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1 INTRODUCTION ' ' i
! : |
|
{
!

One of the most important national forums of

ﬁolitical oratory has long been the national nominating . °
10 , _ ;

I . ! . ! . . : . C T
convention gf the two major parties. Such conventions i .

began in thé first half of the 19th century and have con-?,_
tinued througrh the 1960 presidential campaign. .

T?e short-lived Anti-Mason Pafty held the first,

national nqﬁinating.convention of elected delegates on

4 ;
September 2§. 1831, at Baltimore, Maryland. The Anti-MasQns,

i L i
lacking substantial congressional representation, needed a
| : .
{ ’ 3
t . '
method of nominating a national ticket other than the cus-

. ) : -~ ’ A . .
tomary congressional caucas. The opponents of President |

Andrew Jackson heéld the second national convention in the =~ ..
! . . . ‘ .

same city Quring.Décember 12-15, 1831. Like the Anti-ﬂa#ons.

{ M

‘ ! i
in having flew men in Congress, the anti-Jackson Democrats,
| : i
{

known as tHe National-Republicans, needed a method to sééure

at least a semblance of national représentation.1 - ﬁ
' : 1

Jackson, wishing to minimize the influence of his

1Congressibnal opponents, decided that a national-nominating<

‘ , %Eugene H. Roseboom, A History of Presidential;

Elections (New York City: The Macmillan Co., 1957), p. 102.
‘The 116 delegates to the Anti-Mason Convention representéd'
13 states:|the six of New England, New York, New Jersey,!
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Ohio, and Indiana. :

J




convention would capitalize best upon his appeal to the

" rank and file of the party. Meeting May 21-23, 1832, in

. Baltimore, as had the other two conventions, the Jackson=
:,Democrats gave the Vice- Pre51dent1a1 nomlnatlon to Martin ?3

Van Buren and repaid the political enmlty they shared w1thwg

f:John C. Calhfun.l o ﬁf?;f
Thhs, the national party conventions became a paft'ff

PR o
tl Cl

of the Amerlcan scene during Jackson's flrst term as Pre519

{

, | i

Uncertain, and held irregularly at first, within a
few decades they had developed the main features {:
that have characterized them ever since. In a world ;
of consFant political change, they are among the oldest
importang political institutions to be found in any

countryl

dent. !

H :
B

i
it
[N

-
1

.
evaluated as|a significant force in the political life of

than a circus, theé national convention is more generally

the nation. | Today, the entire nation is invited, 'cajoledj
i : i
and almost coerced by the completeness of radlo, televisioh.
| ¥
newspaper, and magazine coverage to play at least a pa551ve
’ I

role in this p011t1ca1 catalyst. An efficient method of %

1Richard c. Bain,‘ConventionVDecisions and Votiné

Records (Menasha, Wisconsin: George Banta Co., 1930), P. I?.;”ﬁf’"iiﬁ”
Jackson had already been nominated by the state legislatures, ..

but he wanted a method to commit party leaders in all the’uf-

states to Van Buren rather than V1ce-Pre51dent Calhoun or'(},ﬂfﬂ;

others.

The Polltlcs’of National Party Conventions, A Brookings

Tnstitution Study (Menasha, Wlscon51n° George Banta Co.,

1960). p. Lo | ® G0 ..

5;;:._.,,‘".?,_: |

Considered by some modern skeptics as little moﬁb?f’“ ;
‘ |

W e 1 o MR e e,

2Paul T. David and Ralph Goldman and Richard Bain;[ﬂJﬁ




... cal decisionrmaking.

L. or "Left."

‘ gaining enfhusiasm and direction for party} the'convention*

;.};offers a sultable opportunlty for compromise for its members,»{

“fof'varled persuasions, for 1t is, in part, a forum for politl-

i
-1
Nl

i
i

?fcal parties that met 1n the summer of: 1960 were - streamllned

s o l’
" in many waysqtovimprove the "show" for the radio and tele=}
! ‘ - l

.. . L : . . AR
vision audiences; nevertheless, - -the Democratic Convention pf g

J_LOs Angeles and the Republican Convention of Chicago were ;ucei

| p

'cessful in thelr efforts to write platforms and off101a11y,;\~

l ’l

w.ilbestow the m%ntle of leadership on Kennedy and Nixon respec--

'f;-tiver without the dismembering of either party by its ”nght"y;?ff

|
H
!

The oratory, discussion, and debate that occur ih
' _ ' : i
the national| convention afford the modern rhetorician uniqhe

R

eXamples of oral attempts at mass persuasion. The nomlnatdon L

‘ and acceptanFe speeches are often ornate, the debate on plat-‘fy'“

, : i
| : i
form is frequently spirited, and the opening salvoes firedq

l
by the keynote speakers may hold more 51gn1flcance than 15‘

commonly appreciated. The first maJor speech at the conve?-.f; Ff:.

~ tion, once descrlbed by Mark Sullivan as a combination of '
lll

l
it

noraﬁory, grand opera, and hog-calling ;o;,; the modern key-f7-

~ _note speech is often a major rhetorlcal contrlbutlon in 1ts

‘ own.right.

v s s

ar "IMalcom Moos and Stephen Hess, Hats In The Ring
(New York City: Random House, 1960), p. 119. ~

W

WEIESE TR

b » Thg last national conventions of ourmajor poliﬁiL g
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Meeting in May of 1960, in Los Angeles, the Demo-

crats were keYnoted by United States Senator Frank Church -of

Idaho. The goungest keynoter in either party's history at
| .

thirty-five;l Church's address may have been the traditional

bboster for party spirits, but it was a disappointment to
many of his listeners.? Remlnlscent of the style and quallty
that won h1m the American Legion Oratorical championship as

~ a high school senior, Church's speech was of stilted and ﬁ
wooden construction and exhibited frequent purple patches

and over-worked cliches. Malcom Sillars described the Chdkch
i
: J

not distinguished," for though ”his.speech had 'all

speech as "

the essentials of good structure and clear‘lines.of thougﬁe,
and despifL his feputation as a_speaker; it lacked impagﬁ.B
Richard L. Strout éommented: _”Senator Church's speech'seé#ed
sFrohgly derivative of the study by New Dealer.economist'#éon
1

Keyserling, 'Tight Money and Rising Interest Rates, justﬂ

released by the Conference on Economic Progress."¥ |

Despite the warm réception given theiyoung Senaéor
by his fellow=-Democrats and élthough his speech did admitdbdiy

' - §
fulfill the gtraditional keynote function of enthusing the :

i
B
1
l
zl

lﬂxeynoter At worm," Newsweek, July 18, 1960 p. 18.

o 2 ?re51dent1a1 Campaign 1960: A Symp051um,
Quarterly Journal of Speech, Vol XLVI No. 3 (October,

  , 19605 p. 208. S i :.

3Ib1d;

b

i Rlchard L. Strout, "Keynoter Seeks To Set New ’
Tack, " Christian Science Monitor, July 12, 1960, p. 1. .




r waiting delegates, reaction to Church's speech paled befor%l

that accorded to Permanent Chairman Leroy Collins, former ;

Governor of Florida, who addressed the convention the follow-;
il .

| fr

B ing day. Rhetorical critics have also praised Senator

i
oA

Eugene McCarthy s nomination speech for Adlai Stevenson asﬁ!ifkl
m?.'fm

N

a‘more dramatlc, effectlve,vand carefully de51gned speech W'

than the Church keynote, although it is true that the two l f;

[ - . R

speeches had|largely different objectives. . ﬁg
At their Chicago Convention nearly two months |

l .
later, the Republlcans were addressed by Walter Henry Judd&
[

nine-term Cngressman from Minnesota who perhaps enjoyed au
S 1
greater natlonal reputation for his oratory than Senator i
.

