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i INTRODUCTION 
I 

·' i 
I 

ode of the most �mportant national forums of 
I 

�olitical o,atory has long been the national nominating 
I 

I 
donvention 6f the two major parties. Such conventions 

I 
' I 

. >I 

I! -:! 

began in th� first half of the 19th ceritury and have con-j 

t1·nued tl�rou/·=-h t'ne .6 � 1960 presidential campaign. 
I 

The short-lived Anti-Mason Party held the first·, 
I 
I 

national nofuinating. convention of elected delegates on 
I 

-i ·: 
September 2p, 1831, at Baltimore, Maryland. The Anti-;Ias'bns, 

I 
I 1 

lackini sub�tantial congressional representation, needed� 
I :: 

method of n
r

minating a national ticket other than the cus� 

tomary cong,ressional caucas. The opponents of President ;1 

Andre,-1 Jacidson he'ld the second national convention in the /. 

I . . . 
I 

same city during December 12-15, 1831. Like the Anti-Masions . 
( 

!I 

I ,/ 

in having �ew men in Congress, the anti-Jackson Democrat�, · 
I I 1; 

known as tlie National-ReptJ,blicans, needed a method to seJure 

at least a semblance of national representation.1 
1! ,: 
11 

� i
ackson, wishing to minimize the influence of �is 

Congressional opponents, decided that a national nominattng 
jl 

! 
,, 

-------,i---
7"Eugene H. Roseboom, j1 History of Presidential;: 

:Elections (Ne11 York City: The Macmillan Co., 1957) , p. 102. 
::The 116 delegates to the Anti-Mason Convention represent�d · 
13 states: /the six ·of New England, New York, New Jersey,� 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Ohio, and Indiana. ;, 

,. H 
i,i 

II 

) 
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( '  

i ,. i. 

f· ' 

'' 

-·/··�',,, ... 
)I 

_.J; ·�. ' 

,·.lt/· · : 
J,,. .:r f::) 

convention w�uld capitalize best upon his appeal to the 

2 

Iii" ,; ,} ; 
rank and filf of the party. Meeting May 21-2.'.3, 18,'.32, in (> ·;· .: ,f 

I . i\'·> 
Baltimore, af had the other two conventions, the Jackson-!!<::_''.:;_ .. � .. 

. Democrats gaye the Vice-Presidential nomination to Martin 1:5' ;: . 
I ;. 

. 
V�n Buren an� repaid the political enmity they shared with!i. 

I ,! 
I 1 :· 

• J"'hn C. Calhoun. I;·· 

Thus, the national party conventions became a pa_rt 
., I I, 

of the American scene during Jackson's first term as Presi�-
1:; 

dent ,, 
I 

,: !'. 
,, 
i: 

Uncerta�n. and held irregularly at first, within a [. 
' few decades they had developed the main features I'

· 
that ha'ye characterized them ever since. In a world ii 

. ··' •' 

of cons}ant political change, they ar• among the olde�t 

important political institutions to be found in any :! · 
country�

2 · . · . 
�; 

Considered by some modern skeptics as little mor1e I ,I 

than a circus

l

, the national convention �s more generally �
-

1, 
evaluated as a significant force in the political life of� 

I 'I 

the nation. jToday, the entire natibn is invited, cajoled,: 
I •• 1' 

and almost cperced by the completeness of radio, television, 
I 
I 

newspaper, and magazine coverage to·play at least a 
-:! 

passive 
1;, 
,1 

role in this political catalyst. An efficient method of !i 

1R!ichard C. Bain, Convention Decisions and Votin:� 
Records (Men�sha, Wisconsin: George Banta Co.,. 196<>), p. 1;7. 
Jackson had already been nominated by the state legislatur.es, 

I . " 
but he wantefi a method to commit party leaders in all the :: •· 
states to Van Buren rather than Vice-President Calhoun. or·, 
o t.he rs • 

I . · · . · 
f 2Paul T. David and Ralph Gold.nlan and Richard Bain, 

!!l,! Poli ticsl of National Party Conventions, A Brookings .. //- ) ,' 

�i�t�
u

;:o
�, 

Study (Menasha, Wisconsin: George Banta
. 
Co, '}j[l 

· 1r ·. 
Ii
'

· ' . 'If 

'

i!/ Ir< 

/., 

� '., t 
' ,. 
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, • ,,' . ' 

:: ')-' l ·. 

gaining en�husiasm and dire6tion for party� the convention: 
I 

offers a suitable opportunity for compromise for its membet-s 

' f . d I . f . t . . t f f liti . 
o . varie pe,rsuasions, · or i is, in par , . a orum or po • -, · 

' ,. f ; ., 
cal ·decisior{�umking. 

. . . I " . 

·1 Th!al last national conventions of our major poli ti.;;. 

c11 parties khat_met in the summer of 1960 were streamlinek 

i� many ways! to improve the "show" for the radio and tele-f 'i !! 
i 

• ,f j; vision audie�ces; nevertheless, •the Democratic Convention pf 
I . . ,. 

Los Angel�S �nd the Republican Convention of Chicago w�re �uc-
1 '! 
I , t, 

cessful in t�eir efforts to write platforms and officially1 i ,. . I bestow the mantle of leadership 
I 

on Kennedy and Nixon respe·,c- ... 

-�- t�vely witho�t the dismembering of either party by its 
:i 

11 Right"· 
11 

or ;'Left. 11 

:; ,, 
Th� oratory, discussion, and debate that occur ip 

ii 
the national convention afford the modern rhetorician uniqre I_: .•. 

.I 
' ,1 . 

examples of pral attempts at mass persuasion. The nominat�on 

and acceptanbe speeches are often ornate, the debate on pllt-. I . . /I - I . 'I 

form is freq
r

E:ntly spirited, and tQ.e opening salvoes fired!i 

by the keyno
J

e speakers may hold more significance than is:; . 

commonly appreciated. The first major speech at the conve�­

tion, once dlscribed by Mark Sullivan as a combination of 
I! 

I ·-.· _.,. 
"oratory, grand opera, and hog.:..calling • · ·• 111 the modern :key.:.< 

note speech ls often a major rhetorical contribution in it
i
s 

own right. l t�: 
l 1��: -· 

(New York 

. ·1 . 1Malcom Moos 
Ciity: Random 

and Stephen Hess,�- In The 
House, 1960) ,  p. 119,. 

Ii ; 
. i: .·. 

Ring il ·11
: 

t·: 
1, ... 
!! ,, I.,.' ,. 
!l 

Ii 

..... 
;, . ·.� ·f 

! 1 t 
{. ·r 

- . � 
- .. 
. ,_ �-

·i 
} 



.··· .-
-··"· " •ff 

_ 
Me

l

eting in May of' 1960, in Los Angeles, the 
�

emo­

crats were keynoted by United States Senator Frank Church-of' 

Idaho. The �oungest keynoter in ei th.er party's history at, 
I 

t
�

irty-f'ive,
r 

Church's
.

address 
�

ay have been the traditional 

booster for party spirits, but it was� disappoint�ent to [ 

4 

, I - 2 . 
many of his '.1listeners. Reminiscent of' the style and qua�:ity 

t�at won him/ the American Legion Oratorical championship a:,,,s . 
I : 

a high schoo1l SE:nior, Church's speech was of' stilted and 

wooden construction and exhibited frequent purple patches 

and over-worked cliches •. Malcom Sillars described the Ch\.l'.:rch 
ii .! 

speech as "not distinguished, 11 for though "his speech had ·:all 
I' 

the essentia1ls of good structure and clear lines . of thougnt, 

and despitl

1

e his reputation as a speaker, it lacked impa�!t. J 

I j1 
Richard· L. s

1

trout commented: 'Senator Church's speech seE\med 

strongly der,ivative of' the study by New Dealer _economist ·veon 

Keyserling, 'Tight Money and Rising Interest Rates, ' just 

released by 
l
the Conference on Economic Progress. 11 4 

Despite the warm reception given the ·young Sena�:or 
- I . ;: by his fello

r
-Democrats and al though his speech did admi t

iiedly 

fulfill the 
l
tradi tional keynote t'unction of enthusing the 

·Qtlarterly 
L960), P• 

·, 

I ,, . . . . 
i: l 111

1

ICeynoter At Work:, 11 Newsweek, July i8, 1960, p.
1
, 

I: 2'::rresidential Campaign 1960: A Symposium, 11 
t Journal of Speech, Vol. XLVI, No. J (October, 

24i8 •. 

Jrlbid. 

4
11i

ichard L. Strout, "Keynoter Seeks To Set New 
Tack," Chris1tian Science :Monitor, July 12, 1960, p. 1. 
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waiting delegates, reaction to Church's speech paled befor� . , , ,_ -, 

I ,. -_".•' ··t:: J 

::::r:::

0

::l::i::�

m

:::

n

:d::::::

n 

t::

r

::n::::::: • t:::::L_ . •· •.' ::i: l 
ing day. Rhltorical critics have also praised Senator l> ·,\.,: ·· Fl 

I ::\·. "ii�.. ··.y ·\'\'"..� 
Eugene McCarthy's nomination speech for Adlai Stevenson as!b · .f f 

a: more dramatic, effective. and carefully designed speech :Ir :' , :;- r:1 
I ' t' ' l t ' 

j :J 
than the Chu;rch keynote, although it is true that the two j;; ..• ,s_( .•: ;·:! 

I ,, • 
I . ,:, ' 

spee6hes had largely different objectives. �; 

At their Chicago Convention nearly two months ,, 
r 
i: 

' 1!· 
-

later, the Republicans were addressed by Walter Henry Judd:� 

I 
- r . 

nine-term Con
l
- gressman from Minnesota who perhaps enjoyed aj( 

\I 
greater national reputation for his oratory than Senator ii I 11 

Church. It ,�ill be the author's purpose to analyze the ke}-
1 

note speech bf 
I 

11 

Congressman Judd, attempting to analyze - the\l 

elents and attitudes �n the life of the nation, bf the 
:i 
:I 
:1 II " 

speaker, and of the audience--both immediate and remote--that . .  , 
a 

might have caused this speech to be developed in the parti9u­

lar form in Jhich it was delive�ed. The analysis will be if 

I 
I . . :! 

-1' 
based, in part, upon rhetorical factors suggested by WaldOii. 

Biaden in hiJ doctoral dissertation: 1 

I 
j ' •: 

--• • •  (1) an appreciation of the speaker's background�: 
his attitudes, and predispositions; (2) an under- -!i: 
standing of the historical trends and the specific . A' 
events that motivated him to speak; and (J) an aware-f 
ness of]�he attitudes, beliefs, and prejudices of· · !1 

.I. 
. . if. 

i _;� 

l ··· .1( 
... . .. •. "· . 
" •·

.•· 

- :I-:. -
)1-.,1 
·I i1, 

: 11 I 

lj, 

r 

'-••'i· 
-.-

,, 
·-:. J 

··t,· ,t, 
" f ' 
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;� 
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-.. ", . , 
his immediate and secondary audiences. It enc om- . · · • 1! · 

passes. �n attempt to ascertain and to evaluate the · J·, 
speaker 

1

1 s motives�. methods of preparation, basic ·· ,· ;f ' �: f assumptions, lines of argument, forms of support : /L: ,, " 
whether I they be logical, emotional, or ethical •:· .·ff> -. ;_ , (.;.; 
appeals� and his efforts to · adapt hfmself and his . ,"· . . ;f.: / \ materiai to the speaking situation. · · · 
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1wl1do W. Braden, "A Rhetorical Criticism of In-:! 
, I . · ii v�ntion of wi11iam E. Borah's Senate Speeches on the Leagu� 

of Nations, l918-1920, 11 ( unpublished Ph.D dissertation, !! 
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CHAPTER I 

THE SPEAKER . 

Public Career 
,', 

1: 
11

. 

Walter H. Judd has had a varied and distinguished 

public careel� As a twenty-y�ar veteran of the United Sta�es I ;1 
Hbuse of Representatives, Judd has been considered a compe,� 

. I 
. I tent spokesman in the Congress and nation in the widely 

. l: 
I y -

:1 
divergent areas of medicine, foreign affairs, the Far East� 

I 
!1 
11 

the United Nations, agriculture, and the Department of Sta�e.· I ii . 
� 

He has served on several nationally prominent Protestan� � 

I !I 
11 

governing bodies and as a widely respected speaker at reli'.r-

gious and pa

1

lriotic meetings throughout the nation. Iri t�� 

ii 
Republican Party, Judd has been considered an internationir 

list,
1 

and a libera1;2 he has described himself as a "pro�i 

gressive conservative.nJ 

I 
1 

Courtney Sheldon, "Dr. Judd, n The Christian 
Science Monitor, July 2, 1960, p. 10. 

:i 
:1 

. I . 
:: 2r1ntervieiv with Andrew F. 

from
. 
Kansas Jan� Chairman of the GOP 

Schoeppel, U. s • . Sena�or 
Senatorial Campaign H 

; l 
C9mnu.ttee, A!pril 24, 1958. . I. ·. .. . 

· 
3�''.Miss ionary at the Mike, ". �. ·· June 20; 1960, 1 · 

. p. · 12. 

• 1 � • 

; 
.· i 

,,,; 

l 
' i  

.
(, 
,I, 



I .
. 

Walter Judd was born in the small :farmirig commu'ni ty 

o:f Rising clty, Nebraska, on September 25, 1898. His fat�er 

I 
'I 

was a hard-pressed :farmer, and his mother a school teache� · 

I who also managed the small local Congregationalist ·sunday:i · 

School. Th� sixth or �even children, J= worked diligen�ly 

in the fifty-student school, on the family farm, and as the: 

. I 
,: ·-

�ttendant in the local drug store's ice cream parlor. H� :: 
, 

enlisted in the United States Army in 1918 and served 
,, 

in :' 
ii 

the field artillery for one year. Judd received his B. A1
• 

,, :I 
l' 
i 

degree at the University of Nebraska in 1920 and complete� 
I, 
I' 
I! 

his program for the :M. D. at the University's :t-iedical Schbol 
I! . 

in ,192J. Judd worked as a dishwasher to pay his college r 

expenses, bht found sufficient study time to be elected tl 

Phi Beta i J f · h' h 1 h" 
1 

· f appa or is sc o ars ip. :i 
I 

. 
ii Judd had decided before entering medical school�he 

-• t I 
9 

- . 11 ,1an ed to be a medical missionary. In 1 25, he was appoirted 

�y the Congtegationalists to their mission hospital in s ohth-
1 ' 

!: 1, 
irn Fukien Provin6e� deep in the interior of China. Juddt 

escaped unhlrmed from several encounters with Chinese coJm­

nist bandit1 who infested the Fukien area, but he was :forbed . I :1 ·. 
to return to the United States in 19JO after suffering fo}ty-six· 

I � -------�--
[ . . . 

. :: 1
.roint Congressional Committee on Printing, . 11 

Congression41 Directory: 87th Congress, . 2d Session (Washi�g- . 
ton: U. S. Government Printing Office, January, 1962), p. l:77. 

I ' 
• • !i 

!} 1, 

!'' 
-1� : 

__ --;-·•-

� �.i : i' i. 
(· .. ·: .·_ •_f 

-� 
-j-

. . · 
,, :� �, ·, ·:. 
>, "{ 
,- . :-. 

,
' 

� .. . � 

. . .-t 

;, .. 
.. 

,,·; ' ' 
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II ii Ii• I; 
11 'I 
!I 

ii 
!t 9 
!i 
Ii 

malarial atta�ks. 1 � 
·/ Ii 

II 
During the next three years, Judd studied surgiry 

I ,. 
·�t Rochest�r, Minnesota, as a fellow �t the Mayo Clinic. !. He 
: ' 

:1 

. 
\1 

�ls� made 
,

requent speeches
.

to church and civic groups 11 
.,the area, constantly stressing the danger he saw for all 1

11 .. 

·1 *sia and t�e Wes� in Japanese aggression in China. Judd�as 
;; . ;1 . ii 
convinced our nation was morally responsible for much of jthe 

luffering jn China because pur businessmen were among thJ 

,:chief supp�iers to the Japanese ,var machine. 
J 
In 1934, the Congregational Board of Missions 
' 
1 

• 
11 

named Judd :i their new superintendent for the large hos pi t�l 
I I! 

at Fenchow,in North China's Shansi Province, an area thaJ . Ii 
' :1 

ras malari,-free. Returning to China with his wife of � 

t,.,,.o years, 2

1

. Judd soon saw at first-hand the "tra-2'.ic 1resu]it · . � I' 
.of the JapJnese onslaught as refugees from the fighting, �ow 

'H,ss than ,
�

Ur-hundred miles to the southwest at Peiping,!I 

came streailiin� throuzh our compound, often at the rate o� ., i
i.I 

� 

� 

II .. J r ::two thousan
l

d a day ■ II · 

ii 
�fter repeated bombing and shelling, Fenchow rJ11 

to the J�pjnese in 19J7, During five months spent under 

1 

I 

, .. 
�Int�rvie� with Walter�• Judd, former C?ngres��an 

lfrom h1nnec!lpol1s, �iinnes ota, 1fash1ngton D. C. , April 29, i 
.1963. ·:1 

·: ,Joint Congressional Committee on Printing, 
Congress i orial Directory: 87th Congress. Judd married :ivlir.iam 
�ouise Bar�er of Montclair� N. · J. , in 19J2. They have 
�hree daug�ters. 

L 
,«<·.,.. -. 3Judd Intervie1�. 

,I 
i 
i 
II 
II  
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�apanese occupation , Judd secured with great difficultf 

�ost of thj

l 

provisions and medicine required for the hos� 

pi tal. A new eris is emerged . in Judd's life when he deve�;oped 

a rapidly J1rowing facial cancer that could not be treate� · 

in Fenchow. Eventually- managing to win· a safe-conduct i' ,, Ii 
I' 

. I 

�ass through the Japanese lines , Judd returned to the Uni�ed 
. I, . 

' !! 
States and, after surgery, spent the next two years givid� 

I, 

:••a series o,f fourteen hundred speeches covering forty-si)I 
· , 
states, all on the frail , family financial· shoestring . 
I, 

I' 11 1
· 

. ' . 
;, 

to awaken · Americans to the danger of Japanese intentions.!! 
.ii 

, . i: 
He called upon Americans 1 1to boycott Japan now or give UP,, 

.I 2 :, 
their sons later . . . .  1 1  Dr. Judd resumed medical pract1ice 

I !' 
I' 

in Minneapolis in 1940 on � temporary basis, for he was s�ill 

I :: 
giving his speeches on the same theme whenever it was pos'sible 

I . :I · 
for him to ccept a speaking invitati on. He was giving s4ch 

. ' 
!i 

a speech in a local Minneapolis church on Sunday morning, ! :l 
i) 

December 7, 1941, when the news came of the Japanese attabk 
!, 

at Pearl 

had been 

Harbor. 
� ! 

NL., the day arrived when the prophecies that Ju�d 

maiing for more than · _ten years were tragically ,
. 

fulfilled. Several prominent individuals and groups in 

�inneapolis ; decided that Judd would make a more appropriat e 

. 1 ·1 
. -'[Energetic Keynoter, " New York Times , July 26 , :, 

1960 , p. 20. 

2 I . _ . · . . 
. . '[l °lanted : More Men Like Judd ; 11 The Readers Digest, 

�ay, 1947, p. 120. 

. / 

. · i  
! "  
r 

_) : �-i . 
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congressional representative than incumbent Oscar Youngdahl, 

• • • •  a ��teran of the House isolationist bloc • • •  •1 

Judd was persuaded to run for the post on the condition that 

his backers would do the bulk of the campaigning. This un- · 
' 
I· 

�sual condi
r

ion was accepted , and Judd entered the race , f 

defeating Youngdahl in the Republican primary and his Denio­

. t .' I t · th 1 1 t . H t d '  era ic opponen in e genera e ec ion. e was re urne . 
,. 
,, 

to his seat. in Washington by the voters of' his district in · 

nine consecutive elections s ince that original dr�f't.
2 

•: 

Jhdd soon distinguished himself' in Congress as 

·1 

. 

- an orator and as · one of' the mos t competent House members on 

· Asiatic af'f'lirs. His ten-point plan f'or the post-war ad­

ministratiol of' Japan , prepared in 1943 , became the basis� 
I . ,, 

f'or the policies of' General Douglas MacArthur and later his 

I r 3 :1 
nephe1v , Ambassador Douglas MacArthur II. An acquaintance . 

I :! 
and longtime defender of' Chaing Kai-shek and the Nationalist 

I 
·1 1
'('
Eight Eager Congressmen, n The Nation, February, 

. 27, 1943, p. 295. 

21udd was defeated in the 1962 Congressional 
Election by ·I Donald Fraser after a strenuous re-ele ction ciµn­
paign in his - recently reapportioned district , now includi�g 
the heavily , Democratic labor wards on Minneapolis' north , fide. 
( "The House ; "  � .  November 16, 1962, P• 22 . )  1

1 

• 

. 

J I  
Interview for Pacific S tars & Stripes with 

Baron ·.Teruhiko Waragai, member of the Japanese Diet and Di- · 
rector of t�e Muromachi News Corporation , June J , 1958. !i ' 

: . 

. .  '· 
. ; .· ·• 1. , "! 

� . - }. 
,� .. 

