (anecdotes about De­
Gaulle), head of the Peace Corps 
(negotiations with beads of states, 
actual treaty drafting), partner in 
a firm specializing in internation­
al affairs (he's been to Russia 17 
times in the last three years). 

"In that area there's nobody 
among the candidate who's even 
close, who even has the slightest 
proximation really to my e1peri­
ence in that area." 

That's one thing. Second, he 
bas actual experience as an exec­
utive, president of the Chicago 
School· Board, manager of the 
Merchandise Mart in that city, 
bead of the old Great Society 

Shriver for President Committee 
National Headquarters: 
81818th Street, N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 

Mailing Address: 
P.O. Box 2000 
Washington. D.C. 20001 
Phone: (202) 333-9000 

agency, the Office of Economic 
Opportunity. 

As be puts it, be Is the only ac­
tive candidate who bas experi­
ence in doing what Presidents do: 
managing bureaucracies, propos­
ing legislation then working with 
Congress to get it enacted. 

"Jimmy Carter was a gover· 
nor," he adds as an after thoughl 
"Lloyd Bentsen was successful in 
private business. But I'm the only 
one who's been successful in prl· 
vate business, in local govern­
ment, and in national goverDment 
in the executive." 

There is only one thing more 
important than competence and 
experience, Mr. Shriver believes: 
"I think the first thing people are 
interested in in a President is that 
be is honest and be a man of in· 
tegrity and character. I think 
there is no question about my hon· 
esty or about my integrity or 
about my character." 

He's right about that. This-does 
not mean there are not questions 
about other important aspects of 
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the Shriver candidacy. One is 
whether a man of 60 who has nev­
er campaigned for elective office 
on his own before (he was the 
Democratic National Commit· 
tee's choice to substitute for 
Thomas Eagleton as vice presi· 
dential nominee in 1972) really 
bas what it takes to win votes. 

True politic:ians . don't usually 
wait till that late in life to take 
the plunge. The best explanation 
for this may be that as a Kennedy 
in-law, Mr. Shriver bas bad to 
stand· aside for bis three famous 
brothers·in·law. 

Another question Is whether 
Mr. Shriver is serious. That word 
that Mr. Shriver stumbled over 
earlier · in our . interview-style 
-is one most people would prob· 
ably free-associate with Kenne­
dys. "Are you embarrassed by 
that word?" I asked him at . the 
end of the interview. 

"No, it's not that rm embar· 
rassed by it," he answered. 

"But I think it bas come to 
mean a sort of superficial, sur­
face manner, rather than reflect­
ing a substantive purpose. I don't 
want that. I don't want to convey 
that impression. The word carries 
that connotation, rightly or 
wrongly, of manner rather than of 
substance. I think wrongly. I don't 
think that was true of Jack Ken· 
nedy. If he hadn't had the sub­
stance, if he hadn't bad the brains, 
the savvy, the toughness, in addi· 
tion to style, he'd have been a dis· 
aster. He then would have been 
truly just one of the Beautiful 
People, you might say. He and 
Jackie, the ideal Camelot couple, 
you know? The fact is that Jackie 
Kennedy is a woman of signifi­
cant substance and Jack Kennedy 
was a man of, I won't say pro­
found but approaching profound 
substance." 

••• 
The people who know Sargent· 

Shriver best say he is also a man 
who approaches being profound, a 
man of real substance, better 
read, more thoughtful than any 
other presidential aspirant on the 
scene· today. A genuine liberal, 
Catholic intellectual. 

But his money, his good looks, 
bis success, his "Kennedy connec· 
tion," his manner of attacking is· 
sues with a supersalesman's en· 
thusiasm, his glibness ... all these 
things conspire to create an im· 
pression of ... of style both in the 
Camelot sense and in the bad 
sense he perceives the word bas 
come to contain. 

For obvious reasons, Mr. 
Shriver enters the race with the 
greatest claim of any Democrat 
on the legacy of John Kennedy. It 
would be ironic then if part ·of 
that legacy became, if not an em· 
barrassment, at least a hindrance 
to him. I suspect Sargent Shriver 
bas the gifts as well as the style of 
a chief executive, and I suspect 
bis campaign may turn on bis 
proving that the two are not mu­
tually exclusive. 
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SPEOCH BY SARGENT SHRIVER TO THE 

THIRD CATHOLIC HFALTH COOGRESS 

.NEW YORK CITY - OCTOBER 29, 1975 

I welcane this 9pportrmity to address this Third Catholic Health 
Congress of the Archdiocese of New York. The achievement of this archdio­
cese in establishing and maintaining the largest Catholic hospital system 
in the world is rerrarkable. The $250 million investment in this system of 
14 hospitals and 4,000 beds, of 4,500 physicians and 10,000 health workers, 
represents an rmparalleled investment by private philanthropy on behalf of 
the public good. And it is not inappropriate to recall at this rnanent that 
one-fourth of all the hospit;al beds in this nation \'Jere created, and are 
maintained and serviced, under Catholic auspices. 

Confronted by these imposing statistics, and facing what I know to be 
a distinguished audience of experts, I asked myself what I could say that 
wrnµd have a deeper meaning than just another political speech. 

I concluded that I should devote my rerrarks to those things that have 
the deepest meaning for us -- things that sarehav touch upon the values 
which we hold. 

I speak to you, not as a health professional, but as an anateur; a 
conS1.ID1er-of your services and your skills, as a user of the outer expres­
sion of your internal values. 

Fran that point of view, my first observation is this -- if ever there 
was a need for Catholic hospitals in the last century, there is an even 
greater need for them today. As we approach the time of national health in­
surance programs and as we see a growing perception of health care as a 
basic human right, there is an even greater need for Catholic hospitals -­
and other hospitals based on religious thoughts. 

One of the most distinguished Protestant theologians alive today once 
s.:iid. to me: "No matter where I live, or where I do my scholarly \\Ork, Sarge, 

. I want to die in a Catholic hospital." His sentiment is not rmique. For 
myself, let me say, if I cannot die at hane, I, too, would like to die in 
a Catholic hospital. No form of human service rrore clearly expresses a can­
mitment to val:ues than the rendering of canprehensive health and hospital 
care. Volrmtary hospitals, and especially religiously oriented hospitals, 
shoulc;l set the standard for such care. For certainly the expression of val­
ues is.needed in what has becane the second largest industry in the nation. 
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The almost inevitable impersonality of public institutions, their 
massive size, their separation fran an integrated mission concerned with 
the total spiritual and physical well-being of faillily and corrmunity, IPake 
the role of Catholic voluntary hospitals m:::>re important in 1975 than before. 

Throughout history,· there has been one, ccmoon strand running through 
the perception of religious ccrnmunities in the health field. It has been 
the belief that health care offers particular opportunities to bear witness 
to certain values. We read in the New Testament that Christ was often in­
volved in w::>rks of healing, whether of the lame, the blind, the deaf, or 
even the dead. His deeds were not simply deeds of power -- they were deeds 
of canpassion. And so it seems to me that ours must be~ We must remember 
that we must care first and always: And that cure we will, if cure we can. 
But where we cannot cure, we will still care. Because first canes canpas­
sion, and only then caTies ccmpetence • • the first is a virtue and the 
second is only a skill. The witness, in the image of Christ, is, first and 
foremost, a witness to canpassion. 

Now it is no great secret to you that there-is a national debate as to 
whether we shall even be pennitted to give witness to these values at all. 
In a systen in which malpractice is adjudicated on the grounds of .whether 
it confonns to standard practice in the canmunity, how shall we judge indi­
vidual witness to values? This may not, indeed does not, affect standards 
for taking out an appendix, but how does it affect a subject like euthanasia? 
Where is there roan for individual conscience as medicine not only gains the 
power to cure the standard diseases, but also to technologize the body? The 
Good Samaritan may well have counted himself lucky that his deed of mercy 
was not scrutinized for technical medical conformity to ccmnunity standards 
-- indeed, I seen to re!nanber that the standard practice was not to be a 
Good Samaritan in the first place. Certainly he had no license to practice 

probably not even an E.C.F.M.G. 

Let me touch briefly on sare of the value issues which are caning in­
creasingly into public discussion these days. 

Historically, we have tried in the health field to provide agcxx:l birth, 
a gocrl life and a good death, insofar as it "Wa.S in our medical power to· do 
so. Our actions were based on the prenise that human life came frau God and 
returned to God. It is, I think, quite clear that this basic premise is no 
longer uniformly held. Indeed, far frau it. It is frau this discontinuity 
in the premises that there flow those myriad problens which today we call 
bioethical. If there is no God, and all is between men, then h<::M shall we 
reconcile such a carmunity of men with the one, to which you and I belong, 
which believes in a transcendental God? - · 

If death is considered the ultimate disaster, if birth is no better 
than entry into a life without meaning, if guilt is but a biochemical reac­
tion and bears no link to evil, if sloth is a disease of neuranuscular end-

' 
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ings and a result of electrical discharges in the brain, then how shall we 
use technology in this vast field of canpassionate relationships, hitherto 
known as medicine? Does it even matter? 

The aninent pediatrician, Robert E. Cooke, once wrote that rredicine 
today is being expected toprcx:luce "a disccrnfort-free society." In .1934, 
Aldous Huxley--: in his bcx>k "Brave New World" -- proposed the same with 
his drug, sana. The pranise of this approach to life is that there is ho 
role for suffering, that beauty can be recognized without knowledge of 
ugliness, kindness without knowing cruelty, that all human perceptions are 
absolute, not canparative. 

You know where these problems corre to the :eore. We can describe a 
fetus in the VOTib ar;iatomically, but the debate is rampant on what value 
to attach to that anatany. Alive, newborn children. car:i be measured as de­
fective in mariy statistical senses, but people differ on what values, or 
disvalues, to place on such defects. 

The dying process varies frc:rn individual to individual, but there is 
little agreement on what ways of dying are tolerable or intolerable. There 
is no doubt that through medical research, great benefits can accrue for 
marikind. Yet here the debate exists, on which benefits justify which costs. 
I do not mean financial costs alone,: but costs in human dignity. The ques­
tions are age-old. Do ends justify means? can man ever be treated as ob­
ject only and not as end also, as Kant asked? 

These are the facts. These are the problems. · The question is, what 
to do ab:>ut then. Of one thing I am personally convinced. It is that the 
deeper the divisions in our value perceptions run, the less they lend then­
sel ves to the llilposi tion of one perception over another by law. The issues 
are issues of values, not of chanical or biological facts. They are sub­
jectively perceived, not objectively quantified. The subjectively perceived 
is difficult to legislate unless there is consensus on the perception. 

What does this mean in practice for the likes of you and me? It means 
in your case that you Im.lst physically continue, and it seans tome that you 
are obliged Il'Orally to continue, bearing witness to your values. The nation 
is never well served wheri pec>pie do not speak out for their values or bear 
witness to then through their actions~ I therefore have little sympathy for 
those who speak of closing catholic, or any other denc:rninational, hospitals. 

~'hat would it mean for me if I were to becare President of th.is nation? 
It "V.Ould·mean firstly, that I W'.)uld be ~rn under the Constitution to up­
hold the laws of this nation, and that I would do so. 

But I think it would further place on me the rroral obligation to do all 
in my· power to minimize these divisions in value perceptions anong our people. 

••', 
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This I \'.Ould pledge to do and this I think T could begin to p.o. There 
is, I believe, a broad consensus in the nation on the fact that abortion 
is not an ideal. .No .one undergoes it for the pleasure of it. It beccmes 
then our task to provide alternatives. We must make a high priority of 
gaining fundamental knowledge in reproductive biology to provide foolproof 
farri.ily planning alternatives to abortion. We must ensure that ~ do 
not get fired fran their jobs just because they are pregnant. We must en­
sure that they receive pregnancy disability benefits if they are disabled 
in pregnaiicy. We must provide life support systems, which give wanen all 
the services and advice they need to go through pregnancy. We must invest 
in research -- anbryological, metabolic, genetic and envirornrental research 
to treat the structurally, and functionally, less fortunate, rather than to 
abort them. We must re-encourage the older ways of dying, at hane, rather 
than being dumped and ab.3.ndonea in institutions -- however euphemistically 
they are named. · · · 

Let me simply stress for you one fact. The bioethical debates have 
been with us for close to a decade. Yet these are precisely the areas in 
which government ,has been the least active while the need is obvious. 

Let me return, therr, to your role as the nation's largest grouping 
of catholic hospitals and health professionals~ I spoke of prcinises and 
opportunities. I. believe they are abundant in New York. 

More than a decade ago, because it saw the problems caning, the Kennedy 
Foundation gave its first grant in the field of bioethics to the Newman 
Center at Johns Hopkins Hospital in Baltirrore. In 196.7, the Foundation ex­
tended its interest by supporting the distinguished Methodist theologian, 
Paul Ramsey of Princeton University, in his bioethical studies at C~rge­
town University Hospital. His seminal books, The Patient as a Person and 
Fabricated Man, developed during this time. 

Then, in 1971, we established two major bioethical programs at Harvard 
and at Georgetown. They are respectively called the Kennedy Interfaculty 
Program at Harvard and the Joseph and Rose Kennedy Institute for the Study 
of Human Reproduction and Bioethics ·at Georgetown. Both centers do research, 
render service and teach courses. I was delighted to see your distinguished 
director, Mgr. Cassidy, last winter as a participant in the intensive bio­
ethics course at the Kennedy Institute at Georgetown. Only last month, sev­
eral members of the Kennedy Institute staff served as faculty for the first 
joint meeting held by the National Federation of Catholic Physicians Guilds 
and the National Association of Catholic Hospital Chaplains. 

As Chairman of the advisory board to the Kennedy Institute at George­
town, I have been afforded the opportunity not only to help its program de­
velop, but often to see the fruits of its \\Ork in manuscript fonn months be­
fore publication. I have read them all with great interest. Broad-minded 
academicians have been tolerant and have on occasion accepted my suggestions. 

l 

.... 
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I wish to stress to you the very wide perspective from which· these 
cent~s operate. Their staffs have scholars of all faiths and of· none. 
Airong the Georgetown staff, there have been Catholics, Mennonites, Quakers, 
Jews, Presbyterians, Methodists, Episcopalians, Unitarians,· and Seventh 
Day .Adventists. They have worked in law, canon law, . theology I philosophy, 
darography, and biology. What has joined them has been the realization 
that medicine is not a biological technology alone. Biology is descriptive 
-- it cannot .. be prescriptive •. Hwian life is not just about· man the bio­
logical, or man the social -- it is also about man the·value-'-seeker. · 

Here we are in New York with Fordham University and St. John''$, with 
Einstein Medical School and Yeshiva, with Union Theological and Jewish. 
Theological. Here is a·vast hospital system, largely grounded in the three 
great traditions of Judaism, catholicism and Protestantism. I said I 
realized your burdens, but also your opportunities. What splendid oppor­
tunities exist to begin to form those groupings which are needed to examine 
and bring to the fore the value issues involved in the medical enterprise. 

The task may seem irrmense and ovei:whelming, but let us think back to 
those who began the first Catholic hospital in New York and see where we 
are now. The need is for vision and courage, qualities you display daily 
in your w::>rk. They are the qualities shavn by a Cardinal Cooke, when, in 
the middle of prophets of dcx:m and gloan, he establishes a task force on ' 
health care, not just to man the ramparts, but to keep the hospitals going 
up while people say the city is going down. · 

They are the qualities shown by a frail 'WCltEln, Elizabeth Seton, who was 
born in 1774,who married and raised a family, who knew the Protestant tra­
dition and th,e Catholic, who organized and mobilized in the field of health 
and in the field of values, and who was proclaimed the first native-born 
American saint. 

Debates on values often seem divrsive, for values are strongly held. 
But the fact that they may be divisive is no reason to be silent on values, 
for if we are, then sanedaY there may be none. I am, as you know, a candi­
da,te for the Presidency of the United-States. Just as I have reflected. with 
YO'll.on what I think your. role might be, I have had to reflect upon my avn. 
It seems to me it could be expressed in a general philosophy. It is .this: 
Where differences in value-perceptions exist, arrong various sections of the 
American people, it seems to me that it is the task of a president to stimu­
late. their examination, not to avoid them. For only if we fully understand 
the premises on which a value system is based, can we begin to see hi:M men of 
good will can be brought together at least in their understanding of each 
other. One's understanding of one's fellow man is half the battle t.CMards 
civility. One;?'sunderstanding of one's fellow man's feelings on such value 
issues as abortion, genetic engineering, euthanasia, medical experimentation, 
psychosurgery, and other medico-technical matters is our only hope to devise 
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programs which offer alternatives to seaningly irreconcilable differences 
in value perceptions. Such alternatives are not created in one day or one 
year, but neither were your health facilities. I can assure you of only 
one thing. If I am elected President, I shall at least take the first step 
tavard reconciliation between conflicting value systans by fostering alter­
natives to the ethically divisive. 