Church. It &111 be the author s purpose to analyze the key-

I.
note speech of Congressman Judd, attempting to analyze theI
‘ !
events and attitudes in the life of the nation, Of the %
! |
speaker, and|of the audlence--both immediate and remote--that
!I

mlght have caused this speech to be developed in the partlcu-:ﬁf:{**

i

lar form in which it was deliveFed. The analysis will be

based, in part, upon rhetorical factors suggested by Waldo;

Braden in his doctoral dissertation:

e e e (1) an appreciation of the speaker's backgroundj:
his attitudes, and predispositions; (2) an under=- i
'standlng of the historical trends and the specific El
events that motivated him to speak; and (3) an aware-ut‘
ness of the attltudes, bellefs, and preJudlces of

|L_‘ L

Ve e L m e me T SR L N S s s B R T A Pt 4Rt el ¢




7 .
: his immediate and secondary audiences. It encom-;lﬁ
passes.an attempt to ascertain and to evaluate the -
speaker's motives, methods of preparation, basic
assumptions, lines of argument, forms of support
- whether|they be logical, emotional, or ethical -
appeals, and his efforts to adapt himself and his.a
. material to the speaking situation. o
,#: ;.
iy ‘
- %
¥ i
v R e 3
[
, i ";
:
*
lWaldo .W. Braden, "A Rhetorical Criticism of In-

vention of William E. Borah's Senate Speeches on the Leagu o
of Nations, 1918-1920," (unpublished Ph.D dissertation, R
Dept. of Speech, State Univ. of Iowa, 1942), p. 3. S

it 2
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CHAPTER I

THE SPEAKER

Public Career

Walter H. Judd has had a varied and dlstlnguished

public career. As a- twenty-year veteran of the United State§A E}¢f
House of Representatives, Judd has been considered a comper

tent spokesman in the Congress and nation in the widely ?9

divergent areas of medicine, foreign affairs, the Far East&'
' : i

the United Nations, agriculture, and the Department of Sta&e.75..

- He has served on several nationally prominent Protestant

: ’ ' i
governing bodies and as a widely respected speaker at reli-

o

gious and pagtriotic meetings throughout the nation. In t&e g
| ' |
Republican Party, Judd has been considered an internationa- d
: : . o |
1 . : : [ Co
list, and a 1iberal;2 he has described himself as a 'pro- IREEREIRN
gressive conser_vative."3 ‘ ' S ! I 5@
. _ i
1 B R
Courtney Sheldon, "Dr. Judd," The Christian Ty
Science Moniltor, July 2, 1960, p. 10. ' 3_.,\'. '5q€
; : 2Dnterv1ew with Andrew F. Schoeppel U S. Senator f "“: §
from Kansas |and Chairman of the GOP Senatorlal Campaign fr It
Committee, Aprll 24, 1958. o L 5 R /1 5
i © sl , Y ‘ 3

e 7M1551onary»at ‘the Mike,”‘Time,ﬂJuné;205;1960,f‘ S

1 ¢
v
s i
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i %
b i
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H
0
!
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W

~ of Rising C

was a hard-pressed farmer, and his mother a school teachér £g 7

.who also managed the small local Congregationalist‘Sundaﬁf

School. Th

1 . f S
in the fifty-student school, on the family farm, and as the '~ . .-

attendant i

enlisted in
z

the field a
éegree at the Univérsity of Nebraska in 1920 and>completea

his program

. 1
i

in 1923. Judd worked as a cdishwasher to pay his college :
, o

. expenses, but found sufficient study time to be elected tp
o < A 1 5
Phi Beta Kappa for his scholarship. o I
b i

J

3' 'Ganted’to be a medical missionary. In 1925, he was appoi%ted -5

; il
by the Congregationalists to their mission hospital in So?th-

érn Fukien

escaped unharmed from several encounters with Chinese Commu-

nist bandits who infested the Fukien area, but hé,was for?ed

to feturn t

Province, deep in the interior of China. Juddﬁ

alter Judd was born in the small farming community =~ . . -
o - ;; ) Y

ity, Nebraska, on September 25, 1898. His fatPér;fff;fﬁ

|
\

e sixth of 'seven children, Judd worked diligeh%1y1,3‘,?
. B PR

n the local drug store's ice cream parlor. He;?ﬁ e

A

the United States Army in 1918land served in ?f

rtillery for one year. Judd received his B. X$=f-

, i .
for the M. D. at the University's Medical School -

' ~ |
udd had decided before entering medical schoolthe

3
H

L the United States in 1930 after suffering fo}ty-six*,‘~¥‘
' ' : . o .- PR
L

1! . : . . N ' 5
‘QOint Congressional Committee on Printing, |
Congressional Directory: 87th Congress,. 2d Session (Washiﬁ

' g- A
Ton: U. S. Government Printing Office, January, 1962), p.[77. B
é j a':?
;; &
i i ol
§ Al gJ




! " ]
. 'E 9
;malarial aptaeks.l - o .', - o »; ' i
| During the next three years, Judd studied surgery
'et Rochester, Hinnesota as a fellow at the Mayo Cllnlc.é He
also made frequent ‘speeches to church and civic groups 1H
the area, eonstantly stressing the danoer he saw for all
A51a and the West in Japanese aggre551on in China. Judd;was
i;onvinced éuf nation was'morally responsible for much ofathe
ii‘*uf‘ferin %n China because our businessmen were among thé
chlef suppilers to the Japanese war machine. ;
!‘ n 1934, the Congregational Board of Missions ﬁ

I
fhamed Judd |

at Fenchow

:pas malaria-free.
'ﬁwo years,% Judd soon saw at
of the JapJnese onslaught as

1ess than four-hundred mlles

' "
came streaw
N ‘]
two thousan
A

&o the Jepa

their new superintendent for the large hospitJI
d

in North Chlna S Shan51 Province, an area thaé

I
Returning to China with his wife of f
-

first-hand the "tragic'result

refugees from>the fighting,i@ow
to the southwest at Peiping%
ing through our compeund,‘often at the rate of

d a day."'3

fter'repeatedAbbmbihg and shelling, Fenchow fell

nese in 1937. During five months spent under

1
'from Minnea

1963. ﬁ?

Interview with !
polis,

Yalter H. Judd,vformer Congres%man
Mlnnesota, Washington D. C., April 29, .

‘; ﬁJ01nt Congre551ona1 Commlttee on Printing,

Congressional
Louise Barber of Nontclalr.
three daugﬂters.

et 3

’Judd Interview.

Judd married erlam
in 1932.

8

th Congress.
Jl'

Director
N. They have !

s,




g . o N
a series of fourteen hundred speeches covering forty-six|

-,Japanese occupation, Judd secured with great difficulty

:V‘most of the

f-pital. A nlew crisis emerged.in Judd's life when he deveﬁoped‘*'"
' t:

f'a rapidly growing facial cancer that could‘notibe treated'; 

in Fenchow.

$tates and;

%tates,_ali

 to awaken Americans to the danger of Japanese intentions.i

- bass through the Japanese lines, Judd returned to the Un#ked

on the frail, family financial shoestring . .. ."

provisions and medicine required for the hos-=

: . L i
Eventually managing to win a safe=conduct i

b
"

after surgery, spent the next two years giviﬁg

X
(

hooo

He called dpon Americans '"to boycott Japan now or give uﬁ

|

their sons later. . . .
in Minneapolié in 1940 on a temporary basis, for he was s&illl
giving his speeches on the same theme whenever it was pos%iblé'”

for him to accept a speaking invitation,

a speech in

December 7,

at Pearl Hafbor.

|

had been making for more than ten years were tragically

fulfilled.

Minneapolis®

: S ' i
l9bl, when the news came of the Japanese attack
Now the dayiarrived'when the pfophecies that Juéd

!Several prominent individuals and groups in

2 N ).

1"

)

a local Minneapolis church on Sunday morning,i

W
it
.

b
i

decided that Judd would make a more appropriafé

1]

' 1960, p. 20.
7 .