� . ' �-
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· Party, Judd defended both 1vhen it was politically unpopu� 

lar in this! country. 
1 

Judd frankly predicted "the folly · 

of pressur�ng the Nationalist Chinese to take the Communists 

into their government, warned against the danger of assess-

ing the Communists · in China as merely 'agrarian reformers' ,1 1 · 

'and after jhe Communist takeover, "became sharply critical 

. of the polJcies of the United Kingdom in normalizing dip!o-. 
I · · 2 :, 

matic and trade relations with the Chinese Communists. " 

js one of the top-ranking Republicans on the House 
I 

Foreign Aff1airs Committee , Judd worked patiently to place 

foreign policy above partisan politics. He was a strong 

proponent of the Marshall Plan and attempted to obtain a :  

similar plan for Asia, particularly for Nationalist China. � 

I Judd, 1vho speaks t,vo Chinese dialects , has admired the 

Chinese peoble since his missionary service in their cour(try. ·· 
. · 

. 
I A determinea. foe of Red • China, Judd fought in Congress and 

I 

in the ·nation at large through the Com.'lli ttee of Ten Thousand,. · 
il 

t o  thwart 

T
y a t t empts of Un i.t ed S ta t e s  r e c ogn i t i on of th:e 

1 1  'il'ime, June 20 , 1960, p. 11. The Cowles-owned 
Minneapolis! Star and Tribune have never ceased belaboring. 
Judd on this issue. � .· . 

" ,, 
. - ;J 

;[ . ' 

ii 

I; 
1 , . 

· 2��dd Interview. . . 
· _; 

' · . 

i' 
,I '· 

,1
· 

II 
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:
Communist 

1
over

�
men

� 
or to give their government a s�at in : 

- the United Nations. 

Judd was · an early and powerful supporter of th� 

United Nations, having publicly proposed such a federation _ 

of world governments prior to the inception of the United 
,. 
' -

Nations at the Dumbarton Oaks Conference. Judd was a con- . 

gressional_
,

elegate to the Council of Europe at Strasbou�g, 

France, in 119.51, and to the World Heal th Assembly of the 
I . -

�orld Health Organization in Geneva in 19.5� and Minneapolis , I 
- , 

in 19.58. He was a United States delegate to the United 

- Nations General Assembly in 19.57 and a congressional del�- -
i 

gate to the Conference on the Peaceful Uses of' Atomic Energy 

in Geneva in . 19,58.2 

strongly in the North Atlantic 
I 

+dd believed 

Treaty Organization and urged his friend, Secretary of S��te 

J ,, John Foster Dulles , to create a matching force in Asia. :'. 

He favored 
t

echnical aid to und�rdeveloped areas, both t�;rough 

the United Nations and United .States programs. Judd was in­

strumental lin persuading other Republican members of Congress 

that the U+ted States should extend aid to Communist 

I 
\rhe Committee of' Ten Thousand became the Comm:fttee 

of' One Mill�on. Its f'ull-page ads against R�d Chinese 
Becogni tioni by the U. S .  have appeared in many newspapers·. 
See for example, New York Times, April 19, 19.5.5. · , 

: 2
1 Joint Congressional Committee on Printing, 

Congressional Directory: 87th Congress. . 
'I · JlJudd Interview. 

. ,ti . 

l . � 
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. i' ' · ·r 
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Satellites when such aid would help these nations regain � ­

a measure o� independence from the Soviets. 1 

His splde�ork in behalf of the mutual security pacts� : 
was rebognized by his appointment as a delegate to I 
the signing of the United States - Philippines 
mutual l security pact and the defen�e pacts with 
Australia and New Zealand in 1951. 

I 
Jhdd distinguished himself on the Foreign Relations 

Commit tee bt the penetrating questions with which he quizzed . 
I witnesses, constan tly demonstrating that he had done his 
I 

oi:vn homework. He has also been praised for his ability t o  
j J 

clarify legislation by amendments. 

Reputat ion As A Speaker 

Widely sought for agricultural , foreign policy, i 

religious, lnd Republican Party gatherings across the nat �on 

for over twlnty years , 4 Congressman Judd �rrived at the � 

convention los t rum with an unusually high ethos with his ii 
' 

•1 

I .  

i; 
1Jet ter from Francis P. Bolton, Congresswoman � 

from Ohio, December 5 , 1962. Congresswoman Botlon is curtently 
the third-r-ci.nking Republican member of the House Foreign :: 

1��: � rs Co
lH

t e e  where s he s e rved f' o r  over f'if't e en y ears :["ith 

2Sheldon, The Christ ian Science Monitor , p .  10. ii 
3 I :1 
'Dime, April 20, 1962. As example , the Peace C6rps 

Bill in 196JJ carried forty Judd amendments. ;; 

• 4s
l
heldon , . The Christian Science Monitor , p. 10. ': ' 

,. 
ii : ii · .  

ii .r ... . 
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immediate audience and a significant number of his secondary , 

national rjdio and television audience . Al.though one pol:i �i­

cal analyst discovered that many of the convention deleg��es 

from the West knew few specific facts concerning Judd's 

career , the� did hold a . "generally warm and highly complL­

mentary opihion of him . 1 1 1  Many in the convention audienc'e had 

heard an ad�ress by Judd in their own state since the 1956 

Convention ; moreover , there were still many delegates who had 

heard and remembered his noteworthy nomination speech for · 

Harold Stas1en at the 1956 "pow-wow . "  During the four years 

between the conventions of 1956 and 1960, the Executive Secre­

tary of the Republican National Committee indicated that '.ithe 

requests for Dr. Judd to appear as a speaker at various party 

fun�tions aJross the land made him an obvious selection to any-

I one ' s  list of Top Republican Speakers. "� The GOP official ·_ 

also gave hJs personal opinion ,that "lvalter Judd ranked along 

I dth speak•
,

• like Dewey Short , �arlie �lleck, and Leslie 

1r!nterview with Dr. Robert Huckshorn , Social S ci:ence 
Professor at! University of Idaho , on leave 1959-1960 for �;tudy 
of the Repub'lican Party and its Convention as a Fell ow of : 
Eagleton Ins[titute of Politics (Rutgers University) and t�e 
Nati

�
nal Gen

i
er for Education in Politics, April 29 , 1963. ;  

? rnterview with William S. Warner , Executive Dii�ctor, 
Republican Nhtional Headquarters, April 29 , 196J . •  · 

·,, 

( .  

I. 



Arends in the House durinP the ye�rs those �en served to➔ 

1 
� 

c;otl�er the
1

c. 1 1 1 . 

Valt or Norblad is  pe rhaps typical of tho many 
·I 

�opublican l Roprcscntatives  who have served in the 

�ith Judd and respected his contribut ion : 

Congres:s 

. j his speakinc in the House of Representat ives 
is 1;10 1:!l :::n01·m as one of the outstanding speakers · •I 

J 
. 

1m ha-:;e ( s ic_ and I assure you that 1·.rhon Dr. Judd 
arise� to speak he gets the full attent ion of the 
House � He is extremely effect ive as a speaker and , , ' 2 an outst anding man in debate. , , 

iibid , 

, . �Letter from Honorable Walter Norblad, 
Congrossma� from Oregon , August 1 ,  1962. 

u .  s .  

/ 

I' 
, i  iii ,ji " , ,  
id 
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CHAPTER II  . i; .· 

THE AUDIENCE AND OCCASION 

�he Keynote Speech Historically 

-I 

The bitterly divided Democratic Convention that met 

in Chicago 
·
tn 1896 brought a new innovation to American poli-

. I tics; the address of a ' keynote ' speech to the delegates. 
I 

Almost equally divided on the free silver issue, the dele��tes 
., 

passed over the temporary chairman named by their national 

committee and selected Sena tor John 1.1! . Daniel to make a 
I 

speech 1 1 that should be a keynote for a silver crusade. "1 

I ,! 
Although the significan ·ce of the Senator's speech was ecl}psed 

I 
the next day by ,villiam Jennings Bryan's "Cross of Gold" :: 

, i  

speech, the idea of a major address delivered by the conven-
. . !I 

tion ' s  temporary chairman became a part of each party ' s  

ritual throughout the Twentieth Century. 

I I In 1952, the Republican Party departed from tradi-

tion by the separation of the role of keynote speaker and 

temporary chairman. Since General Douglas MacArthur, the Re­

publican's Jhoice for the keynote, was not a parliamentarian , 

. I 
tt was deci

,
ed that Walter S .  Hallanan of West Virgi ni a  wtjuld 

1 1 \Sil ver Men Display Their Power . II � York Times, 
July 8, 1896 , p. 1. 

' I  h .:1 

, . .  · ,  
(> 
i! L 
'.! 

- - ·- ·--..... , __ _ 



serve as temporary chairman and introduce- General MacArthur. 1 

The 'keynotlr ' s  off :!, cial program duties ended when his speech 

lvas deliveled. The Republicans had also departed from tra-
1 

dition in naming NacArthur, for he is the only military 

figure to lave delivered a convention keynote. The Republi­

;cans have lontinued their separation of the keynoter and 

temporary dhairman roles since the 1 95 2  convention, but the 

I :Democrats tiave not followed the Republican example . 

jlthough the temporary chairman does not control · 
I 

the machin�ry of the convention for any considerable timi under 
I 

eith�r part • •  organizational plan, the post derives consider-

able infl uence from the l<eynote speech alone , for this address
. I 

proclaims the chief points on which the party will base its 
I 

appeal to the voters. It is believed that in the party in 
I 

power, the keynoter is usually selected by the President ,or 

at least un�er his strong advice since the address w�ll d�s­

cuss the relord of the administ�ation and offer a suitabl1 op� 

portunity tb set the emphasis for major campaign issues .
2

:: A 

I 
. I , 1Edwin A. Miles, "The Keynote Speech At National 

I 

Nominating Conventions, 11 Quarterly Journal of Speech, Vol � 
XLVI, No. 1 I { February, 1 9 60 ) , pp . 26-27 . -

2
�aul T. David and Ralph M. Goldman and Richard ' c .  

Bain, The Poli tics. Qf_ National Party Conventions, A Brook�ngs 
�nstitution �ttidy ( Menasha, Wisconsin: George Banta Co. , 
1960 ) , p. 6.5. _ . . -

. ,�_., __ 

. ' 



19 

.contemporany historian has explained the more immediate goals 

and normal style of the speeches : 

]n present-day politics the keynote speech has two 
priman

1

1 y purposes: to raise the enthusiasm of the del
.
e� 

gates . to a high pitch and to rally the voters of the 
nation to the party ' s  standard. Loud cheers, sustained 
appla�se , and prolonged demonstrations are apt to g�eet 
the more impassioned passages of the orator. His 
langudge is inclined to be bombastic , for custom deniands 
that tle ' avoid no extravagance of speech, either iri ( 
praisci or blame ' in glorifying the brilliant . accomplish­
ments iof his own party or in lamenting the dismal :; 
failu

l
e of the opposition. l 

. . ;: ·
· 

l
herefore, "Most Americans listen to a · keynote :

i 

address wi �h good-natured tolerance. It is not supposed . to 

.be fair  and objective. It is the pep talk at a football � 

? I 
. rally. 1 1 ~ 

. 1
i
ill Rogers , who attended a number of conventions 

in the role of newspaper columnist, reviewed the speech �Y . 

I . i 
·the GOP Ke

,
noter Senator Simeon D. Fess of Iowa in 1928 

�
n an 

entertaining manner , but also correctly reflected the ex�ec�ed 

partisan d�rection or the keynote. According to Rogers ' '. inter­

,pretation of the speech , 

. . • the Republicans were responsible for ' radio, #ele­
phone, baths , automobiles , savings accounts, enforcement, 
workmen living in houses and a living wage for Sena�ors. 1 

On thJ other hand , the ' Democrats had brought on wai; ; 
pesti �ence, debts, disease , boll weevil, gold teeth � 
need df farm relief , suspenders, floods, famines, a�d 
Tom Hdflin. 1 So lavish was the orator i s  praise of �e-

• tirini President Calvin Coolidge that Rogers thought 

--.;-I_ :: 
p .  26 . 

�M · 1  . Q t 1 J . 1 f S XLVI N :1 
I 

J. es , uar er y ourna .Q_ pee ch, . , o.  , :  , 

2 .  
1Strout , The Christian Science Monitor, p. 1. 

;1 · '  

ij 
I: 
Ii 
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,\ 

sure he ,vas re:ferring to ' Our S avior ' till they told :. 
me, ' n 6 it was Coolidge. ' The way he rated them was .' 
Coolidge, the Lord, and then Lincoln. l 

· Despite the humor o:f the above comment, the key-

note is desJgned :for a serious purpose and generally serves 

as a vital ,sset for the convention. A less ordinary pur� 

pose was ser
\
ved as Martin I-I. Glynn, :former 

.
Governor o:f New• 

York, delivered his keynote to the Democrats in 1916 . The 

I party leaders learned the real mood of the delegates, and the 

anticipated fheme or ' Americanism ' was rejected because of , 

the. enthusiastic response of the convention to Glynn ' s  theme, 

I I  I . ? 
He kept us out of war . 1 1 ~ . I 

The keynoter ' s  role is also a :frequent stepping 

stone to political power :for the orator, expecially i:f the 

convention iJ dead-locked or essentially uncommitted in it� 

presidential or vice-presidential choices. Many Americans ,\ can 
·
' 

remember the speech o:f Alben W. Barkley at the Democratic 6on-
, 

vention o:f 19
\
48 that captured the enthusiasm o:f .the delega1

;
es 

and the vice-presidency :for Barkley. That keynote speech also 

gave Barkley �he distinction of being the only person in the 

' 3 United States to lceynote a political convention three times·. 

p • . : JO. 

note in 

1 I Miles, Quarterly Journal !2£.. Speech, XLVI, No. 1, · 

\ 2Bain , Convention Decisions and Voting Records, p. 198 . 

J 
I 

Ibid. , pp. 239 , · 248 , 272. 
1932 , 1936 , & 1948 . 

·. ' 

Barkley gave the kej-
1 .  , . . , 

., 
' :; 

Ii 

-· --
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The Republican keynoter in 1916 01ved considerable credit to his 

well-receive

r

! keynote addres s for his s ubsequent nomination . 

·and election in 1920. Warren G .  Harding had been a little- · 

known United States S enator until his popular keynote ad-
I . , 

dres s in 1916. Walter Judd was considered a serious contehder 

for the vicetpresidency af'ter his oun keynote addres s to the 

Republicans in Chicago in 1960 . 1 

It l is also appropriate to note that keynote spea�ers 

come from thl top ranks of national political life . Since � l900 , I 

fourteen UniJed States Senators , twelve Governors or formef 
I 
I • 

i . :: 
Governors , four Repres entatives , and one Cabinet Member have 

addres sed ReJublican or Democratic conventions as keynote �­

speakers . Gjneral of the Army Douglas MacArthur was the first 

keynoter in dop history to fall outside these pol�tical ra;ks . 
:, 

The Democrats have made only three exceptions to these politi-,· 

cally elite: ,former jurist Al ton B. Parker in 1912 , Na tion�l 

Chairman Home!r S. Cummings in 1920 , and Historian Claude G. !; 

I 2 
·· 

Bowers in 1928 . Senators have been chosen for chairmanshi'p 

with considerlble frequency in both parties since the turn ;of 
I 

the century , but there has been a recent tendency in both p�rties - -
· It . · 

!i 
! I to _ appoint goyernors as keynote speakers and temporary chai:r-

\ 

1rn� ide Politics : 
(Dobbs Ferry , \ 

N .  Y . :  Ocea�a 

. 2Mi[les , Quarterly 
p .  31 . 

., 
The National Conventions , 1960 :; 
Publications , 1962 ) ,  p. 51 . ] ·  

Journal .. Q.f Speech , XLVI, No � 1,•, 



/ 
22 

·men .• Quite clearly then , the pos t of keynote speaker is 

one of grea
r 

influenc� and prestige . It is an honor and � ­

responsibility extended to an individual of considerable ' 
I 

I political renown by the respective national committees. 
l 

I The Current Issues 

Events l in the spring of 1960 uere less than ideal for 
Republican development of a campaign based on 'peace · I . ' 
and pr0speri ty' themes. · The economy had slanted down 
into a j recession phase. On the 'peace' front, matters 
1vere even worse, 1"1ith apparent confusion within the :; 
Admini J tration on the handling of the U-2 incident , ;, 
and thJ collapse, on rfay 16 , of the Paris summit 
conferdnce. l 

I 
I . . 

Ttie economic1 recession did not hit its full slU111p 

until OctobJr , but the gradual slump in economic activity : was 

a real conce\rn to the Republicans. Richard Nixon said "the 

•' power of the ' pocketbook ' issue was shown more clearly per-

haps in 1958 than in any other off-year election in histo�y. 1 12 

., 
The GOP had � uffered disastrou s defeats in 1958 , with onlf 153 

I I 
Republicans ieft in the 437-member House, thirty-five Republi-

1 
I. 

cans i_n the Senate now one-hundred strong , fourteen Republican 

Governors, aid with the Republicans in control of· both hou�es 

of the state legislatures in only seven states. 3 

p. 20. 

1rlside Poli tics: The National Conventions, 1960 :� 

I 2Richard Nixon , Six · Crises (G:arden· City, N. Y. ; 
Doubleday, 1962 ) , p. 310. 

3rJid. , p. 302. ,, 
·1 w ,, ,, 
;1 
,, 
I' ,: 
Ii ,I 



_ Op May 19, in Portland , Oregon , Senator John F. 

Kennedy suggested that the United States should " express 

regret " to Premier Khrushchev for tho U-2 reconnaisance · 

flights. Th.is position had seemed momentarily to backfire 

on Kennedy, but in a few weeks the people appeared to be 

more concerned with such domestic issues as unemployment ,  

increased federal spen4ing , the aericultural surplus prob­

lem, and the �rowing problem� of integration in the South. 

23 

Nelson Rockefeller sounded very much like a 

candidate on May 8 when he delivered a strong attack on the 

lack of direction he alleged existed in Nixon's foreign 

policy statements and on the Eisenh.01.,rer defense budget , which 

he considered inadequate. 

Kennedy , as well as other l�ading Democ�atic cam­

paigners, constantly complained of the stagnation of the 

American economy , the· seriousness of the allegedly low level 

of national economic gr011th, and the so-called "mis�ile gap " 

between the Soviet Union and the United States. 1 

The issue of the Congo 1ms a fairly sfmplc one in 

1960. The United States haq. strongly backed the United }rations 

in its "powe'r-play" th.at J1.ad forced the Soviet Union out of the 

inm1ediate picture, even to the point of evacuating the Russian 

embassy staff . In Cqba, the domestic policies ' of Fidel Castro 

p. 24. 
l 1 1To Work In Earnest, " NewsNeek, August 1, 1960 , 



I .  

· appeared e:ninently authorita'.).ian to many Americans, but no 
! 

clear crisis or breakdo,vn of 1friendly relations had occurred . 

GOP Senator Jacob Javits des 6ribed this 11 · • • •  a sorry 
\ 

period for any administratio� ' in pouer • • • •  The 1'l]nited 
\ 
! 

States was reaping a harvest t;hat had been planted, whether 

d we wish to say wisely or foolishly, by tenants long since 
' l  

departed. • 
: i  

1 1 In fact, acdording to Javits, 1 1The only 
. ·

� .· 

encouraging headline that the/1Republicans had in the press 
! l 

for nearly four months of an� �eal moment was the ' Success- · 

ful Firing of the Polaris  [l:1Ii\s1il� '. 1 1 1 Or as a writer of 
\ I 
\ I . 

considerable renown from the bjposite side of the political 
l .· 

fence expressed it: i 

. 1960 was a year of �ational concern--vague, 
shapeless, unsettling , undefinable national concern 
. . . the Congress of  the ': United States saw fit for the 
first time to hold formal lhearinGs on the National 
Purpose ; . . .  the outgoidg President of the United 
S tates saw fit to · leave ai his legacy to the incoming 
President and the people an official paper that, for 
the first time in American history, self-consciously 
attempted to defitie the National Goals. It was a 
political year ushered in , symbolically, by the greatest 
newspaper in the country, The New York Times, finding 
fit to print on its front page a dispatch from Moscow 
that reported that the Russians had now taken to re­
ferring to themselves as ' the greatest power on earth' 
--a proud vulgarity hitherto reserved for Americans 
alone. It was a year in which Americans sensed the ·world 

. about them changing as the politics of entire continents 
overseas chan

2
ed ; and they knew their Ol'm world would be 

changing too. 

1rnterview with Honor�ble Jaco� J. Javits , U. S. 
Senator from New York, April 29, 196J. 

2Theodore White, The Making �f the President , 1960 
( New York City: Atheneum Publishers, 1961) , p .  377 . 



Convention Scene 

If conventi ons epitomize the mythology and legendry 
of American nati onal politics , then Chicago epi tomizes 
the conventi on city. For one hundred years, ever since 
the nomination of Abraham Lincoln at the Wigwam, it 
has been the favorite city of political conventi on­
goers . Counting notches for fourteen Republican and 
nine Democrat national conventi ons in the last twenty� 
five quadrennials, Chicago can boast that here were 
first named all the following Presidents of the United 
States: Lincoln , Grant , Garfield , Cleveland, Harrison, 
Theodore Roosevelt , Harding , Coolidge , Franklin D. 
Roosevelt , Truman and Eiserihouer .-l 

Chicago does indeed have a rich heritage in the 

American president ial "ballgame , "  and as a city it is eager 

to keep its franchise. Its central locati on geographically 

and its physical attributes of numerous hotels , motels , res­

taurants , and entertainment attract i ons , all in close 

proximity , make i t  ideai. Moreover , the citizens of the 

"�•! indy City " have a pleasant knack of identifying with the · 

party that is  currently conventioneering in their midst. It 

was a boisterous, hot city for the delegates in 1960 , and it 

provided some free entertainment to compete with campaign 

ballyhoo. 