In the meantime, I urge you to continue to bear witness to your values, 
for without values, much of life, and therefore of medicine, ~uld be mean­
ingless. It is in that perspective that I wish you gocrl fortune, and al:x:we 
all, fortitude. With fortitude can cane leadership and leadership is what 
cath.Olic hospitals should provide. You have done it in the past, as witness 
Mother Seton. May we see many rrore like her in the future. 

' 
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SPEEOI BY SARGENT SHRIVER 'IO THE 

THIRD CATHOLIC HEALTH CCNGRESS 

NE'W YORK CITY - CCI'OBER 29, 1975 

I welcane this opportunity to address this Third Catholic Health 
Congress of the Archdiocese of New York. The achievarent of this archdio­
cese in establishing and maintaining the largest Catholic hospital system 
in the world is remarkable. The $250 million investment in this systE!ll of 
14 hospitals and 4,000 beds, of 4,500 physicians and 10,000 health workers, 
represents an unparalleled investment by private philanthropy on behalf of 
the public good. And it is not inappropriate to recall at this manent that 
one-fourth of all the hospital beds in this nation were created, and are 
maintained and serviced, under Catholic auspices. 

Confronted by these imposing statistics, and facing what I know to be 
a distinguished audience of experts, I asked myself what I could say that 
would have a deeper meaning than just another political speech. 

I cdnci.uded that I should devote my remarks to those things that have 
the deepest meaning for us -- things that sdrehaw touch upon the values 
which we hold. 

I speak to you, not as a health professional, but as an amateur; a 
consunier of your services and your skills, as a user of the outer expres­
sion of your internal values. 

Fran that point of view, my first observation is this -- if ever there 
was a need for Catholic hospitals in the last century, there is an even 
greater need for thE!ll today. As we approach the time of national health in­
surance programs and as we see a growing perception of health care as a 
basic h\Jman right; there is an even greater need for Catholic hospitals -­
and other hospitals based on religious thoughts. 

One of the mbst distinguished Protestant theologians alive today once 
said to me: "No matter where I live, or where I do my scholarly work, Sarge, 
I want to die in a Catholic hospital." His sentlln.ent is not unique. For 
myself, let. me say, if I cannot die at hane, I, too, would like to die in 
a Catholic hospital. No for:m of human service more clearly expresses a can­
mitment to values than the rendering of canprehensive health and hospital 
care. Voluntary hospitals, and es:i;:ecially religiously oriented hospitals, 
should set the standard for such care. For certainly the expression of val­
ues is needed in what has becane the second largest industcy ii1 the nation. 
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The almost inevitable impersonality of public institutions, their 
massive size, their separation fran an integrated mission concerned. with 
the total spiritual and physical well-being of family and ccmnunity, rrake 
the role of catholic voluntary hospitals more important in 1975 than before. 

Throughout history, there has been one, ccnroc>n strand running through 
the perception of religious ccmm.m.ities in the health field. It has been 
the belief that health care offers particular opportunities to bear witness 
to certain values. We read in the New Testament that Christ was often in­
volved. in works of healing, whether of the larre, the blind, the deaf, or 
even the dead. His deed.s were not simply deed.s of power -- they were deed.s 
of compassion. And so it seems to me that ours must be. We must remember 
that we must care first and always: And that. cure we will, -if cure we can. 
But where we cannot cure, we will still care. Because first canes canpas­
sion, and only then canes competence • • the first is a virtue and the 
second is only a skill. The witness, in the image of Christ, is, first and 
foranost, a witness to ccrnpa.ssion. 

Now it is no great secret to you that there is a national debate as to 
whether we shall even be permitted. to give witness to these values at all. 
In a system in which malpractice is adjudicated. on the grounds of whether 
it conforms to standard practice in the ccmnunity, how shall we judge indi­
vidual witness to values? This may not, indeed. does not, affect standards 
for taking out an appendix, but how does it affect a subject like euthanasia? 
Where is there roan for individual conscience as Iredicine.not only gains the 
power to cure the standard diseases, but also to technologize the body? The 
Good Samaritan may well have counted himself lucky that his deed. of mercy 
was not scrutinized for technical medical confonnity to ccmnunity standards 
-- indeed., I seem to remernber that the standard practice was not to be a 
Good Samaritan in the first place. Certainly he had no license to practice 

probably not even an E.C.F.M.G. 

Let me touch briefly on sane of the value issues which are caning in­
creasingly into public discussion these days. 

Historically, we have tried in the health field to provide a gocx:l birth, 
a gcx::rl life and a good death, insofar as it 'ir-Ja.S in our medical power to do 
so. -OUr actions were based on the premise that hurran life came fran God and 
returned to God. It is, I think, quite clear that this basic premise is no 
longer unifonuly held. Indeed., far: fran it. It is fran this discontinuity 
in the premises that there flow those myriad problems ~lhich today we call 
bioethical. If there is no God, and all is between men, then how.shall we 
reconcile such a camrunity of men with the one, to which you and I belong, 
which believes in a transcendental God? 

If death is considered the ultimate disaster, if birth is no better 
than entry into a life without meaning, if guilt is but a biochemical reac­
tion and bears no link to evil, if sloth is a disease of neuranuscular end-
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ings and a result of electrical disc:harges in the brain, then how shall we 
use technolcx;y in this vast field of CCJTipassionate rel~tionships, hitherto 
known as medicine? Does it even matter? 

The eminent pediatrician, Robert E. Cooke, once wrote that nroicine 
today is ~ing ~tea. to prcx:luce ··.•a discanfort-free society." In 1934, 
Aldous Huxley -- in his book ''Brave N~ W'Jrld" -- p~oposed the same with 
his drug, sana,. The prani~e of this apprQ?ch to life· is t11at th,ere is no 
role for suffering, that ~uty can be·r~qgnizeq without knowledge of 
ugliness, kindness without knowing cruelty, t11at all ffimian perceptions are 
absolute~ not ~ative. ·· · 

You know where these problems come to the fore. We can describe a 
fetus in the Y.anb anatoin:icaily,.bUt the c1eb?te is rampant on what value 
to attach to that anataTiy. Alive,. newborn children can be rreasured as de­
fective in mar1y statistical ~ses~ ~ut,people differ on'wh?t Values~ oi 
disvalues, to place on such defects. · 

The dying process varies fran individual to individual, but there is 
little agreanent on what ways of dying are tolerable or intolerable. There 
is no doubt that through medical research, great benefits can accrue for 
mankind. Yet here the d&iate exists~ ·on which benefits justify which costs. 
I do not mean financial costs alone, but costs in human dignity. The ques­
tions are age-old. Do end~ j11stify.rneans? Can man ever be treated as ob­
ject only and not as end also, as ~t askea? 

These are the facts. These are the problans. The question is, what 
to do about them. Of one thliig I am personally convinced. It is that the 
deeper the divistons in our value perceptions run, the less they lend them­
selves to the imposition of one perception over another by la!#. · The issues 
are i,ssues of values., not of cheffiical or biological facts. They are sub­
jectively perceived, not objectively quantified. The subjectively perceived 
is difficult to ~§<Jislate ~less th¢re is consensus on the perception. 

What does this rrean in practice for the likes of you and me? It rreans 
in your case that you must physically continue, and it seans to me that you 
are obliged rrorally to, co;ntinu~., hep.ring witness to youJ;:' values. The nation 
is never well served when people do not sr:eak out for their values or bear 
wi-qiess to them through their actions~ I therefore have little sympathy for 
those who speak of closing catholic, or any other denaninational, hospitals. 

~1hat would it mean for me if I were to becane President of this nation? 
It ~uld mean firstl:.y, that I ~µ],d be ~m under the Constitution to up-
.hold the laws of this nation' and that i w0uld do so. ' 

But I think it ~uld further place on me the rroral obligation to do all 
in my p'.)wer to rnllllm.ize these division$ in value perceptions arrong our people. 
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This I would pledge to do and this I thirik. I could begin to do. There 
is, I believe, a broad consensus in the nation on the fact that abortion 
is not an ideal. No one undergoes it for the pleasure of it. It becanes 
then our task to provide.alternatives. ·we mustmake·a high priority of 
gaining fundamental knowledge in reproductive biology to provide fcx::>lprciof 
family planning alternatives to abortion. We must ensure that w:::men do 
not get fired frern their jobs just because they are pregnant. We must en­
sure that they receive pregnancy disability benefits if they are disabled 
in pregnancy. We must provide life support systems, which give wanen all 
the services and advice they need to go through pregnancy. We must invest 
in research -- anbryological, rret.alx:>lic, genetic and environrrental research 
to treat the structurally, and functionally, less fortunate, rather than to 
abort them. We must re-encolirage the older ways of dying, at hane, rather 
than being dumped and abandoned in institutions ...:._ hawever euphemistically 
they are named. · 

I.et me simply stress for you one fact. The bioethical debates have 
been with us. for close to a decade. Yet these are preeisely the areas in 
which government has been the ieast active while the need is obvious. 

I.et rre return, then, to your role as the nation's largest grouping_ 
of catholic hospitals and health professionals. I sp6ke of pranises and 
opportunities. I believe they are abundant in New York. 

More than a decade ago, because it saw the problems caning, the Kennedy 
Foundation gave its first grant in the field of bioethics to the Newman 
Center at Johns Hopkins Hospital in Baltinore. In 1967, the Foundation ex­
tended its interest by sup:i:orting the distinguisherl Methodist theologian, 
Paul Ramsey of Princeton University, in his bioethical studies at George­
town University Hospital. His seminal bcx::>ks, The Patient as a Person and 
Fabricated Man, developed during this time. 

Then, in 1971, we established two ma.jor bioethical programs at Harvard 
and at Georgetown. They are respectively callerl the Kennedy Interfaculty 
Program at Harvara.·ana the Joseph and Rose Kennerly Institute for the Study 
of Human Reproduction and Bioethics at Georgetown. Both centers do research, 
render service and teach courses. I was delighterl to see your distinguished 
director, :t-k]r. cassidy, last winter as a participant.in the intensive bio­
ethics course at the Kennedy Institute at Georgetown. Only last month, sev­
eral members of the Kennedy Institute staff served as faculty for the first 
joint rreeting held by the National Ferleration of catholic Physicians Guilds 
and the National Association of catholic Hospital Chaplains. 

As Chairrran of the advisory board to the Kennedy Institute at George­
town, I have been afforded the opportunity not only to help its program de­
velop, but often to see the fruits of its work in manuscript form months be­
fore publication. I have read them all with great interest. Broad-minded 
academicians have been tolerant and have on occasion accepted my suggestions. 
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I wish to stress to you the very wide perspeetl.ve from which these 
centers operate. Their staffs ha.ve scholars of all.faiths and of none. 
Arrong the Georgetown staff, there have been Ca:tholics, Menrioni tes, Quakers, 
Jews, Presbyterians, Methodists, Episcopalians, UnitariaI).S, and seventh 
Day Adventists. They have worked in law, canon law1 theOlOgy; philOS<?phy, 
darography, and biology. What has joined than hcis been the realization 
that medicine is not a biological technology alone. Biology is descriptive· 
-- it cannot be prescriptive ... Human life is not just aooi.rt' maI1 the bio­
logical, or rnan the social -- it is also about man the value-:seeker. 

Here we are in New York with.Fordham University and St. Johrl's, with 
Einstein Medical School and Yeshiva, with Union Theological and Jewish 
Theological. Here is a vast hospital system, largely grounded ·in the three 
great traditions of Judaism, catholicism and Protestantism. I said I 
realized your burdens, but also your opportunities. What splendid oppor­
tunities exist to begin to fo:rm those groupings which are needed to examine 
and bring to the fore the value issues involved in the medical enterprise. 

The task may seem irmnense and overwhelming, but let us think back to 
those who began the first catholic hospital in New York and see where we 
are now. The need is for vision and courage, qualities you display daily 
in your v..ork. They are the qualities shown by a cardinal Cooke, when, in 
the middle of prophets of dcx:m and glean, he establishes a task force on , 
health care, not just to man the ramparts, but to keep the hospitals going 
up while people say the city is going down. · 

They are the qualities shown by a frail wcnan, Elizabeth Seton, who was 
born in 1774, who married and raised a family, who knew the Protestant tra­
dition and the Catholic, who organized and mobilized in the field of health 
and in the field of values, and who was proclaimed the first native-born 
American saint. 

Debates on values often seem divisive, for values are strongly held. 
But the fact that they may be divisive is no reason to be silent on values, 
for if we are, then saneday there rnay be none. I am, as you knCM, a candi­
date for the Presidency of the United States. Just as I have reflected with 
you on what I think your role might be, I have had to reflect upon my own. 
It seans to me it could be expressed in a general philosophy. It is this: 
Where differences in value-p:rceptions exist, arrong various sections of the 
American people, it seems to me that it is the task of a president to stimu­
late their examination, not to avoid than. For only if we fully understand 
the premises on which a value system is based, can we begin to see hCM men of 
good will can be brought together at least in their understanding of each 
other. One's understanding of one's fellow man is half the battle tc:Mards 
civility. One's understanding of one's fellow man's feelings on such value 
issues as abortion, genetic engineering, euthanasia, medical experimentation, 
psychosurgery, and other medico-technical matters is our only hope to devise 
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programs which offer alternatives to seemingly irreconcilable differences 
in value perceptions. such alternatives are not created in one day or one 
year, but neither were your health facilities. I can assure you of only 
one thing. If I am elected President, I shall at least take the first step 
toward reconciliation between conflicting value systems by fostering alter­
natives to the ethically divisive. 

In the maantline, I urge you to continue to bear witness to your values, 
for without values, much of life, and therefore of medicine, ~uld be mean­
ingless. It is in that perspective that I wish you good. fortune, and al:xJve 
all, fortitude. With fortitude can cane leadership and leadership is what 
catholic hospitals should provide. You have done it in the past, as witness 
Mother Seton. May we see many rrore like her jn the future. 

• 
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I am happy to announce my candidacy for President 

cf the United States. I seek an open nomination ~penly arrived 

at, earned in the primaries and local caucuses and state 

conventions. I want to tell YOU: why I am running and why I am 

asking people to join in running with.me·. 

It may be hard for some to believe, but it is not 

lust for elective office or power. I know tco well, and in ways 

too personal, the sadness and isolation associated with the 
-

Presidency. So I do not approach this campaign in a spirit of 

compulsive ambition or naive-·exhiliration. 
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The reason I am running is simply this: Given what 

I believe; what I have worked for throughout the last 30 years; 

what I see happening in this country and the world, and what 

I want to see happen; and given the lack of leadership to deal 

with our problems at home and abroad -- I could not stand aside. 

Every candidate for the office of the Presidency in 

recent memory has believed that his was the critical hour. So, 

it is difficult to find language undebased by the rhetoric of 

the past to express how I feel abo~t where we are as a people 

today. 

But we know -- all of us in this room and the millions 

of Americans who are .not here -- that this time is different. 

There are many reasons, but none more compelling than this: 

for only the second time in this century, the forward movement 

of America has been reversed; we have retrogressed as a society. 

And it is this sudden, overwhelming reversal of momentum, that 

has generated the vast crisis of confidence we face today. We 

face problems of the character that confronted FDR, but none of 

his successors. Not since the Great Depression has America 

stood in fear of the future. 

' , , .• 
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Is it any wonder that we have lost our way? Beliefs 

fundamental to .American society have been confounded -- the 

beliefs: 

that .America fights only in just wars -- and wins 

because our cause is right; 

that all Presiden~s are righteous men worthy of 

public trust; 

that all who seek work in this country can find it; 

that continuous econoffiic growth is our natural 

heritage; 

that, alone among countries, the .American economy 

has the strength to prosper in isolation. 

I could go on, but you know the litany. 

How do we find the way forward? There are clear 

choices to be made. 

The Republicans propose their favorite solution: 

blame the Government for everything. The~ claim somehow to 

get rid of Government. And - the-n; they say, we -wi 11 return to 

normalcy. Rely on free markets, and everything will be again 

the way it was before •. ·• But we all know that's not true. 
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We know many markets are not free. The price we pay 

for food and gasoline, for a hospital bed or for heating oil, 

has climbed almost beyond sight, not because of competition but 

because a few people and a few organizations wield great economic 

power, and because Nixon and Ford have both permitted huge sales 

of wheat to Russia before maki~g sure there's enough at home 

to feed America at reasonable prices. 