May, 1947, p

fEnefgetic Keynoter;” New York Times, July 26,2-‘  f

St

'Wanted{'Mbre‘Men Like Judd," The Readers Digest, .
. 120 . ": - . X ’ ‘: ‘A," . . '; '

:llof  if¥

Dr. Judd resumed medical practﬁcev

He was giving such ..
, : ! :




congression
", . .av
Judd was pe

his backers

usual cond1

defeating Y

cratic oppo

to his seat

v

o

nine consecutive elections since that original draft.

al representative than incumbent'Oscar_Youngdahl,
eteran of the House isolationist bloc . . .

would do the bulk of the campaigning. This un- -

tion was accep»ed and Judd entered the race,ﬁa“ﬂ

oungdahl in the Republican primary and his Dedbé'

nent in the general election. He was returned '

1
1

«f
f
it

udd soon distinguished himself in Congress as

‘an orator and as one of the most competent House members on

"Asiatic affairs.

ministration of Japan,

for the pol
nephew,

and longtim

Ambassador Douglas MacArthur II.

His ten-point plan for the post-war ad-'
prepared in 19Q3,'became the basis?.‘
icies of General Douglas MacArthur and later hés
An acéuaintanc;

Electlon by
paign in hi
the heavily

("The House|

Baron “Teruh

rector of the Muromach1 News Corporatlon, June 3, 1958 '

i
9
o

M

1]

2Judd was defeated in the 1962 Congressional ?

3Interv1ew for ag;ﬁ;g Stars & Stripes with B

"Elght Eager Congressmen," The Nation, February,

| 295.

i
-

Donald Fraser after a strenuous re-election cam-‘
s-recently reapportioned district, now 1nc1ud1ng
Democratic labor wards on Minneapolls
" Time, November 16, 1962, p. 22.)

i
J

lko Waragai, member of the Japanese Diet and Di= "

WL

rsuaded to run for the post on the condition that ‘

in Washington by the voters of his district in®

e defender of Chaing Kai-shek and the Nationalist o

north - 51de.




- Party, Judd

lar in this
of pressuri

. into their

defended both when it was politicaily unpopuf -

1
country. Judd frankly predicted "the folly"

ng the Nationalist Chinese to take the Communistéi;f

government, warned against the danger of assess=-
. 1 .

ing the Communists in China as merely 'agrarian reformers'

‘and after the Communist takeover, '"became sharply critical

':bf the poli
matlc and 7
S A
Foreign Afﬂ
foreien pol

proponent o

Bl

'

cies of the United Kingdom in normalizing dipﬁo- .

rade relatlons w1th the Chinese Communists."

s one of the top-ranking Republlcans on the House',

airs Committee, Judd worked patiently to place‘
icy above partisan politics. He was a strong~

f the Marshall Plan and attempted to obtain ai

51m11ar plan for Asia, partlcularly for Nationalist Chlna.;

. Judd, who speaks two Chinese dialects, has admired the

Chinese people since his missionary service in their country. -

A determined foe of Red.China, Judd fought in Congress and

in. the natipon at large through the Committee of Ten Thouiand,ﬂj!

- to thwart any attempts of United States recognition of the

1T1me, June 20, 1960, p. 11. The Cowles-owned :

'>H1nneapolls|Star and Trlbune have never ceased belaborlng
Judd on this issue.: IR - ;
2

Tudd Interview}‘

el e, 2




- the

'-..i‘.‘... A 3

'.Commuhist G

United

J

‘United Nati
.bf world go

: Nations at

gre551ona1

France, in

 World Healt

e*Nations Gen

gate to the

in Geneva i

Treaty Orga

John Foste: Dulles,

He favored

the United

strumental

that the Un

i

Judd believed strongly in- the North Atlantic |

'technieal aid to underdeveloped areas,

Nations and United States programs.

overnment or to give their government a seat'in;

Nations.

udd was an early and powerful supporter of the

vernments prior to the inception of the United

Judd was a coni

‘delegate to the Council of Europe at Strasbourg,

the Dumbarton Oaks Conference.

1951 and to the World Health Assembly of the

‘ .. in 1958. He was a United States delegate to the United

eral Assembly in 1957 and a congressional deler‘

|
n. 1958.° :

nization and urged his friend, Secretary of S?hte

to create a matching force in Asia.

i Judd was;in-

in persuading other Republican members of Congrese

ited States should extend aid to Communist

) 1ihe Committee of Ten Thousand became the Commlttee‘ :

of One Mill
Recognltlon

"See for exa

2

- .Congression

ﬁon. Its full-page ads against Red Chinese

by the U. S. have appeared in many newspapers.: 
mple, New York Times, April 19 1955 . L

| Joint Congressional Commlttee on Prlntlng,'

i - P S . . .
| - : T T S
. . .

al Dlrectory 87th Congress.z,'

Judd Interview.

T P

ons, having publicly proposed such_a_federatien:i‘f;f??*le

h 0rgan;zat1on in Geneva in 19506, and Mlnneapolie IR

P
Conference on the Peaceful Uses of Atomic Energy = :°

both through




_Satéllites when such aid Qould help these nations regainlgf'

" a measure of independence from the Soviets.1 '

His spadework in behalf of the mutual security pacts
was rehognlzed by his appointment as a delegate to
the 51gn1ng of the United States - Philippines
mutual’securlty pact and the defenﬁe pacts with

Australia and New Zealand in 1951.

- e s S b R et e IP" B A

Judd distinguished himself on the Foreign Relations—s'rﬂ

Committee by the penetrating questions with which he quizzed
. ] 0
witnesses, Lonstantly demonstrating that he had done his

own homework. He has also been praised for his ability to

" clarify 1egislation by amendments.

Reputation As A Speaker

Widely sought for agricultural, foreign policy,f
religious, and Republican Party_gathefings across the nation
for over twenty years,u Congressman Judd arrived at the h

convention rostrum with an unusually high ethos with his

ﬂetter from Francis P. Bolton, Congresswoman |
from Ohio, December 5, 1962. Congresswoman Botlon is currently
the thlrd-;inklng Republican member of the House Foreign j
Affairs Committee where she served for over fifteen years ‘with
,Judd . o
2Sheldon, The Christian Science Monitor, p. 10.ﬁ
, 3Iime, April 20, 1962. As example, the Peace Cgrps:
Bill in 1961 carried forty Judd amendments. : ‘
o : QSheldon,,Thg Christian Science Monifbr, p. 10.

o .
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‘immediate audience and a significant number of his secondafy, -

: national radio and television audience. Although one poLi@i-
" cal analyst} discovered that many of the convention delegafes,)'

from the West knew few Specific facts concerning Judd's

career, they did hold a, "generally warm and highly compli}

1 Many in the convention audienc} had“f?

mentary opinion of him."
heard an address by Judd in éheir own state since the 195%
Convention; | moreover, there were still many delegates whoihad
heard and remembered his noteworthy ﬁomination speech for;
Harold Stassen at the 1956 "pow-wow.'" During the four ye%rs
between the‘éonventions of 1956 and 1960, the Executive Secre-
tary of the|Republican National Committee indicated that ﬁthe
requests for Dr. Judd to appear as a speaker at various pérty
functions across the land made him an obvious selection t§ any-
one;s list of Top Republican Speakers,”? The GOP officiail

also gave h%s personal opinion .that "Walter Judd ranlked along

with speake#s like Dewey Short, Charlie Halleck, and Leslie

|

lInterview with Dr. Robert Huckshorn, Social Science
Professor atlUniversity of Idaho, on leave.  1959-1960 for $tudy
of the Repub}ican Party and its Convention as a Fellow of :
Eagleton InsFitute of Politics (Rutgers University) and the
National Center for Education in Politics, April 29, 1963&

.2IPterview with William S. Warner, Executive Dihéétor,3:~
Republican National Headquarters, April 29,.1963. 0 -
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Arends in the House during the years those men served to=

gether there.”l

Walter Norblad is perhaps typical of the many
Republican {Represcntatives who have served in the Congress

i
|
1

t g . s i

with Judd and respected his contribution: i

] ' . :