Eli , billing himself simply as a "servant of the Lord , " · 
preached doom to the crowds outside the Conrad Hilton , 
handing out leaflets that told the delegates "You are 

· so busy worshiping the almight dollar and seducing each 
6ther that you do not see the han&Jriting on the wall: 

· 1Ibid. , p. 188. 

• ...._""->. __ _ 
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America Must Fall. " A ghost of yesterday wandered 
I 
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through the press corps : Philip Willkie, s on of the 
famous l Wendel l Willkie ; who , bel ieving he could single­
handedly dupl icate his father 1 s feat in stampeding a 
conventi on, handed out press releases running himself 
for Vibe-President with Mr . Nixon. Mr. Willkie cam­
paigned simultaneously in Chicago for election as 
Indian1 State Superintendent of Public Instructi on • • •  1 

Bbt very few of the delegates or spectators �ere 
I
i 

interested in El i or Phi lip Willkie. The customary sound 

trucks were '
!
present , frequently mal-::ing an antiphonal response 

of their melsage. The Rockefeller l oud-speakers blared 1 1 For 

I He 1 s A Jol l);' Good Fel l ow , " whi le the more correct Nixon theme 
I 

song 1vas 1 1MJrrily We Roll Al ong. 1 1 Col legiate Republ icans and 
I
I 

Young Repubi icans were in greater evidence than at any previ o�s 
I 
I 

conventi on ; !the young ladies of these groups were particularly 
I ! 

conspicuous lprior to the convention as they paraded at the 

respective Jotels occupied by the vari ous state delegati ons, 

usually dre�sed in short , scarlet skirts with the white bl ouses 
I 

or in pink-sltriped gingham. The 1 1 young 1 1  Republ icans and pre-
'I 

conventi on drowd� seemed gay, but such popular nearby night-
! 

cl ubs as the! Pump Room reported poor business and complained 

I that ' 'this w
i

s the most penny-pinching conventi on crowd that 
. ' 1 1 2  they had ever known • • .  

I 
Th� poor attendance_ at the Pump Room may have · resulted _ 

from ihe stafe of gl oom, perhaps even anger,. that. settled over 
. 

I 

1 I · Ibid. , p. 190 . 

21 Ibid. , p. 190. 
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a large part of the more conservative delegates, alternates, 
i 

and party faithful when they heard of the Rockefeller-Nixon 

meeting in Ne,.., York. Knmvn unhappily to many as the "Four-
I 

teen Point Compact of Fifth Avenue, " the public announcement 

of _the j oin�-communique caused a storm of righteous outrage 

from the on��hundred-member platform committee who now felt 

their eftorts in three early days at the convention were mean-

ingless. Already many members of this platf orm committee had 

probably strained greatly to accept the liberal tone of their 

committee ' s  deliberations. The 1 1 Compact " was soon the top 

American ne1/s story , causing delight among the Democrats and 

serious cons,ternation among Republicans .  Barry Gold1_;.a ter 

spolce at least for the conservative Hing of the GOP when he 

labeled the Rockefeller-Nixon agreement a "surrender 1 1  and a 

"Munich of the Republican Party. 1 1 When Vice-President Nixon 
I 

arrived in Chicago shortly after noon on Monday, July 25, he 

,vas astonished with the common interpretation given to his 
I 

meeting ,vi th: Rockefeller. He has since writt en in his .S ix 

Crises the f6llowing reaction : 

. • . I :  found the delegates in an. angry and rebellious 
mood. They thought Rockefeller deserved nothing but the 
back of i my hand. But through an initial press confer;_ 

· ence in : which I directly t ook on all the charges o:f 
1 1 surren�er 1 1 to Rockefeller and answered each o:f them, 
and by meeting groups of delegates on virtually a 
r ound-the-clock basis as well as greeting and shaking 
hands with every ohe of the 2600 delegates and alter­
nates, ! was finally able to set the record straight and 
to prep�re the ,vay :for a reqeptive audience f or my 
accepta�ce speech. 1 

L,T .: s · C · J 1 6  1� :txon, ix rises, p. • 

- ---.,.,_-
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R�gardless as to a j udgement of how successfully 
I 

-· , ..__, ____ 

28 

Nixon manacbd to satisfJ: the con-�ention with "his" platform, 
I 

· one 6ould ' s�fely say that the 1960 R�publican Convention had 
I 

! 
an inauspicfous beginning. Although it appeared that most of 

the delegat�s respected the political talents of Nixon, it is 

probably tr�e that many of the delegates were not genuinely 

happy with his candidacy. The GOP conservatives had arrived 
I 

in Chicago expecting another defeat, for they re�lized that 
\ 

their favorite, Senator Barry Goldwater, could be neither 

nominated nor elected in 1960. They still retained some 

frustration ! about the Eisenh.o,ver nomination, which they had 

fought. Although many later acknowledged him to be a good 
! 

President, the conservatives generally did not believe "Ike t t  

was the pol�tician they had needed to re�uild their party. 
. I 

Nany GOP Co�servatives still believed that there was too much 
i ' 1 111,Iet ooism t t  toward the Democrats. 
I 

i 
S i!nce the 1'larren Harding campaign in 1920, the party 

I 

standard-be�rer had been more liberal than the party ' s  conser­: 

vative wing. I Nixon had at one time seemed a fairly good copy 
! 

of the consejrirative's "ideal" candidate , but he had appeared. 

to become mu1
!
ch more liberal in the last eight years. At his 
I 

I 
news conferehce called to explain that Rockefeller's vie�s were 

i 
; -/ 
I 

lHhclcshorn Interview. 

' 
. \ 
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in reali ty �ery clos e to his an d had not therefore cons ti-

tu ted a "su11render . " Nixon went even further in displeas ing 

the cons ervatives by interj ecting tha t " the platform was jus t 

the beginning o f  the campaign proposals he had up his 

s leeve. 111 

Despite the animosity or at leas t dis trus t from 

the Right, i! t  is equally n ecessary to remember tha t many Re-

. publi cans of  the Rockefeller " s chool" found Nixon disappoint­

ingly cons etva tive for their tas te .  Thes e Republicans in 

general had more to be happy wi th in the con trovers ial agree­

men t  s igned by Nixon and Rockefeller ; a s trong civil rights 

plank was a virtual certainty , and a s earching new look a t  

defens e spentling s eemed promis ed .  Clearly , the liberals had 

more reason � o  be congenial than the cons ervatives as the 

opening s ess�on of the Twen ty-Seven th Repubii can National 
' ' 

Convention was convened by its National Chai rman , Senator ' 

Thrus ton Mort on .  

I t. was a foregon e  conclusion for mos t Americans 

that Richard; Nixon would be the Republi can pres i dential nomi-

nee.  The maj or i tems of un certain ty were the vi ce-pres i den­

tial nomin ee ' and the pla tform to be' adopted . As the conven­

tipn opened , 1 i t  appeared to many delegates t hat only the 

vice-pres i de�cy was yet to  be decided , and i t  was naturally 

1Et-win D .  Canham , " Sta te of Conven tion , "  Chris tian 
S ci ence Monitor� July 26 , 1960 , p.  1 .  

' ' ' 
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expect ed 

I 
I 
I 
I 

t hat 
I 

the pres idential nomi ne e  �ould exercis e  the 

great es t po*er in the s election. of his runni ng mat e. There 

must have b� en many delegat es who wondered to thems elves 

it' the trip t o  Chicago was wort h th� time. 

' i : 
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. , ,.· -

! :."' _. � . . 

i, ·. 
_ i: · . • . 

· : · ;. 

·, c .. 

JO 



I 
I 
1. 

� ' • . � i -

CHAPTER III 

· THE SPEECH 

The keynote  addres s was scheduled as the last 

speech given, during the firs t day of the convent ion . The 

Judd speech �ias , according t o  s ome obs ervers , the third 

keynote of t�e day , foll owing the maj or hortatory efforts 

Jl 

of Goldwater, and f ormer Pres ident Hoover . 1 · During the 

opening s es sion , the delegates rece ived greetings from 

Chicago Mayor Richard Daley , Congres swoman Marguerite St itt , 

and Governor William G .  S tratton of Illinois ; heard the 

Kansas high school s tudent who 1•[as the American Legi on 

Orat orical CJ:iampion and the chairman of the American He.ri tage 

Foundation i� short addresses ; and adopted rules and officers 

for permanent organization . 

The S econd S ess ion of the Republican Convention 

featured in addition t o  the maj or a4dres s es of Goldwat er and 

Hoover a dramatized memorial program honoring Abraham 

Lincoln , an introduction of all Republican S enat ors and 

s enat orial candidate s , pres entat ions of gavels t o  the perma-

ls �e for exampl e the Editorial of the Chris tian 
S cience Moniior , . July 26 , 1960 , p • . 18 . 

' 
. ' . .. 1 

;. 
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nent chairman by several state delegations, and 

speeches by \ the GOP candidate for United States 

additional 

Senator 

from Illinois, by Assistant Republican National Chairman 

. Mrs. Claire , B. Williams, and by Temporary Chairman Cecil 

Underwood, Governor of West Virginia. Congresswoman 

32 

Francis P. Bolton introduced keynoter Judd, the last speaker 

of the day, ! with a short, carefully edited speech that ,-,as 

a quick restjme of his public career and personal philosophy. 

The introduction to Judd ,vas a glo,'ling one, and the speaker 

was greeted �ith a chpering, standing ovation. 

Thesis and Lines of Argument 

In: his opening remarks, Judd came immediately to 

the message �f the occasion . He followed the advice of 

his friend Rbbert Humphries that he should eliminate his 

originally p�epared three introductory paragraphs and go 
I 

1 immediately to the real beginning of his speech content. In 

what then became the introductory paragraph of his speech, 

Judd promised a departure from what he considered the ordi­

nary path of i the traditional keynote : 2 "blaming the other 

party for ev�rything that is bad, taking credit to ourselves 

for everythi�g that is good. 

1J�dd Interview. . i 
.
2I�id. 

. . . 3 Partially fulfilling 

JvJrbatim transcript of Judd Speech. p. 89 . 
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this pledge,  Judd offered two secti ons of his speech to an 

explanation l of the basic differences between the Democrats 

and Republicans,  concern ed that many American ci tiz en s  

beli eved th�m to be the same. 

Perhaps_ in an attempt to find common ground and 

probably hoping to win some d�gree of acceptan ce amonc his 

Democratic and Independent listen ers in the larger nati onal 

audien ce, Judd said during the in troducti on of his speech : 

We know ,  as do you who are listening , that both 
the Democrats and the Republi cans want a strong , free ,  
and prosperous Ameri ca in a peaceful and secure world . 
The differen ce bet,fcen the two parties is n ot over 
these good obj ecti ves , but over the bef t way to 
achi ev� good obj ecti ves and · keep them . 

JJ 

The . editors ' of Vi tal Speeches, including the Judd speech in 

their magazine as one of the maj or addresses of the 1 960 

Republican Qon ven�ion ,  considered the iast lin e of the above 
. . ' 

quotation as: the primary thesis of the Judd _ address, en tit­

ling it, " The Best Way To Achieve Good Obj ectives and Keep 

Them . 1 1
2 Judd. did n ot plan a title for his speech , but felt 

that the quo';t ati'on from hi s speech utilized a_s a slogan- like 

title on cop� es of the keynote address distribute� by the 

Republican N� tional Committee was ' 'more reflective of the 

most urgen t  :theme of the keynote,  transcending poli tical 
, ·  

1 Ib;i d · , p • 9 O • 
2 I 

· S e e  Vital Speeches, Vol. XXVI (August 1..5 , 1960 ) , 
p .  646 . Jud� ' s  opposite number , Senator Church ,  was not 
so hon ored • . [ 

, . 
. ; 

·· � ·•·· ·-



overtones. "\ A line from the · speech: 11 \ve must develop 

a strategy for victory • • . to save freedom ! Freedom 
� 1 

. 
everywhere ! '

\
' was regarded by Judd and by the GOP National 

J4 

· Committee as the major thesis of his speech. A supporting 

thesis was lhat the Democrats had demonstrated themselves 

to be shortjsighted, inexperienced, un,vise, and particularly 

incompetent to handle Communists, thus making them clearly 

unable to pneserve freedom. This ' 'freedom strategy" would 

hav� its grjatest test externally, and Judd agreed with 

Kennedy that "foreign policy is the most important issue in 

the campaign. " Consequently, . Judd employed almost half 

of his. fifte

1

n-page spee ch in defense of Republi can foreign 

policy and in a blistering attack on the foreign policy 

records of rbrmer Presidents Truman and Roosevelt. 

In discussing domestic issues, Judd followed 

through on his introductory statement about similarity in 

goals of the major parties. He denied that Republicans 1vere 

against such progressive measures as "security for old age, 

adequate medical care � better education, better housing, 
I . . . . 

protection o� the rights of labor and of minorities, and aid 

to agricultuJe. 112 Instead of opposing these programs, ·Judd 

. \ 

Appendix. 

lJjdd .Interview. 

2Jjdd Keyn,ote Address transcript, p. 90. See 
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argued that the GOP's fight with the Democrats lv'as not over 

the validit¥ of such programs, but hol'l best to implement 

and admini+er them . Judd does. not detail any basic dis­

tinction beitween Republican alJ-d Democratic methods for ad­

ministering such domestic programs, except to state that the 

Republicans favored minimum federal intervention in the lives 

of citi%ens, even for benevolent activities. Instead, Judd 

stressed th1 Republican goal of optimum individual initia­

tive and a telatively unhampered ope;ation of free enterprise . 

Irnprovementl in various facets of the national economy 1·lere 

cited as prJof that the Republican plan had 1-rnrked under the 

Eisenhower idministration . In a strong statement, Judd 

contrasted Jhe record for corruption and scandal in the 
I . Truman and Eisenhoi,;er Administrat:i.ons . 

Ij his conclusion, Judd expended more than two 

pages of texlt in a statement regarding basic philosophical 
I 

differences 
r

etween the two parties. His explanation centered 

on the size and concept of government and elaborated his 

view of the �esirability of allowing individuals and groups 
I 

to. satisfy their own needs without government interference. 
- I . .  

Judd believed that no matter how well-intentioned the gov-

. I 
. 

ernment programs might be, the citizens would lose their 

incentive to help themselves.· He drew upon an esteemed 

Democrat, t'ormer President 1.oJoodrow 1."lilson, for a quotation 

that testifild.: "The history of liberty is a history of the 



· l imitation of' governmental power , not the increas e  of it. 1 1 1 

In this arg;ument as in many others, Judd asked a ques t ion, 

suppli ed the Democrat ic answer, and then attack:ed the 

alleged answer. 2 

A les s controvers ial but equally effective sub­

point was Judd's s tat ement that the s ituat ion facing our 

nat ion in 1960 was much like that which faced Lincoln in 

1860 , only inow the s l avery which we opposed was on a world 

· bas i s .  Yet , as  Lincoln knew, there was s t ill no : chance of 

" • • •  this  whole wide world going on indefinitely half 

slave, half free. 1 1 3 Thus, Judd had a constantly underlying 

and frequently s tated propos ition that this nat ion should 

not mainta�n a defens ive holding act ion , but rather mount 

an unspecified of'fens ive at tack to win the world s truggle 

with communi sm. In part the solut ion was that our cit izens 

had to " s ell " democracy more effectively and fervently than 

the communis t s  espous ed their ideology. The, remainder of 

the argument 1·ias in the :form of a general ization that the 

people of the Uni ted S tates  mus t leave the leadership for 

our ship o� state  in the hands of tried and true Republican 

hands , rather than cons ider a transfer to the shoulders of 

r 
] i�· , p . 112. 

2Ibid., p . 112. 

3 Ibid . ,  p. 1 1,5. 

J6 
r r 
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allegedly Jmmature, ambition-motivated, unwise, short-sighted 

Democrats. Walter Judd explained to the author that he 

wished to deliver a speech that allowed Nixon to point with 

' '  justifiable pride to the achievements of the Eisenho·wer 

Administration in his campaign, " and yet " • • •  give 

Nixon additional freedom of policy and new direction that 

. any new leader of the ticket. ought to have the ability to 

exercise. "1 : It might appear that Judd consciously de­

signed a large part of his content to answer the political 

oratory of the Democratic Convention and of the post-conven­

tion campaigning; however, Judd stated that his speech was 

intended t6 be a rebuttal on only t�o issues: ( 1 ) that the 

free  world condition had slipped due to Republi'can errors 

as suggested by Democratic Keynoter Franlc Church, and ( 2 )  

that Eisenh�wer's cancellation of his visit to Japan was due 

to some personal inadequacy. 2 

In outline form., the keynote speech might appear 

as follows: 

1 
Judd Interview·. Judd, was confident that Nixon 

would receiie the GOP Presidential Nomination , and was a 
strong frierid and ba6ker of Nixon. Nixon was one of the 
few Republi6ans to read the speech prior to its delivery. 

2�. 

. . .  
' ,, - l :,• 
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I. Introduction : This keyno�e will not be a traditional 

II. 

one : 

A. 'Dhe traditional keyn ote is inadequate tonight 

I 

B. 

c .  

1:>ecauso : 

1. The times are too serious. 

2. The country is in danger. 

�r
e Ame

_
rican people actually need t o  know which 

Pf).rty can best serve them, for 

1. The better party should have an understanding 

of the forces against them at home and abroad. 

2 ·. The better party will have the best leaders, 

most capable of handling the problems. 

B9th parties ,..ant the same go od objectives for the 

I country, they only differ in method of obtaining 

t�ose g� od objectives and keeping them, and 

1 l  The Republicans always oppose measures that 

! they believe are unsound � 

2 l  
. I 

Republicans do not make promises in order to 

win elections. 

J .  The Democrats can beat the Republicans in 

promises, but the communists can out-promise 

the Democrats. 

The basic problem today is the powerful enemy . that 

threat�ns
.
Americans, and 



A. The Republican Party was born in such a time of 

crisis to deal with human slavery which it suc­

cessfully solved. 

B. Today's problem of world slavery can be solved by 

today ' s  Republicans. 

C. Republicans have recently demonstrated their 

ability to handle international problems effec- , 

tiveJ.y, for 

1. Republicans ended the fighting in Korea. 

2. Republicans prevented half a dozen other 

threats from becoming war. 

J .  Republicans accomplished this by 

a .  Support of principles. 

b. Balanced military p�wer . 

J9 

4 .  Republicans have solved the Democrat ' s  "mis­

sile gap " and strengthened our deterrent force. 

s .  Republicans have not portrayed the U. S. as a 

second-rate power just to get elected . 

6-. Republicans have employed the U-2 to prevent 

another Pearl Harbor . 

7 .  Republicans did not back down to Khrushchev 

over t�e Berlin problem. 

8. Republicans have not tried to fool the people 

with false optimism. 
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9. Khrushchev , not Republicans, wrecked the Paris 

Summit Conference. 

a. Khrushchev tried to set the Allies against 

each other. 

b. When he did not succeed irt dividing the 

Allies , he killed the Confe rence. 

c. Khrushchev has now been forced to achieve 

his ends by subversion. 

10. The Communists had to thwart foreign trips by 

Republican leaders due to their popularity. 

a. Eisenhower achieved a greater triumph in 

India than communist leaders . 

p .  Communists could not risk similar popular · 

demonstrations for Eisenho1,rer in. Japan or the 

U. S. S. R. 

11. Democrats get along better with communists 

since the communists get what they want out of 

them. 

D. It wasn't Republicans who were responsible for such 

blunders, as 

1.  Recognizing the Soviet · Union in 1933 and tr.eat­

ing it like a respectable power �  

2. Giving the Russians a free hand in the Balkans 

against Churchill ' s  advice. 



J 

�� � --·-------•---_.__. -- -- �-- �--�--------- ----�--' ··--

Agreeing to the Communist take-over of 1 0 0  

million free, non-Russian people i n  Eastern 

Europe. 

4. Cutting off West Berlin from the free world 

and giving the Russians East Germany. 

5 .  Promising Manchuria to its rightful owners, 

the Chinese , and then giving it to the 

Russians at Yalta. 

41 

6. Dividing Korea, and giving N orthern irtdustrial 

area to the Communists. 

7. Giving the Soviets the Kurile Islands , an 

integral part of the Japanese home islands. 

8. Allowing the Communists a truce in Korea so 

that. they could • cause more trouble. 

9. Accepting a truce in Korea without a Chinese 

withdra11al or requiring the Communists to lay 

down their arms. 

E. · .Th
1e 

Republicans have consistently tried to tear 

dot,n the Frankenstein monster of communism · that 

thl Democrats have helped to build up. · • . , 

I 
_ F. That is the reason the Republicans are against the 

· rebognition ·of Red China or- admitting Red China 

G .  

to the United Nations. 

But the Republicans are not ignoring China, and · 

hale been negotiating with the Red Chinese Govern-

- -' _,. -- --� . . .. ,,_ __ ,_..__ 
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ent for over five years. 
I 

-. 
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Republi cans have faith in America and can most ef-
1 

H .  

4ectively combat communism i n  the new challenge 

I 
,hat Khrushchev has given. 

I 

I. 1:he voters, being wise, will return the po1ver of 

I 
f

l

oreign policy to trusted Republican hands. 

The American Domestic Scene also requires Republican 

leade)ship, for 

A .  The Republicans have built a "middle-of-the-road 

Gbvernment" that is best for the whole nati on. 
I 

B. The Republicans have had a better record of clean 
I 

c .  

D. 

I 

gbvernment without scandal. 