In the name of the free market, the Administration 

has vetoed price controls on oil, ~hile trying to stop an 

education bill that will have no effect on prices. The Republican 

strategy has been to fight inflation by putting people out of 

work. But the insecurity of double-digit inflation hasn't 

been stopped by unemploymeni, by forcing men and women to suffer 

the indignity.of no work while our society suffers from lack 

of what work alone can provide. 

The Administration's strategy has given us the worst 

depression since Herbert Hoover's. Worse, it hasn't even 

managed to keep prices down. · American families deserve a better 

break than that. 

Some Democrats· say there's nothing wrong that more 

money and more p~ograms in Washington won't cure. We need 

only rely on government, and all will be well. 
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In my judgment, this approach and the Republican 

approach are both dead wrong. In the words of Adlai Stevenson, 

"let's talk sense to the American people." Let's discuss the 

realities we all can see rather than repeating outdated 

phrases. What are those realities? 

Mankind has entered a new era. Our philosophic, 

religious and political beliefs can still provide the frame­

work for our activity in the years ahead. But the problems 

we now face are different in nature, not just in size, f,rom 

those we faced before. They will not respond to the old 

shibboleths and nostrums. Nationalism, jingoism, great power 

chauvinism, individualism, old-fashioned liberalism, populism, 

conservatism -- none of these alone is sufficient for the future. 

Instead we must seek a common existence, rooted in our common 

humanity, which faces worldwide problems requiring conunon 

solutions. And, the first place where we must bring our conunon 

efforts to bear on our common human problems is here at home. 

Common existence at home starts with putting the 

government -- as the expression of our conunon will -- on the side 

of the consumer, the taX'payer, the individual and the conununi ty. 

Government must ~bandon those tasks that individuals, families, 

and neighborhoods can do for themselves. But, ·it must protect 

the condition in which they can remain truly free and indepen­

dent. 

We have learned -- through welfare waste, through 

schooling that doesn't educate, through houses we can't afford, 
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through products that don't last -- that government and 

corporate bureaucracy are no substitute for self-reliant individual 

effort. But we have learned also -- through medical tragedy 

turned into economic disaster, through joblessness that 

persists even while prices soar -- that the self-reliant 
, 

individual and family can be reduced to myth if government, 

while "getting off people's backs," does not remain on their side. 

I'm opposed to centralized, rigid, unresponsive 

bureaucracy; I worked to combat that kind of bureaucracy in 

business, as head of Chicago's School Board, and later in 

Washington and in the Foreign Service. In the Peace Corps, 

in Headstart, in Legal Services for the Poor, in Foster 

Grandparents, we created the least bureaucratic public 

enterprises in modern governmental history. But a purely 
. . 

negative approach to government will get us nowhere. Only a 

governmental policy actively working for the small and the 

personal can turn this country· away (rom the 1arge and the 

anonymous; only a national-commitment to the human scale can 

restore a sense of community. 

Such a commitment means many things: 

To the.millions of A~ricans who want work and 

cannot find it, my commitm~~~ is jobs. The independence of 

Americans and their families depends on work, and there is 

much work to do. As Bob Kennedy said: 

"It is the shaping impulse of America that 

neither faith in nature, nor the irresistable 

tides of history, but the work of our hands, 
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' 
matched to reason and principal, will 

determine our destiny." 

To the tens of millions who see the fruits of their 

work consumed by uncontrollable inflation, my philosophy is 

limits on the forces that produce spiraling prices. To talk 
, 

of "free markets" as the solution to inflation in fuel is 

a fraud. A market dominated by a handful of giant oil 

companies is not free. And, the domination of other markets 

by concentrated private power must be ended. 

To the many whose hopes are suddenly shattered 

by economic collapse or unanticipated need -- whether in 

health or education, w~ether victims of crime or of misfortune 

my philosophy is to provide a net beneath which we will 

not let one another fall and above which we will encourage 

all to rise. Each paying his fair share of the cost, all 

of us should be able to turn to the community when faced by 

risks too large for anyone to bear alone.-We ryeed financially 

sound programs of health insurance, and wayi;; of extending taxes 

downward to provide credits to those who have too little 

income, while fairly tax'ing those who have much. By 

prudent combinat~ons of government stockpiling and regulation, 

we can control the most extreme f luct:uat:ions iri economic life 

maintaining a stability in food, fuel and other basic prices 

that will enable people to plan their lives without fear of 

uncontrollable financial disruptions. 
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To the millions of families who see their children 

fail and their neighborhoods collapse, the meaning of this 

philosophy is reunion -- reunion with the most basic sources 

of our national strength. Anti-neighborhood practices like 

red-lining and block-busing must be reversed. Anti-family 

practices like forced separation of parents on welfare must 

be ended. Discrimination against working women must be stopped. 

And, we need flexible work schedules to permit parents, fathers 

and mothers both, to care for their children. Finally, we must 

find ways to redesign our housing, tax, and other policies to 

allow families to live together, rather than in generational 

ghettos. 

I do not pretend to have all the answers. But we 

can find answers together only if we are guided by some vision 

of where we want to go; it is a vision of freedom, of fairness, 

and fulfilling work that shapes the policies I favor. 

Those policies cannot stop at the water's edge. 

Domestic and foreign affairs are inseparable .. A century ago 

Kierkegaard wrote: "The individual no longer belongs to his 

God, to himself, his beloved, to his art, or his science ... " 

Today no nation belongs to any one God or science, or solely 

to its citizens or its ideology. By circumstance, we belong 

to a still separated but no~ __ seamless world. In such a world, 

the shaping of a common existence is the precondition of a 

secure existence -- and perhaps of any existence at all. 

' 
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We have ignored this truth too long. Seeking dominion, 

we have meddled too much abroad, as we have interfered too deeply 

in the lives of our citizens. Our indiscriminate interventions 

abroad came from fear. Cold War fears which led to fear of 

change in some places escalated until we opposed change in all 

places. That's not the American tradition . 
• 

We can best fight for the freedoms in which we believe 

by ceasing to act like international Tories -- the Redcoats of 

the 20th Century. We are the descendants of the men who fired 

the shot heard round the world. But when our arms and aid go 

to reactionary tyrants abroad, when our food is used for politics 

instead bf hunger, when we move toward closer relations with the 

racist regimes in Southern Africa, when the CIA lawlessly sub-

verts governments abroad, when our military and intelligence 

establishments use dangerous drugs in unethical experiments 

at home, is it any wonder that foreigners, once our friends, 

conclude that our values have collapsed? 

And wnen our government for ·30 many .years acted as 

if the regime in Saigon wa·s -as worthy of support as our friends 

and allies in Europe, Japan and Israel, is it any wonder that 
, 

our citizens began to wonder if commitments of any kind make 

sense? 

Abroad, as at home~ our challenge is to redefine the 

role of government. And the first step is to recognize our 

commitment to a common existence. 
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Our founders made a declaration of independence. 

Ours must be a declaration of interdependence. The United 

States must play a more positive role with our European 

and Japanese partners in resolving interriational recession. 

And, we must turn away from a pattern of confrontation and 

grudging negotiation with the governmEnts of the Southern 

Hemisphere. 

We were once a symbol of hope not because we manipu­

lated events abroad but because we embraced ideals that moved 

nations and shook the world. We can be a symbol of hope 

again. 

The irony of America today is that we have everything 

to achieve our objectives: we have the people and the resources 

no nation has freer, better people or richer natural resources 

we have the highest political, religious and philosophical 

traditions; we have everything we need today ... but leadership. 

The test of leadership ?OW,_ as it was for Lincoln, 

is to reach and bring into ·action - the better angels of our 

nature. No poll can prove this, but I am convinced that 

people's cynicism about politicians rises and falls with 

the politicians' _cynicism· about people. There are many 

frustrations in modern life, even in the best of times, which 

a demagogue can invoke. He may win some passing applause 

and perhaps even votes, but if he releases the worst instincts 

of _people, we will reap the whirlwind. 

• 



How do we decide who will lead the American people? 

The truth is that no one man or woman is qualified to lead 

single-handedly. From the experience of 30 years in public 

and private life, I know it is vital to do as much listening 

as talking, as much questioning as answering. For the American 

people are ·the greatest teachers of all. What we will need 

is a rallying together, a mutual struggle, not just a commit-

ment to a candidate but a conunitment to one another. 

So I look forward to a people's campaign. And I am 

grateful to the many who are here to start with me, including 

planeloads and busloads of friends and associates ·who have known 

me most of my life; people committed to justice and community, 

regardless of regiont race, religion, and all the conventional 

divisions of left, right and center. 

Finally, I am fortified by my family by my mother, 

who has seen 23 presidential campaigns, by my wife, Eunice, and 

our sons and daughter, by my brother Herbert, .by Ros~ Kennedy 

and Ethel Kennedy and Jackie, - by -Jean, and Pat,- -and. Joan, and 

by my most admirable sister-in-law, Willa Shriver of Baltimore. 
, 

In peace and war, in public and private life, they know the 
•. 

demands and duties, the joys and sorrows of the kind of course 

I am taking, and they have _encouraged me to take it. 
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When my own family came to .Maryland over 250 years 

they came with dreams that millions of Americans have 

come to share. Those dreams nourish me today. They will 

inspire all of us in the days and months ahead. 

Whenever Washington lacks positive direction, it 

has been remarked, you may be sure that something is struggling 

to be born in the nation. There is a wind coming. It can be 

a good wind or an ill wind; it is up to us, together, to set 

its direction. 

Let us remember there is no conservative or liberal 

remedy for the sickness of the national spirit. The cure will 

come from honest, truthful leadership that sununons the best in 

us -- as we remember John Kennedy once did. His legacy awaits 

the leader who can claim it. 

I intend to claim it, not for myself a1bh~, b~t for 

the family that first brought it into being, for the millions who 

joyfully ~nd hopefully entered public service in those days in 
\ 

order to produce a better life.. f.or al{, and to ·those· billions 

of unknown, uncounted human beings whom I have seen all over the 

world 

Union 

in Asia, South America, 'Western Euro.pe and the Soviet 

for whom the· memo~y of those days and of ~ohn Kennedy 

is still an inspiration to their minds and a· lif't 'to.'their 

hearts. That's what we must aI1 be proud of once again. 

.. 
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~ , ~ SHRIVER ANNOUNCES PLAN TO SHARPLY REDUCE 

~ ~ UNEMPLOYMENT AND INFLATION 

Presidential candidate Sargent Shriver today made public an 
economic program which could bring unemployment below five per cent 
within a year and a half of becoming President, reduce inflation to 
just over six per cent during the same time period, and increase real 
income 22 per cent over four years. 

Shriver issued the comprehensive, integrated, pragmatic economic 
package at a news conference in Boston. Saying that Americans are 
deeply troubled about the state of the economy, Shriver said: "For only 
the second time in this century, Americans stand in fear of the future. 11 

"That fear, 11 he added, "will not be removed by predictions of 
prosperity around the corner, presidential declarations that the 
recession is over, or visions of light at the end of the tunnel." 

Shriver said that his proposals have been studied carefully by a 
number of economic experts. Based on statistical projections, these 
would be the results of his plan: 

Three and one half million more Americans back to 
work with national unemployment down from 8.3% 
now to 4.9% by mid-1978. 

Inflation -- down from 8.1% now to 6.3% by mid-1978 
Spendable income (real income after taxes) -- up 22% 

over four years 

Applying Shriver' s proposals to Massachusetts yields the 
following figures: 

Massachusetts and Boston unemployment down from 
12.1% now to 5.9% in mid-1978 

Inflation in Boston down from 7.7% now to 7.3% 
by mid-1978 

Shriver's overall program examines in depth the American economy 
today and how it must be improved. It includes specific programs 
dealing with inflation, unemployment, energy, food, tax reform, inter­
national economic policy, the elimination of excessive governmental 
intervention, and structural reform of our economic policy. 

The principal focus of his program is the simultaneous fight 
against inflation and unemployment. Shriver listed detailed proposals 
in both of these areas, including the following: 

--a public job program of 1.6 million jobs. 
--stimulation of private sector employment. 
--a continuation of last year's tax cut, without cutbacks 

in needed p'ublic programs. 
--low interest rates for small businesses. 
--stockpiling of food reserves. 
--stockpiling of petroleum reserves. 
--development of alternative sources of energy. 
--permanent price-wage guideposts. 
--reform of the antitrust laws. 
--tough program for conserving energy. 

"In this campaign, on issues of farm policy, busing, foreign policy 
and the economy, I have stressed answers that seek creative collaboration 
among all Americans. These are enormously difficult and complex issues. 
I believe we can find solutions that recognize and involve all Americans 
and unite out people in common purpose. That is the task of leadership 
and my commitment as America enters its Third Century." 

A copy of the Shriver program is attached. 
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PUTTING AMERICA BACK TO WORK: 

NATIONAL RECOVERY AND POLICIES FOR A SOUND ECONOMIC FUTURE 

INTRODUCTION 

Americans are deeply and justifiably troubled about 
the state of the economy. This anxiety goes beyond any set 
of statistics -- unemployment rate, the Consumer Price Index, 
the cost of ·gasoline and bread, the interest rates. Poll 
after poll has found the American people, for the first time 
since such surveys have been made, pessimistic about their 
future. They think that tomorrow will be worse than today. 
The promise of America has been eclipsed. For only the second 
time in this century, Americans stand in fear of the future. 

That fear will not be removed by predictions of 
prosperity around the corner, presidential declarations that 
the recession is over,. or visions of light at the end of the 
tunnel. We have been that way before. As Will Rogers once 
said of the Hoover Administration, "There has been more 
'optimism' talked and less practiced than at any time in 
our history." 

The critical questions which underlie the anxiety 
in America today must be addressed honestly: what is the 
economic reality today? What ~re the causes of our dilemma? 
How do we put America back to work without more inflation?. 
Can we stabilize or even reduce food and energy prices, and, 
if so, how? What is the proper role for government regulation? 
How should we respond to the international economic reality? 
What steps should we take to ensure that all pay their 
fair share of the cost of governing America? Can we get 
business, labor, consumers, farmers and government to cooper­
ate in achieving and maintaining economic recovery? What 
structural changes are necessary for our economy? These are 
not easy questions. But they are questions America as a 
nation must face and answer today. 
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THE ECONOMY TODAY 
I 

The American economy is sick. 

The purchasing power of the average American is no higher 
today than in 1967 -- almost a decade ago. It has declined by 5% 
since 1972. The value of each American's dollar has declined by 
over 25% since the Republicans took office. We are still exper­
iencing by far the highest rates of both unemployment and inflation 
since the Great Depression. In 1974, the percentage of American 
families living in poverty increased. And it has increased again 
this year. 

The United States continues to face the specter of a 
double-digit economy: double-digit inflation combined with double­
digit .unemployment. Despite the modest gains anticipated in 1976, 
some forecasters expect an even deeper recession by 1977 or 1978, 
with little, if any, increase in price stability. 

Over $200 billion of U.S. productive capacity is standing 
idle. At that rate, we are wasting much more than the entire gross 
nationai product of all but six countries in the world. And it costs 
us $17 billion in unemployment compensation, $20 billion of lost 
private investment, $52 billion in Federal tax revenues and more 
than $20 billion desperately needed by inflation-squeezed cities 
and states. 

The level of U.S. unemployment is unprecedented since the 
1930's. It exceeded 9% last spring. It still stands at 8.3% -­
unacceptably high by any standard. 

More tragic is the human cost of mass unemployment. The 
fact is we have almost as many people unemployed today as in the 
Great Depression. Official statistics say that nearly eight million 
Americans are unemployed. But millions ·more go unrecorded, because 
they are too discouraged ~ven to look for jobs, and many older 
Americans, who would have preferred to keep working until age 65, 
are forced into early retirement with reduced benefits in Social 
Security. As usual, joblessness hits minorities harder; 36% of 
black teenagers are unemployed. And three and one-half million 
Americans between the ages of sixteen and twenty-four are without 
work and losing faith in America just as they set out to participate 
in its future. We are compromising our future, as we waste our 
present. 

The Administration has admitted that its policies offer 
little chance to reduce unemployment below 7% of the labor force 
until mid-1978. Rather than face its failure, the Administration 
has redefined its goal -- unemployment of 5%, or even more; is to be 
the "full employment'' target. That's bad enough but present and 
projected policies will not even meet that goal. 

Planned,·massive unemployment has not overcome inflation. 
Consumer prices are still rising at annual rates of about 8%. All 
components ·of our cost of living are on the increase -- not just 
food, fuel or any single sector. Prices are rising in anticipation 
of prices rising~ so the expectation of inflation creates a self­
reinforcing upward cycle. Fearing price rises w~ich take necessities 
out of reach, many consumers are afraid.to spend except for their most 
urgent needs. By diminishing the demand required to support job­
creating economic growth, rampant inflation may actually sustain un­
employment. If consumers aren't buying, many workers won't be working. 