Y . + . jhis speaking in the House of Representatives j

: is well imnown as one of the outstanding speakers: i

, . . s Sk

; we have ESICJ and I assure you that when Dr. Judd |

i arises to spealk he gets the full attention of the ;y

L House) He is extremely effective as a speaker and ﬂ

! Hi o . . : I

: an outstanding man in debate.?2 R
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; - “Letter from Honorable Walter Norblad, U. S. |

Congressman from Oregon, August 1, 1962. 7
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CHAPTER II

THE AUDIENCE AND OCCASION

The Keynote Speech Historically

The bitterly divided Democratic Convention that mefy:“”
in Chicago'in 1896 brought a ne% innovation to American péli-
tics; the address of a ‘keynote' speech to the delegatés.{f
Almost equally divided on the free silver‘issue,lthe delegates-

passed over| the temporary chairman named by their national

committee and selected Senator John W. Daniel to make a

speech '"that should bé a keynote for a silver crusade."l
Although the sigﬁificance of the Senator's speech was ecl%psed
the next day by Williaﬁ Jennings Bryan's '"Cross of Gold" |
speech, the|idea of a major address delivered by the conv%h-'~'
tion's temporary chairman became a'ﬁart of each party's |
 ritual thfoughout the Twentieth Centufy{

In 1952, the Repub;ican Party'departed from traai--Vt
tion by the |separation of the role. of keynote speaker and:
~temporary chairman. Since GeneralADouglas MacAfthur, thelRei
_publiéan's choice for the keyhote, was.nof aiparliamentarian,;:

it was decided that Walter S. Hallanan of West_Virginia wQu1d ;f

1'|Silver Men Display Their Poﬁer,",New York'Timgi,lv"
July 8, 1896, p. 1. : = - . .
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séfve as temporary chairmah and introduce: General MacArtgur.'
The keynoter's official program duties ended when his speech
was delivered. The Republicans had also departed from t%a:
dition in naming NacArthur; for he is the only m111tary |
figure to have delivefed a conventlon keynote. The Republl-

:cans have continued their separation of the keynoter and_

temporary chairman roles since the 1952 convention, but ﬁhé
fbemocratslhave nof followed the Republican example.

Although the temporary chairman does not control -

the machinery of the convention for any considerable timé under -

either party's organizational '‘plan, the post derives con51der-

able influence from the lkeynote speech alone, for this address-l‘

proclaims the chief points on which the party will base ;ts
appeal to the voters. It_is believed that in the party in
power, the keynoter is usually selected by the President br

at least under his strong adv1ce 51nce the address will dls--
cuss the record of the administration and offer a sultable op-

. . 2’
- portunity to set the emphasis for major campaign issues. : A

Edw1n A. Miles, '"The Keynote Speech At Nationaiﬂ
Nominating Conventlons ! Quarterly J.ournal of Speech, Vol.

XLVI, No.:1 |(February, 1960), pp. 26-27.

2Paul T. David and Ralph M. Goldman and'RlchérdAC.~
Bain, The ‘Politics of National Party Conventions, A Brooklngs
Inst1tut10n|Study (Menasha, lecon51n George Banta Co

1960), p 6%

mosoeo

1
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~contemporary historian has explained the more immediate goais'gﬁ

J and normal ([style of the speeches:

In present-day politics the keynote speech has two
primary purposes: to raise the enthusiasm of the dele-
gates |to a high pitch and to rally the voters of the
nation to the party's standard. Loud cheers, sustained
applause, and prolonged demonstrations are apt to greet
the more impassioned passages of the orator. His
langu&ge is inclined to be bombastic, for custom demands<
that he 'avoid no extravagance of speech, either in:
praise or blame' in glorifying the brilliant accompllsh—
ments [of his own party or in lamenting the dlsmal v
failurxe of the opposition.l '

‘ ?herefore, "Most Americans listen to a keynote:

eddress with good-natured tolerance. It is not”supposedﬁto

be fair and objective. It is the pep talk at a footba11£

' .rally.”z, Will Rogers, who attended a number of conventions

in the role of newspaper columnist, reviewed the speech By

-the GOP Keynoter Senator Simeon D. Fess of Iowa in 1928 1n an

entertaining manner, but also correctly reflected the expected

partisan direction of the Ieynote. According to Rogers' hlnter-

pretation of the speech,

. e« e the Republicans were responsible for 'radio, tele-.

phone, baths, automobiles, savings accounts, enforcement
workmen living in houses and a living wage for Senators.
On the other hand, the 'Democrats had brought on war
pestlﬂence, debts, disease, boll weevil, gold teeth"
need of farm relief, suspenders, floods, famines, and
Tom Heflln.' So 1av1sh was the orator's praise of re-

-tlrlng President Calvin Coolldge that Rogers thought

R

P

26.

=

Miles, Quarterly Journal of Speech, XLVI, No. .1,

(2] ’ . . s li‘
L

Strout, The Christian Science Monitor, p. 1.




sure h? was referring to 'Our Savior' till they told*
me, no 1t was. Coolidge.' The way he_rated them was:
COOlld the Lord, and then Lincoln.l ~f

I
- Despite the humor of the above comment, the key-
note is designed for a serious purpose and generally serves
as a vital asset for the convention. A less ordinary pur%t'
\ 4

pose was served as Martin H. Glynn, former Governor of New

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

party leaders learned thevreal mood of the delegates, and the‘.;f*

aﬁticipated theme of 'Americanism' was rejected because off
"the,enthusiagtic response of the convention to Glynn's theﬁe,
"ﬁe'kept us gut of war." |
Thé keynoter's role is also a frequent stepping %‘
stone to pol%ticai power for the orator, expecially if the
convention is dead-locked or essentially uncommitted in 1ts
presidential jor vice=-presidential choices. MNany Amerlcansécan
remember the |speech of Alben W. Barkley at the Democratic éon-
vention of 1948 that captured the enthﬁsiasm of the delegages
| and the vice-presidency for Barkley. That keynote speech J;so

gave Barkley the distinction of being the only person in the

United States| to keynote a political convention three timegFB

lMiles; Quarterly Journal of Speech, XLVI, No. lj

p. 30.
o |

»2Bain, Convention Decisions and Voting Recordé. 198

3Ib;d., PpP. 239, 248, 272'. Barkley gave the keyr
‘ note in 1932, 1936 & 1948 S R e
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 The Republican keynoter in 1916 owed considerable credit to his . -,

well-received keynote address for his subsequent nomination -
"and election!/in 1920. Warren G. Harding had been a littleév
. known United|States Senator unfil his »opular keynote‘adf :
dreés in 1916. Walter Judd was con#idered a serious dontebdef '
for the vicespresidency after his own keynote address to tée
Republicans in Chicago in 1960.1

It|is also appropriate to.note that keynofe speakers'.
-~ come from the top ranks of national political life, Since21900,
fourteen United States‘Senators, twelve Governors or formef
Governors, féur Representatives, and oné'Cabinét Member hé;e
"addressed Repubiican or Democratic coﬁventidns as keynote 3 
speakers. General of the Army Douglés MacArthur was the f#rstv"

keynoter in GOP history to fall outside these polifical radks.’

The Democrats| have made only three exceptions to these pol%ti-

cally elite: former jurist Alton B. Parker in 1912, Nation41
Chairman Homer S. Cummings in 1920, and Historian Claude Gé

Bowers in 1923~2 Senators have been chosen for chairmanshi;

with considerable frequency in both parties since the turnébfv

the century, but there has been a recent tendency in both é%rtiesfi
: to:appoint governors as keynpte speakers and temporary chai;-

1

lInside Politics: The National Conventions, 1960 i

(Dobbs Ferry,| N. Y.: Oceana Publications, 1962), p. 51.