Tie Republicans have achieved prosperity without 
I 

w
r

r, something the Democrats have not been able to 

d+ in this century. 

TJe Republicans have checked inflation. 

1 J  
2 J  

They did so without autocratic controls. 

They have used the free enterprise system and 

kept it free . 

a. Republican record for price stability is 

better than Democratic record. 

b. Republicans have achieved more jobs for 

workers with higher pay . 

c .  Republicans have achieved higher personal .-. 

income for entire nati on . 

,, ____ · ··-----
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E. Republicans have strengthened federal programs, as 

1 \  . Social Security strengthening and more citi­

zens covered. 

2 Vocational Rehabilitation expanded. 

J Agricultural surpluses used to help deserving 

I groups. 

F. RJpublicans have taken fe1,•er tax dollars from the 
I 

. .Jierican public. 
! 

IV. Philo�ophy of Republ ican Party is the best attitude 
I
I 

for tlie nation, for 
I 

A. nJmocrats believe in government from the top down , 
I 

B. 

Re1publicans from the bottom up. 
I 

. 

l. Best form of eovernment is from the bottom up. 

a. Noodro� Wilson testimony. 

b. Intent of the founding fathers and authors 

of the U. S. Constitution. 

2. Too much governmental help kills individual 

initiative. 

Th� same Republican philosophy and attitude that 
I· 

solved the problem of 1860 will solve the problem 

of 1960. 

1. We need renewed faith in God. 

2. We must recognize that the . . world cannot exist 

half slave, half free. 

3 .  We must not remain on the defensive, we must 

take the offensive. 



Conclusion: 

V. We must have a rebirth in our party and within each 
I 
I 

one of us, and we can then save our nation. Let ' s  go 

to work ! I 
I 

l!,,,o !

I 
SupportiQ,g �he Arguments 

I Al though the Judd keynote speech had a strong 
I 

flavor of Jerican nationalism it did not lose sight of its I 
I 

primary goal: to raise the reputation of the Republican 
I 
I 

Party and i�s morale and to negate those same factors for 
I 

the Democra tis. 

Ju�d may have succeeded in disarming some of his 
I 
I 

44 

non-Republic�n listeners in the national audience by stating 
I 

I 
that his spe�ch would not follow the traditionally partisan 

path. 1 His lxplanation that the "times were too serious " . I ·  
implied that \ the life of the nation was so seriously en-

dangered 

bombast,  

I 
I 

that he would not resort to the customary political 
I 
I 

but i would show the path of poiitical salvation , to 

the nation. The speaker also promised a careful dichotomy 

of the parties that would demonstrate clearly the superiority 
. I . . 

of one over the other. · Thus, in the introducto�y remarks, 

the audience !was first led to expect a less partisan approach, 
I 
I . and, secondl

l 
a speech that · ·woilld generally prove which was 

t 1Judd Keynote Transcript ,  p. 89. 

I 
. I . 

i 



the better party to furnish the leadership for the nation. : I . . The keynoter demonstrated quickly that his address was not 
. 

I . 
original in l dire6� ion, moi ive, or substanti�tion. It was 

not the most flagrant address in hyperbole among recent 
I . . 

keynotes, b�t it was, by impartial standards, a completely 
I 

political speech, and it offered little, if any, more than 

I the usual keynote proofs for its charges. 

Many of Judd ' s  arguments , judged by rhetor ical I 

standards fJr logical demonstration, were weak. He relied 
I 

more heavili upon his ethi cal appeal gained through his 

character as a speaker and the emotional appeal of his  
'1 

I arguments. I 
His strongest emotional appeals were aimed at 

i 
such divers •i topics as giving the "po or" Nixon a chance with 

the 1 1rich 1 1  K1ennedy , 1 the identification and complete reli-
1 
I 

ance of Repuflicans on the attitudes and philosophy of 

Abraham Lincbln, 2 the humiliation that Americans would 
I 

sh�re if the�r President had a�ol ogized to Khrushchev as 
I 

Democrats suggested,3 the lives of American boys being 

thrown �way ln Korea for no purpose, 4 and his refusal to do 

I 
1 I Ibid. , 

I 
2 l!2.ig. , 

J r!id. - ·  
4riid. --:-- '  

P •ilL�. 

P •ll.5 . . 

p .94 _.-

-----•- - .,. ,  ..... _ 
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his· daughter ' s  math lessons because he wanted her to l earn 

to ta�e cari of herself, just as the Republicans felt the • 

people shou�d have the opportunity to car� for themselves. 1 

! 
These appeals were more emotional than logical in their 

I 

I 
presentation. 

I 
I 

JJdd did not seem to be guilty of many inconsist-
1 

encies, but lone was particularly glaring in the speech. 
I . 

Near his codclusion, Judd had stressed the . increases of 
! 

various gov�rnmental aid programs to the people, detailing 
i 

the figures [of seven ahd one half mil lion more people 
I 

covered by S;ocial Security and of a jump from five to 
! 

fourteen mil�ion in people receiving S ocial S ecurity bene-
1 
I 

fits, 2 and ot gigantic increases in vocational rehabillta-
1 , 

tion3 and ag�icultural surpl us disb�rsements. 4 In almost . i 
the next bre�th, Judd launched into his major philosophical 

I 
I 

dictinction between 
I 
I 

the parties , where he stressed that the 

Republicans did not believe in 1 1government handouts ! I , or 

I "in government orders, edicts, and government controls. 
I 

I • •
• 1 1 5 Judd chose to state Republican support and expan'-

1 

I 

I 1 I1Hd . ,  p . 114 . 
I 

2 rb1 · ct  --L · , . p .  1 0 9 . 

JrJid . , p .  1 1 0 . 
I 

4r8id. 

srJ1d . 

! . . 
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sion for various liberal programs, generally admitted to 

be of Democtatic origins, and then almost in juxtaposition � 

to launch his explantion of Republican philosoppy that 

capitalized on individual initiative and few governmental 

programs. He allowed himself ·to be vulnerable to the charge 
I 

of inconsistency and riding b6th sides of the fence . 

--· Itl . 
. 

11 t . . · is genera y agreed hat evidence is composed 

of examples j expert �estimony, and statistics . 1 In his 

fifteen pagJ keynote, Judd cited fourteen examples involving 

statistics Jhat we could label as 1 1 :fact, 1 1 and quoted promi­

nent AmericJns as expert tes timony proof :for four- ma jor 

arguments. In his use of nine rhetorical questions, 2 Judd 

used a partisan historical narrative of 1 1 facts 1 1  to ascribe 

I . . . 
many pas twar

\ 
events that

_ 
strengthened the comnmnis ts as 

Democratic 
7

espQnsibility for these events and to remove 

Republicans ,from a part of the guilt of each of these "facts " 

of history. The fallacy of Judd's argument here was that 

much of the transfer of land and people occurred during the 

war when the Allied powers 1·rnre engaged equally in occupy­

ing conquered territories and when the majority of Ame�icans, 

including ba�h Democratic and. Republican leaden ,  were un� 

able to visualize. an ulterior motive to Russian occupation - I . 

1R1presentative of speech textbooks is : Giles 
Wilkeson Gra� and Waldo W .  Braden, Public Snea king : Princi­
ples and Practice (New York: Harper & Brothers, 1951) , 
p .  285 . 

2 I _ . · 
. . 

Judd Keynote Transcript , pp . 101-102 . 



activities. Judd ' s  causal connect ion �as at best dubious. 

i-Iany of Judd ' s  examples of statistical evidence 
. I 

are weakene
l 

by his failure to adapt his figures to :fluc-

tuating values of the dol lar , to the sharp natural ef:fect 

of a war ecdnomy inflation contrasted to peacetime sta­

bility, or to adjust this monetary increase to an also 

expanding population. For example, Judd stat ed that 

" personal in\come has gone up by a whopping 33%--from $30 1  

bill ion in 1 952 t o  $420 bill ion i n  1960--�nd a larger share 

I . . 
o:f that higher income than ever before , more than 4% 

larger, [f9�] , the pay envelope of 1vorlcers. . . . 1 1 1 In 

this argument he has fai led to consider the larger number 

of workers if the labor force , both in sheer populat ion 

growth and due to the return to civil ian li:fe by mil itary 

forces follo,t .ing the Korean 'l'ar. The "4 ·per ·cent larger 

pay in labor ' s  pay envelope"  did not mean real purchasing 

power, since the cost of l iving rises would have more than 

eroded the 4 per cent actual dollar increase. 

that 11 •  • 

Ano
(

her Judd fallacy was t
_
he inaccurate statement 

• the Republican 8Jrd Congress • • •  gave the 

48 

American 

II 2 

peopQe the biggest single tax cut . in their history. 

To hlve reflected truly the tax cut, Judd shoul d  

lIJid. p �  1 0 8 . 

2IJid. 

• 

I p. 1 09. 



I 49 
I 
I 
I 
I 

have indica\ted that he meant the largest tax cut in number 

of dollars, and not the largest cut in percentage effect 

on the individual citizen or corporation. He was gtiilty 

of a similar ·statistical fallacy ,-.rhen he spoke of "the 

48 per cent price rise under Truman that leveled off to  

less than 10 per cent tinder Eisenhower, . • •  1 1 1 neglecting 

to add that the Korean 1.var had sharply effected the Truman 

period statistics. 

To the audience, ·the strongest emotional appeal of 

the speech 1·ms tho often-repeated theme of "survival 1 1  

or "freedom from want and fear. " Alan Monroe, in his classic 

work on psychological motivation listed the following four 

primary motives, either by themselves or in some type of 

combination, as a cause for all our behavior: 

1. Self-preservation and the desire for physical well­
being. 

2. Freedom from external restraint. 

J . Preservation ' and increase of self-esteem. { ego­
expansion) . 

4. Preservation of the human race. 2 

2Alan I-:I. }Ionroe , Principles · and Types of �ecJ:.1 
( Chicago, Atlanta, Dallas, Palo Alto, Fair Lawn, New Jersey : 
Scot t, Foresman and Co. , 1962) , p. 170 . 

" \  



Ti) the writer , Judd's keynote address seemed a 
I 

clear example of each of these primary motives in a con-

stantly reiJforcing pattern . The failure of the Paris Sum­

mit
. 

ConfereJce was entirely the :fault of Mr. Khrushchev, 1 

said Judd iJ an appeal to self-esteem of Americans . 1 1The 

U-2 flight Jas aimed at preventing war, 1 1 he explained , 2 

appealing tj the first primary motive and others . He ne-

glected to say that the timing of the flight of the ill­

fated U-2 piloted 'by :Maj or Powers was poor , or that our 

50 

conduct after the Russian capture of the plane and pilot was 

poorly handled by American diplomats. It was not too diffi-

cult a task 
I
to convince most of the American audience that 

the fault was entirely lilirushchev ' s. 

· Pllcing the fault of the ego-deflating stand-off 

in the KoreaL War was a more di fficult task, but Judd used 

emotional stltements and familiar themes to accomplish the 
I 

task. Starting with the emotional s ta tis tic of 11 JJ, 0 0 0  

I 
American y ouths killed t t  in a war he implied ,v-e did not dare 

11.'in , 3  the ke}noter over-lo oked limitations of a joint United 

Nati ons-Unit1d States Command that hesitated to cross 

Chinese bordlrs and thereby risk involving Russia in the war. 

1JJdd Keynote Transcript, 

2rJid . 

JrJid. , p �  104. 

p. , p. · 98. 



. ··:r, _.-� 

The _ "Korean Police Action "  was a ,var many Americans did not 

understand and found little in which to take pride, and 

I 
- -

Judd's statement that implied that Eisenhower was largely 

responsible for its successful conclusion was accepted at 

51 

face value by many Americans. 

value -Of thJs reference was a 

Probably the more significant 

later mention of war which 

implied the Democrats were a war party. Judd finally 

planted this old GOP theme adroitly when he spoke of Repub-

lican prospe�ity achieved without war and added that it was 

' 'something our predecessors have never been able to do in 

this century. 1 1 1  

In general, Judd is  better in attacking than de­

fending. Th
\ 

fault of his defense is that he seemed to 

make almost irrational refutation to charges that particu-

[ larly angered him , For example, the Kennedy reference to 

Eisenhower ab the "Presi dent who began his term by going to 

Korea and enhs it • by staying home from Japan � . •  1 1 2 brought 

a vociferous reply from Judd . One of his fallacies in rely-

ing to· this argument was that foreign demonstrators against 

Eisenhower wlre all communists, a charge that Judd did not 

substantiate l He then declared that the communists were not 

1I�id. , p . 98 . 

2rime, July 25, 1960, p. 10. 
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strong enough to snub anybody until the Democratic Presidents 
1 

helped make them powerful . ....  The questionable "proof i : for 

that argume�t was a quotation from the early days of the 
.
Truman Admilistration and prior to the beginnings of the 

cold war ' whln Truman had referred t� S talin as " good old 

? I 
Joe . 11 ~ Judd's final answer to this argument was . that any 

one uh·o ma'.nj�ed to have successfull diplomatic relations 

with the conbunists did so because he gave the communists 

what they wjnted . This was something Republicans were not 
. I 

willing to do , J said Judd . 

rd his choice of expert testimony , Judd appeared 

more succesJful . His use of Kennedy ' s  testimony that 1 1we 

have the grJatest deterrent force in history . . .  1 1 4 was 

vital from tlhe man ,-,ho had recently criticized the Repub­

lican Administration's defense policies . -.. The frequent ref­

erence and q
\

otations from Abraham Lincoln were helpful 

identificati

l

on for present day Republicans_ a11d sugg_ested 

s trongly that the s ame basic Republican philosophy would 

successfully meet the needs of the hour. · Perhaps the most 

effective us� of personal testimony came from the great 

. Democratic Plesident Woodrow tiilson uhom Judd quoted to 

1 I Judd Transcript, p. 1 0 0. 
I 2Ibid. . . -
i
--

3rbid. -i -- · 
4Ibid. , p. 105. 

--�-,-...... _, 



substantiate the Republican view that liberty exists 

I , 

5J  

where government po,vers are limited.� It was in the expo-

sition of RJpublican philosophy that Judd presented his most 

persuasive Jrguments , both in delivery and constructiO.IJ. 

Caref'ully a+iculating the philosophy without his usual 

tenor of vindictiveness , Judd expla ined with more than ordi­

nary fairness the distinction between the two parties in the 

con6ept of g
r

vernment size and function . If the listen�r 

remembered �fdd ' s  denial in his introduction that Republicans 

were against social welfare programs , he may have been some-

,,..hat confused as to where Judd dre1·1 the line bet1veen the 

parties in altual practice. But his personal analogy that 

compared hel�ing h is daughter 1dth her math and the govern-

. I ment ' s  over-zealously helping its citizens to do what they 

should learn to do for themselves was a lucid and appealing 

argument. 

Using what he called 1 1 common horse sense " reason­

ing , 2  Judd flllowed a basic pattern expected of the keynote 

with success 1 As we have said, his pa theti� and ethical 

. I proof were strong and much of his logical argument and 

reasoning wele so combined with emotional appeals that the 

listener was convinced frequently of the argument ' s  validity. 

It is pez,haps
l 

anticlimatic 

1IJid. , p. 1 1 3. 

2 I Judd Interview. 

to add that the keynoter was 



personally convinied of the truthfulhcss of each of his 

I charges, even afte� months of hearing Democratic counter-

refutation. I 

From a strictly logical point of view, some of 

Judd's reasbning was assumptive ; some of it 1.·as clearly 

fallacious. His evidence, especially his use of statistics, 

frequently fell far below the standards set by argumentation 

textbooks. Compared with other keyn ote speeches, however, 

and consideFing the partisan nature of the occasion , Judd ' s  
I 

speech would mefit milder censure on this point than a 

different oJcasion and a differen t  audience might demand. 

Audieq_2_� Adaptation 

Judd has not stated whether he was more concerned 

with the inuJediate audience of Republican delegates in the 

Chicago AmpJi-theatre or with his indirect, national audi­

ence that listened to his speech· on radio and television or 

read the spe
l

e ch in print. Yet, :from the c omment of Judd to 

the author that he w·ished most importantly in a "political 

sense 1 1  t o  - �a,ke an address that 1·rnuld, broaden the scope of 

Nixon ' s  camplaign, 2 it 1-iould appear that Judd 1vas more con-' -. 
I . 

cerned with his larger, uncommitted national audience . A 

rhetorician, writing in a symposium article concerning the 

I 1Ibid. 

2Ibid. 
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1960 · Republican Convention , ,.,rote: 1 1A happy balance 1·1as 

struck by sleakers who directed remarlcs both to the imme­

diate and tJe radio-television audience. 1 1 1 The significance 

of this adaJtation to a mixed audience is partially 

explained b{ Oliver and Cortright in their speech textboOl< 

when they comment : "You adapt the quality of your ideas 

to the highe\st common denominator ; their expression to the 

lowest • •  . . r r 2 This distinction is aimed primarily at 

levels of audience sophi'stication, and . this is one important 

element. In this regard, the Convention audience was un­

doubtedly t,h
\ 

higher audience in terms of educational accom­

plishment and probably in intellectual comprehension level. 

. I . 
This Convention audience could have comprehended a more ale-. . I . 
vated vocabulary, but the partisan political flavoring was 

I 
. . 

vital for them. 

On the other hand, the mixed audience label sug­

gests another kind of basic difference that�� particularly 

evident in mldern political speaking. As Adlai Stevenson ex­

pressed his tiews in the 19;;6 campaign on the mixed audience ; 

1 I Russel Windes, Jr. , "Republican Convention, 1 1 

Quarterly Jotirnal .Qf. Speech, XLVI ( October, 1960 ) ,  p. 251. 

I 2R9bert Oliver and R. L. Cortri ght, Effective 
Speech (New York City : Holt, Rirtehart and Winston, 1961 ) ,  
p. 265. 



This is really a baffling problem. I come int o  
a hall\ full o f  dedicated Democrats. We are exhilarated. 
i_lfe tend t o  see things in black and w·hi te. But at 
the saine time, I am spealdng to people 1-:atching tele­
vision \ in their living ro oms, t o  the fellow in the 
kitchen with his feet un on the table who says no 
politibian can be trust�d, to all kirids of' people 
cveryi-.,-fu.ere. _ \!Iha t kind of speech can I give under 
these bircumstances? In the past, I have resolved 
this cbnflict in favor of the unseen audience. We 
have t b  be pragmat ic about i t : The televisi on audience 

_ is mucl� larger, and presumably the partisans are al­
ready won. 1 

I 
Although Judd ' s  speech was more ceremonial and 

an establisJed part of the ritual of the respect ive nat i onal 

conventi ons j it seemed t o  have a much broader primary aim 

than inspirjng the assembled Republ icans. Judd ' s  theme 

that the naJion n�eded an offensive st �ategy f or vict ory 

was an appe�l lamer than the usual party slogans. More­

over, even the subservient theme that the Republicans could 

best devel op\ and implement this vict ory strategy seem�d more 

directed t o  

1

onvincing the nation than the party. 

Judd's speaking engagement "in the spring and 

summer of 19�0 and [hi �  correspondence from all across the 

nation had cbnvinced him that people were tired of' merely 

defending • • . .  They were ready t o  take the offensive and I 

agreed. We · needed t o  score on the communists. N ot just 

I maintain a holding action. You don ' t  improve your position 

- I -
1RJssel 1.'/indes , Jr. , and James A. Robinson, 

"Stevens on Ariswers 20 Questi ons, 1 1  Look, Oct ober 16, 19.56, 
p .  82 . 

--

-� -·- -- ,., ..... __ 



that 1vay � 1 1 1 

( 1 ) 

( 2 ) 

The only other direct clues from Judd 1·1ere that : I 
he was 1 1 anxious that my speech not sound labored , : : and 

that he 1 1 would give my honest vie1-.rs, regardless of' 

57 

Hhe-ther or not my audience might like me thereafter . 1 1 2 Judd 

had expressld concern about his ability to adapt to such a 

large audieJce in his letter of acceptance to Senator 

Morton, the National GOP Co:mni ttee Chairman, and explained 

that his customary method of speaking was nfreewheeling 1 1  

rather than reading from a manuscript. Yet , he assured 

Horton that he ,-.rould do his best 1 11vith this vitally 

important assignment. • • • i<3 

. --� -····· --

Pr
\
ofessor

_. 
Robert Huckshorn said that 1 1 the mood 

of ' the Convention was moderately conservative, and that Judd ' s  

oratory, alolg with Nixon's , was most harmoniously tuned 

to the mood �f the great ma jority of the . delegates. "4 Nev­

ertheless, the writer believes that an analysis of Judd ' s  

address revells a greater concern for the broader, indirect 

audie�ce . in rhe major portion of his speech, although it is 

also true that Judd met the expectations of ihe GOP delegates 

June 16, 

- ·  

I 
1Jtdd Interview . 

2rb1d . 
-I JLetter from 1•1Ialter Judd to Thruston B. Morton, 

1 960 . 
I 4Hticlcshorn Intervie1·1 . 



with his me sage. 

AJthough Judd did not •:Iish to comment on the 

effectiveneJs of the speech of his opposite number at the 
I , . 

Democratic Conventi on, S enator Church , his comments did 

suggest thai audience reacti on to the speeches oI the earl ier 

Democratic Conventi on had illustrated that 1 1the people 

wanted specifics, not epheme ral , phi l osophical sol i l o-

quies. 1 1 1  During the planning stages o f  Judd ' s  

speech, N i xon had agreed with his appraisal th�t the public 

wanted to he\ar " a  specific s tatement of offensive st rategy 

t ' ttl I . • 1 2  o oa e connnunism. · 

Se�eral Republ ican Senat ors had sent suggesti ons 

to Judd through Senator G-old1vater , the Chai rman of the GOP 
I 

Senatorial Election Committee, that they I I  . . .  were hopeful 

of vigorous lefutation to recent Democrat charges that 

. I 
. 