Inflation's resurgence comes as a particularly bitter 
blow, because the Administration persisted so long in restraining 
the economy just to stop inflation -- an approach which has 
now been demonstrated as fundamentally in error. The Ford 
economic policy is an abject failure even on its own terms. 
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The Administration's energy policy has deepened 
unemployment and inflation. President Ford has done his best to 
raise oil prices -- with import tariffs, proposals to place a . 
floor under the oil price, and conciliation of big energy companies. 
Indeed, higher energy prices are the hallmark of the Ford energy 
program; it's a form of rationing where the rich who can pay more 
use more, and the poor who can't pay do all the conserving. The 
Administration, moreover, has done little to achieve meaningful 
conservation or increased supplies of energy materials. No 
progress has been made toward reducing our vulnerability to 
another Arab embargo. No security stockpiles have been created, 
and since 1972 our imports of oil have gone up 9% and this·despite 
the experiences of the embargo, the energy crisis and economic 
recession. 

The absence of a coherent food policy adds both to 
inflation and recession. No food reserve has been built to 
protect us against the crop shortfall which will eventually occur, 
somewhere in the world, in almost every year. All-out production 
of our own farmers has been discouraged by the application of 
export controls caused by the absence of reser,ves to cushion the 
impact .of foreign purchases during short crop years . 

. Misguided government contributes to the problem. Many 
government programs involve huge waste because the incentive for 
bureaucrats in Washington is to spend -- not to save or manage 
better. Billions are spent to subsidize vested interests -- such 
as the shipping industry and exporters -- with questionable benefit 
to the public interest. Billions are lost through regulation 
which protects industry rather than the public. Government is 
not doing its job when unregulated intra-state air fares are 50% 
cheaper than regulated air fares, when food shipped at rates 
not subject to Interstate Commerce Commission jurisdiction cost 
40% less to ship, when countless bureaucrats catalogue the innu~­
'e.ra..ble.. freight rates now on file. Sheltered from competition, 
regulated companies have little incentive to innovate or cut 
expenses, but the cost to the economy, to every American, is 
substantial -- an estimated $20 billion a year. The sheer com­
plexity of regulatory proceedings often ensures that the largest 
and most wealthy firms have their influence felt. 

Excessively concentrated business intensifies both 
inflation and unemployment. Throughout this prolonged recession, 
prices of many products never fell even though s~les of these 
same products declined precipitously. But prices rose sharply 
at the first signs of recovery, despite massive idle capacity -­
almost one-third of the equipment of some of the price-raising 
industries. "Administered prices" rip off American consumers 
for the profit of vested interests. The lack of competition in 
key sectors of our economy has removed a vital spur to techno­
logical innovation. Beyond the direct economic effects, concen­
trated and unaccountable private power undermines confidence in 
the basic structure of our economy and deepens feelings of 
unfairness. 

Roller-coaster monetary policy is another significant 
cause of our economic plight. Excessive expansion of the money 
supply in the election year of 1972 helped bring double-digit 
inflation. Excessively tight money in recent years has hindered 
recovery. And by keeping the cost of money high, monetary policy 
has fed inflation as well as crippled the housing industry. 
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The absence of tax reform drains confidence in our 
economic system. An equitable tax system could bring in 
billions more revenue from Americans who can well afford 
to pay their fair share but aren't doing so now. In combination 
with more efficient government, reform can liberate large sums 
for housing, health, education, welfare and environmental ~rograms 
or tax cuts for low and middle income families. Most important, 
tax reform is essential to restore the confidence of the'Affi~rican 
people in the democratic process. Is it any wonder that many 
in America question the fairness of our system when 622 persons 
with adjusted gross incomes over $100,000 pay no taxes; when 
seven millionaires pay no taxes; when eight large companies, 
including Ford and Lockheed, pay no taxes and five of them even 
receive tax credits; and when Texaco can pay the U.S. Government 
only 2.3% taxes on nearly $1 billion net profits? 

The lack of an international economic policy reflects 
a failure to recognize that the United States has become fully 
integrated during the last ten years into the global economy. 
Exports and imports have doubled in the last decade and now con­
stitute over 14% of the GNP. This high percentage is almost as 
large today as that of Japan and the European Common Market. One 
out of five jobs in our manufacturing industries and one of three 
acres of our farm land rely on export sales to other countries. 
One-third of the profits of our corporations come from their 
activities overseas. We are dependent on other countries for nine 
of the thirteen most important industrial raw materials, such as 
tin, bauxite and zinc. Yet there is no effective U.S. effort 
under way to stabilize the international-monetary system, head 
off the threats to world trade which are active both in 
this country and abroad or to deal effectively with the issues 
raised by multinational corporations. 

Finally, the absence of any systematic planning for 
the economic future of the United States dooms us to repeated 
shocks and tragic, needless waste. There is no effort to bring 
together business, labor and public officials to face the future 
and prepare for it. There is no sharing of the strengths and 
concerns of the different sectors of our economy. America was 
totally unprepared for shocks such as the oil embargo and crop 
failures, both of which were predicted by experts well in advance. 
America is still unprepared for the future. 

THE BASIC CAUSES 
II 

How did the American economy reach this state? Has 
our system failed? Or is it our leadership that is to blame? 

Some of the problems are fundamental. This is true in 
the international arena, particularly for the critical energy 
sector, where the United States has simultaneously become more 
dependent on other countries and less able to dictate the course 
of world events. The era of cheap energy and squandered resources 
is at an end. Shifts in the composition of our labor force make 
it harder to achieve full employment without higher rates of 
inflation than have been experienced in the past. Structures for 
sustained and systematic injection of the public interest into 
the decision-making process of those industries which are not 
responsive to normal market forces are vital. Changes are needed 
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to restore competition in major sectors. The economy has been 
run down so far that full recovery will not be immediate. 

But there are no signs of fundamental.decline in our 
national productivity or ability to compete in the world. We 
are not condemned to "stagflation." We need not accept massive 
unemployment in a misguided effort to stabilize prices. We are 
not fated to. perennially huge budget deficits, caused by deep 
recession, which frustrate needed efforts to respond to funda­
mental human needs -- in health, education, environment, transpor­
tation and urban redevelopment. Physical limits need not preclude 
growth -- if we take action to protect the environment and conserve 
non-renewable resources. 

Bad management -- and bad policies -- have compounded 
problems that could have been kept under control. Both monetary 
policy and government budgets have lurched from excessive 
expansion to choking tightness. Food production was held down 
to win farm votes with high food prices, when world shortages 
were already apparent. Massive wheat sales to the Soviet Union 
were encouraged with no concern for the American consumer and 
with a secrecy that benefitted mainly the grain traders here and 
abroad. Nothing was done to head off the energy crisis; the 
Administration actually encouraged OPEC by itself seeking to 
raise the price of oil still further through the imposition of 
high tariffs. The exchange rate of the dollar was held up too 
long, .and then devalued too far. Price-wage controls were 
lifted at the worst possible time. There has been no effort to 
check the excesses of big business, to achieve meaningful tax 
reform, or to plan for the future. The public interest is deemed 
synonymous with private gain. 

This catalogue of failures is overwhelming. Just com­
pare the Republican record since 1969 with the record of the last 
two Democratic Adrninis trations: 

UNEMPLOYMENT 

Kennedy/Johnson 

1961 - 7.0% 
1969 - 3.4% 

Unemployment cut in half 

Nixon/Ford 

1969 - 3.4% 
1975 - 8.3% 

Unemployment more 
than doubled 

DURATION OF UNEMPLOYMENT 

Kennedy/Johnson 

1961 - 15.8 weeks 
1969 - 8.4 weeks 

Nearly cut in half 

Kennedy/Johnson 

Up 18% 

INFLATION 

Nixon/Ford 

1969 - 8.4 weeks 
1975 - 15.8 weeks 
Nearly douoled 

Nixon/Ford 

Up 49% 
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FOOD PRICES 

Kennedy/Johnson Nixon/Ford 

2.4% increase per year 7.7%increase per year 

GASOLINE PRICES 

Kennedy/Johnson Nixon/Ford 

Up 20% Up nearly 100% 

FEDERAL DEFICIT 

Ford FY 1976 budget deficit: $70-75 billion 

Ford FY 1977 budget deficit: $60 billion 

PERCENTAGE OF PEOPLE LIVING IN POVERTY 

Johnson Nixon/Ford 

36% improvement 4% improvement 

Though the errors of the last seven years have caused 
deep-rooted problems, there is no cause to abandon hope. We can 
do better; we can recover. 

GUIDING PRINCIPLES 
III 

The United States has never had a comprehensive national 
economic policy. But not since the Great Depression has it faced 
the breadth and depth of economic ills which beset it today. We 
can no longer afford to attack these problems with piecemeal and 
short-term approaches -- or ideological blinders. Nor can we 
afford one economic policy in the White House, a second in 
the Congress, and a third at the Federal Reserve. 

The program presented in these pages features major 
proposals to deal in an_ integrated manner with all facets of our 
economic problems. It will not eliminate inflation or unemployment 
overnight. But it will sharply reduce both within a few years. 
And, by restoring confidence in the competence, clarity and purpose­
fulness of American economic leadership, its immediate impact 
would be an enormous psychological benefit as well. It is a 
program for a stable and sound American economy to begin our third 
century of independence. · 

This economic program is based on seven policy principles. 

First, our economic policy must be structured for the 
long haul. It is now abundantly clear that none of our economic 
problems -- inflation, unemployment, energy, food -- is transitory. 
Each will be with us indefinitely, unless decisive action is taken. 
Short-term decisions, such as the Nixon Administration's abrupt 
abolition of price-wage control~must be avoided. 
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Second; economic policy can be effective only ·if it 
is comprehensive and integrated. All aspects of our economy 
must be viewed together and meshed both in planning and execution. 
Each individual sector, such as food and fuel, must be dealt 
with as part of the whole. 

Third, an effective program must.he balanced. It 
must deal decisively with both unemployment and inflation. It 
must encompass both tax·reform and the need to provide adequate 
investment capital. It must both reduce excessive ·government and 
create new government programs where needed to deal with urgent 
problems. It must both view the United States as an integral 
part of the world economy and avoid letting foreign policy 
dictate domestic economic policy (as has occurred in food). And 
it must recognize that long-term e·nvironmental degradation is not 
in our economic self-interest. 

Fourth, the program must be pragmatic. It can neither 
pay homage_ to "free enterprise" where free markets do not exist, 
nor can it look to big government to solve all problems. Ours 
is a mixed economy. We must use that mix to our benefit -­
rather than fight it, in pursuit of outworn slogans and ideo­
logical uniformity or purity. Effective cooperation between 
government and the private sector must replace the hostility 
which each frequently feels toward the other. Indeed, competition 
between government and private industry would be healthy. 

Fifth, the program must be fair and honest. It must 
serve the public, not the vested interests-.~It must be fair to 
all our citizens, as well as responsive to the~r needs. It must 
help restore faith in our institutions, if it is to restore 
confidence in our economy. An economic policy for our nation can 
work only if it is fair to all our citizens. 

Sixth, our economic policy must be democratic. All 
sectors of our soci~ty will be affected. All must play a role. 
Only through a true national compact can we bring wages, prices and 
profits into balance. Only through full and frank give-and-take 
can we check the excesses of both business and government and 
reform our tax structure to achieve equity for all Americans. 

Seventh, an American economic policy must be one agreed 
to by the U.S. government as a whole. President Ford's disastrous 
treatment of the Congress as irrelevant to the economic policy of 
the United States has kept any economic policy from being effec­
tive. His mistakes must not be repeated. 

A. Inflation 

POLICY PROPOSALS 
IV 

The Shriver economic program begins with an attack on 
inflation. Inflation affects every American. It seems the most 
intractable of our problems, both intellectually and institutionally~ 
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Inflation has reached levels where, contrary to theory, it now 
contributes to unemployment by replacing consumer confidence with 
anxiety. But planned unemployment, the core of the Administration's 
policy, does not stop inflation -- indeed, by diminishing produc­
tivity, unemployment may exacerbate inflation. 

Inflation exploded in the early 1970's primarily because 
of three factors: fo6d prices, fuel prices, and the international 
devaluations of the dollar -- all fed by an excessively expan­
sionary monetary policy timed to promote Nixon's re-election. 
Capricious price increases by heavily concentrated industries have 
now emerged as a major contributor to inflation. 

This program will deal comprehensively with all factors, 
as must any program to cure the cancer of inflation. 

1. Food 

Maximum production in the United States can be 
achieved by renouncing use of expert controls 
in favor of an export policy which provides 
adequate supplies for the domestic market, 
encourages long-term arrangements with foreign 
customers, reserves food for humanitarian aid, 
avoids any new acreage limitations and assures 
realistic support levels for farmers in surplus 
years. These supports must reflect production 
costs and world prices. As a minimum I would 
set the 1976 price support levels at $5 a bushel 
for soybeans, $3 a bushel for wheat, and $2.30 
a bushel for corn. And the government should 
not be allowed to resell these crops for less than 
150% of these price supports. 

Sizable grain reserves should be created, at 
both the national and international levels, to 
avoid short-term price rises from crop failures 
anywhere. To ease global food insecurity, the 
United States should heed the call of the World 
Food Conference to participate fully in the 
international food reserve program. Reserves will 
help reduce the pervasive expectation of continued 
inflation. The American consumer will know that 
prices will not c·limb simply because food supplies 
run short. 

The United States should take the lead in global 
food management by pressing for the release of 
all data on acreage under cultivation, crop 
conditions and crop yields. We should encourage 
all nations in this effort, including the Soviet 
Union and China. If they hesitate, we should 
pursue all diplomatic and information channels 
to overcome their reluctance or fears. 

Sharp increases in production in other countries 
should be encouraged through technological and 
financial help to {i) bring new land into culti­
vation and (ii) raise productivity, which in many 
countries is only 10-25% of the U.S. level. 
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2. Energy 

We must begin 'a tough program of conservation -­
a program that: provides investment incentives 
for energy efficient:' home and industrial improve-
ments, develops national energy conser-
vation guidelines for b~ildings and industrial 
proces~es, mandates automobile mileage standards 
at a saving of .1 millio,n barrels of oil per day 
at 27.5 mpg by 1985 (as re..ciuired by the new 
Energy Policy and Conservation Act), commits 
our government to expanded rail and mass transit 
programs, encourages 'the recovery of energy and 
raw materials from municipal, agricultural, and 
industrial wastes, and requires disclosure of 
the real energy costs of consumer goods. The 
United States ranks lowest among western indus­
trialized countries in energy conservation. 
We can afford that unenviable distinction no 
longer. And in many cases, we can better afford 
to conserve our limited resources than to pay the 
high cost of developing marginal new oil produc­
tion. 

Creation of at least a 90-day U.S. stockpile 
of petroleum and top~priority pressure on other 
countries, through the International Energy 
Agency, to do the same is essential to eliminate 
vulnerability to cartel actions. There would 
then be less need for rationing and no conceivable 
rationale for such inflationary-recessionary 
devices as tariffs on imported oil or floor 
prices for all energy sources. ~ut we would 
b~ in a posi~ion to negotiate long-term supply 
agreements, so that we would not again be faced 
with massive and unexpected price increases and 
embargos. This policy would enable us to conserve, 
rathe.r than deplete, limited domestic supplies. 

Increased domestic production of oil and gas 
without inflationary price rises should be sought, 
not by instant decontrol which would allow OPEC 
to set the price we pay for domestic oil, 'but by 
establishing a ceiling price, indexed to the 
cost of production, and moving towards that 
ceiling gradually so as not to set back economic 
recovery. Natural gas prices should continue 
to be controlled at prices that will provide 
equity for the consumer and incentive for produc­
tion. 

Legislation is needed to require the energy 
comp.anies to disclose to the public, honestly 
and in detail, the extent of our proven reserves 
of oil and gas. 
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Aithough estimates vary, our oil and gas reserves 
are clearly limited. But our coal reserves, 
most of which belong to the public, could last 
us for several hundred years. America holds 
40% of the world's coal supply. We have enough 
low sulphur coal to last us 100 years, and we 
have the technology for coal gassif ication and 
for cleaning high sulphur coal. A national 
program for clean coal could result in greatly 
increased production which will be required to 
make the necessary conversions before oil and 
gas run out. But energy policy has floundered 
and failed to fashion this crucial transition 
program for our energy future. The federal 
government must make the commitment now: to a 
program of conversion of utilities and industrial 
boilers to coal, in compliance with clean air 
standards; to research and development assis­
tance for industry to commercialize the gassifica­
tion processes and to land reclamation techniques 
which will make coal an environmentally sound and'. 
economically feasible energy alternative. 