‘2Miles,_Quarterlz_lggznal_gfw§pggcg, XLVI, No. 1f

iy
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‘men. Quite| clearly then, the post of keynote speaker isffV
one of great influence and prestige. It is an honor andiaf‘

responsibility extended to an individual of considerablei

political renown by the respective national committees.

The Current Issues

Events | in the spring of 1960 were less than ideal for
Republican development of a campaign based on 'peacel'

. and prosperity' themes. The economy had slanted down
into a 'recession phase. On the 'peace' front, matters
were even worse, with apparent confusion within the
Administration on the handling of the U-2 incident,
and thé collapse, on May 16, of the Paris summit
conference. : ‘

The economic, recession did not hit its full slu@p
until October, but the gradual slump in economic activity%was
a real concern to the Republicans. Richard Nixon said ”tﬁe
power of the| 'pocketbook' issue was shown mere clearly peé-
haps in 1958) than in any other off-year election in historé‘y.”2
The.GOP had‘buffered‘disastrous defeats in 1958, with on1£1153
Republicans 1eft in the h37-member House, thirty-five Repdbli-
cans in the Senate now one-hundred strong, fourteen Repubiican
Governors, and with the Republicans in eontrol of‘both>hou§es-“

3

of the state|legislatures in only seven states.

3
g 1IrLside Politics: The National Conventions, 1960
p. 20. | | | ' Y

2Rjrehard Nixon, Six Crises (Gafdeﬁ City, N. Y.;.}~
Doubleday, 1962), p. 310. S - T

31bid., p. 302. N i

S
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‘Oh May 19, in Portland, Oregon, Senator John F.
'Kennedy‘sugéested that the United States should "express
regfet"’ﬁpaPremier Khrushchév for the U=-2 reconnéisance'
flights. This poSition had seemcd momentarily to backfire
on Kennédy,'but in a few weeks the people-éppeared to be
more concerned’with suchvdo@estic.issues as unemployment,
increased federal spending, the agricultural Sﬁrplus prob-
lem, and the growing problems of integration in the South.

Nelson Rockefeller soupded very much like a
candidate on May 8 when he delivered a strong attack on the
lack of direétioh he alleged existed in Nixon's foreign
policy statements and on the Eisenhower defense budgevt, which
he considered inadequate. | | |

Kennedy, as Qell as other leading Democratic cam-
paigners; constantly complained of the stagnatioﬁ of the |
American'ec@nomy,_the”geriousness of the allegedly low level
of national economicvgrowth, and the so-called "missile gap"
between theﬁSoviet Union and thé United,States}l

The issuevof"the Congo was a fairly sfmple one in
1960. vThe ﬁnited Sfates had strongly backed the United MNations
in its "powe}-play”'thatvhad forced the Soviét Union out of the
‘immediafe picture, even to the point of evacuétiné.the Russian

embassy staff. In Cuba, the domestic policiés‘of Fidel Castro

1'"To Work In Earnest," Newsweek, August 1, 1960,
po 2“. : C

)
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-appeared eninently authorit&r;an to many Americans, but no.

v clear crisis or breakdown'of;friendly relations had occurred.

i
GOP Senator Jacob Javits descéribed this " . . . a sorry
1

period for any administratio&{in pover. . . . The{United

L A
States was reaping a harvest that had been planted, whether

:
oo

we wish to say wisely or fool%shly, by tenants long sincef_"
departed. . . ." 1In fact, according to Javits, "The only -
encouraging headline that theﬁRepublicans had in the press.

for nearly four months of any{ eal moment was the 'Success-

~ful Firing of the Polaris [MJ§ 113 vl oor as a writer of
' {

con51derable renown from the 03p051te side of the polltlcal ‘
fence expressed it: !

T
i

i

|

s
|
N

. . « 1960 was a year of national concern--vague
shapeless, unsettling, undeflnable national concern

. + . the Congress of the Unlted States saw fit for the
first time to hold Towrxal;bearlngs on the National
Purpose; . . . the outgoing President of the United
States saw fit to leave as his legacy to the incoming
President and the people an official paper that, for
the first time in American history, self-consciously
attempted to define 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 changed; and they knew their own world would be
changing too.5 ” ' '

1Interv1ew with Honorable Jacob J Javits, U. S
Senator from New York, April 29, 1963.

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

If conventions epitomize the mythology and legehdry :

of American national politics, then Chicago epitomizes
the convention city. For one hundred years, ever since
the nomination of Abraham Lincoln at the Wigwam, it
has been the favorite city of political convention-
goers. Counting notches for fourteen Republican and
nine Democrat national conventions 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 Eisenhower.:

Chicago does indeed have a rich heritage in the

' and as a city it is eager

Ameriéan presidential "ballgame,'
to keep its franchise. Its central location geographically
and its physical attributes of numerous hotels, motels, res-
taurants, and entertainﬁent attractions, all in close
proximity, make it ideal. Moreover, the citizens of the
"windy City" have a pleasant knack of identifying with the
party that is currently conventionéering in théirAmidst. 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
‘S0 busy worshiping the almight dollar and seducing each
o6ther that you do not see the handwriting on the wall:

LTbid., p. 188.

25
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America Must Fall." A ghost of yesterday wandered
through the press corps: Philip Willkie, son of the
famous| Wendell Willlcie; who, believing he could single-
handedly duplicate his father's feat in stampeding a
convention, handed out press releases running himself
for Vi?e-President with Mr. Nixon. DMr. Willkie cam-

. paigned simultaneously in Chicago for election as 1'
Indian5 State Superintendent of Public Instruction . . .

B?t very few of the delegates or spectators were

. | A
interested in Eli or Philip Willkie. The customary sound

Ll

“trucks were'present, frequently maliing an antiphonal response

of their me%sage. The Rockefeller loud-speakers blared "For

He's A Jollf Good Fellow," while the more correct Nixon theme
\ : :

song was ”M%rrily We Roll Along." Collegiate Republicans and

Young Repubﬂicans were in greater evidence than at any previous
convention;ithe young ladies of these groups were pafticularly
| .
conspicuous'prior to the convention as they paraded at the
respective QOtels occupied by the various state delegations;
usually dregsed.in short, scarlet skifts with the white blouses

!

l :
or in pink-ﬂtriped gingham. The "young'. Republicans and pre-

i . .

|
convention crowds seemed gay, but such popular nearby night-
clubs as the| Pump Room reported poor business and cdmplained

that '"this wgs the most penny-pinching convention crowd that

they had eveF known . . .'%

| : o : .
Thb poor attendance at the Pump Room may have resulted

from the state of gloom, perhaps’ even anger;ithat.settled over

[ _
‘lIbid., p. 190.

2Ibid., p. 190.
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a large parﬁ of the more conservative delegates, alternates,
i .

and party faithful when they heard of the Rockefeller-Nixon
meeting in New York. Known unhappily to many as the ”Four-r

" the public announcement

teen Point Compact of Fifth Avenue,
of the joint-communique caused a storm of righteous outrage

from the one-hundred-member platform committee who now felt

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

ingless. Aiready many members of this platform committee had

probably strained greatly to accept the liberal tone of their

committee's deliberations. The "Compact" was soon the top
American ne&s story, causing delightvamong~the Democrats and
serious coneternation among Republicans. Barry GoldWatere
spoke at least for the conservative wing of the GOP when he
labeled the hockefeller-Nixon agreement a '"surrender" and e
"Munich of tﬁe Republican Party." When Vice-President Nixon
arrived in Chicago shortly after noon on Monday, July 25, he
was'astonished with the common interpretation given to his
meeting with;l Rockefeller. He has s_ince. written in his Six

Crises the following reaction:

. . . I found the delegates in an angry and rebellious
mood. They thought Rockefeller deserved nothing but the-
back oflmy hand. But through an initial press confer-
'ence in. whlch I directly took on all the charges of

surrender to Rockefeller and answered each of them,
and by meetlng groups of delegates on virtually a
round-the-clock basis as well as greeting and shaking
hands with every one of the 2600 delegates and alter-
nates, I was finally able to set the record stra1ght and
to prepare the way_for a receptlve audlence for my
acceptance speech.