. . . implied Republ icans were responsible for the dete�i orati on 

of the f ree Lorld  since the end of World War rr . 1 13 It - has 

been menti onld earlier that these same charges had already 

I seemed an important provocation to Judd, but the request 1ias 

sol id reinf o!cement for his view from a powerful group of 

Republ ican 1laders. 

I 

u .  s .  

1JJdd Intervi m·i. 

2
I�id. 

3rjterview with Honorable 
Senato f.  from Kansas , December 

Andrew F. Schoeppel , 
28 , 1961. 
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i 
�udd's speech applied to a h6st of motive appeals1 

which were generally basic enough .to be psychological 

ind�cements to the majority of his listeners. His iritro­

ductory statement that proclaimed a departure from the 
. ·. 

traditional keynote achieved a sense of urgency that was 

related .to the motive of survival, both for national and 

�ndividual friedoms. It also suggested that the speaker 

· . intended to be largely non-partisan in his remarks, a gentle 

nudge to the indirect audience that included Democrats and 

Independents that their sense of fair play should dominate 

their concordant motive of loyalty to institution. 

The major exposition of the speech 1,·hich pro.claimed 

relative superiority of Republican achievements and abili­

ties was exemplary of material designed to win the audience ' s . · 

motivation of !'approval and admiration, " and the motivation . 

of " emula.tion" that should particularly appeal to strong 

Independents. The motives of "security" and " :fear",  which 

are listed frequently under the broader designation of 

1 1  survi.val, " ,vere strong psychological. appeals in the body 

and in the conclusion of the speech. 

The frequent references to . the Diety and beloved such 

American leaders as Lincoln and Wilson were helpful for 

1For an explanation of the motive appeals as they 
are utilized in this paper , the reader is invited to see 
James A. liinal')s '. Speech �iaking (New Yorlc · City : Appleton­
Century Co. , 19J8 ) , pp. J02-J22. 

.. , .�., - ._ 



Republican identificati on with sign ifi cant authority and 

admired insJitutions. As the keynoter . became inspired by 

h .  . d .  t
i 

d "  - h .  1 b . . 1 is imme ia e au ience , . is anguage ecame increasing y 

filled ,-:i th direct comment � Such statements as 11you 

know, 11 11 I ask you, 11 

awfully kind I , 11 and 

be�arne evidJnt . 

11Was i t ? , 11 1 1  our blessed land , 11 1_lyou I re 

similar parenthe tical adaptations, 

In the introduction t o  a rhe torical symposium on 

the 1956 political campaign , Ernest 1':frage wrote: 1 1 It is 

readily acknlo,dedged that tllc language of A.rnerican poli tics 

is - generally n oted neithe r  f or the richn ess of its imagery 

nor the depth and maturity of its underlying thought . 11 1 

60 

If we accept the self-evalua t i on of \'!alter Judd , we might 

conclude thar Nrage '. s  quotation applies clearly to him. 

Judd has insisted that he is not a good public speaker, and 

has detailed several speech faults . 2 Nevertheless, it is 

dif:ficul t to believe . that any · man 1iho has served as an active 

spokesman for his party and church, 
- I -

and has been his con­

representative for gressi ona1 d
t

strict ' s  distinpished 

Quarterly 
1E

�
nest Wrage ; 1 1 Hhetoric 

Journal of Speech , XLIII 

2Jjdd Interview . 

and The Campaign of 1956, 11 
( February, 1957) ,  p.  42.  

· ·----·�-·-



twenty years could be completely devoid of style. Indeed, 

an absence lf any conscious attempt at embellishment and 
I . . . . 

rhetorical imagery 1vould its elf constitute a style. One 

I should accept with reservation, therefore, Judd's feeling 

that his "clilplete efforts are centered only in developing · . . I 1 speecn content • • • . I pay no attention to style. " 

cJntradicting Judd on his evaluation of bis 

speaking stJ

1

le is a long-time acquaintanc
� 

and competent 

speech critic, Robert Forsythe, 11ho said : 

. I . . 
Dr

1

. Judd's style is that of a prophet. He is 
intense, concise, and so forceful in his :flood of 
well-chosen words that he c�rried one right along with 

I 

him. H�s word-choices, sentence s tructure, and 
stylist�c qualities complete the authoritative­
persuas!i ve moo.d which he creates. 2 

The wri t er •�re ed with F o rsyth■ ' s  analysis of Judd ' s  speak­

ing and that
\ 
of Herbert Johnston, 1.1ho explained: 

· I have ahrnys thought that one could see in his 
[Judd ' s] speeches the man himself. Deeply religious 
above all other traits � his �tyle is inspiration even 
in an a�tack on something he considers evil . . . .  
Sensitiye, strongly opinioned, and an uncompromising 
perf ectionist in his own life; his language and 
spe e ch 

t
opi cs convey them all wi thout tal ki ng d own 

lr·I . .  ID 1 Q . 

2Il, t--erv� e
·
,., R · , T,\ tl i\' ' " · st t •.• - .._ • with . oberc J! orsy · J.e, · ainnoso.;a .. ·a e 

GOP Chairman )  former college speech professor, Assistant­
S ecretary of l the Department of Health, Education and Wel­
fare in the Eisenhower Administration, Minneapolis, S eptember 
7 ,  1962. 



to you1 laboring the point , or being a milk-
toast. I 

· · · _ 1_ 

In his keynote , Judd spoke in everyday English , 

unsophisticlted and comprehended easily by listeners of 

junior high school maturity. His word choices were clear , 

accurate and appropriate. There ivas no evidence of stil ted 

language or slang , merely ordinary "talk" that any citizen 

understood quickly . 
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Al though his sentence structure 1.·as often complex , 
I 

Judd sounded generally terse. His embel lishments were re-

stricted laJgely to  rhetorical q ueitions and dramatic asser­

tions. Typic�l o� J�dd ' s  political ly e:ffective rhetorical 

questions ,.,Jre: "Can our Nation ' s  prestige be raised by 

. . t I ? I 
� • • ? " 

tearing 1 down ·Aren t they on the rlmerican team , 

and "Will tljey please tel l you just 1vha t they thinl-.: the 

American peolple 1vanted their President to do? Apologize 

and hand over Wes t -Berlin ? . • . did they want him to bl 01,: 

. up and start
. 

a war? "2 Judd also adopted a rhetorical 

question format to deny Republican responsibility for alleged 

blunders thar l ed to a Communist victory in each case . The 

1rbterview with Herbert Johnston , Executive S ecre­
tary of the irinnesota State GOP Commit tee , a job he ·was per­
suaded to acbept by his l ong-time friend Judd. He had also 
worked closely with Judd in reliBious activities and YMCA 
work, :Minnea�olis , September 7 ,  1962 . 

2JJdd Keynote Transcript, p. 98. 

i 



repetition of nine 1 1 \vas it the Republicans . • 1 1 made a 

h . 
I 

ailstorm attack on the opposition and all oued Judd direct 

address t o  1lis audience , one of his 1 1 favorite speaking de-

vices. 1 1 1 

The frequent references t o  .God and the help of a 

divine po••� seemed �propriat e coming from JuM ' s  lips 

since his on
\
dinary conversational quality: sounded prayful 

. 2 t o  many listeners. Judd gave one brief prayer , mentioned 

the word "Go\d 1 1  five times , and interspersed in his speech 

these religiously connotati  vc w ords : 1 1 salvation , f'ai th, 

blessed, pra,y ,  soul, 1 1  and "dogma. 1 1 3 

Thr keynoter tmderst ood the power of l oaded 

la�guage whi
r

h he used most notably in desc�ibing the fail� 

ure of the Paris Sum.'Ui t Conference. He accused I(hrushchev 

of a 1 1 ruthleks t orpedoing ' :  and "scuttling' '  of the Confer-

6J  

f 
. . 

ence and of having attempt ed 1 1 t o  1vhi ttle down our resolution I . · . 4 and soothe us int o  relaxed slumber. 1 1  In the same vein, 
I 

Judd sta.ted later that ' ' Khrushchev stands naked before ·the 

whole world, exposed f or his t rue objectives. 1 1 5 Judd ' s  

Delegate 

lJJdd Interview. 

2clnclusion by writer based on GOP Conv�ntion . I Survey. 

I . . 
.'.3see Judd Keynote Address in Appendix •. 

4 I Judd Keynote Transcript , p. 99 . 

.s I . . . 
Ibid. , p. 105. 

· - - � ,  ..... __ 



lancuage in answering charges made by Democratic leaders 

against Eisenhmrnr and Nixon 1vas equally strong . He 

answ�r�d · 111 · part:. "As long as two previous American 

. Presidents [Franklin Roosevelt and Harry Truman] were wil-

_ 64 

. I ling to give in to Soviet leaders, they got along famously 

with them. " As a clincher to this argument, Judd exhibited 

a rare example of his irony and humorous sarcasm when, 

mimicking T1uman ; he said with acid sweetness, "Good old 

Joe. 1 1 1 

Jmdd employed effectively wor.d imagery and figures 

I of speech "as a method of making the message more vital and 

real for thl audience. "2 . He utilized a vivid metaphor in  

labeling thl communist conspiracy a "Frankenstein monster 

that our prldecessors did so much to build tip. "J One of the 

few . but ef:fJctive instances of personification 'was "this 

administr
.
atlon has not been hiding its head in the sand, or 

pretending Jhat Red China does not exist. • . . 1 1 4 · 

. AJthough he denied any f�miliarity with the clas-

sical �eto�icians, Judd Collowed success£ully Aristotle's 

� I .L ]bid. ,  p .  105 . 

2 I � 
· 

4
udd Interview . 

3
1

udd Keynote Transcript, p. 100 . 

4r1bid. , p .  lOJ. 



prescription for good style: 1 "Good style is , first of all ,  

clear. CleJrness is secured through the use of name-words 

( nouns and Jd3" ectives } and verbs , that are current . . . .  1 1 2 
. . 

I The composition of sentences demonstrated that Judd had a 

practical ujderstanding of the �anguage appropriate for a 

speaker to Jhe general public. His words were not particu­

larly vivid, but were clear and accurate for his meaning. 
( 

He showed a defin�te affinity in the keynote , and in his 

earlier published speeches and articles , for the short , 

often one sy[lable word . J Popu lar expressions were re­

stricted to Lidely understood and currerit terminologies 
I 

as "Ike , ." "w
i

opping , " and "shooting square • , ,4 De cas i onal 

1Jhdd Interview . Although he had no formal train-
ing in speech or public address in hieh school or col lege , 
Judd had fre�uent speaking exercises after col lege as a 
"member of the deputation teams for the National Volunteers . "  
As the natiohal president of this nation-wide college youth 
group dedicated to promoting missionary programs over�seas , 
Judd had one I of his richeit thri lls as the presiding officer 
and as speaker for the national convention in 1923 that drew 
more than 7 , 900 students t o  Indianapol is. His favorite 
speakers, all from his youth , were the Reverend Doctors John 
R. Mott , Geo�ge Ellingwood Joy , and Frank G. Smith. 

. 
2Line Cooper , The Rhetoric of Aristotle (New York 

City: Applet<Dn-Century-Crofts , Inc. , 1932) ,  p. 18,5. 

3Flr a published article , see "The Case for t.he 
Republ icans, '

1

' Saturday Evening Post , October 11 , 19.52; for 
speeches, seE! Vital Speeches: "Korean Unification and 
Pris oner Isslie ,11 ( 19: .578-8.5/ July 1.5 , 19.53} ; "Philosophy of 
Trade With AJia,1 1  (20: .531-J.5/May 1 ,  19.54 } ;  "How Can We Be So 
Stupid?" (17 i 29J-JOO/March 1 ,  19.51) ;  "What is The Truth About 
China? "  (11: 190-.501/June 1 ,  194.5) ; and "Conflict Moves To A 
Climax," ( 24 : 623-7/August 1 ,  19.58 } • . 

• ·  4Jjdd Keynote Transcr�pt , p .  91, 100, and 108. 
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hyperboles were demonstrated in his frequent contrasts be- -
I 

b.reen Republicans and Democrats. A good example is "Demo-

crats clamoJed, screamed . . . �vhile Presiden·t Eisenhower 

I II 1 announced. • • • 

Je anithesis of "rights are not what our Govern­

ment must d� for us : rights are what o�r Government cannot 

do to us, 1 1 2 ,underlies the "liberty of the individual" issue . 

The epigram "Republi'can management of' the government, not 

I management o:f' the people 1 1 3 is but another striking example 

of his effec�ive usage of figures of thought . Although he 

I stressed thaf "content was more the total effort with me, " 
j I · I I  Judd voiced his 'special appreciation for analogies, ex-

. I 
plaining that they seemed a superior method of making 

I 
ideas clear ilnd interesting :for all types of people, " and . . I 
that he tried to use "medical, Biblical, or political analo-

1 
I . 4 gies . • • my areas of particular experience and interest . "  

I In the l<:eynote he referred to a personal analogy that com-

pared his
.
dolng his daughter's math lession and governmental 
. I . 

aid programs [:for individuals. His reminder that . if " I  did 
. I 

my daughter ' �  math, she would vote for me • •  , . • 11 5 was point-

\ 
I 

1rJid. , p. 100. 

2rb
l
id. , P • 1 13. 

--i-

3rb
1
'.id. p. 111 . 

4Ju�d Interview . 

5Juhd Keynote Transcript , p. 115. 



edly clear. 

The question often arises in rhetorical studies 
I 

of poli ticai speeches whether ,ve are seeing the style of the 
I 

speaker, or \ the style of the ghost-writer. Russel Windes, 

Jr. stated that all the speeches at the 1960 Republican 

Convention were so similar that they suggested being written 
I . i • 1 by a common-
1
ghost-wri ter. This charge Judd denied vigor-

ou�ly, desc�ibing explicitly his own personal preparation 
. I 

i 
and research'. of the keynote content. Judd limited his 

11 outside asslistance to suggestions for editing and slight 
I 

. I 
re:--wording. "! He indicated that the keynote speech as de-. i 

livered was lrrom his sixth draft and ,-.ras between one-third 
i ' 

? and one-four�h shorter than his first draft. -
' 

Unless interrupted by his enthusiastic audience 

in an uncomp;Leted statement, Judd ' s  composition usually 
I 

sounded smooth and polished, even in  the impromptu revisions 
' 

he made to his manuscript speech. Whereas his � �yle of in-
! 

tense, forceful expression was consonant with his somewhat 
I 

severe perso�ality, an occasional touch of humor, especially 
i 

irony, appeared, generally in  an extemporaneous addition to 
I 

. i his }:?repared 1 manuscript . These additions were a welcome 
I 

' 

:Wi�des, guarterly Journal of Speech, XLVI, p. 250. 
! 

· 2Judd Interview·. ' . 

\ 
i 
I .  
l 
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change . in an otherwise monotonous pattern. 

Delivery 

N�ny viewers in the television and radio audience 

(who wero nbt familiar ,vi th Judd and his speaking style ) , and 
'! 

even many of the · immediate audience in the Chicago Amphi-
1 ' 
i theatre, 1._rere probably struck almost i1mnediately by his 
i 
I 

voice and his delivery pattern. 
I 
i 

His voice was high�pitched, 

he sounded much more . like 

member of Congress. 1 Eany 

. I 
solemn, fer

,
ently sincere, and 

a Bible-belt evaneelist than a 
I 

of these sazrie people immediately noticed the rapidness of 
I 

Judd's del i�ery, 2 although he was speaking more measuredly 

and deliberal
1
tel y  sl01·:er than the " 240 words per ·minute de-
I 

. 
,, 

livery " that\ he had used in his earli �r speaking career. -' 

1The writer has listened to a tape recording of the 
speech many 11times in tho analysis of the content, style, and 
other attribhtes. 

I 

2Bhsed on the Delegat e Survey conducted by the 
writer and covering · the Republican delegations of Oregon, Ne,·, 
York, Kansas i and Tennessee at the 19GO GOP Convention. 

I 

3 1 1 $-irst Things First, 11 Tin.lQ. ,  April 2 0, 1962 , . p. 29. 
From an analfsis of the speech . recording, th6 writer l iarned 
that Judd sl ewed his ra'te of delivery considerably for this 
occasion. His over-all rate in the speech was 140 words ier 
minute . His [ rate reflected a gradual climb from 1.36 words 
in his intro�uction to 155 11ords in the main body of the 
speech and to 1.56 in the conclusion . This compares uith the 
average of · 1jo words per minute for representative col lege 
orators repo�ted by William Nor1rnod Brigance, "Ho1·, Fast Do 
We Talk?, " Qtiarterly Journal .Qf Speech Education, XII 
(November, 1Q26 ) , PP • JJ7-J42 . 

._�-------,-.. _ - , ..... _--. 



With clipped , concise articulation and diction, Judd never 

failed to convey his mood and ideas. The audience and the 

speaker quickly warmed to each other , and applause soon 

caused difficulty in completing Judd ' s  long, frequently 

complex sentences in his �anuscript speech. 1 

69 

Shortly after Judd was publicly named the Republican 

keynoter, he promised the press that 'there would be "no 

partisan attack on the Democrats ; he would simply stick to 

the facts, " and, according to Ne1vsweek : "True to his. promise, 

there was no hell-fire and brimstone in Judd ' s  message. 11 2 

The political charges by recent Democratic speal<:ers may 

have been responsible for a change in Judd ' s  plans, but the 

writer could not agree with the cited Newsweek evaluat�on. 

The well-organized summation of Republican achievements 

balanced by charges of Democrat recklessness, irresponsibility 

and give-aways to the communists were present in partisan 

oratory in the best Harry Truman "give · 1 em hell ! " manner, 

al though in more restrained language·. Similar to the 

Newsweek commentary was that of · the New Yorl( Times: 

Mr. Judd ' s  exp��ience and skill in forensic political 
medicine made him the natural choice of his party 
to prescribe the continued administration of Repub­
lican remedies to bolster the nation's vitality. 

1These interruptions are distinguished easily in 
the speech recording. Judd finally added such admonitions 
as, "Hear me, the last part ! " See Judd Keynote Transcript, 
p. 114. 

2
11 Confident Keynote, " Ne11sweek, August 1,  1960, p. 20.· 

' 



I 
I 

His platform manner is - methodical rather than 
dramatic, and his treatment, a dosage of carefully 
marshalled facts rather than an appeal to emotion. 1 

Judd described his own speaking method as that 

7 0  

of 1 1 an arguer--not an orator. ·1 1  His usual pattern of de­

livery was the extemporaneous method, and he generally 

utilized 1 1 only a page outline of notes for public speaking. 1 1  

He reported .that for this keynote, he felt he 1 1should write 

out the speech since I i.·:ould be speaking for the 1-1hole 

party. 1 1 2 Although Judd had prepared a manuscript for this 

speech, his strong familiarity with the content and his fre­

quent alteration of language and sentence structure, plus 

occasional additions of new· ideas and phrases, made it 

seem largely extemporaneous . The ideas in the speech had 

been used in many earlier Judd speeches and articles, and 

as he told one news�aper correspondent: 

writing that speech in 1942. . . . 1 1 J 

1
1I started 

As noted previously, there are several examples 

in this speech of sarcastic  humor at the expense of his 

political adversaries, but few of these statements were de-

li:vered in a ·  light or. even humorous tone of voice. Instead, · 

the . sober note of urgency that permeated. the speech :was 

1� Y.QL!£ Times, July 26, 1960, p. 20. 

·2Judd Intervie·w. 

: .'.3-:rime, · June 20 , 1960, p. 12. 

· ,  ' ·  



sel dom ligh�ened , and this policy seemed altogether wise 

in view of �he complete acceptance and agreement that Judd 

ultimately desired to win from his audience. Moreover , 

the writer found Judd unhesttant about admitting that his 

evangelistic-sounding delivery did not properly equip him 

for humorous presentations. Judd , while discussing this 

characteristic , related that: 

1-lany people believe I sound very similar to my 
f el lo,v-Minnes otan [s enator J Hubert Htunphrey. . . • 
He was never able to tell  a · funny story or use a 
very light touch in speaking either. . I guess 
you would have to call us both crusaders, although 
our crusades have headed in opposite directions 

1 since he left the Mayor ' s  office in Minneapolis. 

71 

As he has indicated himself ,  Judd sounds much more 

like a debater than an orator. His rapid delivery was among 

the few critical comments suggested as possible areas of 

improvement by the convention delegates included in the 

writer ' s  survey, but he was considered better in delivery 

�han any previous keynoter by a great ma jority of the sur­

veyed delegates who had heard two oi more convention key­

noters. Only General MacArthur was cited as having had 

better delivery by a delegate ,vho described himself as "an 

oldtimer " and appreciative of' the "old style of oratory. 1 12 

1Judd Interview. 

2Delegate from Oregon whose reply indicated 
ance at all GOP Conventions since 19J6, except 1944 . 
Survey of Oregon Delegates, June, 1962 . 

attend­
Mail 
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I 
I Yet, . al though 

•-� \' : '. . .  

there is a definite criticism of delivery, 

it is the person�l belief of the writer that this same 

feature may have helped h-im to gain credence for his ideas. 

As Bishop Whately suggested over a generation ago: 

of the force of ·what is said depends on the degree of 

rapidity with which it is uttered. I I. It is the opinion of 

72 

the author that a slower exposition of several Judd argu­

ments might have weakened their acceptance since many of the 

arguments gained their acceptance more from the appearance 

of �incerity and deep conviction of the· speaker than from 

the strengths of his logical proofs . For Judd, such fervor 

was conveyed in part by a rapid rate of delivery. 