Alternative sources of energy, including solar 
power, geothermal, and other essentially renewable 
resources, must be developed by a sustained, 
massive commitment by this nation. Indeed, the 
ultimate economic future of the world requires 
the replacement of fossil fuels with new energy 
sources. This job cannot be left to monopolistic 
private industry. NASA, an agency of proven 
competence and expertise, should be directed to 
develop solar and other technologies to the point 
of economic feasibility. 

We should halt this Administration's persistent 
push toward an unbalanced energy program, 
driving us toward heavy dependence on 
. ' a plutonium-based option for our future 
economz. Before wedding our energy future to 
nuclear power~ we must first resolve the hazards 
of plutonium reactor safety, and nuclear sabotage, 
theft or terrorism in the proliferation of nuclear 
materials. We are on the brink of making deci-
sions in all our energy policies that may 
irreversibly affect the lives of our children 
and could even threaten the survival of our 
civilization -- without any adequate exploration 
of alternatives. 

A federal purchasing agency should be created for 
imported oil, to bring down its price by weakening 
the alliance between OPEC and the multinational 
companies. 

A yardstick public energy corporation should be 
considered to explore off shore and public land 
resources and, where necessary, compete with the 
energy giants. 
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A new leasing policy is needed, so that the 
public participates in profits from the private 
development of coal, oil and gas resources 
located on public iands or the outer continental 
shelf. We should use net profit leases under 
which the government retains a share of the profits 
of any energy resources found. By eliminating 
the present system of.heavy front-end bonuses, 
this approach would encourage competition, since 
smaller companies, which do not have access to 
the major capital markets, could bid for leases 
against the energy giants. Public resource 
leasing policy must not sacrifice the environ-
ment to our energy needs. Before opening up 
additional public lands for leasing, we should 
enact strong strip-mining legislation such as 
the bill vetoed by President Ford. And vigorous 
government regulation, coupl~d with strict liability 
for the developers, must accompany private develop­
ment of offshore oil reserves. 

3. ·Prices, Wages and Profits 

Price~wage-profit guideposts and jawboning must 
be instituted on a permanent basis. They,worked 
under Presidents Kennedy and Johnson. More 
formal controls worked even under President 
Nixon, despite his best efforts to discredit 
them. Particular attention would be paid to 
heavily concentrated industries and benchmark 
wage settlements. Interest rates should also 
be covered. There need be no rigid rules, large 
bureaucracies or comprehensive controls. But 
there must be an ongoing capability to inject 
the public interest into decisions of national 
economic importance. And the President should 
have standby authority to institute sector by 
sector controls.· · 

Antitrust laws must be reformed. We need a new 
law which would put the burden of proof on the 
energy giants and other leading companies in 
concentrated markets to justify their power in 
terms of public interest. If that justification 
cannot be provided, the companies should be 
broken up. In addition~ there is good reason 
to believe that divestment of some foreign subsi­
diaries of U.S.-based multinational enterprises 
could provide effective competition for their 
present parents in the U.S. market. 

The provisions of the Clayton Act prohibiting 
interlocking directors in competing firms 
should be strictly enforced. The nation badly 
needs a statutorily articulated policy on 
conglomerate mergers of the type that have led 
to enormous concentrations of economic and poli­
tical power in the hands of a small number of 
huge firms. A statutory solution is needed 
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both to enable businesses to know, without 
guessing at their peril, what conglomerate mer­
gers are permissible, and to prevent giant 
corporations from gaining competitive advantages 
from the raw economic power that comes with size 
when that size is not associated with increased 
economic efficiency. We also need to change 
the provisions of the estate and gift tax laws 
that put strong pressures on the owners of small 
businesses to sell out to larger firms and to 
amend the income tax laws that make it so attrac­
tive for corporate giants to swallow up and deper­
sonalize the innovative little companies that 
are the strengths of so many smaller communities. 

Emphasis must be placed on increasing competition 
in those industries where additional capacity 
is needed to assure supplies in future periods 
of rapid growth, and where bottlenecks have appeared 
in recent years, such as steel and aluminum. 
The investment tax credit and other incentives 
to increase capacity should be used selectively 
to promote this objective. 

4. The International Value of the Dollar 

An effective international monetary system 
is needed, a system which will avoid both exces­
sive weakness of the dollar or excessive strength, 
which could require subsequent sharp devaluation, 
as in 1971-73. To this end, we must coordinate 
intervention in the international exchange 
markets by national central banks. An effective 
international monetary system would also be 

·desirable to reduce the reliance on the U.S. 
dollar as a reserve currency in international 
finance. This would alleviate the instability 
created by some $200 billion "Eurodollars" 
which overhang the ma·rket for our currency and 
which weaken our competitiveness in world markets. 

Effective control of inflation, under my program, 
will itself strengthen the dollar -- and that, 
in turn, should reduce inflation still further. 
Avoiding export controls on domestic food would 
help the dollar, as well as increase our own 
farm production. Hence, the proposed program 
will be self-reinforcing and could create a 
"virtuous cycle" of price stability and increasing 
confidence to replace the current "vicious cycle" 
of inflation and despair. 

5. New Approaches to Fighting Inflation 

We should explore new ways of using Federal 
expenditure policy to restrain inflation as well 
as decrease unemployment -- for example, by 
coupling increased revenue sharing with reductions 
in state and local sales and other regressive 
taxes. These reductions, in turn, would lead 
directly to lower prices for consumers, if effec­
tively monitored. This proposal offers promise 
during ~he present period when we 
suffer from high inflation and high unemployment 
at the same time. A dollar reduction in the 
prices or payroll taxes consumers must pay 
represents a dollar returned to the economy. 
Tax stimulus of this form reduces the prices we 
all pay, works to combat unemployment, and helps 
to provide tax fairness at the same time. 
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B. Unemployment 

An effective program to combat inflation will assist 
an effective program to combat unemployment. But we must have 
also an effective program to combat unemployment in order to . 
check inflation. For example, we cannot expect labor to accept 
wage guideposts in the face of declining real wages, unless it 
is assured of full employment. Unemployment and inflation must 
be attacked simultaneously.· 

1. Government fiscal policy must stimulate sufficient 
demand to assure full employment. 

-- The expansion could be achieved through a variety 
of changes in spending programs and tax policy. 
Tax reform, elimination of a number of useless 
current programs, and better government management 
would provide more revenue to finance needed human 
programs or further tax cuts. 

The extension of last year's tax cut should stand 
without cutbacks in needed public programs. It is 
bad economics to reduce public expenditures when 
the economy continues to need their stimulative 
effects. It is bad moral policy to make those who 
are most dependent on government programs -- the 
aged, the poor and the unemployed -- pay the price 
of restoring price stability, even if it would have 
that effect. We will need to monitor the economy 
close!¥ and consider deeper tax cuts, if necessary, 
to achieve a strong and sustained recovery. 

&pansionary budgets in the short run are the only 
way to reduce the federal deficit in the longer 
rlin. The huge current deficits are due almost 
wholly to the recession. Each one percent reduction 
of unemployment cuts the Government deficit by almost 
$20 billion. Only through fiscal expansion today 
can we get the Federal Government out of the red 
tomorrow. 

2. Public jobs are needed to meet critical public 
needs, to employ those who will find it hard to 
find jobs even in a full-employment environment 
and to reduce the lags which inevitably slow the 
impact of aggregate fiscal policy on the economy. 

The public job program should provide about 1.6 
million jobs in 1977, 1.3 million in 1978 and fewer 
in subsequent.years as general recovery proceeds. 
The net budgetary cost would begin at $5.5 billion 
and decline thereafter. 

There is plenty to be done in America today. A 
major focus of this public job program would be a 
national effort to restore and revitalize our 
nation's railroads. This massive, labor-intensive 

\ 



- 14 -

effort would not only put many Americans back 
to work on a project that benefits all Americans, 
but the end result would also be cleaner air, 
energy savings, and reduced urban congestion. 

All public jobs would be for socially useful 
purposes. We are still using parks, roads and 
post offices built under similar programs.in the 
1930's -- our only national experience with a 
similar level of unemployment. As in the 1930's, 
pressing needs of our society today could be met 
through public projects, such as rebuilding our 
obsolete railroad track beds, vital public services, 
such as health and the environment, or in local 
energy-saving projects like home solar heating 
research and installation. Our housing industry 
has been hard hit by unemployment. Until this 
vital industry is restored, some of its unemployed 
craftsmen should be given work on public energy­
saving projects like insulating public buildings. 

3. Private Sector Employment should be stimulated 
through a combination of investment and job-creating 
incentives. Whenever we can get a private employer 
to create a new job for an unemployed worker, we 
have accomplished more at a lower cost to the 
public than we could by putting the same worker 
on the public payroll. 

Investment incentives would aim at selected indus­
tries, with direct links to new investment in 
job-intensive activities. Across-the-board 
subsidies where payoff is marginal or dubious, 
such as tax breaks for all exports or for all 
minerals exploitation, would be eliminated. 

Tax credits for job creation should supplement 
investment incentives so that employers are 
encouraged to put people, not just new machines, 
to work. One proposal which deserves serious 
consideration involves a tax credit with a sliding 
scale to encourage hiring the hardcore unemployed. 
This credit would be given for each new job created 
for presently unemployed workers who would be 
eligible for this program after being certified as 
unemployed by the employment service. To qualify, 
the employer would have to retain the employee 
for at least six months. The credit would be 
phased out over an eighteen-month period and 
would not be available if existing employees were 
displaced, or if the turnover rate among certi­
fied employees was substantially in excess of the 
norm during each six-month period. Guidelines 
under this program should be adopted to assure 
adequate job training and retention. Training 
and re-training of employees, many of whom are 
forced to find a job in a new industry or new field 
or work, must be a key part of this program. 
Because of the reduction in unemployment payments 
and the increase in personal income tax re.ve.nue.s 
that would result, this program, in terms of 
Federal revenues, would largely pay for itself. 
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Capital shortages must be avoided. Industry 
must be treated fairly, if it is to play its role 
in the national compact centered on new price-wage­
profit guideposts. The ~ay to avoid capital shor­
tages is a resumption of vigorous economic growth, 
which will eliminate the deficits in the Federal 
budget by increasing tax revenues and cutting 
unemployment compensation payments -- reducing 
the role played by the Government in the capital 
markets. Without recession, investment would be 
tso billion higher in 1974-76, which is equivalent 
to a half~year's worth of investment at current 
levels. No technique, tax or otherwise, could 
increase investment that much in three years. 
Secretary Simon's specter of capital shortages 
should not be allowed to stifle the economic recovery 
which will provide the principal source of capital 
necessary to finance our future development. 

Small business does face a serious problem in 
raising equity capital; and there are steps which 
should be taken to alleviate these difficulties. 
One is lower interest rates, which would make 
equity financing more attractive to investors. 
Another is to amend the securities laws (along 
lines similar to those suggested in the Federal 
Securities Code presently being drafted under the 
auspices of the American Law Institute) to lower 
the substantial barriers; created by the secur-
iti~s laws as they now operate, to the raising of 
private equity capital by small businesses. 

4. Monetary policy must be sufficiently expansionary 
to support recovery and subsequent stable growth. 
Monetary policy is managed by the Federal Reserve 
System, which must remain independent. Neverthe­
less, consistency with national policy can be 
assured, without politicizing the federal reserve 
system, by the following measures: 

Clear, announced targets for monetary growth 
which, through active discussion among all sectors, 
are made consistent with the nverall needs of the 
economy. In 1976, for exa~pl~, the target should 
be at least 9 percent. The object of such targets 
is to keep interest rates low enough to assure 
economic recovery and, in particular, to assist 
the housing industry which has been devastated by 
Republican monetary policy. Any money supply 
target which is insufficient to accomplish this 
objective should be revised upward, rather than 
rigidly maintained. 

Shorter terms for members of the Fed~ral Reserve 
Board. 

Co-terminous terms for the Chai~man of the Federal 
Reserve Board and the President of the United 
States. 
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Representation on the Board of all major sectors 
of the economy and women and minorities. Indep­
endence does not justify the present closed club. 

Restoration of the "Quadriad," which includes the 
Chairman of the Federal Reserve Board along with 
the three top economic officials of the Administration, 
as the primary decision~making body on national 
economic policy. · 

There is probably no better way to glaze the eyes and 
lose the attention of the typical American than by a discussion 
of taxation and tax reform. We have become weary and cynical 
about it all. Yet the average person has a vital stake in how 
tax monies are raised. Second in importance only to how the 
government spends its money, is how it raises it. Bad taxation 
is unfair and harmful, and it can dilute or destroy the good 
effects of many beneficial government programs aimed at sustaining 
the health of our people and our economy. 

American families who deperid on work for their livings 
and who earn up to $15,000 a year -- in other words most people 
pay as large a share of their incomes in taxes as people of 
substantial wealth. Payroll taxes, income taxes, local sales 
taxes and other excise taxes, and property taxes alone eat up 
to 30% of their total incomes, taking away this large part of 
the earnings of families even below the ·poverty line, as well 
as those of moderate means. 

With so much at stake, why is citizen interest lagging? 
The answers are clear. Our tax system is so fiercely complicated 
that it defeats all reasonable efforts at understanding it. 
While most people know that the tax system is riddled with special 
allowances, exemptions and privileges for the well-to-do and for 
selected business, industrial and investor groups,· they do not 
understand the costs to themselves. Worse, they do not perceive 
that correction of these abuses would help the average person. 
Indeed, many believe that tax reform or changes in the system 
might even hurt them by making burdens heavier. That skepticism 
is understandable; it is based on long and disheartening exper­
ience. Decades of talk about tax reform and repeated legislative 
proposals h~ve done nothing ~o halt the constant growth of the 
tax burdens on.low and middle income groups, but very little 
has been accomplished in closing gaping loopholes through which 
wealthy persons and businesses regularly escape all or much of 
their tax obligations. 

This ever-growing inequity in taxation can and must 
be halted. What is needed is public awareness of what is required 
and what is possible followed by insistence upon electing a new 
national Administ~ation and a Congress that will be fully 
supportive of and responsible for enactment of far-reaching 
reforms .. The stakes are high and real for every citizen --
tax justice and $15-$20 billion in revenue. 
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Tax reform must be comprehensive, closing the large 
number of loopholes ~nd eliminating the unjustified tax expen­
ditures deveioped over the years. Some of the more significant 
reforms which I favor are: 

Closing the loopholes in the corporate tax system. 
Although corporate profits are subject to a nominal 
tax rate of 48%, the effective rate has fallen to 
35%. A main reason is the proliferation of devices 
that permit large corporations to circumvent taxes 
mineral depletion allowances, current deduction of 
intangible drilling costs and mine exploration and 
development costs, accelerated depreciation and the 
special benefits given Domestic International Sales 
Corporations, to mention a few. They should be 
phased out, and the DISC giveaway ended. And, the 
tax deferral of most overseas income should be 
rep~aced with a system of current taxation of such 
income. 

The special rate for capital gains should be reduced 
·by repealing the 25% alternative capital gains rate 
which only benefits upper income taxpayers, increasing 
the maximum to at least 42% (by strengthening the 
minimum tax) and taxing unrealized capital gains 
at death, rather than allowing such income to escape 
any taxation as under the present system. Special 
provision should be made to avoid liquidity problems 
for family businesses and family farms. 

The burden of regressiv~ payroll taxes should be 
sharply reduced. The payroll tax used to finance 
Social Security has now grown to account for more 
than one-quarter of total Federal revenue. Because 
of the flat rate, which applies only to the first 
$15,300 of earned income, every dollar earned above 
$15,300 goes untaxed for social security purposes. 
That means high-income individuals pay only a tiny 
fraction of their income in payroll taxes, but low­
and middle-income earners bear the full rate. The 
payroll tax ought to be made more progressive. This 
can be accomplished in a vari~ty of ways -- for 
example, raising the ceiling on taxable income and 
allowing exemptions or credits' similar to those 
provided in the Internal Revenue Code. Consideration 
should also be given to increasing Federal general 
revenues for the Medicare program. 

State and local governments should be given the 
option of issuing taxable bonds. Under the present 
system, interest on these securities is exempt from 
taxation, creating an indirect Federal subsidy in 
terms of lost tax revenue which reduces the interest 
cost paid by states and municipalities. But the 
subsidy is both inefficient and inequitable, because 
the value to the bond holder -- in most cases, a 
high income taxpayer -- exceeds the benefits to the 
bond issuer. So, the system costs the Treasury 
more than it saves state and local governments. 
That loss could be reduced if the Federal Government 
were to provide a direct interest subsidy payment 
to the states and localities, assuring greater 
taxpayer equity as well as increased efficiency. 
However, making all municipal securities taxable 
would run undue risks for the financing of local 
government, particularly at the present time. 
Thus, we should start with the option system. 
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The tax rip-offs which enable wealthy doctors, 
lawyers, Wall Street brokers and other high 
income individuals to shelter themselves from 
the impact of Federal income tax by investing 
in luxury apartments, cattle, oil and gas drilling 

.and professional sports must be eliminated. This 
can be accomplished, as the Ways and Means Committee 
proposed; by preventing the artificial losses thrown 
off by these investments from being used to of fs~t 
income from other sources. 