lyixon, Six Crises, p. 316.
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Rﬁgardless as to a judgement of how successfully

Nixon mdnaggd to satisfy the convention with "his" platform,

‘one Could’sgfely_say that the 1960IRépublican Conﬁention had
‘an iﬁauspic%ou5~beginninv; Aithoughlit appearedvthat most of
the delegatés'reSpected the political talénts of Nixon, it is
probably tr@e that many of the delegates were not genuinély
happy with éis candidacy. The GOP conservatives had arri#ed
in bhicago %xpecting another defeat, for they realized that
their favorite, Senator Barry Goldwater, cduld be neither
nominated nér elected in 1960. They still retained‘some
frustration;about the Eisenhower nomination, which they had
fopght. Aléhough many‘later acknowiedged him to be a good
President, éhe cbnservéfives generally did not believe "Ike"
‘was the polﬂtician they had needed to rebuiid their party.
Many GOP.Coﬁservatives still believed that there was-téo much
”Metooism"_#oward the Democrats.l

S%nce‘fhé Warren Hardiné campaign in 1920, the party
standard-be%rer had been more liberal than the party's conser-
vative &ing.% Nixon had at one time seemed a fairly good copy

| : : . :

of the conse%vativefs "ideal" candidate, but he ﬁad appeared
. to become mu%h more liberal in the iast eightAyears. lAt his

! ‘ : :
news conference called to explain that_Rockefeller's views were

{

i

P
I
t

i

lHuckshorn Interview.

P
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E
in reality very close to his and had not therefore consti-

|

tuted a "sunrender." Nixon went even further in displeasing
the conservativesrby interjecting that '"the platform was just
_ the beginning.of the campaign proposals he had up his
sleeve."! : v

'Despite the animosity or at least distrust from
the Right, ft is equally necessary to remember that many Re-
publicans of‘the Rockefeller "school“ found Nixon disappoint-
ingly consenvative for their taste. These Republicans in
general had more to be happy with in the controvers1al agree-
ment signed by Nixon and Rockefeller a strong civil rights
plank was a virtual certainty, and a searching new look at‘
defense spenﬁing seemed promised. Clearly, the liberals had
more reason to be congenlal than the conservatlves as the
open1ng session of the Twenty-Seventh Republlcan Nat10na1
Convention was convened by 1ts Natlonal Chairman, Senator
Thruston Morton. |

It;was a foregone conclusion for most Americans
that Richard;Nixon_wonld be the Republican presidential nomi-
nee. The|ma§or items of uncertainty were‘the vice-presiden-
tial nominee?and the platform to be‘adopted. As the conven-
tion\opened,?it appeared to many delegates that only the

S

vice-presidency was yet to be decided, and it was'naturally

: lErwin D. Canham, "State of Convention," Christian
Science Monito;, July 26, 1960 p. 1. ' :




i .
expected th?t‘the presidential nominee would exercise the
greatest po&er in the selection of his running mate. There
must have been many delegates who wondered to themselves

if the trip to Chicago was worth the time.

30
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CHAPTER III
{ 'THE SPEECH

T@e keynote address»was scheduled as the ‘last
speech giveniduring the first“day of thé convention. The
Judd_speech %as, acco;ding to some observe;é, the third
keynote of the day, following the major ho£tatory efforts
ovaoldwater%and former President Hoover.l  During the |
opening session, the delegates.received greetings from
Chicago,MaYo? Richard Daley, Congresswoman Marguerite Stitt,
‘and Governor William G. Stratton of Illinois; heard the
Kansas high school student who was the American Legion
Oratprical Cpampion and the chairman of the American Heritage
Foundation‘i+ short addresses; and adopted.rules and officers
“‘for_permanéné organization.

Thé Second Session of the Repﬁblican Convention
featured in éddition to~the major addresses of Goldwater énd
Hoover a'dra@atized memorial program honoring Abraham
Lincoln, an;introductioﬁ of all Republican Senators.and
"‘_senatorial c&ndidatés. presentgti;ns of;géveis to the perma-

t
|

1See for example the Ed1t0r1a1 of the Chnlstlan
Sclence Monltor, July 26, 1960 P 18 -

I
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nent chairman by several state delegations, and additional

speéches by! the GOP candidate for United States Senator

from Illino%s, by Assistant Republicén National Chairmaﬁb
»Mfs. Claire;é. Williams, and by Temporary'Chairman Cecil
Undérwood, éovernor of West Virginia. . Congresswoman
‘Francis P. Bolton introduced keynoter Judd, the last speaker
of the day,%withva Short, carefully edited speech that was
- a quick res&me of his public caréer and personal philosophy.
Thglintroduétion to'Judd was a glowing one, and fhe speaker
wangreetediwith a ghéering, standing ovation.

Thesis and Lines of Argument

]

In his opening remarks, Judd came immediately to
the message'bf the occasion. . He followed the advice of
his friend Rbbert Humphries that he should eliminate his

originally prepared three introductory paragraphs and go

immediately to the real beginning of his speech content.l_In
what then became the introductory paragraph of his speech,

Judd promised'a departure from what he considered the ordi-

2

nary path of|the traditional keynote:? "blaming the other

party for evérything'that is bad, taking_credit'to ourselves
[ v . : :

for everything that is good. . . 3 Partially fulfilling

'1J#dd'Interview.
g '
“Ipid.

| ‘ ' ‘ - :
3Veirbatim transcript of Judd Speech. p. 89.
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this pledge!, Judd offered two sections of his speech to an
'explanation?of the basic differences..between the Democrats
and Republicans, concerned that many American citizens
believed them to be the same.

Perhaps in an attempt to find common ground and
probably hoping to win some degree of acceptance among his
Democratic and Independent listeners in the larger national
audience, Judd said during the introduction of his speech:

We know, és_do you who are listening, that both

the Democrats and the Republicans want a strong, free,
and prosperous America in a peaceful and secure world.
The difference between the two parties is not over

these good objectives, but over the beft way to
achieve good objectives and keep them. '

The editors 'of Vital Speeches, including the Judd speech in
their magazine’as one of the major addresses of the 1960
Republican €onvéntion, considered the last line of the above
quotatibn a# the priméry-thesis of the Judd address, entit-
ling it, "Tﬂg Best Way To Achieve Good Objectives and Keep
Them. "2 Judd'did hot-plan a title for his speech, but felt
that the quotation from his speech utilized as a slogan-like
title on copﬁes of the keynote address distributed by the
vRepublican N?tidnal'Committee was hmore reflégtive of the

most‘urgent %heme of theikeynote, transcending political

i
|

lbid;, p. 90.
2

' ®see Vital Speeches, Vol. XXVI (August 15, 1960),
p. 646. Judd's opposite number, Senator Church, was not
so honored.JE : ‘ - ‘ '

S |
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overtones."l A line from fhe‘speéch; "We must qevelop

a strategy for viétory . « o+ to save freedOmf Freedom
everywhere!|! was regarded by Judd and by the GOP National

“ Committee as the major thesié of his speech. A supporting
thesis was that the Democrats had demonstrated themselves
tovbe short-=sighted, inexperienced, unwise, and particularly
incompetent to handle Communists, thus making‘them clearly
unable to preéerve freedom. This "freedom strategy'" would
haﬁe itslgreatest 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 fifteen-page speech in defense of Republican foreign
' policy and in a blistering attack on the foreign policy
records of former Presidents Truman and Roosevelt.

In discﬁssing domesfic issues, Judd followed
through on his introductory statement about similarity in
goals of the{major parties. He denied thaf_Republicans were
against such|progressive measures as "security for old age,
adequate medical care, better education, better housing,

‘ protéction of the rights of lébér and'of minorities, and aid

‘ ‘to;agricu1ture.”2. Instead of opposing fhese programs, Judd

A

lyudd Interview.