The sentence structure of Judd ' s  text often be­

came extremely complex and his rapid delivery enabled him 

to complete a lengthy sentence before the initial statements 

were lost in the audience's memory. Moreover, Judd ' s  clear, 

concise diction gained by clipped, articulate and often over­

emphasized pronunciation allowed him to deliver rapidly · a 

completely intelligible . speech. There . was not a single word 

in the fifty-two minute address 1.vhich ,-,as not completely 

distinguishable. Judd believes that his speech rate is too 
I ' • • 

rapid, and that he allo,rs his voice · to drop incorrectly, · 

causing incorrect inflection and improper emphasis • .. • He also 

complained that his own voice had a "Nebraskaneese " quality 

with such characteristics as · dropping . the "ings 11 on words. 



7J 

He stated that he had never really considered himself a 

public speaker, and that he was always so much concerned 

about the content of his speeches that he had little thought 

to their delivery. 1 

On e . remaining facet of delivery that deserves 

discussion is the physical or bodily activity of the keynoter 

during his speech. Many television viewers recalled that 

Judd employed broad, sweeping gestures that occasionally 

went "off camera" during the television close-ups of the 

speaker. Judd was an antimated speaker during the address . 

. He· had been urged by the Republican Television Adviser to 

I I  rehearse his speech for a trial television run, " but 

he. declined with · the explanation that "spontaneity is my one 

gift in delivery 

delivery. 1 12 

. •. • I ' ve never believed in canning up for 

Dr . .  Robert Huckshorn, seated with the Idaho Dele­

gation near the front of the convention auditorium, recalled 

that several members of the Idaho Delegation were impressed 

,vi th Judd's gestures as they were with the other elements 

of the speech. "S ome ,�ere . surprised by Judd's· gesture.s , 

commenting that they looked 'evangelical ' · and that they 

went almost :always 'heavemvard , '" Huckshorn ,'s . personal . 

lJ'udd Intervie,v. 

............. _ ....... __ .... 
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view was that Judd's "gestures were a combination of Harry 

Truman and Frank Clement 

Governor of ;· Tennessee] 

&he 1956 Democrat Keynoter and 

r r l 

A Midwestern Congressman mentioned '' the intense, 

fervent look of Judd's face--or eyes, " but was ". sur-

prised that his facial expression seldom changed. • • • . 1 1 2 . 

Chief Converition Page Tom Van Sickle agreed with the above 

view, noting : "The heavy make-up used on Judd's face for 

the television cameras might have hidden a lot of changes 

in facial expression ; however, even the . closest part of the 

audience could see little change • •  r r J Van Sickle also 

remembered that "Judd moved around to the side of the 

speaker ' s  podium once during the speech, but was quicldy 

signaled to stay closer to the microphones . • •  · • He seemed 

to become more antimated and physically alive· after the 

audience began to respond so favorably to his speech. 11 4 

When he was n·ot gesturing, Judd's hands generally 

1Huckshorn Interview. 

2Interview with Robert A. Dole, Representative of 
Sixth Congressional District of Kansas, former high school 
speech teacher and debate coach, Ru.ssell, Kansas, · December 
29, 1962. 

3rnterview 1d th Tom R. Van Sickle, member of• the 
Kansas Legislature, Fort Scott, Kansas, April 23, 1963. 

4Ibid. 
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rested on ttie top of the lectern near the pages of his 

manuscript, lbut thi� seemed to be a relatively small por-
1 

I 
tion of the :time to the writer. Even during a private 

I 

conversatio�, Judd 1 1talked 1 1  with his hands, 1 and the key­
i 

note occasio;n apparently only broadened this natural tend-
'1 

ency. His o'.nly other physical movement of importance ,vas 
i 

the Judd habit of drawing slightly bacl� on the balls of his 
' 
I 

75 

feet uhen asl,ldng a question or issuing a challenge , and then 

leaning slig�tly forward when ans1\'ering such questions . . 

This trait wias most obvious during Judd's series of nine 
I 

l • rhetorical q�estions. 

In! a Delegate S urvey of Oregon, Kansas, New York , 
i 

and Tennessee, no respondent mentioned Judd's bodily 

activity or gestures either to praise or criticize, 

although 

mentioned 

I 

' 
the 1 broader 

I 
wi!th favor. ' · 

category of delivery was consistently 

The writer agreed �ith Lionel Crocker 

that when on� watches experienced speakers, " • • • unless 
' 

you make the ! attempt to study their gestures you ,.,,il l  not 
I 

notice them. : • • • There ,vill be no lost motion. 11 2 The 
I . 

physical expression of Judd was an integral part of the 
! 

total speech 1 situation, and the fact that it did not stand 
I . 

out as notew9rthy in the minds of many delegates is probably 

an indicatio� of its effectiveness. 

' 
I 

' 
1J�dd Interview. 
. I 

, 
· 2Lionel Crocker , Public Speaking For College Stu­

dents (New Ybrk : American Book Co. , 1941 ) , p. 45 � 
I 
I 



. CHAPTER IV 

SUMMARY EVALUATION 

Achievement .Qf. Purpose 

Id his analysis of the 1960 Republican Convention, 

Russel WindJs declared that in addition to the generally 

publicized �residential-nominating and platform-writing 

features, t�e national conventions have four le�s commqnly 
. I 

appreciated - !functions, including : 
I 

· ( l) The :convention creates, susta�ns, and communicates 
images �f party candidates and the party itself. 
( 2 ) The fonvention creates, sustains, and communicates 
counter1images of opposing cnadidates and party. 
( J) The bonvention sets the tone and sets up the 
issues for the campaign which follows, demonstra­
ting to\ party members how those issues ought to 
be hand�ed. { 4 ) The convention serves to excit! 
the parfy faithful to uork. harder for victory. 

. I 
�v-indes added ! that 11 • • • in the fulfillment of these s ig-

nif icant contention purposes, the role played by speech is 
i ' 

an indispenslble one. 1 1 2 Since it is conceded generally that I 

the keynote Jpeech is aimed largely at functions just cited 
I 

I 
- I 1Windes, Quarterly Journal of Speech, October, 

1960 , p .  249 J 
I 

2Ibid . ·  
--;--

I 
I 

- I 
I 

---
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and is one of the major opportunities for persuasive and 

"official " jpeaking . in the traditional convention arrange- \ 

ment, Judd ' si keynote addres s can be appraised with Windes' 

criteria in mind. 

Be\ginning the appraisal with a non-partisan view, 

the opinions of two political analysts of the National 

Center for Education in Politics are on record. John H. 

Kessel of thl University of ifashington said of the Judd 

keynote: I 

This speech made a great impression both on the 
delegat �s and on the general public . Spontaneous · 
public �upport began to build for his nomination 
. • . [for the vice-presidency] . 1 

. · 1 
. . 

Kessel 1 s col
t

eague in the Republican study, Robert Huckshorn 

of the University of Idaho, expounded the same view: 

As an iLediate and indirect audience keynoter, Judd 
did excJption�lly well. He created the image for the 
Republidans that was desired, and achieved the opposite 
for his [ party's opponents. He inspired his fellow­
Republicans and his fellow Americans to ,vork harder 
for Ametilican goals : largely establishing these goals 
as within the grasp of Republicans, but beyond the 
capabil � t ies of Democrats. His refutatiori was 

. strange� than the original Democratic attack, and 
his off�nse succeeded frequently in making the 
Communis

1

, ts and Democrats seem like partners in crime. 2 

Kansas' Republican Congressman Joseph Skubitz, al­

though;:i:� more partisan critic, offered a delegate ' s  view of 

. I . . · 1Inside Politics : The National Conventions, 1960, 
p • .51 . 

2 \ 
Huckshorn Interview. 



the Judd sp
l

ech : 

Congressman Juli demonstrated in that lceynote speech 
that hk is one of America ' s outstanding orators of 
our tikc. He had a statesmanlike debater ' s  approach 
to the\ keynote. His speech was an inspiration to 
every . Republican in the Hall, and I have yet to 
hear a \ direct comment that was critical of his 
evidence or logic from a listener on radio or 
televi1ion. It gave us tremendous material for an 
offensive campaign . 1 

C�ristian Science Monitor Correspondent William 

Stringer de

]

\ cribed the reasons Judd ' s  speech themes were 

· successful: 

Traditionally the Republican Party has risen to its 
- I 

most efjfective heights on the wings of strongly 
held ideals--the opposition to slavery in the days 
of AbrJham Lincoln , the battle against trusts and 
indust�ial barons in the years of Theodore Roosevelt. 
This hope for winning attitudes accounted partially 
for the thunderous applause given the ·convention 
keynoter. � . •  2 
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Stringer was joined in his analysis of the spe�ch's 

attitudes· by an editorial in his own ne,vspaper :  

Much of . Mr. Judd ' s  review of recent events was highly 
effectiye. He was on sound ground in declaring that 
Hr . Khrushchev 1vrecked the summit not because the 
United � tates was weak but because it was -strong . 
Also in \ pointing out that the U-2 successes during 
four years should be recognized and appreciated for 
their pbace-keeping services. He was effective, too, 
in recalling that the missile gap was not wholly 
a Republican production . 
, Ot�er aspects of the Judd foreign affa�rs review 
were much less accurate and reasonable. This cam-

' . paign w
r

l not be helped by ralcing up charges about 

1rJterview with Congressman Joseph -Skubitz, 
Washington ; rl .  C. , April 29 ; 1963 . 

2!vJlliam S tringe�, "Republicans Grapple For 
Dynamism," Cliristian Science Monitor, July 26, 1960 , 

Fresh 
p. 1.  

- . .-�-----. . . -



not trying to win the ·war in Korea and giving away 
Eastern Europe. But Mr. Judd ' s  account of domestic 
prosperity, increase in jobs, and wages, and the 
checking of inflation was fir . more persua�ive. In­
deed , unless the number of Americans actually experi­
encing "hard times" rises sharply before November, 
the Democrats may find the prosperity issue still 
potent. 

But the part of this speech which �est pro­
jected the essential Republican image and tied in 
with Hoover and Goliliiater keynotes was its ringing 
exposition of freedom as beginning with individual 
achievement, not with governmental be�to�als. 1 

Republican National Commi tteeman Floyd Ruppenthal 

declared : 

Judd made one of the most effective speeches , politi­
cal or otherwise ,  that I have heard in over 40 years 
as a listener, who has himself often spoken in public. 
He spoke to the pe-0ple as one of them who knew his 
subj ect, first-hand , and was full of it. He ".sold" 
himself and his subject so well that the delegates 

2 interrupted him repeatedly 1d th applause and cheers. -

A Republican delegate from Oregon whose comments 

ref�ected considerable rhetorical sophistication analyzed 

Judd's keynote as follows: 

It should be noted that the job of the keynoter 
is not to convince the audience before him. He is 
to please that audience and convince . the TV audience. 
Therefore , the keynoter is' "sui generis. " It is not 
the ordinary political speech with or without TV . 
It must be j udged by its own standards. Furthermore , 
it carried yet another burden--or at least Judd's 
did. It was designed to convey an image of the Nixon 
campaign . Judd himself--his background, his physical 

l 1 1Editorial, " Christian S cience Eonitor , July 
26, 1960, p .  18 . 
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2_Delegate S urvey response from Floyd H. Ruppenthal , 
Kansas Republican Chairman in 1960-62, July, 1962. 
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' i  
features , everything about him--conveyed the image 
of the ¢ampaign, as it uas then planned. Within 
that lmp,-m image, J�dd had to 1-:ork in presenting 
his two: speeches in one. 

An 1 excellent .speech for the occasion. The 
physical difficulties of speaking . to a huge , hot 
and restless crowd and to the vast TV audience are 
unbelievabie to the average person. Judd ' s  speech 
did both very 1.rell. His speech evoked a response 
from his volatile audience which enhanced the TV 
presentation. It borrcctly gauged the mood of his 
live audience. By doing so and evoking an audible 
respons� of such magnitude, it carried also the TV 
viewer. 1 
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Two other members· of the Oregon Republican Dele­

gation to the Chicago Conve�tion expressed minor criticisms: 

"I_ thought i;t was effective and dramatic but an over-s·impli­

fication in stating the Republican point of view. 1 12 1 1Al­

thou.gh he en,gendered considerable enthusiasm in the multi­

tude, he reminded me of Billy S unday giving a 1 hell, fire 

and brimstone ' speech. Converts were obtained while the 

words 1.rere flowing, but the message was soon forgotten. 113 

Windes, in describing the speeches of a convention 

that "was better than any convention in many years , 1 1 

asserted : 

No matter what one thinks of the substance of l'lalter 
Judd's ! keynote address, its influence must be ad-
mi tted.1 No matter how many dead cats he threw out, 

Delegate ., 

I 

1 1  IDelegate Survey 
Jaly , 1962 . 

· I 

2 i Ibid • . -
1
· · · ' ' 

· Jibid. 

• I ' '  

L 

response, from anonymous Oregon 
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he gave the delegates what they warited and needed, · ·  
a slash�ng, rip-roaring , old-fashioned rebuttal of 
the cha�ges made by the Democrats in Los Angeles. 
It was -� powerful speech� vigorously delivered. l 

Comparative Evaluation 

I Le
i 

Egan reported in the New York Times an inter-

esting account of the contrasting Democratic and Republican 
I 

Conventions: 
I 

Mr. Jud4 1 s keynote address was deliveted to a j ubil ant, 
cheering, capacity audience that filled every avail­
able seat in the huge International Amphi theatre . 
. . . Tqe major speakers had an attentive audience, 
far mor� so than was evident at the Democratic Con­
vention iin Los Angeles two weeks ago. . • . �lr. Judd ' s  
sallies !against the Democrats were frequentl y cheered 
and app]auded. They obviousl y furnished the kind of 
ammunit:ilon the delegates expected to take back home 
with thJm for use in the campaign. 2 

· 
MaJcom S illars relates his v�ew of the Democratic 

speaking in Jhe previously cited rhetorical analysis of the 
! 

1960 Presideritial Campaign. 
I 
I 

Having junked the old appeals and evidence, most 
convention speakers, unsure of their new audience, 

I 

failed to find the dramatic evidence and linguistic 
techniq�es to strike , fire in the political forest 
of 1960 J 3 · . 

_ ___.;I_ . _ · 
I . . . 

. 
1Windes , Quarterly Journal of Speech, XLVI , p. 257. 

2L�o Egan , "The GOP ·· Convention , n -� York Times, . 
July 26, 1960, p. 19 • . 

3 I · Malcom S illars, "The Democrat _Convention , 1 1  Quar-
terly Journal of S peech , XLVI ( October, 1960) , p. 247 • .. 

. i . 
r .  

. . . I . . 

l 
. i 
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Theodore White has a distinctly di:fferent expla­

nation when Je contrasts the ef:fectiveness 6:f the two party 

keynoters in the 1960 campaign. White alleged: "By the 

time, on Monday evening, the keynote speaker Senator Frank 
. . I 

Church of Id1ho, rose to set the note, all he had to say 

had already been reduced to cliche . ' 1 1  Long an un:friendly 
I 

critic of Ju4d, 2 White asserted that the GOP . keynoter was 

"a master o:f [ arousing hate . .  · . .  1 1 3 Ho·wever, 1-Jhite was a 
I 

reluctant witness to the :fact that "at both the Democratic 
; 

and RepublicJn Conventions the best te.chnical orations , 
I 

the responsi�e orations came from Minnesota men, Eugene 
I 

McCarthy and lWalter Judd, as i:f both had inherited the old-

fashioned MiJnesota Populist knack of heating the political 
I 

blood . •  • • r  Desc ribed by Malcom S illars as lacking 

"impact, 11 th� Church keynote was a poor second to Judd ' s  
I 

and was 11 • •  1 - indicative of reflective ora_tory which may 

be in keeping with the new times but does not have the emo-
' 

. I 
tive excelle�ce l\l'hich Alben Barkley gave to the despondent 

assembly in J!948. 
. 

I 

. . . 1 1 5  

I 1t'l]i.ite, :Making o:f the President, p. 1.53. ,  
I 

2JJdd Interview . 
. I . 

. 

3w1}ite, Making of the President, p. 206. 

4rJid. 
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ss l11ars, Quarterly Journal of Speech, XLVI, p. 247. 
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An◄•>ther comparative eyaluation came :from Republi­

can National Committee Secretary , Miss Josephine Good , ·who 

was seated a :few feet from the speaker ' s  podium on the 

rai�ed stage. Miss Good told the writer that 

I Judd ' s  speech was much bet ter received by the dele-
gates a*d nation, in the opinion of National (GOP] 
Staff, than even such a popular convention keynoter 

I as General Douglas MacArthur. Judd's speech was 
much lo�ge r  t�an MacArthur's though it was deiivered 
much mo�e rapidly.. I became completely enthralled 
with Ju�d ' s  speech . Dr. Judd never allowed your 
attentibn to wander. It was a magnificent speech ; 
it was �o wonder that Judd was boomed :for the 
vice-pr�sidency when he :finished his keynote speech.1 

. I 
-

The :forty-one delegate survey responses that came 

:from :four reiresentative states revealed that the great. 
I majority o:f delegates. '.agreed with the National Secretary ' s  

evaluation. _ Oregon Delegate Joe B. Richards admitted that 

after hearing Judd and the earlier 1956 keynoter, Governor 

I 
Arthur Langlie, he thought the "Washington Governor '·s . I -
speech ,1as lifeless and pointless by comparison. 1 12 · A 

s econd anonyLous Republi can Oregonian considered Judd the 

t I h 

.

d , d b 
. 

f h . " . 1 . bes keynoter e ha hear , ecausc o is . superior ogic , 
! 

1 . I t .  d . d 1 · nJ Th . c ear organiza ion, an sincere e ivery. • . •  • is 

I . - -------,----+---
1r�terview with Miss Josephine L. Good, Exec�tive 

Secretary of l the Republican National Committee and Director 
of the 1960 GOP Convention, April 29,  1 963 . 

�Dllegate Survey response from Oregon Delegate 
Joe

.
B. Richa�ds, July , 1962. 

· :3nl1e�at� Response from Oregon, July , 196 2. 

8 J  
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delegate's camments are representative of the majority of 

the delegate survey responses. 

gate : 

Also typical is the report of a Tennesse e dele-

I felt that this keynot e contained more documentation 
and spe bific examples in supporting arguments than 
most of f the keynotes of both parties in several years • 
. . . Judd had more of a following with the delegates 
before ie spoke than everyone except MacArthur , and 
after tic spe ech he could have had the vice-presidency 
if he h.\i.d wanted it. . • . . His speech and Nixon ' s  
accepta*ce speech ,vere the convention highlights. 
It ' s  difficult to even remember the maj or argµments 
of most f of the keynot ers, but I ' ll be able to re­
member Dudd ' s  for a long time, especially his 
analogi�s • . • •  1 

I A response from another Tennessee delegate con-

trasted Judd with Frank Clemeht, the Tennesse e Governor 

who delivered the 1956 keynote for the Democrats : 

" Clements wa1 over-dramatized and Judd had superior 

and delivery l 1 12 A Tennessee delegate who had heard 

keynote on tllevision thought Judd "perhaps not as 

in appearanc1, and stimulating to . the Republicans, " 

facts 

MacArthur ' s 

emotional 

but 

reported, 

spe ech. 1 1 J 

"I still look back with a thrill on Judd's 

This last comment was one of the few 1·:hich found 

lD ef le::.- ·ate � Survey response from Tennesse e, · July, 196� . 

I 2Delegate Surv�y r�sponse from. Tennessee , July, 1962 . 
I Jibid. 



Judd ranking lower in total effect than an earlier key-

noter and it was the only such view from a Tennessee 

delegate. Tennesseeian }Iillsaps Fitzhugh mentioned Judd ' s  . I . . 
"statesmanship " and added that Judd 1 1 is very popular in 

the South. 1 1 1 Two yet unmentioned Tennessee delegates who 

collectively had attended seven conventions selected Judd 

as the best keynoter in their memory, one adding that . 
I ? .  Judd "had more punch. "-
! 

Only nine · delegat cs of the New Yo�k GOP contin-

gent replied to the delegate survey, and of those nine, 

only one had attended a convention prior to 1960. This 

New Yorker had attended six convent�ons, and recounted 

the i960 Con�ention in Chicago : 

. . .  an electrifying experience. I think this was 
I possibly the best speech ever made by Congressman 

Judd. He used to the full his histri onic abilities, 
was mosit impressive in his obvious knmvledge and 
depth of his subject and his passionate sincerity 
and belief most telling. 3 

Th!e twelve Kansas Republican delegates responding 

to · the surve!y were uniform in rating Judd the best keynoter 

they had heJrd in their collective attendance at twenty-five 

conventions. A delegate who had represented Kansas at ali 

I 1Delegate Survey response from Tennessee Delegate 
Millsaps Fi,zhugh,

_ 
July, 1962. 

2Delegate Survey tesponse ·from Tennessee, July, 1962 .• . I . . 
3nelegate Survey response from N�w Yo�k, " July, 1962. 
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conventions � ince 1940, excepting 1944 , not only found 

. I 
Judd "superi or, " but felt that Judd "had only been 

. . I speaking five or ten minutes and . • . was sorry that it 

was · over. ,·, 1 

· · A former Kansas United States Senator wrote : 

Judd wal far more effective than Arthur Langlie and 
he had llietter content to his speech than General 
:MacArth�r. :MacArthur had better delivery. Overall, . I I thought Judd to be the most effective that I have 
heard. He seems like an authority when he starts 
talking about the way he - has seen the world slip 
over to the communists , mostly due to mistakes and 
11 deals" of Democrat presidents. 2 

The former state chairman of the Kansas Republi-
'!" 

can. State Committee and convention delegate in 1960 said : . . 
I . . 