The estate and gift tax system should be strengthened 
by unifying both taxes and increasing the effective. 
rates. No longer should it be more blessed to 
receive than to earn. 

Finally, we should review all deductions to determine 
those which should be replaced by credits and, ultimately, 
whether a flat across-the-board credit of, for example, 25%, 
should be substituted for those deductions. Of course, some 
deductions -- for example, charitable contributions -- present 
special justifications, which must be carefully considered .. 
Most tax deductions (other than those which measure actual 
income) are tax subsidies. Yet, they benefit most those least 
in need, since high-bracket taxpayers save more by reducing their 
income subject to taxation than low-bracket taxpayers. For 
example, a state tax payment of $100 costs the highest income 
group only $30 after Federal taxes. The same payment costs a 
low-bracket taxpayer $86. Tax credits equalize the subsidy 
regardless of income. A tax credit system could produce substantial 
revenue gains, as well as tax fairness. 

D. International Economic Policy 

Several aspects of the international economic policy 
needed to promote our domestic economic objectives have already 
been mentioned: 

creation of' international food reserves; 

assistance to increase food production throughout 
the world; 

creation of oil.and other commodity stockpiles 
in all major importing countries; 

international surveillance over the international 
money system; and 

reduction of the international role of the dollar. 

In addition, the United States should promote rapid 
progress in the ongoing Multilateral Trade Negotiations to 
further liberalize world trade by reducing non-tariff barriers 
to worl~ trade, as well as assuring low tariffs. A billion 
dollars worth of exports generates approximately 65,000 jobs. 
The United States should insist on full reciprocity in trade 
negotiations. Such equal liberalization by all major countries 
will increase American employment, because our exports have a 
higher labor content than our imports. 
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We should follow up decisively on the proposals made 
at the recent Spec{al Session of the United Nations to stabilize 
world commodity trade by negotiating a series of international 
commodity agreements and stabilizing the earnings of producing 
countries. This will reduce the risks to our economy of arbitrary 
price increases and supply cutoffs by producers of raw materials 
seeking to emulate OPEC and reduce U.S. unemployment by building 
foreign markets for our products. 

We must adopt a wholly new policy toward multinational 
enterprises. These firms cannot be expected to.pursue the 
national interests of the United States. They have their own 
interests to promote and defend. But they do promote economic 
progress and will remain under attack from many quarters until 
we are able effectively to supervise them in the national and 
even global interest. Such an approach should include the elim­
ination of current subsidies, such as the deferral of taxation on 
foreign earnings until they are repatriated (as recommended above) 
and the provision of government insurance covering non-commercial 
risks associated with foreign investment, the institution of 

·procedures to" weigh the benefits and costs of particular invest­
ments, and the creation of new international rules and institutional 
arrangements to both make the world safe for multinationals and 
multinationals safe for the world. 

E. Elimination of Excessive Government 

By setting minimum as well as maximum prices, by prohi­
biting entry into regulated industries, and by protecting the 
concentrations of economic power they were set up to control, 
current regulatory policies contribute to our economic woes. 
It is time to put government on the side of the c.onsumer and not 
the industries it is supposed to police. In some cases, that 
means replacing agency power and administered prices with competi­
tion. In others, it means strengthened regulation in the public 
interest and administrators drawn from consumer groups. 

President Ford calls for wholesale, indiscriminate 
deregulation. But that.is no more preferable than the sort of 
regulation Republican appointees have provided ---half of whom 
in the last five years came from the very industries they were 
named to regulate. Our history has made all to9 clear the need 
to monitor big business. Therefore, a balanced position requires 
our commitment to four principles: 

First, when health and safety or environmental quality 
are at stake, wholly unregulated private power cannot be trusted 
to subordinate self~interest to the public interest. So continued 
regulation in these critical areas is a necessity. 

Second, where there is a risk that market ·competition 
cannot hold prices as close to costs as consumers have a right 
to expect, economic regulation is necessary to set ceilings on 
prices and profits. Much of the communications industry and 
the private portions of the. electric power industry, for example, 
tend toward "natural monopoly" and must continue to be regulated. 

Third, we must eliminate agency power to set price 
floors or prevent price decreases on behalf of any industry 
possessing supstantial market power. This is the area in which 
deregulation clearly makes sense. 



... 

- 20 -

And fourth, in some industries, the ability of compe­
tition to improve efficiency and benefit the consumer has 
increased over the years. Rules that made sense when railroads 
were a monopoly, for example, have become obsolete since trucking 
and transportation have provided competition. Here, too, the role 
of regulation should be modified and decreased, and the role of 
anti-trust enforcement increased. 

As President, I would take the following steps to 
implement these principles: 

Propose legislation to remove the power of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to set minimum prices 
and prevent price decreases, eliminate ICC power to 
prevent entry into the transportation industry and 
abolish ICC service regulations. Experts estimate 
that such a program could save consumer·s 
$8 billion a year. It could also aid in the long­
overdue effort to revitalize the nation's railroads. 

Propose legislation to remove the Civil Aeronautics 
Board's power to reject fare decreases. At the same 
time, I favor an end to the CAB's role as a promoter 
of the aviation industry. Let the CAB work on behalf 
of the American people for a change. 

Seek reversal of maritime subsidies and legal 
preferences. 

Encourage competition between government and the 
private sector as in energy. 
I would set up a high-level government-industry 
commission to identify new areas where such competi­
tion would be beneficial. 

Drastically expand the use of competitive bidding 
procedures for government procurement. Currently, 
about 60% of Defense contracts are signed without 
competitive bidding, despite the fact that Pentagon 
studies show that such bidding reduces costs by up 
to 25%. Such procurement policies should also be 
employed in other areas, such as drug purchasing for 
VA hospitals. 

Appoint representatives of consumers and other public 
interest groups to the regulatory agencies. 

F. Institutional Reform 

·These policies can be instituted and implemented only 
by structural reform of our machinery for making economic policy. 
We must be able to forecast, systematically, the range of possi­
bilities for our economic futur~, discover problems before they 
become crises, point the way toward solutions, and actiVely engage 
all sectors of our society in pursuing them. A comprehensive 
policy does not require comprehensive planning, but it does 
require comprehensive forecasting, analysis and· action·. The 
three-man Council of Economic Advisers: with its staff of twenty . 
professionals, is no longer adequate for an economy of $1.5 trillion. 

' .. 
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Si~ilarly~ th~ Council on Wag~· and Price Stability 
·must be strengthened and. given an ·expanded mission'. To begin 
with, the Couricil should: · 

-- ~tudy and spotlight price, wage, profit~ salary, 
and interest rat~ increases out of line with 
market forces; 

~eview collective bargaining settle~ents, releasing 
estimates of labor cost increases, so business 
will not be able to blame price increases on 
wage gains not justified by the facts and so 
consumers can under~tand the sources of increased 
prices. Specific wage standards would not be 
invoked, unless expressed iri legislation; 

develop criteria relating price increases to 
market forces ·and· investig.a te suspicious price 
behavior; 

encourage competition and reward anti-inflationary 
policies; and 

monitor and focus attention on inflationary 
government'decisions and policies -- in procure­
ment, regulation, persohn.el and other areas. 
The government should not be shielded from the 
Council's spotlight, a:ny more than business or 
labor. 

While I do not believe the Council should have the 
power to set wages, prices and profits, it must have subpoena power 
and authority, on a temporary basis, to suspend price, wage and 
dividend actions. The membership of the Council would be drawn 
from labor, business and consumer groups. Its authority would 
derive not from power to enforce decisions; except in the case 
of the temporary suspensions and subpoenas mentioned above, the 
Council would have no such power. Rather, the Council would 
depend on informed public opinion to support its actions. 

TOWARD A NATIONAL COMPACT FOR AMERICA 
v 

As the economy recovers, maintaining growth, full 
employment and price stability will require structural innova­
tion to encourage cooperation rather than confrontation among 
different participants in the economy -- government, business, 
labor, farmers, and consumers. 

All Americans stand to gain from a true national compact 
in which restraint by all sectors in pressing claims for higher 
prices, wages or profits is rewarded by tax cuts and other Federal 
action like price supports for farmers and food reserves for 
consumers. 

There is an urgent need to insure the real income of 
American workers against the ravages of inflation. The steps 
which I have advocated in this paper would provide a significant 
measure of protection. As we approach full employment, we will 
need to lessen the danger of inflationary price and wage actions 
which cheat all Americans. But workers cannot be asked to run 

__ J 
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the risk that moderation at the negotiating table will not be 
reciprocated by restraint when decisions are made in the corporate 
boardrooms. Rather than rigid price and wage controls, I favor 
policies which insure the American worker against that risk by 
guaranteeing tax relief sufficient to restore purchasing power 
lost because of high prices. If government has to pay that 
price, then it will have the incentive to make sure that business 
acts responsibly. 

CONCLUSION 

Mankind has e.ntered a new era. The problems we face are 
different in nature, not just in size, from those we faced before. 
They will respond neither to outworn promises built on the empty 
hope that somehow we can return to a simpler life, nor to the 
unimaginative invocation of stagnant ideologies. Some promise 
us the sky; others say we can do nothing. I reject both. 

In this campaign, on issues of farm policy, busing, 
foreign policy and the economy, I have stressed answers that 
seek creative collaboration among all Americans. These are 
enormously difficult and complex issues. I believe we can find 
solutions that recognize and involve all Americans and unite 
our people in common purpose. That is the task of leadership 
and my commitment as America enters its Third Century. 

/ 
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Calling for a "new vision and new leadership" in America's farm policies, 
presidential candidate Sargent Shriver today issued a five-point program to end 
the food price spiral. 

"Fanner and consumer alike have been sacrificed to the non-policies and 
free-market fixation of Nixon, Ford and Butz, 11 Shriver said. "My programs will 
enlist the carrmon concern of both groups in a camnon cause." 

The Democratic presidential candidate cited the 62 per cent increase in food 
prices since the Republicans took office in 1969 and said, "It's time to bring 
new vision and new leadership to the farm and food policies of America. · That is 
my pledge in this campaign, and it will be the ccmnitment of my presidency." 

Shriver's position paper, issued in connection with his appearances today 
at Iowa State University (2 p.m.) and the Iowa Jefferson - Jackson Day Dinner 
(6:30 p.m.} in Ames, made these proposals: 

1. Increased price supports at levels which are realistic in tenns of 
real production costs and world prices. 

2. A new federal reserve program to "facilitate storage of basic agri­
cultural prcrlucts in times of surplus and to sell in times of short­
age, whether caused by crop failures or by high export demand. such 
a program VJOuld take the wild gyrations out of food and farm prices. 
By setting the price at which grain is added to the reserve at a re­
alistic support level, this system \AAJUld establish a floor below which 
farm incane could not fall. And by setting a ceiling price above 
which reserves \AAJUld be released to the market, the systan w::>uld set 
a cap on prices consumers w::>uld have to pay." 

3. Creation of an independent Food Reserve Board, answerable to Congress 
and with authority in agricultural policies similar to the Federal 
Reserve Board's intended role in influencing the direction of the na­
tion's econany. "What's needed, " Shriver said, "is a greater degree 
of independence -- independence fran politics in the decision of how 
Imlch food to accumulate, how Imlch to release to the market and when 
to release it. The mission of this new FRB ~d be to fonnulate and 
pursue a consistent food reserve policy -- one farmers could rely on, 
and one that w::>uld protect consumers at the same time. It w::>uld op­
erate within limits and under standards set by Congress, and with a 
menbership including both farmer representation and a voice for con­
sumers." 

4. E.stablisl"rrnent of an export i:olicy to replace the "non-policies" of the 
Republican Administration. "This policy," Shrive.r said, "w::>uld set 
min:imum and max:imum quantities for all major foreign buyers, so that 
fluctuations in dem:md will be srroothed by requiring irrporting nations 
to accurrru.late stocks in times of high world production." To assure 
adequate danestic supplies, the U.S. would rrake known w::>rldwide its 
danestic requiranents and foreign ccmnitments and would take the lead 
in creating with other exporting and irrporting nations an internation­
al reserve -- as called for by the W:>rld Food Conference in Rane. 

5. Enactment of legislation to shift the burden of proof onto the shoul­
ders of those "wielding concentrated or irresponsible econanic power. 
Wherever those interests fail to justify their structures and practices 
to fair-minded men aiid wanen, they ImlSt be broken up or subjected to 
whatever controls are needed to create prices people can afford under 
marketing principles people can accept." 
Surrmarizing his plan, Shriver said, "Above all, what this nation and 
the world need is a ccmnitmant to a cc:rnnon existence -- a sharing of 
benefits and burdens between groups that cannot succeed or even survive 
unless they perceive their Imltual concern and learn to act in concert 
rather than in divisive carpetition." 



818 18th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006 

October 24, 1975 
·Contact: Don Pride or 

Linda Cook 
(202) 333-9000 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELF.ASE 

FOOD AND AGRICULTURE POLICY STATEMENT 

BY 

If the Nixon-Ford-Butz years have accanplished nothing else-­
and there's a lot to be said for that p:>int of view-they've brought 
farmers and consumers closer together in the search for stability •. It 
hasn't been by design. The I:otential alliance of those 'Who produce and 
those 'Who eat.represents a reaction to p:>licies 'Which have made life harder 
for ooth the'producers and the eaters. Those p:>licies have: 

increaserl retail focxl prices by 37% between 
1971-1974, by 14% in 1974, and by a projecterl 
10% this year. Focxl prices are 62% higher today 
than 'When the Republicans took off ice: 

run down our focxl reserves, so that those reserves 
today--at a time of surging ~rld demarrl--reached 
the'lowest level since WJrld War II; 

slashed "Focxl for Peace" shipnents, so that those 
shipnents reached the lowest level - 1/5 the volurre 
of prior years--at a time of international famine; 

called for all-out production 'While closing access 
to major foreign markets without warning, forcing 
surpluses to back up to depress farm prices; 

ctit farm incane in 1974 and 1975, leaving an 
expectation of bankruptcies this year : and 

p:>lluterl our grain ~rts through misnana.gement and 
fraud in our inspection agencies. 
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The litany could continue -- but you know its conclusion: Farmer 
and consumer alike have been sacrificed to Secretary Butz's free mar­
ket fixation. Somehow, the Soviet grain authority managed to qualify 
as a free market force -- Adam Smith would have loved that! So, for 
the last seven years of food and agricultural policy, we've had an 
Administration committed to the view that the best government is no 
government -- no government for the grain exporters, for the food mid­
dlemen, for the giant agri-business combines and for Marxist state-
trading authorities. ·. 

Old myths die hard. Secretary Butz opposed a long-term grain deal 
with the Soviets until his opposition left Secretary Kissinger so em­
barrassed that President Ford finally made it clear just who is running 
our agricultural policy -- that's right, the Secretary of State. Be­
cause the White House hasn't released the text of the proposed agree­
ment, it's premature to offer final corrunents. But, the history of the 
negotiations reveals the abject failure of the Administration's non­
policies in the food and agriculture areas -- and its betrayal of the 
farmers. 

Despite our bare cupboard reserve program and the great.grain rip­
off of 1972, it is clear that the Ford-Butz team was prepared to "play 
it again, Earl." Farmers were urged to produce without limit. Promises 
were made of unlimited -- and unregulated -- access to overseas markets 
-- mainly the USSR. Those promises could not be kept -- because food 
consumers would not stomach another 1972, and because Jerry Ford couldn't 
swallow the political consequences of continued food price inflation. One 
promise has been kept -- Butz will not increase assistance for farmers 
forced to carry whatever surplus may remain. Nor does he think that 
government should act as a buyer of last resort -- or any resort. The 
farmers may be left holding the surplus bag if the Russians have -- as 
some believe -·- already bought from others what we were negotiating to 
buy from us. And, there is some reason to believe that Kissinger's 
insistence that grain be linked to a useless oil agreement delayed con­
clusion of the pact. The negotiations were a missed opportunity in an­
other respect, too: They failed to secure a Soviet undertaking to im­
plement the Rome Conference's call for an international grain reserve 
system and world-wide production data. In the days ahead, we will want 
to pay particular attention to the interests of our traditional trading 
partners in relation to this agreement. I am for grain sales to the 
Soviet Union on a long-term basis. But th~t country should not be given 
pref erred access to our market over Japan and other regular customers 
in times of short supplies. We will want to study the agreement with 
great care to make certain it does not have that effect. 