_ 2Judd‘KeyQote Address transcript, p.90. See
Appendix. S co . T , ,
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argued that| the GOP's fight with the Democrats was not over

the validity of such pfograms, but how best to implement

and administer them, Judd does not detail any basic dis-

tinction between Republican aqd Democratic methods for ad-

<. ministering| such domestic programs, except to state that the

Republicans | favored minimum fedefal intervention in the lives
-'of citi'zensT even for benevolent activities. Instead, Judd
stressed thé Républiqan goal of optimum individual initia-
tive and a relati?eiy unhampered opefatibn of free enterprise}
Improvemeﬁts’iﬁ_various faceté of the national economy vere
cited as pr?of that the Republiéan plén had worked under the
Eisenhower Admihistration. In a strong statemeﬁt, Judd
contrasted the record for.corruption and‘séandal in the
Truman and Eisenﬁower Administrations.

In.his conclusion, Judd expended more than two
pages of text in a statement regardihg basic philosophical
differences between the two parties. His explanation centered
on the size and concept of government and elaborated his
view of the desirability of allowing individuals and gfoups
to satisfy their own needs without government interference,
Judd believed that no matter how well-intentioned the gov-
ernment programs hight be, the citizens would lose their
incentiveito ﬁelp:themselves.: He drew upon an esteemed
ﬁehocrat, formervPresident Wobdrow Wilson, for a qﬁotation

that testified;.\ﬁThe history of liberty is a history-of'the




‘limitation |of governmental power, not the increase of it ot

In this argument as in many chers, Judd asked a question,
supplied tﬁe Democratic answef) ana then attacked the
alleged anSwer.2 |

A less controvérsial but equally effective suB-
point was Judd's statémeﬁt that the situation facing our
nation in 1960 was much lilke that which faced Lincoln in
1860, Ohlyénow the‘slavery'which wé opposed Qas‘on a world
"basis. Yef; as Lincoln knew,'there was still ndfchanbe of
" . . . this whole wide world going on indefinitely half
slave, half free."3 Thus, Judd had a cbnstantly underlying
and freéuently stated proposifibn that this nation should
not maintaih a defensive hplding action, but rather mount
an unspecified offénsive attack to win the world struggie!
with cqmmugism. In part'the solution waslthat our citizens
had to '"sell" democracy more effectively and fervently than
the communists espoused their ideology.  The' remainder of
the argument was in the form of a generalization that the
peop1e~of'fhé United States must leave the leadership for
our ship oﬁ state in the hands of tried and true Republican

i ‘

hands, ratﬁer than consider a transfef to the shoulders of

!
i

i
¥ .
N
Ibid., p.112.

2Tbid., p.112..

31bid., p.115.

36
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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 Eisenhowé;

1 n

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

1, It might appear that Judd consciously de-

exercise."
signed a lafge part'of his content to answer the political
ofatory of the Democratic Cohvention and of the post-conven-
tion campéignihg; howvever, Judd stated that his speech was
intended to be a rebuttal on only tﬁo issues: (1) that the
free world cpndition had slipbed due to Republican errors
as suggested by Democratic Keynéter Frank Church, and (2)
that Eisenhower's cancellation of his visit'to:Japan was due
to some personal inadequacy.2

In outline form, the keynote sbeech might appear

as follows:

lJUdd Interview. Judd was confident that Nixon

would receive the GOP Presidential Nomination, and was a
strong friend and backer of Nixon. Nixon was one of the
~few Republicans to read the speech prior to its delivery.

2Thid.
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Introduction: This keynote will not be a traditional

one:

A.

The traditibnalvkeyhote is inadequate tonight
because:
1. The times are too éerious.

2l The country is in danger.

Tﬁe American people actually Aeed_to know which
party can best serve them, for | |

1; .The'bétter barfy should have anlunderstanding,
1 of the forces against them at home and abroad.
2, The better pérty will have the bgst léaders,b
most Capéble of handling the pfobleﬁs.

Both parties want the sameAgood objectives for the
copntry. they oniy &iffer in mééhpd'of obtaining
those gbod objectives and keeping them, and

1. The Republicans always oppbée medsures that
they believé are unsound.

2. Republicans do not malke promiseé iﬁ order to .
win elecfioné.‘

3. TherDemocrats can beét the_Republicans in
prémiseﬁ.lbut the communisté can out-ﬁromisé

the Democrats..

The basic problem today is the powefful enemy .that

threatqns Americans, and
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' The Republican Pafty.was born in such a time of

crisis to deal with human slavery which it suc-

cessfully solved.

Today's problem of world slavery can be solved by

today's Republicans.

Republicans have recently demonstrated their

ability.to handle international problems effec=

tively, for

1.

2.

« Republicans ended the fighting in Korea.
* Republicans prevented half avdbzen other
threats from‘becoming war. |
'Republicans accomplished this by

-a. Support of principles;

b. Balanced military power.

Republicans have solved the Democrat's '"mis-

sile gap' and sfrengthened our deterrent force.

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

second-rate power Jjust tO-get elected.

Republicans have employed the U-2 to prevent

another Pearl Harbor.

Republicans did not back dbwn to Khrushchev

over the Berlin problem.

Republicans have not tried to fool the people

with false optimism.
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9. Khrushchev, not Republicans, wrecked the Paris
Summit Conferehce.'
a. Khrushchev tried to set the Allies against
each other. | |
b. When he did not succeed in dividing the
Allies, he killgd'the Conférence.
c. Khrushchev has now beén forced to achieve
his ends by subversion.
10., The Cémmunists had to thwart foreign trips by
_Republipan leaders due to their popularity.
a. Eisenhower achieved a greater triumph in
India than communist leaders.
' b. Communists could not risk similar popular
deménstrations for Eisenhower in Japan or the
U.S. S. R.
11.| Democrats get along bettér with communists
since the communists gét what they want out of
them. |
D. It wasﬁ'thepublicans who were responsible for'such
blunders, as \ |
Recognizing the Soviét»Union in 1933 and treat-
ﬂ_ing it like a respectable power.
Giving the RusSians a free hahd"in the Balkans

against Churchill's advice. -
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3! Agreeing to the Communist take-over of 100
million free, non-Russian people in Eastern
Europe. .

b Cu?ting 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.

6. Dividing Korea, and giving Northern industrial

area to the Communists.

7. Giving the Soviets the Kurile Islands, an
integfal 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
withdrawal or requiring the Communists to lay

down their arms.

LThP Republicans have consistently tried to tear

dobn the Frankenstein monster of communism“tha#

the Democrats have helped to build up-.

That is the reason the Republicans are against the

‘recognition 'of Red China or-admitting Red China

to| the United Nations.

Bﬁt'the Republicans are not ignoring China, and"

,havéibeen negotiatihg with the Red Chinese Govern-




III.

I.

ment for over five years.

Republicans have faith in America and can most ef-
qectively combat communism in the new challenge

that Khrushchev has given.

|

" The voters, being wise, will return the power of

foreign policy to trusted Republican hands.

|

The American Domestic Scene also requires Republican

1eaderfhip, for

A,

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

|

Government" that is best for the whole nation.

|
gbvernment without scandal.
The Republicans have achieved prosperity witﬁoﬁt
war, something the Democrats>have not beenvéble tp
do in this century.

qu Republicans have checked inflation.

1! They did so without autocratic controls.

2! They have used the free enterprise system and

kept it free.

a. Republican record for price stability is
better than Demoératic record.

b.vRepublicans have achieved more jobs for
workers with higher péy.

c. Republicans have achieved higher personal

income for entire nation.

The Republicans have had a better record of clean
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. Republicans have strengthened federal programs, as

1. Social Security strengthening and more citi-

zens covered.

Agricultural surpluses used to help deserving

grdups.

[

|

|

L Vocational Rehabilitation expanded.
| .

|

I

|

|

Aqerican public.

Republicans have taken fewer tax dollars from the

Philoéophy of Republican Party is the best attitude
! .

for tlie nation, for

A.