Governor Langlie's Keynote S peech to the 1956 con­
vention l was a good speech--but j ust another good 
political speech. Judd ' s  rated superior in any 
league. I Both he and Judd used repetition for effec­
tiveness. (e. g. Langlie: i : iife promised, " Judd: nwas 
it a Republican Administration? 1 1 ) Langlie was not 
a national figure and could not tallt as one who had 
been on l the scene. Other keynote speakers have been 
good . But none in my period of observation has so 
"fired" l the

.
convention and the TV-radio audiences as 

did Walter Judd. J 
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I 

. 
Pr

r
bably :the most complete response, and the most · 

meaningful ,iith its broad experience of conventions , is that 

of an Oregonlcouple who wrote this answer to the request 

that they co pare Judd to earlier keynoters heard : . 

I 

1nl1egate Survey response from Kansas, · July, 1962. 

I 2Delegate Survey response from former U.S. 
Senator Harry Darby from Kansas, July, 1962. 

. I 
. 

3Ruppenthal Intervie,i. 



The onl� other keynoter who compared :favorably with 
Judd was our own Senator Fred S teiwer who I heard · 

· at my :first convention in Cleveland .in 19.36 .  
Senator ls tei,-:cr ,,;as also very ,,;ell received by the 
delog�t

j
: �  because he had an excellent speech . Stassen 

(:for�er Governor o:f Minnesota} and Governor Green 
[o:f Illinoi� were good, but they lacked the signifi­
cant me�sage that Walter Judd had prepared. General 
MacArthJr hcid the more polished, eloquent delivery that 

· I ' ve al.Jays admired, but -his material was a slight 
disappo�ntment to many of us. Governor Langlie 
[o:f 1.fasliington] ,,;as a definite disappointment even to · 
his own 

!Washington Delcga tion. 
I was not back fro� the Pacifi6 in 1944 and did 

not hea� Governor Earl ivarren [of Cali:forµia] , but 
other " old-timers " without exception tell me that 
Judd gav;

j

1e the best speech in their memory, and my wife 
, ( though not a delegate ) says that Claire Booth Luce 
gave a Hetter speech than Narren at that 1944 conven-

1 

tion. 'Dhe wife says that the Luce speech ·was second 
only to IJudd ' s  speech and Vice President Nixon's 
Acceptance Speech in all the speeches she has heard 

I 
at the �

l

ive conventions she has attended . I've 
attended all except the 1944 Convention and would rank 

I . 
Congressman Judd as the best speaker in keynote con-
tent an� second only to General MacArthur in ora­
torical 

�
elivery.l 

It would have been impossible then, as it is now, 

to know the complete reaction o:f the America.n public to 

Judd's keynot
l

e speech. It ,,;as obvious from simple obser­

vation , and the writer's Delegate Survey has served to con­

fi�m, that thl Republican auditor�· in the Chicago
. 

Amphi­

theatre were �reatly moved by the Congressman ' s  speech. 

There a.re two additional signs of recognition afforded 

Judd ' s  oratory by his _ party ' s  national committee. Judd was 

prevailed upoh by the GOP National Committee to give a 

1De�egate Survey response from Oregon, fuly, 1962 . 
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-, 

thirty 

ups on 

minut e� address over two national television hook-

�h.e elening prior to the election. He has been 

listed alone with such other speakers as Eisenhower ,  Dewey , 

Percy , Lodge , Rockefeller, Gol&,ater , and Mitchell in a 

special Reputli■an task force used . for major addresses in the 

campaign. 1 Judd undoubtedly was considered a top Republican . 
. . I . 

campaign orator in. 1960 , and his successful keynote speech 

cont ributed !ignificantly to that evaluation. 

In brief sum.'llary , Walter Judd's convention key-

note speech 
r

as one of the best-received , most �ffective 

such addresses in modern political history. It owed its 

effectivenes1 primarily to Judd ' s  compelling sincerity , his . 

simple , hardthit ting language and delivery , and his skillful 

selection and adaptation of persuasive campaign themes. 

I 1W :iite, Naking of the President , p. 2 64. 

'Tl 



APPENDIX I. KEYNOTE ADDRESS 

The Best W�y To Achieve Good 

Object�ves And Keep Them 1 

Thank you, Mrs. Bolton. 

Nr. Cha,irman, fellow Republicans, fellow American's . 

8Q 

As we meet tonight in t&is Republican National 

Convention 0€ 1960 I do not believe that you want me to in-

dulge in the traditional keynote speech, blaming the other 

party for ev
r

rything that is wrong, taking credit to our­

selves for e�erything that ' s  right, and trying to convince 

the American people that if they'll just elect us to office, 

then we ' ll solve every problem, increase every benefit, 

expand every existing program, start a whole flock of new 

programs, give everyone everything he wants -- and reduce 

the national debt at the same time. [applause_] I have a 

notion you h!eard enough of that two weeks ago to last ya' 

q
u

ite awhil
j-

(applaus <i) 
' ,. ,  

1,�his is the exact text of the address as it was 
released fo�

I 

t
.
he press with corr�6tions and bracketed 

information provided by the writer after listening to the 
speech on tape. 
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The times in which we meet tonight are to·o serious 

for that. 

The problems we face are too disturbing; 

oul country ' s  safety -- your safety and my safety 

-- are too gleatly endangered. 

Whlt the American people want to know as they•' re · · 

I 
watching us here tonight is: which party has the greatest 

I 
capacity to keep this country safe and sound? 

Whlch party is the most alert to and best under­

stands the p

l

bwerful forces against us, abroad and at home? 

Which party best understands the forces for us , 

abroad and alt home? And, which party has the ablest, the 

most experie!nced, the best qualified and finest men. to lead 

our country through the perilous months and years ahead? 

_ WI do not pretend that the Republican party is 

always right and the Democratic party is always wrong. 

wJ
.
kriow, as you who are listening know , that what 

I Democrats . and Republicans want is a strong , :free and pros-. I 
perous America in a peaceful and secu-re world. The difference 

between the two · parties is not over those good objectives ; the 

difference is over the best way to achieve those good objec-

/ tives -- and keep them � 
I _-
s ome Democrats hav• regularly tried to make it 

appear that we Republicans are opposed to various good � 

--��ch as .security for old age, adequate medical care, better 

,· -,;. 
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education, better housing, protection of the rights of labor 

and of minorJties, aid to agriculture--just because we do 

not agree wiJh the solutions which they advocate, because we · 

believe they are not the righ,t solutions to get the answers 

we all want . But it is not because we are against the good 

ends; it is 
[

reclsely because we are for ·them that we oppose 

measures we deeply believe are unsound • 

. s oJetimes we are told that to �in elections, �e 

Rep�blicans jhould make grandiose promis�s, like those the 

opposition plrty made at its Convention . Maybe th.at is a ,:ay 
. I 

to win elections ; but we repudiate it, first because it would 
. I 

not be shooting square with you, the voter� and second, it 

wouldn ' t  sucleed. For there is not chance of our being able 
. . I 

to out-promise the Democrats ! 

Milht I add at this point the mild warning to our 

friends in tJe Democratic Party to this effect: that if 

elections in this country are to be won on the basis of who 

makes the . most promi�es, then they can easily beat us. But 

I they won't be in power very long, for the Communists can 

easily beat .

i

l
hem. They have !lQ. scruples at all . [heavy· 

applause] 
' . 

Overshadowinbo- every· thing else as we meet is the 

I 
. . 

hard fact that a powerful enemy threatens America on every 

front. It 1l . ihe most dangerou; assault .in our nation's 

history, in ·!art :be�ause it is s-0 different
. 

fro� any previous 

threat. 



92 

The Republican Party was born in a time of crisis . 

It was brought into being by the strong free spirits of a 

century ago, to deal with the gravest problem of the nine­

. .  -:• · teen th century--namely, HUMfu\J' SLAVERY. 

In 1860 in �his city the Republican Party nominated 

as its candidate for the Presidency of the United States a 

man who had risen from the humblest beginnings_ to become a 

leader in the effort to end h�mn slavery without destroying 

the Union. 

He led our party to victory, the nation to salvation, 

and the people to a rededication to the sound principles on 

wh'ich the country had been founded and had -grown great . . 

We want tonight, both to honor Abraham Lincoln 

and to learn from him . 

- Pleas� God, we may do as well �ith our divided 

world as he did with his divided nation. [heavy applaus;J 

Mark my word, the gravest issue of the 20th ·century 

is also HUMAN SLAVERY -- this time not men • enslaved by other 

men; but, far more complex and dangerous, masses of men en-
.. �.. ..... .,. . .  

,yf:'.' slaved· by • the state, their own governments . 

More human beings are in bondage tonight than ever 

before in human history . Nine hundred million abroad �re 

denied by their own go'vernment the simple right . to worship, 

to . speak, 
i 

tol assemble, 

t_o choose or; to change 
•� • :  t• . ; I • 

• 

to join, to own ; the right of a man 

his work and to live his own life with 

--- - •-�·-··---� 
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In this total situation, the Republican Party 

stands today as it  has from the beginning--.£2.!: freedom and 

against Slavery. (appla�s� 
------- --·-

You will judge both parties not by promises but 

by performance. And i t  is on the basis of our record of 

solid performance that we proudly present to you in this con­

vention � an honest accoun�ing of our stewardship during 

these eight years--and a look at the future. 

How well have we dorie what we said we would do 

when you elected us? 

How do � propose to deal with the challenges we 

face now,· at home and abroad? 

Why do; we believe our . Republican principles and 

proposals offer the greater hope for accomplishing the greatest 

good and the · greatest gro1,rth for America in the next four 

years? 

Let us deal first with the international situation. 

We said in 19.52 we believed we c_ould get and main-

tain peace with honor , and have done it. 

We · brought to an end the fighting · in the Korean 1far 

whicll the Truman Administration would not win and could not 

stop. ·(heavy
. 
�pplause] 

It : didn ' t  make sense to continue to enlist American 
. l ' 

youth and. exhort them to fight well in the noblest tradition 

of Ameri ca: _'s J':�reat_es_t .her�e� -- but not to fight _ too well 

" ':J :} .. .  · . .. . . . . .  

... ; 

� :-.,.· _.; . ,. ·, _· : : . . 
::--::�·· ) . . 



because then they might win, and that would provoke the 

en�my. They should give all they had, their lives -- and 

JJ,000 did -- but they must not win ! It was the first war 

ever fought -- so far as I am aware in all history in terms 

of trying to please the enemy ! To continue that war was 

madness. [heavy applause] 

Then President Eisenhower took charge. It took 
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time, patience, skill, but within nine months, the fighting 

was_ brought to a close -- without dishonor, without sacri­

ficing the interests of any ally, or weakening our own security 

position in the Pacific. We Republicans are exceedingly proud 

of that accomplishment. [heavy applausaj 

In addition, this Administration has prevented a 

half a dozen other thteats from developing into wars -- do 

you remember Trieste, the Mossadegh uprising in Iran, 

Guatemala, Formosa, S uez, Lebanon, Quemoy, West Birlin? Not 

a one developed into ,1ar ! · And how was that accomplished? Not 

by sacrificing our principles in secret deals under the table ;  

but · by steady, patient firmness and strength in support of 

princ.iples. What principles? First, our own historic prin­

ciples : human freedom ; keeping our word; stea_dfa:st support of 

friends and allies; · and, second, wholehearted support of the 

United Nations. 

In short, our efforts everywhere have been . to help 

build free nations· ·up ; •  the efforts
. 
of the Communists every­

where are to • pull· free, . nations dotin. 

• ' ,  :, . 

- - ·--------
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I.t does not avail , however, to be firm in support 

of principl�s unless we have the strength to back it up • . 

95 . 

This Administration has built up gigantic strength in our own · 

·. armed forces and given .vital assistance in building up the 

strength of other nations st�nding with us against the com­

mon threat. Ours is a balanced power, not �11 our eggs in 

one basket, whether it be a b,omber basket, a missile, sub­

marine, or any kind of a balanced power basket. 

President Eisenhower will perhaps have sor.1ething to 

say on this subj ect tomorrow hight. I hope the armchair ex­

perts who have thought they knmv more about our armed �trength 

than he and our Joint Chiefs of Staff will listen in too. 

[heayy applaus<ij 

But r · am compelled to take n�ti9e here of certain 

charges made by the opposition party. 

It is claimed for e_xample that tlus Administration 

allowed a missile gap to develop. No, it found a missile gap 

and has managed to get it almost closed. Cstrong convict1oru 

When President Eisenhower took· office in 1953 , the 

preceding administration had actually retarded ,,rork in this 

fiel�, even though it knew the Soviet Union was making tremen­

dous efforts. The Truman Administration in: eight · years had 

put 17 times. more into price supports for peanuts than · for 

long range missiles. [heavy applause] 

: The Eisenhower Adniinistratiqn · is today putting 40  



times as much into such missiles each month as the previous l 

96 

Administration did in 8 years, and . they accuse us o:f of lag-

ging? [irony. in voicEU · 

It took the S�viet Union 12 years to divelop its 

long range missiles. It took this Administration six years 

to get ours· operational. Anything wrong with that? [ 1 1 No , 1 1 

• 1 . said audience] 

Senator Kennedy �as reported by the Press to have 

said on February 21st of this year , quote "We have the greatest 

deterrent :force . in history and _thank God for that , 1 1 unquote. 

· He was right ! 

But it is not enough to have such vast overall 

power. Our primary desire in : building up such striking force 

is not to :fight a war, but to deter a war. And it is not just 

the strength that we have, it is the strength which our ene.;. 

mies, our allies and our own people know that we have , which 

is �ur main hope o:f deterrini war. 

Now I ask you, what, kind of reckless and irre- . 

sponsible action is it for anyone to misrepresent the United 

States as second-class power, • as was dorie in the Democratic 

Convention , and thereby encourage the v:ery attacks which all 

Americans profoundly hope and pray can be prevented? [heavy 

applause-strc>ngest so far] Do they want to · get into office 
. .  

that badly?· : : 
, • - • -·� . ::, .. _., l - ' . 

· . •: :. Did you see the movie shoun at the Democratic 

. :. ·: ( , , .  

- . -�--�-
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National Cohvention two weeks ago, dredging up scenes of 

• · > . hunger, squalor, and misery in the United States as if they 
� � . . 

· . , •  · were typical of this . bles sed land. You would have thought our 
_ - .,._ · r  .. 1 

· . ··· •• L ·- ' .  

. 
: :, :� •. . . 

. 
., ,  

coµntry was on the verge of falling apart � What kind of 

s alesmanship for their country is that? 

I ask you, can our nation ' s  prestige be raised by 

tearing it down? Aren ' t  they on the American team? [audi-

"No. "] ence, 

It is devoutly to be hoped -- because it offers 

our best chance of avoiding war -- that Mr. Khiushchev, in 

making up his mind about our actual military, economic and 

moral strength, will depend a lot more on the reports of his 

own agents than on the mis statements made in the heat of the 

Los Angeles Convention . 

It was claimed that thi� Administration has not 

taken the initia�ive in the cold war, that we have allowed 

things to drift. Yet the orators condemn the Republican Ad­

ministration for brilliant examples of s uccessful initiative . 

For example, · the U-2 flight_s. ·• If we had !l2i _developed U-2 

and had n6t been using it to keep up to date on military pre-

p.3:rations within the Soviet. Union, we could properly have been 

charged with inviting anoth�r Pearl Harbor. [heavy audience 

response] The fact that our U-2 operations were so outstand-
. . . . 

in�ly succ�s �ful £oi four ye�rs should be a source � I should 
, '· 

think, of intens e ·pride to all Americans. Let me remind you, 
. ,_. . . , ·  . . . 

. 
.• 

. . : ' } '• . 
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vent war. 
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Again , it has been suggested that the President 

should have done s·omething different or better about Mr. 

Khrushchev I s breakup of the Paris conference. \ \Till they 

please tell :you just what they think the American people 

wanted their President to do? Apologize , and hand over West 

Berlin? e 1No , rr' audience] On the other hand, did they want 

him 'to blow up and start a 1var? Of course not ! 

The .facts are that · i_t has been the President himself 

and Secretaries of State Dulles and Herter who on innumerable 

occasions have warned the American people against optimism 

regarding any conference with Communists at the Summit in the 

absence of any evidence of cha�ge in their objectives and 

methods. 

At 'the Paris conference, everybody hoped that the 

_ miracle might take place and Mr. Khrushchev would abandon his 

avowed purpos.e to bury us .;__ one 1vay or . another. · Tragically , 

there was no miracle . Mr. Khrushchev himself killed the hope. 

But his ruthless torpedoing of the Paris meeting 
• - :  I 

was evidence .of the failure of hi§. foreign policy , not of 

ours. His strategy for at least two years had been the old one 

of trying . to conquer the West by dividing. it. He tried his 

best to set our ailies against_· · each other and against us. He 

came ·. to our 09untry and ·. talked ', about peace . arid friendship , 



trying to whittle down our resolution and to soothe us into . 
I 

-
relaxed slumber . He did not succeed. 

When Mr. Khrushchev knew before the Paris confer-
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ence convenbd that he had failed to divide, deceive or soften 

up . the free powers, he had no choice but to break up the 

conference. Otherwise, he ,vould either have had to back 

down on Berlin, or start a ·war. Either would have been fatal 

to him. So his scuttling of the Paris conference and his 

grotesque efforts to pin the blame on us were proof positive , 
. . I 

no� o:f Ame�ican and Western weakness , but of our strength. 

[heavy appllus� 

· wlth the bald deception of Nr. Khrushchev I s phony 

I peace postu:r:e exposed at Paris by" himself , he had to change 

his tactics and make a different effort to divide and conquer. · 

He is now moving heaven and earth to achieve by subversion 

what he coulld not achieve " by division' of the Western powers. 

I . . . . . . 
He is trying, to upset free governments, one by one , by 

ordering into . action the apparatus the Communists have been 

sy�tematical[y building an� training in all • other countries 

· :for decades, :for the very purpose now revealed so plainly in 

. · , . Japatt and Cuba 

\\Th� did the Communists have to cancel President 

> ·• Eisenhower I s vis it to  Russia and resort to such . violent meas­

ures in Japan to· pr�vent his visit there? Not because of the 

I ·. _ ,  • ·_ . •. · \ .  
inef:fectiveness «?f the \President's visits abroad , · but because 
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of their demonstrated effectiveness. (heavy applause1 
I ._ 

The Red leaders saw the vast difference between Eisenhower ' s  
. I . 

reception , fi

l

or example , in· India, and the receptions given 

Khrushchev and Chou En-lai. The Reds didn ' t  dare let Ike 

chalk up ano1ther tremendous triumph l1i th millions of people 

in :Mother Rulssia its elf , and in a key country like Japan . 

It has . been charged .that no previous Presidents 

or Vice Pres�d�nts ever · suffered such insults abroad--as if 
i . ' 

somehow that\. was · their fault. : There are two inescapable 

On� is that as long as two previous American Presi-
1 

answers. 

dents were willing to give in to Soviet leaders, they got 
I 

along famously with them . Good "Ole' Joe . " · [heavy applausJ 

Why should t!e Communists insult those Presidents as long as 

. I . 
they were getting what they wanted? 

I . . . 
. Naturally . Khrushc�ev would prefer not to negotiate 

with a RepubJican President who he has learned will not be 

taken in or Jntimidated or tricked into any concessions . . I [heavy applause] . I Nc:n\"'
\ 

the second ans1rnr to the charge that no previous 

Presidents ha
r 

been so snubbed or insblted is th�: No 

previous Pres,iderit has faced a. Communist conspiracy that was 

I . . . . . . 
strong and -arrogant enough to take such action as Mr. Khrushchev 

took, and how did the Communist conspiracy get so strong and 

arrogant? That _ can.not be laid at the door of . Republicans. 

Look . again at .'the ;record/ 

: ., ,  

. . . 
, , ' 

, r ,  
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I would rather not go over the mistakes of the 

past; there 1 s more than enough to talk about regarding the 

future . But if we Republicans are to be charged with ina­

bility to dial �ith th� forces of aggression which those who . I - -
make the ch

r
rges helped to build up, then we owe it to the 

truth to set the record straight. [heavy applause] - - I _ -
The_ troubles 1-1e are · in with the Communist s are 

exactly the troubles that Republicans ,varned for years be-

fore 1952 would develop if we : ,fol lowed the courses that were 

followed. 

I ask you, was it Republicans who recognized the 

Soviet Union in 1933 and gave it acceptance into our country, 

[1; No, ; ;  audie!nce] gave it acceptance into our country as if it 

were a respectable and dependable member there6f? 

Was it Republicans who, at  Tehran, against the 

urgent advicr of Mr. Churchill , agreed to give the Russians 

free hands in the Balkans ? . ['; No, ; ;  audience] 

\ lvas it Republicans who secretly divided Poland and 

gave half of it to _ the Soviet > Union? [;'No, •i audience] 

W'as it Republicans who agreed to the Conmrnnist take­

over _ of a h.uldred million people in Eastern Europe who are not 
I - - --

Russian? t"No, " audienc�] . - · 

Wal it a Republican ·Administration 1ihich at Potsdam 

gave 'the Soviet Union Ea�t Gerinany- and left ' West Berlin cut ' � . ' . � . �i· · . . . ' ' 

of( from . the rest of the:: fx-ee ':world? [l·.N�; . II  audience] 

/· ' 

. _, . , ,  .� . ' •;
. 
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Was it a Republican Administration that pu blicly 

promis ed thLt Manchuria would go back to its rightful owners,  

the . Chines e l  a nd the n secretly at Yalta gave control o:f 

· Manchuria tb the Russ ians • . ["Nol " audie nc� 

wls it a Republican· Administration that divided 
I Kor.ea .and gave control o:f North Korea to the _ Communists? 