The collapse of the Nixon-Ford-Butz food and agricultural non-poli­
cies have brought us to this incredible situation: Among American· 
farmers -- the most productive in the world -- concern with overproduc­
tion is growing at a time of mounting world demand.for American grain. 
If that concern ripens into production cutbacks -- as it threatens to 
do -- the American consumer, no less than his foreign counterpart, will 
suffer. 

That is the way it promises to be if Ford and Bu.tz remain in office. 
There is a better way. It lies in recognizing the points of common con­
cern -- the intersections of interest -- which farmers and consumers 
share. That shared interest is what a Shriver Administration would 
serve. And, beyond identifying that community of concern, my Administra­
tion would implement programs which link both groups in a common cause. 

The points of common concern are clear. Farmers and consumers 
are neither neutral nor necessary enemies. 
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To the farmers of America, I say this: I know you want to pro­
duce the best and largest crops at the least cost and that you and your 
families have devoted your lives to doing just that. Cutting back 
crops to keep prices up violates your most fundamental beliefs. As an 
Iowa farmer put it: ·n I want to do well while doing good." 

Doing good means full production -- for world as well as domestic 
markets. Doing well means assurance of a reasonable income in bad years, 
as well as promise of a better income in good years.· Yours is a risky 
business. You confront not only the unpredictable forces of nature, 
but also world, as well as American, economic uncertainties. Managing 
family farms with an average investment of hundreds of thousands of 
dollars, you are exposed more even than most Americans to the ravages 
of inflation because you depend more than most on high priced oil, petro­
chemical fertilizers and other fuels to operate your sophisticated and 
costly equipment. More dependent than any other American industry on 
foreign markets, you are internationalists, rightly sensitive to any 
governmental effort. to restrict access to overseas markets. You do not 
seek high food prices in the supermarkets of America, but you rightly 
demand your fair share of America's bounty. That goal cannot be achieved 
by standing in splendid isolation from your fellow citizens or by sup­
porting policies which put the government on the side of everyone but 
farmers and consumers. I ask you to join with me and America's con­
sumers in the search for solutions which reconcile your need for income 
stability with the consumers' concern for price stability. 

To the consumers of America, I say this: The last eight years 
have been a disaster for all of us. Between 1971 and 1974 alone, retail 
food prices increased by 37%. You pay today 35 cents for a loaf of 
bread that used to cost 25 cents. These prices rose 14% more last year, 
and some predict that 1975 will be another double digit year. In 1973, 
soaring food prices meant that a family of four with an annual income 
of $7,280 had to spend at least 45% of its disposable income to main­
tain a modest diet. That's almost $1 out of every available $2 for 
food -- and this in the greatest agricultural country in the world. 
Even worse, soaring food prices have coincided with a falling economy, 
so the American worker in 1974 suffered -- for the first time in 16 
years -- a real decline in income -- the largest per capita drop since 
the Depression. For only the second time in this century, millions of 
Americans -- workers as well as the unemployed -- are haunted by the 
fear that they will not be able to give their families a decent diet. 

American consumers do not want to deny farmers the opportunity to 
earn a good living. Without that opportunity, prices can only increase 
as suppliers decline. But consumers rightly demand an end to roller 
coaster food prices, and some reasonable assurance of price stability 
for the future. And consumers and farmers alike resent, bitterly, the 
high prof its of middlemen and other distributors -- the only people in 
the food picture who seem impervious to economic instability. In 1974 
-- an unbearable year for farmers and consumers -- the cost of bring­
ing food products to market increased by 20% -- the largest annual jump 
in our entire history. I ask you, too, to join in the search for a 
better way. 

To our foreign customers and to the legions of hungry people who 
look to American farmers for their survival, I say this: 

America will meet her commitments to her traditional customers 
and will seek to meet the needs of others. But the game must be played 
under fair rules open to all -- rules which assure advance information 
about your needs and which establish long-term arrangements allowing 
American farmers to meet those needs without starving, or squeezing, 
American consumers. And those rules must bar the obscene practice of 
using American food for political ploys -- to support corrupt regimes, 
while millions starve, and tens of millions go without needed medicines 
or housing or education just so they can afford to eat. 
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What, then, should we do to accomplish reasonable food prices, 
a fair return to farmers and -- most of all -- stable food and farm 
prices? 

If we are to expect farmers to produce in abundance, we must pro­
tect them against surplus production. While adequate in theory, the 
present price support system has been made obsolete in practice by an 
Administration which has irresponsibly refused to increase most sup­
port levels in five years. Supports today don't even cover last year's 
production costs. They must be increased to levels which are realistic 

in terms of real production costs and world prices. 

But what about lean years, when production lags behind demand? 
How do we protect the American consumer against double digit food price 
inflation and assure price stability at the market place? To provide 
this protection I advocate a new federal reserve program to facilitate 
storage of basic agricultural products in times of surplus and to sell 
in times of shortage, whether caused by crop failures or by high ex­
port demand. Such a program would take the wild gyrations out of food 
and farm prices. The very existence of reserves would help to break 
the inflationary expectations that dominate consumer thinking today -­
the expectations that prices will go up because prices always go up. 
By setting the price at which grain is added to the reserve at a real­
istic support level, this system would establish a floor below which 
farm income could not fall. And by setting a ceiling price above which 
reserves would be released to the market, the system would set a cap 
on prices consumers would have to pay. 

Farmers have traditionally opposed food reserves because they have 
been used to drive prices down to levels too low to support farm f ami­
lies. Political expediency has been allowed to dictate such reckless 
dumping, with the understandable result that many farmers come to be­
lieve that reserves are used only to accomodate whatever constituency 
may hold sway over those in charge. 

So what we need is a mechanism for managing food reserves in a 
way that farmers have reason to trust -- a way that takes politics out 
of the grainery. When our country faced a similar need in the manage­
ment of money, we created an authority independent of the political 
branches of government -- the Federal Reserve Board. The independence 
of the Fed was crucial to the survival of banking and of our economic 
structure. Today, that independence has gone too far; Arthur Burns 
exercises almost limitless power and should be subjected to new re­
straints. But in the agricultural area, what's needed is a greater 
degree of independence -- independence from politics in the decision 
of how much food to accumulate, how much to release to the market and 
when to release it. The price would be set by the Board within a Con­
gressionally specified floor and ceiling. To provide that independence, 
I would propose legislation to create a Food Reserve Board, answerable 
to Congress but not to the Department of Agriculture, the State Depart­
ment, or the White House. The agency I have in mind would be the 
creature neither of a Butz, nor of a Kissinger, nor of a Ford -- nor 
of a Shriver -- but the servant of the only interests that should count 
when food is at stake: The interests of those who live by its produc­
tion and of those who pay to consume it. The mission of this new FRB 
would be to formulate and pursue a consistent food reserve policy -­
one farmers could rely on, and one that would protect consumers at the 
same time. It would operate within limits and under standards set by 
Congress, and with a membership including both farmer representation 
and a voice for consumers. 

By stimulating production and by protecting consumers against sky­
rocketing food prices, these policies should make a major contribution 
to achieving stability for farmers and consumers alike. But they will 



I 

-5-

not succeed at acceptable cost to the taxpayers unless we are committed 
to expanding our food exports. Exports are vital not only for the 
farmer, but for the consumer who will otherwise bear the burden of sup­
porting farm income through higher prices or higher taxes. In 1974, 
almost 21.5% of our corn crops, 41.8% of our soybean production, and 
a whopping 55% of our wheat crops were sold abroad. These crops could 
not have been sold on the domestic market without driving prices be­
low levels acceptable to farmers or, under- the reserve program I pro­
pose, calling upon the government to support the c9st of storing mas­
sive amounts. But, although exports are vital and must be maintaine9, 
the American consumer must never again be forced to subsidize foreign 
sales. 

Acce.ss to American grain supplies must instead be assured on a 
basis consistent with maintaining reasonable food prices at home. That 
objective can be accomplished by establishing an export policy in place 
of the stop .and go non-policies of the Republican Administration -­
non-policies which rob. consumers, farmers and our trading partners 
alike. The.policy I advocate would set minimum and maximum quantities 
for all major foreign buyers, so that fluctuations in demands will be 
smoothed by requiring importing nations to accumulate stocks in times 
of high world production. Our Government's approval would be needed 
for a country to buy more -- or less -- than the agreed amounts. To 
assure adequate domestic supplies, the United States would announce to 
the world its domestic requirements, as well as its commitment to for­
eign customers and less developed countries. We would make it clear 
that those supply requirements would be met by whatever management de­
vices are required. 

As an essential element of our export policy, the United States 
should take the lead in creating with other exporting and importing 
nations an international reserve program for grains -- as called for 
by the World Food Conference. Such a reserve would serve not only the 
interests of the participating countries but also our moral obligation 
to the hungry. 

These policies would not displace the free enterprise system. 
Rather, they would put that system to work for people by taking the 
shocks out of supermarket purchases and farm sales. But we must recog­
nize that the system will not work if farmers and consumers are pitted 
against each other in a struggle which can end only in losses for both. 
The compact between farmers and consumers which I propose guarantees 
neither group everything it might wish. As in any partnership, there 
are risks to be shared and hard choices to be made. The accomodation 
of conflicting interests which I propose means some give and take by 
all. The reserve system puts a ceiling· on the prices consumers must 
pay in bad crop years, just as it sets a floor under the prices farmers 
will get in surplus crop years. I believe American farmers and con­
sumers will accept this. 

To cement the new alliance between farmers and consumers, we must 
also focus attention on those trends in equipment manufacturing, food 
processing and agricultural marketing that work against the interests 
of producers and families alike. When, according to the Federal Trade 
Commission, supermarkets enjoy a 16% return on investment, when mono­
poly in the manufacture of farm machinery costs farmers a quarter of 
a billion dollars each year, when monopolistic meatpacking robs con­
sumers of a half a billion dollars annually, when bread prices rise near­
ly 17% at the same time flour prices fall 25%, and when shoppers con­
tinue to be misled by labeling and advertising that distorts the truth 
about nutrition, it doesn't take an expert to conclude that manufacturers 
and middlemen need to be brought into line -- and fast. It's not enough 
to talk about vigorous antitrust enforcement in litigation that will 
take years and may consume millions of dollars. In food, as in fuel and 
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medical care -- and in every industry that is vital to daily survival -­
legislation is needed that would shift the burden of proof against 
those wielding concentrated or irresponsible economic power. Wherever 
those interests fail to justify their structures and practices to fair­
minded men and women, they must be broken up or subjected to whatever 
controls are needed to create prices people can afford, under market­
ing principles people can accept. 

What all of this adds up to is a specific instance of that prin­
ciple I described on the day I announced my candidacy: Above all, what 
this nation and the world need is a commitment to a common existence -­
a sharing of benefits and burdens in a community of interest between 
groups that cannot succeed or even survive unless they come to perceive 
their mutuality of concern and learn to act in creative concert rather 
than divisive competition. 

We have long talked about turning our swords into plowshares. But 
the truth is: We have yet to make the most of the plowshares already 
available. When the world's most resourceful farmer, working the 
world's richest soil with the world's most advanced agricultural tech­
nology are manipulated by politics, subordinated to middlemen, and 
pitted against both consumer needs and the realities of hunger and mal­
nutrition, we can be sure the fault lies not with those who produce 
our food but with those whom we have elected to high office. It is time 
to bring new vision and new leadership to the farm and food policies 
of America. That is my pledge in this campaign; it wiil be the commit­
ment of my presidency. 
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~ti@. Sta)'ing in Race;:;;, 
:Cows to Do Best in IlliriOls 

, . I 

.· .· '' .·· By LUCINDA FRANKS . : . . ' 

.~ Spec!~ to Tile New York Times 
.. ~CAGO, March 4-Sargeritf' ·-.. C_ .. ; • 

Shriver, despite predictions · .... .,.. .. c .... • "~.,,.. ·· · · 

that h.e ~ill do as poorly in [ ~ome . · ·political ; obsei-vers 
the Illmo1s primary March 16 . think that_Mr •.. Shriver .cou_I~ 
as he did in Massachusetts this f ~ve _per~aps overcome his d1f-

• week,. said today that he was V. f!culties 1f ~ had ll;ad more 
. not Withdrawing from the cam !" time. Indeed, m the fmal ~ays 
paign for the Democratic Presi: t' othf the M11ss11:chd~se;;s camhpat1ghn, 
dential nomination. j ere were: m 1ca ... ons t a el 

, R ki . . . . . was catchmg Cllll to some of Shn an ng ms~ders wtth;m ~e .:: the tricks of being a candidate. 
ver campaign organization~ His speeches were punchier and 1 

reported . yesterday that he •: more professional a111d new ra• 
would withdraw soon but they · dio advertisements during the 

" we~e app~ntly overruled by . last week were considerably 

~:~~~~~~;~:~~h::i~[ g;~y ez~~ ~~Un;::~m 
remain ~~ · the .I1'mo1s contest' September to plunge into thel 
and. do th? best. I can." : ·: race? The reason might have 

A1~es said· he had held a • been his. d. ownfall: Senator _Ed-
. ~eetmg today with . Mayor : ward M. Kennedy. ~r. S~nv~r 
Richard J. Daley that left him said he had· to wait until his 

• "encourag~." .They said thatt' brother-in-law decided d~finite-
he !lJld his wife, the fonner { ly not to run - otherwise he! 
Euruce Kennedy would cam. f not only would not have re-

. paign here this week and next f ceived Kennedy support (whJch 
'and thi:t. som .. e of.his advise.rs It· he got in only. a .to. ken fashion. 
·, told him his chances were . anyway), J>ut the . Kenned}'.s ! 
·good. .. . . . . , ·. . would also, :according, to bis1 
; Politicai observers, howeve~: wife, Eunice ~e~v _shriver,l 
• ha_d a· differi:nt opinion. They f ~ave ma~e th,ings difficult for 
' said ~e .had virtually no chancer hlm. . · · · · • · I 
·of gaming the support of the i ~ a sense_. tht: clue to Mr .. 
, Mayor, ,whose delegate slates I Shriver's basic fa~lure can per-J 
. are running committed t 5 . haps be. ~ou11tf m that very, 

. 0 en- first d~'long as he1 
. ~tor Adlai E. Ste':'enson 3d, an felt forced ·to:-defa:y·- bis cam-' 
avowed noncand1date. If Mr. -· · · · · · : 

. Daley gives him. any help; it is · paign because of hiS brother-in- , 
·thought to. be 011t of courtesy law, he was .never really, from ' 
to Mr. Shnver, who was presi- the start, his own ~n .. Nor; 

• dent of ..... th. e. C.hicago sch. ool .. was . he. a~!~ to convmc~ th.. e I : board. . · . · . :. • ..... · ·< , , pubhc of his independence. ·· . 
• '."There is'a split in the shriver ,. At. first, he was called a I 
· cam~ne side wanting the stalking horse for Senator Ken- : 
; candidate to· withdraw grace- nedy and then when it became i 
fully now and the other urging apparent that his campaign was I 

• him to _fight e>n ... Mr. Shriver, a in trouble, he became regard~ i 
; determined. optimist, has for by some as the poor cousin ! 
now taken the latter advice and. of . the family-the ingenuous 

' ~resse<l willingness to use i husband of Euni~e that even 
his own money (his campaign the Kell?edy fanuly Vlould not 
coffer~ are · .11.J.most bare) . ifi take senously. · .... · ... 
there 1s a 'fraction of· a chance Ethel Kennedy . held a . few 
?f him b~ng able to continue furid-raisers for her brot!her-in-
m the raee~ Nevertheless it ls law, an assortmeI!lt of Kennedy 
generally · agreed among vet- children did some campaigning, 
eran political observers.' that and in the final days Rose 
for all . intent:S and "purposes Kennedy a!!d J_acquel_ine Ken-
Mr. Shriver's race has ended nedy Onassis did radio adver-

'.~.:_· Det ri · · ·t'· F · · · • i tisements. But the important 
.•. . e ora ion actors .. l Kennedy operatives, such as 
:A .number; .Of factors that: Stephen · Smith, another 
oo~spired to. cause the deterio-: brother-in-law, and Mr. Kenne-
ration of: l\ir Shriver's candida- ·dy himself, who remained Il'eu-
cy-lack of a. wo~kable strate- tral. were simply not 4!"0und. · 
gy ~<l a pr0fess1onal orga!1i- When Mr. Shriver began to 
~~tbe~~·,t#:;;ll·pohti- assemble his campaign late las,t 
of'fundser .• •.:~,!,iic .. ,,.~;i}h.orta.ge summer, he ·had no· political . 