["Nol " audil noaj 

wJs it a Republican Administration that gave to the 

I S ovie t Union the Kurile Islands which had never bee n  any-
\ 

. ' 

. ' 

body ' s  exceP,t Japan' s ,  thereby e ndangering both Japan ' s and 

our own s e cjri ty in the Paci:fic? L"No, " audie nce] 

Wais it a Republican Administration that rightl y  

put its hand to the plow in Korea , and the n when  victory was 

in s ight turned back , allowing the Reds to re cover so they 
I 

("No, " audie ncaj ca n make s til l more trouble in the :fu ture ?  

I Was it a Republican Administration that :fell :for the 

Communis t o-Cfer of a truce in Korea without requiring �hat the 

North Korean  aggres s ors lay down the ir arms and the Chine se 

Communis ts get out of Korea where they had no bus iness  to be ? . I 
('Nol " audie nce] 

YoJ lm ow that it ·wasn ' t · under Republicans that I 
600 , 000 , 000 liuman be ings dis appeared into human s la.very be-. ..· . I 
hind the Iron Curtai n in the f irs t 5 years after World War II . 

'., , ' 

In  fact, - the record wil l  s how that Republicans opposed 

these  s teps every·. �ime they· _were take n. 
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:Dn contras t ,  _what our Republican Administ rat ion 

has do ne ij t hes e 8 years is , wit h  init iat ive and imaginat ion, 

t o  s t op t he
l 

proc es s  o f  retreat before the Frankens t ein mon­

s t er that its predec es sors did s o  much  unhappily t o  build up. 

W
j8 

have  res o lut ely oppos ed a nything anywhere t hat 

would make fommunist regimes s t ro nger ,  and we shall cont inue 

to  do s o l  I 

That is why ,  for example, - we have opposed and � 

oppo se of

in

f

t

i

0

r ial recognition of Communist China or it s ad-

missio n t he Unit ed Nat ions , [heavy applausaj unless or 

· unt il it wil l  give up in a dependable way it s aggressive acts 

and t hreats against ot her neighboring countries; that is, 

give up Communism!  Recognit ion and admiss io n of Communist 

China would needlessly present it with sma shing vict ories. 

Does it make s ense to  build up an avowed enemy . · ["Nol '' 

audience] 

But our refusal to give Red China t he t remendous 

boost of  of

1

ic ial recognition  do es not mean a s  has been 

as sert ed by people who ought to  know bett er that t hi s  Ad-

minis t rat io n  has been hiding its h&ad in t he sand , or pret end­

ing ·Red Chija does not ex ist , or trying t o  ignore 600  million . 
I . 

Chines e. Tlie exact revers e is the truth. This Administrat ion 

is acutely Jware o f  Red China ' s  exis t ence a nd t he t hreat it 

constitut esjt o  ··freedom, not _only in As ia ,  but everywhere. 

It was no{:· �is -��inis t rat ion whic h .  indulged in. t he illusion 
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that Communists in Chi na are democrat ic agrarian reformers ! 
· · wJ are not ignor ing Red China. On the contrary , 

we have bee

l

l negotiaiing wit� its off�cial repres entat ives 

for years . The 99th such negotiation, u nfortunat ely s t ill 

fruitles� . took place jus t las t week . 

I . S urely my fellow- citiz ens it is now plain to 

everyone tJt s i nce the Communis t world co nspiracy remains 

the s ame. aJd s i nce we don' t i nt end to surrender , and s ince 

nobody wants a hot war ,  there is only one alt ernat iv e left . 

� � l'!!!l this � ™• [ heavy applaus -il To do this we 

I must  have leaders who unders t and this enemy and its tact ics , 

and will �ob�lize all our res ources for the struggle . 

We  must us e more effect ively s ome of our s trongest 

weapons , the values and virtues of a sys t em of  government 
) whi ch has gi,ven freedom and dignity and bet t er living st and­

_; 
,,,,,-· 

ards to  human bei ngs t han any ot her sys t em ever has . How 

. many of  us u nderst and our o,vn sys t em well enough to  s ell it 

to  others with contagious enthusiasm , as t he Communis ts are 

s o  well trained t o  s ell theirs . 

We mus t let loos e in t he world t he dynamic forces 

of  freedom in  our day as our forefathers - did in theirs , 

caus i ng people everywhere to look toward t he American dream . 

Men have always found ways i n  t he pas t  to  bring -
. . . . 

. down tyrants ; why should we los e  hope that men will f ind ways 

to" bring· �owrr >�oda.)" ; S_ ·  tyrants "� if o nly ,�e don I t  bu ild the 

�· .: . . ' 
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tyrant s upl [heavy applause] In short , we have a good 

· strategy for holdi ng .  But ; ladie s  and gent le me n, we cannot 

hope t o  wi n this c old war in  the e nd just by holding. � 

must develop a strategy for victory! 

A new chapter has now bee n  ope ned by Mr . Khrushchev .  

The S oviet Union stands naked before the ··world t oday , se lf­

exposed , .  its  objectives and it s u nchanging methods of decep­

tion 'and t rickery revealed by its  own acts. 

It is goi ng to require stronger approache s now , 

different strategies, new tactic s by someone who has proved he 

understands Communism. , 

America has the brains,  she has the wealth , she 

has the weapons. Who can galvanize int o  rocklike firmne ss 

· A merica ' s  will? · 

I am  c onfide nt that the nearer our pe ople come t o  

Election Day next Nove mber , the more they will become convinced 

that the course of wisdom and sure ness for A merica is t o  con­

t i nue t o  e ntrust the destiny of our ble ss ed land t o  steady , 

c ompetent ,  experienced , principled Republican hands. - [ heavy 

applause a nd cheers] 

It has bee n  said by Mr . Kennedy that the most impor­

tant i ssue i n  this • ca mpaign i s  foreign policy . We agree and 

we lc ome the t e st·. , . [applause] : .. 

Now iet_' • s' take a short look· at our record on the do-

· mestic  

. '-(. 

1 :  
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What did we say in 1 952 that we would do ? Firs t , 

we said we would be a middle-of-the-road government . Now 

that ' s  never a popular government becaus e in a middle- of­

the-road government nobody gets all that he wants . But if 

anybody gets all he wants ,  . i t  I s at s omebody else ' s  expens e · 

and it isn ' t  good government . We believe that middle-of-

the-road government is , in the long run , the bes t  kind of 

government for everyone . 

What els e?  We promised we would clean out the 

corruption that was a s candal under the previous Administra­

tion and led t o  more than twenty convi ctions of high officials . 

I am proud of the fact that there has not been a s ingle con­

viction for malfeasance in office  of any high official of 

this adminis tration . Now that does not mean everything has 

been perfe ct . It does mean that wherever and whenever there 

was any slightest suspicion of impropriety , this Republican 

Administration .has not tried to  cover up ; it has cleaned up . 

That is what you wanted it to  do . 

We said we were convinced ' it was poss ible to  get 

prosperity in this c ountry without war--s omething our prede­

. cess ors had never been able to do in this century . We sue-

ceeded . 

The firs t  requirement was to  s tabil ize our economy 

and slow down the inflat ion which was stealing the people ' s  

substance--and was· especially ·_ cruel in its . eating away of the 

. , . ' , , , · . , 
. , _ . .- ." · :; 
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value o f  the pensions and s ocial security be ne fits upon 

which millions o f  o lder pers ons were counting for the security 

an d serenity they so  richly deserve in their  years o f  retire-

- _ ·  _ , . . ment . 

Now , how could i nflation best  be che cked? The 

Democrats , always o ne answer : more controls .  Pres i dent 

Eisenhower announc.ed he would take off  the controls . And 

you will recall how s ome s creamed that there the Republi cans 

go , yielding t o  the profiteers , big bus iness ,  mo ney interests ; 

prices for the common people would _ nmv go sky high . 

But did they? ["No , "  audie nce] The prices whi ch 

ha d been going sky high--48% in  the seven years --prompt ly 

levele d  off  and staye d practically stable for four years , 

an d as you ' ve been told twice be fore today , the total i_ncreas e 

under this Adminis tration has bee n  less  than _ lO% i n  s even 

yea�s as agains t  48% in  the precedi ng s even years . We 

achieved this s tability not by changing our free sys tem ,  but 

by - us ing i t .  It  works better than those of. little faith i n  

the American people give i t  cre dit for . 

We said in 1952 that i f  the Federa l  Governme nt would 

stick to  its proper function of' running the bus i ness of  the 

nation , an d  get out of  tryi ng to  manage the affairs of our 

people , the creative energies of the America n  people a nd the ir 

millions of indivi dual e nterpris es would create a vaster ex-

pans ion ·ot production · an� tra de , with correspondingly greater 
. · __ . :� ·:. 

: · : : - . . -
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expansion of j obs than the Government itself ' could ever do . 

Were we right or were we wrong? Well , there were s ixty- one 

million j obs when we t ook over , there are s ixty-eight million 

j obs tonight . 

And no·t only more j obs , jobs at higher wages • .  

Wages up J9% in these s even years ! Do you recall the seven 

cons ecutive cost-of-living increas es that labor had to fight 

for , jus t t o  keep up with inflation under Pres ident Truman? 

In contras t ,  real wages , actual purchasing power , has gone 

up 20% under. this Administration . 

This is the measure of how much better off rank 

and file people are. today. Does this sound like a Party of 

big bus iness ?  

Our workers have better food and clothing for them-

. sel_ves and their famil ies , more hoines , more aut omobiles , ·  

more refrigerators , more TV ' s ,  more free time for study , for 

recreation , for sports , for travel for whatever . The record 

is clear that labor has done better under this Republican Ad­

ministration t�n in . all its previous hist ory ,  and we ' re 

proud of it . 

Pers onal income , the money that goes int o your 

pockets , has gone up a whopping JJ%--from $J01 billion in 

1952 t o  $420 billion in 1960--and in cons tant dollars . 

Furthermore , a larger share of that higher income 

than ever before , '  more than 4% iarger ,  now goes into  the pay 

envelopes or:)workers . Anything wrong. with workers getting a 
: . • ,... 

. 
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Isn ' t  it jus t  plain hors e sens e , my fellow citizens 

to  whom I ' m talking , isn ' t  it  just  plain horse sens e to trus t 

for the next four years the leadership which has enabled you 

to  do s o  well for youri elves in the last 8 years ? 

While the Republ ican 8Jrd Congress  was in power to 

cooperate with the . Republ ican Administration during its firs t 

two years , we gave the American pe ople the bigges t singl e tax 

cut in their his tory and at the same time· expanded the bene­

fits to people ; more s ocial security benefits , more for high­

ways , hospitals , health , housing • 

And you still have that tax out . If I may borrow 

a. phrase that you perhaps remember : Don ' t  let them take it 

The Republ ican record in the area of meet ing human 

needs has been one of remarkable action and progress  on all 

fronts , contrary to the image promoted by the opposition that 

they alone are the party of the pe ople . 

Under S ocial S ecurity 7½ mill,ion more people are 

now covered than before . The number receiving benefits has 

increased from five t o  more than 14 million pers ons . 

Under the Vocational Rehabilitation program , which 

I . had the pri.vilege of working with on my first maj or bill 

when I went ··_ t'o Congres s , . and which was s trengthened by 

·· -""-'"---· 
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Republicans in 1954 , under t hat program some 400 , 000  disabled 

men and women have been returned t o  active , self-respecting 

employment and have earned almost  $2 billion . This is the 

true American sys t em of e nabling people t o  do things for 

thems e lves . 

Bold and dramatic steps have bee n t aken t o  expand 

medical research in cancer ,  heart diseas e , ment al illne sses ,  

and other crippling and killing maladie s. 

In t he seven years pr ior t o  1953 , t he value of 

surplus agricultural products distributed in t he school lunch 

program and to needy persons, inst itut ions, sc hools and 

Indian reservations t otalled $26J dollars . In t he seve n years 

since 195J t he t ot al distributed is $960 million wort h--J½ 

times as much. Anything wrong with that rec ord? [" No , " 

audience] This is help to t hose who need it . 

In s hort , we have moved vigorously whenever and 

wherever action by t he Federal Government is t he proper and 

best way t o  deal wit h any problem affecting public  safety and 

t he pe ople ' s  welfare . 

When did any governme nt ever t ake les s  from t he 

. pe ople in taxes and give them more in return?  

And how was it done? This is t he maj or point ! Not 

by government orders , edicts , or c ontrols ; and not by govern­

ment '. hcndouts ��- . . .  It  was done .· n ot by changing . our pri nciples of 

freedom of eriterprise ,  but by : s ticking t o  our . princ iples . 
• I • 

• • 
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It was done by good Republican manage ment of t he 

government , not manage ment of t he pe ople . 

Obviously I cannot t_ry here t o  out line . our detailed 

propos als for t he_ · ye ars ahe ad . I haven ' t  even mentioned 
I 

vi t ally important are as 1 ike · educa t_i on , heal th ,  agriculture , 

c ons ervation , t axation_, and a dozen ot hers which would re­

quire almost a s eparat e  speech each.  But I tell you t hey 

will be covered before this Convention is over. 

But t here are s ome basic principles , tested 

principles of freedom--which we believe it is nece ssary for 

us t o  unders t and and t o  follow ,  if we are t o  meet succe ssfully , 

t he' challenges of the future . 

Many Americans have c ome t o  think t hat our two 

maj or parties are , after all , jus t about t he same . But it is 

not s o. The main difference between t he m  as I s aid in t he be- · 

ginning , is not over good �. The difference ,  and it is a 

profound one ,  is over  me an s  • .  Which are t he right and be st 

ways t o  get t he good ends? 

We Republicans deeply believe that t he first func­

ti on o'f' a government is t o  protect the liberty of t he citizen , 

not t o  t ake it away . 

There have never been but two basic philos ophies of 

government -� government from t he t op down , and government 

'f'rom t he bott om_ up . Our fat hers believed and s o  do we Repub­

licans , t hat : most proble ms can best  be s olved from t he bot t om 
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up by the people thems elves . 

One philos ophy puts its primary faith in govern­

ment officials . The other puts its primary faith in the good . 

s ense  and the capabilities of our peopl e . 

We are n ot against adequate Federal Governmen-t • 

There must be such government to  prevent abus es of power . 

We merely want to  keep it limited to  its proper fields , so  

that the liberty of individuals will be protected . The Repub­

lican Party s tands for l iberty . 

In the Democrat ic Convention you heard a lot about 

Woodrow Wilson , What did he , a genuine student of government ,  

think on this issue? In a speech in New York in 1 912  he said , 

"Liberty has never come from the government. Liberty is a 

history of res·istance . "  And I ' m s till quoting , "The his tory 

of Liberty i s  a hist ory of the limitat ion of governmental 

power ,  not the increase of it . "  That is . the end of the quote . 

Nobody that I lcnow has said. it  better. than that . Yet 

we now s ee those who claim to be the :followers of Wils on 

ins isting that the way to  expand liberty is  to  increas e the 

powers of the government . 

How did our fathers do t o  limit government to  its 

essential functions ? By putting the government under a con­

s titution . Many regard the Cons titution as the. means by 

which the government regulates the peopl e . No , it is the 

magnifi�ent means devis ed by our fathers by w�i<?p. . the people 
• .• ·  
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can regulate the government. 

Why did they ins ist on having a bill of rights in 

that Constitution? In order to  be sure that their govern­

ment would talce care of them? No , in order to  be sure that 

their Government could not interfere in their taking proper 

' care of themselves . 

Rights are not what our government mus t  do f'or 

us ; rights are what . our government cannot . do i.2, us . Rights 

are not guarantees by the government , ·  rights are guarantees 

against the government--even agains t our .. own government ,  

becaus e we want t o  keep it · a  good government !  [heavy applaus � · 

We believe that all men are created equal. Ih sup­

port of this fundamental faith , Republicans work for govern­

ment that will provide equal ity under the law for all citi zens , 

and equality of opportunity for all citizens . tve believe this 

is the bes t  way t o . get the · fullest pos s ible . rewards for all 

citizens . 

It is  becaus e of this Republ ican emphas is on equal 

opportunity for all that the Republican Party is. the party 

t o  which youth will naturally gravitate ,  if we make our prin­

· ciple� clear t o  them . For what do ·young people want mos t  of 

all ? They want to get ahead and to improve their condition . 

The Republican Party s tands always for maximum. ·freedom and 
. . 

opportunity-�f<>r every man t o  get ahead • 

. ' . 

. ' . . 
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This is why it is pos sible in America for the son 

of a rich man , l ike Jack Kennedy t o  become Pres ident . 

This is  why it is pos s ible in America for the son 

of a poor man , like Dick Nixon , to  become President . 

[heaviest applause given during speech] 

You ' re awfully kind. I don ' t  say these  things 

becaus e I ' m a Republican . I ' m a Republ ican becaus e these 

are the things I believe with all my heart and s oul ! 

[heavy applaus e] Now . let me summarize it . 

Republicans bel ieve that that goverrune.nt is best , 

not whi ch does most for its citizens directly , but which 

makes it poss ible for most citizens to do mos t for them­

s elves -- and then assists with those who , for whatever 

reas on , interrupted by applaus e .  hear me the last part , it ' s  

not enough · .to · give opportunity for mos t to  get ahead . That ' s  

the bes t  way t o  get s omething built up with which we can 

assist  properly those who ,  for whatever reason , cannot pro­

vide the bas ic necessities and decencies for thems elves . 

I think we can s tate it as a law , that whenever 

a government does for its citizens that which they have the 

capacity t o  do for thems elves , individually and in groups , 

it  begins to  des troy both thei! capacity and their incent ive 

t o  do for themselves e That is , . it begins to weaken rather 

than t o  s trengthen the foundations of f.:reedom and the means 

of progres s  � > :" · · 
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I can work my girl ' s  arithme tic probl ems for her 

better than she can work ' em for hersel f .  I can get the 

right answer al most every time. An d she would l ike to have 

me do it f or her . S he ' d even vote for me if I ' d do it. · But 

I don ' t! I ' ll help , suggest, advise, coun se1 , · nudge, �ybe 

pray , but I don ' t  work them for her ,  n ot because I don " t  

l ove her , but because I do an d wan t  her to succe ed--and that 

is the way for her to grow and l earn how to sol ve probl ems. 

Abraham Lincoln at Gettysburg said , " No,,,. w· e are 

engaged in a great civil war testing " -- testing , among 

other things, whether governmen t of the peopl e ,  by the peopl e 

and, for t he peopl e can l ong en dure.  

Lincoln an d the Republ ican Party brought our 

coun try through that crisis 100 years ago.  Now we are en­

gaged in a greater crisis-- the whol e planet--all of mankin d  

is engag ed in the mightiest con fl ict in all history . It is 

a worl d civil war .  What is it about? It is about exactly 

the same thing as then : Is Government of the peopl e, � 

the peopl e,  an d therefore for the peopl e to perish, l iterally , 

from the earth? 

During the f iery trial of Lincoln ' s  day he warn ed 

sol emnly that this n ation coul d not exist hal f  sl av e  and hal f 

free.  The Republican Party succeeded in . restoring unity 

and freedom and peace to the nation • . 

My ·  frien ds, . can this whol e ,;,ide worl d of our day 
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go on indefinitely half slave , half free?  Deep down in our 

hearts , we know the answer is , NO . 

The z-eas on why it has not proved. poss ibl e t o  get 

any real agreement with the Communist world all these  years 

is becaus e the Communists are not pursuing the same objec­

tives as we are pursuing . And why are they not _ pursuing the 

same objectives ? Becaus e they don ' t  believe the same things 

we believe--about man , about the univers e ,  and that means 

about God . 

If we in America of whatever political opinion 

at the moment , are to  prove worthy of this mos t terrible 

testing in our Nation 1. s  life , we too must res olve 1vi th 

Lincoln , " that , under God , this Nation shall have a ne,-, 

birth of freedom . 1 1 

It was under God that our freedom was born . Only 

under God can there be a rebirth of freedom . 

What then is our role · to  be? Lis ten again t o  

�incoln in his message t o  the Congress i n  1862 , which you ' ve 

heard already . "The dogmas of. the quiet pas t  are inadequate 

to the stormy present . The occas ion is piled high with diffi­

culty , and we must  rise with the occas ion . As ' our cas e is new ,  

s o  must we think anew , and act anew . We mus t dis enthrall 

ours elves , and then we �hall save our• count ry .fl 

There it is . 

"Under God , a_ new birth of freedom ; : ' 

------- , ...... _ 



A new and deeper understanding of it ; 

A n ew and deeper dedicat ion t o  it . 
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With such a rebirt h wit hin you and me, and wit hin 

our beloved Party ,  we shall deserve to be entrust ed by· t he 

people with the awful responsibiliti es of governing t his 

great and beautiful land . And t he people turn t o  us and our 

country will be saved .  

: :;-{ 

' .. .. ·
· '.�_ =. 

•' ...... 

And now l et us  get t o  ·world 

, i · 

.. _. · .  f, , 

, - '' •  
; _· ... 

· ,_ .: :: 

, • ,  , • , 
. ·. ,·'• . 
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