~ • """"~~<::&...-.... : .. ~ · · -···· .. ' power base ·to 'draw from ex- 1 

cept for loyal· troopers from ' 
his days as head of the Peace 
Cori>s and the Office of : Eco­
nomic Opportunity .. It< was the; 

! first time he had run on his· 
own for office, and his short 
stint;-:-as~;th~~~-Presiden~iaT: 
nominee·· in· 1972~:~· yield\ 
him mu(o,g ~erienceh&i::i .. : i 

Loy8i ADiate.iJ:~ , 
: . Thus, although - the people · 
I picked for · the campaign this , 
year were fiercely loyal, most : 
were amateurs in comparison i 
with the top national political 1 

professionals working in some ,' 
of the other ·Democratic cam- ' 
paigns. . ..·· f; 

It showed~ Early on, thirigs " 
began to fall apart. Communi- i 
cations were poor. More. than ,. 
once, for example, his head- : 
quarters put out the word that 
he would make a major policy 
announcement and when the •: 
?ress had gathered, Mr .. Shriver .: 
would enter late and surprised, ( 
with no announcement in hand .. · 
On the official schedules, his f 
days would be planned to the ~ 
minute (one day he was to ~ 
leave a. station at 11:49) and t .. 

i they were seldom followed. . . 
' "There was just no direction I 
in the campaign," said Pat Bal-

' di.", a deputy campaign manager. l 

I 
"No one was in control." r;: 
. ''It was jiist a whole mish- ~ 

.mash," agreed Mr. Shriver. ~; . 
1 In addition, Mr. Shriver didr. 
.not act like a professional poli-~ 
tician.-When: he Was good, hef" 
was very good. · He ci:>uld elicit · 
enthusiastic responses, but hei 
would a:lso make the wrongi 
speech to the wrong people:· 
(to a group of impoverished! 

. blacks in IVIississippi, for ex-i 
ample, hf! .. · stres~ed that he was1 
on a fiTSt~nam1fbasis with.most! 
European "dii:>I6mats) and;· he! 
had a propensity. for making 
gaffes. .: · •. · . 

The ke}'note of Mr. Shriver's 
campaign was his diverse ex-

1 

perien. c. e-fro·m .. helping blacks 
and Chicanos through directing 

1 the campaign · against poverty ' 
to being Ambassador to France. 
·. ''All ~e succeeded in doing 1 

.1s . creating a little deja vu," 
said o_ne veteran of 'Kennedy· 
campaigns. , · : 

"People want - 8omeone · to ' 
stand up and say this is right 
and this is wrong,· and Sarge 
waffled," he ·added, "the ·only 
reason to be for Sarge Shriver 
is that 'if you knew him and 
his· tmnendollS-integrity-in 
the ~d, tJ:ia~ l:uSt : didii.'F~me 
-~c~oss. =~~~~~·t~~~~g~~f~~,~~~;:~k~~~~ . 



. · .•,:BOSTON ..;;.;. Shriver family day at : 
Faneuil Hall was the culmination of • 
Sargent Shriver's . Massach~set~s : 

. campaign. And· like the campa1~, ,it i 

.. bad identity problems. ~, .. 1;· ·. ~:· 1 · .! 
· ·. Fol'. .one · thing, the music !'as . 

. :Mexican and so was. the dancing. 
·· .'That didn't. set. too well .. with ~e 

1 
·.. ·~Danny Boy" c~wd that was ~?\It 1~ 
- force. · . . ?" k d 

· ··oon't.they know any jigs. as e · 
.~an· irritated Hibernian. "We don't 

: ;tiave any Mexica1ts h;ere." . . /.. ·. · 
· \· For ·another, Shriver .was intro­

. C:luced by CeSar Chavez, the Chica~o 
· West C0ast farm-labor leader, who 1s 

" . not very large !n these parts. He was : 
wearing a white coat:sweate_r. and 1 

1 11te spoke somewhat more of Bobby, 
.·~Kennedy than of Shriver, and m~re \ 
· '.about . Califontia ~n . of Massa .. ~ 

.. ·. th!~,~~~~~l~i\ 
' . ~, University of Massachusetts. He pa1~ ·\ 
. · •. a "nonpartisan" tribute to the cand1-
t, ; date. He .is a. Udall supporter v.:ho \ 

.·.· '. Jiad bel!n coi;nm~~d,~~r~d .. ~Y.: ~~~ice~ \ 
· ·.Kennedy Shriver.- .. :- '" · · · ' ~ ·. 

· .·. · Shriver, elegant .in a dark ~instripe I 
, suit seemed :drained of· bis usual I 
· exu.berance ·'and .. · e.hthusiasm; . ~e _ 1\ 
- made ,a 35-minute: spee<;h which 

- ·, seemed a shade grandiose f~r a·~an .. ' 
who eame iii fast in New Hampshire. 

··. , Unacco~ntably,. h~-d~elt on~ role , 
· to be playeci by his. vi~e.·pres1dent '"'"'.'\ ... 

•'he will prepare a position paper fori \ 
.. the president every w~k." . · : · · · I 

. I . · . H1s_early prospects m the. Ke~~e~y ii 
· homeland liave faded. His· initial 

. '>. - claim of the Kennedy ~eri~ge out- . 1 
raged the p<>litic;!i~ "."'."" as .distinct f i:om .. • 
the sentimental .-:-Jamily following. · \ 

- He has bel!~l~ft. Wi~ the misty-ey~d . /.\ 
constituency ot cult~sts .. B~thl!Mn- (' · . < ;. ·. law Teddy,. as every. ~toman over \ 

. · t; > . .. the age of 8 knows, as not pa~ of 
· \ ~' .•,; .. . what he called "the. lively political .. 
' ':~1:'' • < family that en~ged me ~o ~-~or· .... ·. 
·"~-tr. .. ·-··president".: .... ·~·-.--·< .. · . .,·1 ··'<'1'°:"··;·.., ......... '::: ... ~.-
~t:, ·: .. . shrive~ i~;tilis.'uiifai>C>Oiii;8icit:Y ;: 
·t:i~.;, :: .. ~ is"· cori.sid,_er~d'.jl'j1iC~ .· ggy who. ls .~ 
+Ji-:< .. ·· ·. dOOine<I tQ,tf!~ ~~· fl!t~ ~f.~e,~r~d·,·d 
A~, . .,, 1HEHntroouced .nal)e memtiers.!Jf the :. 
·:'!{- · -new generiitlori :· f9ur: of hi:; own· ~ive ' 
. {~?( ·.: ~. childr~n.- :one. ·~r Bobby's:- :·.two_ :Ef 
.. ::·. 'h ... :: Patricia -Ke_nnedy Lawf~r<J,. s, o.ne,;of ,, 
'~'::-, :•.\ ·, ·'Jean Kennedy.Smith 's;01~:·~;ll('~.'-~·~1~~t';f~T'~ 

L~.:·.~·N;:·t.;.;(::~i~e ·~:1~~.h.e~. i'd~0.~.ec:;r:~~~~~:d· ~re:~. :\ 
··~·'·""··\. "-· . R e . •l.ev misseil. Teddy ' they 
:~~·t::/ < m~~~'liell;Jnlt'.~7tt8ge .;;~5 full · 
. ' . .. Of h8nds0mif piomlSeS of restoration. . 
__ · _______ ... ;',.~Jtt~ • .._~~~~~:.-..:~,1~;;;cr:1:r.-... ... -.~ . .- . = ••• .-_> •. 

·~· 



·' ~Jl¥fblllance 
for-·: . '-.· riv-er 

- , .. ! : · .. - r 
. _. More than a mon _ oil taken by Democr in~ 

.. -.~assachusetts showed R. Sargen · 1 g th_e·'i.) 
·/field of presidential candidates in the. l'v,fassachusetts pri- ~: 

mary. He was favored -by only 18 percent of the people,~: 
.. · but,.he held a six-point spread over Gov. George Wallace": 
". in ·second place and a healthy lead over most of the pack. ,. 

: That was before much of the primary activity, but it ' 
says somethi~g about the Shriver candidacy. · 

. , He began wit~ a ~ertain ~dge ~ver the. other candi- ~ 
· -' · dates. He was the v1ce pres1dent1al running mate on ~ 
· · - George McGovern's ticket in 1972, which may have' its r;: 
.: ... pluses and minuses, but'in Massachusetts at least the bal- i 

ance is probably in Shriver's favor. He is at least known. r 
. ·. - . . . ' . It 

•· Further, he is the brother-in-law of Sen. Edward M. " 
.·•<.··,Kenriedy, and, although this, too, has its advantages and [ 
• :. disadvantages.in th.is state, it is probably a help to Shriv- ;· 
·,.,_er. t 
···;:-· ._ l 
.,, · The disadvantage is that there is a persistent ques-: 
.,.,, tion: "Are you a stalking horse for Kennedy?" t 
. , Shriver is carefUl not to renounce what the Kennedy : 
:·. connection can mean in Massachusetts, and at the same; 
: ·time he makes it clear that he is running on his own. , 

· , In Worcester o~ J~n. 13, .Shriver said he announced 
,_. his candidacy only after talking with Kennedy and being : 
': : convinced that the. senator would not run. ! 

" Then he added: "I think it's a fabulous family, but !'m • 

'· 

-- · · · happy to have a record· that'' 
antedates my marriage."' 
Shriver is married to Eunice: 
Kennedy, whom John Ken-' 
nedy once called the bright-' 
est member of the family. : 

•. Shriver has also been re-, 
ferred to as the Catholic 
candidate. This is a result of: 
his position on the abortion'. 
issue. .i 

· ' He · is not numbered in 
the antiabortion group. His 
position on abortion is much 
like Kennedy's, but, unlike 
Kennedy, Shriver bas not 
been forced to vote on pro­
grams which support abor­
tion, and he has chosen to 

>sEN. KENNEDY. emphasize in this campaign 
' . . . ·: .. _ .. · = · ..... ' . the, position that there be al-

;<ternatives to abortion.,.- the saving of fetuses. .. . . . . ' 
... ~.. '~Right. now··women· do·.-~ot- have that choice,'' he said. 
·''"The only way out is abortion;·:' and I think it is worth 
,r making alternatives available." .• ~~ 

... . - ..... ,<:_._,__ __ , ..... ;,_.;;,,. •... •:··''~-.· 

". He -~~~·i~f"h'ave ·the F;ie;~i government finance lif~ 
support centers where educational, medical and courise;. 

. ing se~vices would be available. . .. ·_ . 
...... He also talked about advancing reproductive biolog:c 

so that orthodox Jews and Catholics would be provide!:: 
· · _with a morally acceptable contraceptive. 

He said there are sterilization programs in India ani 
- -- · he worries ·about the possible licensing of child bearing . 
. • He admits that the subject of a,bortion comes up qui~ 

--.·:. 
frequently in.his audiences. 

- . . Shriver has a less well-mapped course for the econE-
· .<- rriy. Ifis· not that he lacks program recommendations. It .E 

that ·he would first see. an economic recovery before re 
would make a commitment to put programs- in operation. 

,·, He would provide the money for maternity care ani 
.. for busing alternatives such as magnet schools. He ha=. 

. _ proposed a "homemakers b.enefit fund," to give Social 5£... 
curity benefits to parents who stay home, tax credits hr 
child care to parents who 
stay at home, subsidies for 

.... ·: the care of elderly relatives 
who remain in the home and 

. : · changes in· welfare regula­
... _ . tions so that payments can 

. go to families with a work-
. .. ing father at home if his 

earnings fell below a: certain 
level. At the same time. he ' 
supported a continuation -of 

...... last year's tax cut. 

Shriver said then: "Ev­
erything is predicated on our 

. · .. economic recovery program. 
I'm not proposing spending 

· · -money that we do not have, 
but if you follow a program 

, like my program you'll have 
the money." · SARGENT SHRIVER 

On the tax side of the . 
ledger, Shriver would include less liberal capital gains, ci 

' redistribution of Social Security taxes; which he saiC 
.. ~' · would raise • $20 billion a year, not enough, he acknowJ­
. : ·:· edges, to pay for his programs without broad economic rn­
, · ' . co very. · . , .. · · 

He would do •this by spurring both public and priva~ 
: sector employment and holding down inflation ~hrougii 

.... wage .and price "guideposts." "Which ones would fall intD 
- ·.- place first I don't know," he said. - .-- ·. · - · _ 

He points to his experience at running Lyndon .John­
·::·:son's poverty program, John Kennedy's Peace Corps, ·his 
•:-·,·ambassadorship to France, his public and private negotir 
w,< tions with foreign·Jtovernments and his presidency of the 
.:. _ Chicago schoolboard as differences between him and the 
.... • other candidates. · 

Is he going to· win Massachusetts? 
~·.:· "Sure," he says. .. · 

-~--- ---~ ·~·----- .. _,,_ 

\ : ; ~-.-.~·::, . 

Robert Healy is ex~cutive :editor of The Globe. . 
. ___ - __ ,,,,,..,,_,.~ ,._ .. -. ' .. ____ . __ 
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~aides discuss finandf · ·: · ·:····· 
1

••• • , •• ;;~fJJ 
.. ~Presidential ·candidate attorney, _and Robert· : not an emergency one. But: 
R. Sargent Shriver Jast Fitzgerald of Boston ken:.--·_ one ~adviser, - : Richard} 
night held a high-level __ n~y's ~o_usin. _ _ _ ,<,>-· ·::-~ ~apie,: fd~ed:"We're not• 
.strategy meeting in Boston _ .: p~_hers_Jn,".ited ~e_rf:! .. :gt1H ~ollih~; ID bucks. _'I'.h:at~s no, 

1 ~o put some life int? ~und- D_?vid. Fine, ~i;a1d .:Owi- _ s_~cret, _ : _ - ,.,., '"'·: -'T . ._ 1 
raising_effor~s f_or_his c;am- . fftY, Abraharo-. and AntQajs _,'':Said_ Kantor: --~-~We need ; 
ffeigii:. ·" ·_ ':;.;-,-:::_,,._ ·--:- , : Chay~ .~Cir~-~~~- ~oo~~~- ~'.'~otlief'_-f.ion~oo_o·;in Ma~:. i 

Shriver met at tlie Par- -·velt. : ~--- ··--·:·- :-·,... :···•··:-:':~rs11chusetts; But}t _really-is r 
ker House with some 30 In addition,_fund-raisers -Illinois and beyond."' _ ;, j 
political financiers from from_ -~an_ Francisco, New. :~I 'iAh aid-e•to· kelin_ ed ___ Y_ .last . 
around the country only a York, Louisville, Ky.,. and iii_ght said FitzgerBid had 
day 'after Federal reports Lo$ Angeles . a!So, _ were ii."btified _ K.ennedy's , ,.office ; 
in Washigton showed ·the . Present. , .i' , · -:--- :: · ,: .. ,,:- ---·~·--:,he_ woulci be attending._the_-_ 
Shriver campaign had a ·: 'Aide_s to Shri~er \said >;Shriver -Di~ting. · Ketiµedy _ 
cash balance of only $11,- 'the meeting was one_'()f a _-has_ remairiea neutral, ai.,. ! 
793 at the end of last year. - _-series held throughout _the . though members ~Of his 

Michael Kantor, Sbriver _ jC-buntry. They sai~, h_ow- :_fam~ly acti.yely'._, .. ~~-• sup- \ 
aide and 'Los Angeles .at- ever, that the session was porting Shriver. _ J•::''-:, _ : 

. . . -~. ~-· -. : ·::~.:-. .'' .-~;_:. . - - -

;;:~~i~~d:'E~F~t~~~i ... , ,gg 9C.H8~":?::% .. I 
still needed for_ the Shriv- , - , • _ 
er effort in Massachusetts Close.;Out Sale! ~:~:;;:.') 
and an estimated $500,000 ROOM SIZE 1003-. WOOL :_~~2- ·:,.·---= 

-::i~~~d for th~ mi_nois -pri- . - .,:"R-___ y __ 
4 

__ -
5
-,- -'i;~:-!:E;;f~, f: 

.. '. ·. -:~·· ·- .~·· .·.,~';··.·/_~;:,_-e;:-'1 • th:;f;k~rt~~~s~n~~~i~~ ·:· · 9x-12 · .. /<. )i;.~. 
were two longtime· associ- $139 f O $-169' _;~:~~-i~Z · 
ates -and fund-raisers for Open Daily a Saturday 10 TO 5:30 "· ~"' 
Sen. Edward M. Kei:mecJy 267-6660-112 NEWBURY ST., BOmN 
~(D-Mass.), Shriver'.s , ·Our Only Store·,: · -•.'/;. 
-bi-other-in-law,' Thev were 
G~rard Doherty, a Boston 
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