Démocrats believe in government from the top down,

Republicans from the bottom uﬁ.

1., Best form of government is from the bottom up.
| a. Woodrow Wilson testimony. |
l b. Intent of the founding fathers and authors
E of the U. S. Constitution.

2.} Too much governmental help kills individual

| initiative.

| ,
The same Republican .philosophy and attitude that

solved the problemrof 1860 will solve thé.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 defehsiVe, we must

“‘take the offensive.
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Conclusion:
V.. Ve must have a rebirth in our party and within each
| . .
one of|us, and we can then save our nation. Let's go

to wor$121~

|

[N
Although the Judd keynote speech had a strong

Supporting the Arguments

|

flavor of Aqerican nationalism it did>not lose sight -of its

Ao : :
primary goay: to raise the reputation of the Republican

| .
Party and iﬂs morale and to negate those same factors for

the Democrads.
Jupd may have succeeded in disarming some of his
i ' »
non-Republichn listeners in the national audience by stating

] .
that his speech would not follow the traditionally partisan

path.l His Explanation that the '"times were too serious"

implied thatithe life of the nation was so seriously en-

dangered tha%.he would not resort to the customary political
| ’ . .

bombast, but]would show the path of political salvation)to

i N .
the nation. |The speaker also promised a careful dichotomy

of the parties that would demonstrate clearly the superiority
offone over the other. Thus, in the,infroductory remarks,

-f‘the audience |[was first led to expect a less partisan approach,

.-.and, secondlf, a speeéh that would genefally prove which was

‘_.

1Judd'Keynpte'Transcript, p. 89.
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the better party to furnish the leadership for the nation.

The keynoter demonstrated quickly that his address was not

original in‘direCfion, motive, or substantiation. It was
i
not the most flagrant address in hyperbole among recent

keynotes, but it was, by impartial standards, a cbmpletely
poiitical sﬁeech, and it offered little, if ény, more than
the usual k?ynote proofs for its charges.

quy of Judd's arguments, judged by rhetorical

Ve

standards f?r logical demonstration, were weak. He relied
more heavilj'upon his ethical appeal gained through his
character aé a speaker and the emotional appeal of his

4 1 v
| .

arguments.

Hﬂs strongest emotional appeals were aimed at

1"

i
such diverse topics as giving the "poor" Nixon a chance with

the ''rich" gennedy,l.the identification and complete reli-
ance of RequlicanS‘on the attitudes and philosophy of
Abraham Linc%ln,? the humiliation that Americans would

share if thegr President had apologized to Khrushchev as
I .
Democrats-su'ggested,3 the lives of American boys being

N

thrown away ;n Korea for no purpose,

|

1‘%’ P11k,

and his refusal to do

Zgbgg., P-115.

‘3I£id.; P.98¢
e

id., p.o4, -
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his daughter's math lessons because he wanted her to learn

to take care of herself, just as the Republicans felt the -

people shou}d have the opportunity to care for themselves.l
o :
These appeais were more emotional than logical in their
. [ '
presentatioﬁ.

J#dd did not seem to be guilty of many inconsist-

encies,_butlone was particularly glaring in the speech.
| . '
Near his coqclusion, Judd had stressed the increases of

various govérnmental aid programs to the people, detailing
i

the figures |of seven and one half million more people
| : _
covered by Soocial Security and of a jump from five to
! .

fourteen milﬁion in people receiving Social Security bene-
| .
-fits,2 and o? gigantic increases in vocational rehabilita-

tion3 and ag}icultural surplus disbursements.u "In almost
' 1 -
the next breéth, Judd launched into his major philosophical
‘ .
dictinction Petween the parties, where he stressed that the
, .

| : : " :
Republicans ?id not believe in '"government handouts ', or

. | -
"in government orders, edicts, and government controls.
] ’ .

. . .35 Judd chose to state Republican suppért and expan®
| - . ) N .
|

1rhid. . Pe 11L.

|
( .
2Ibid., p. 109.

3Ibid:, p. 110.
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sion for various liberal prbgrams, generally admitted to
be of Democratic origins, and then almost in juxtapbsition;
to launch his explantion of Republican philosophy that
capitaiized on individual initiative and few governmenfal

programs. ﬁe allowed himself to be vulnerable to the charge

- of inconsistency and riding both sides of the fence.

m—

It is generally agreed that ev1dence is composed
of examplesJ expert testlmony, and statlstlcs.l In his

|
fifteen pagé keynoté, Judd cited fourteen examples involving
st;tistics‘that we could label as ''fact," anquuoted promi-
nent Ameriéans as expert testimony proof for four major
arguments. |In his use of nine rhetorical questions,2 Judd
uséd a partisan historical narrative of "facts" to ascribe
many poStwaJ eveﬁts thaf strengthened the communists as
Bemocratic Jesponsibilit& for these events and to remove
Republicans Lrom a part of the gullt 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 thei Allied powérs were engaged equally in occupy-

ing conquered territories and when the majority of Americans, -

including both Democratic anleepublican leaders, were un-

able to visuglizeuan ulterior motive to Russian occupation

lRepresentatlve of speech textbooks is: Giles
Wllkeson Gray and Waldo W. Braden, Public Sveaking: Princi-
ples and Practlce (New York: Harper & Brothers, 1951),
p..285 : : o

Judd Keynote Transcript, pp. 101-102.
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activities.| Judd's causal connection was at best dubious.

Many of Judd's examples of statistical evidence

are weakened by his failure to adapt his figures to fluc-

tuating values of the'dollér, to the sharp natural effect

of a war ec&nomy inflation contrasted to peacetime sta-

bility, or tio adjust this monetary increase to an also

expanding population. For example, Judd stated that

"personal inLome has gone up by a whopping 33%--from $2301
, 1 : .
billion in 1952 to $420 billion in 1960--and a larger share

i
of that higher income than ever before, more than 4%

|

[fof]Lthe pay envelope of workers. '1o1n

1arger,
this argument he has failed to consider the larger number

of workers in the labor force, both in sheer population

growth énd due to the return to civilian life by military

forces
pay in
power,

eroded

follow
labor'
since
the 4

Ano

ing the Korean “War. 7The "l per cent larger
s pay envelope" did not mean real purchasing
the cost of'living rises would have more than

per cent actual dollar increase.

ther Judd fallacy was the inaccurate statement

that ". & . the Republican &3rd Congress . . . gave the
American people the-biggest single tax cut.in their history.

. . ."2 To have reflected truly the tax cut, Judd should
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<

| . - ' o
have indicalted that he meant the largest tax cut in number

“of dollars, and not the largest-cﬁt in percentage effect
on the individﬁal citizen“or corporatioﬁ. He was guilty
of a similar statistical failacy whén he spoke of '"the

58 pef cent price rise under.Truman that leveled off to

,”1 neglecting‘:

lesé than 10 ﬁer cent under Eisenhower, .
to add that the Korean War had sharply effected the Truman
period‘statistics. |

To the éudience,'the strongest emotional appeal of -
tﬁe speech was the_ofteh-repeated theme of "survival"
or "freedom from want and fear." Alan Monroe in his classic
work on psychological motivation listed the follo&ing.four
primary motives, either by themselves or in_sqme ﬁype of

combination, as a cause for all our behavior:

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

2. Freedom from external restraint. .

3. Preservation ‘and increase of self-esteem. (ego-
expansion). ' :

L, Preservation of the human race.2

11bid,

2plan H. Monroe, Principles and Types of Speech .
(Chicago, Atlanta, Dallas, Palo Alto, Fair Lawn, New Jersey;

Scott, Foresman and Co., 1962), p. 170.
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To the writer, Judd's_keynote address seemed a
clear exampie of each of these primary motives in a con-—
stantly reinforcing paftern; The failure of the Paris éum-
mit‘Confereqcé was entirely the faulf of Mr. Khrushchev,1
said Judd_iA an appeal to self-esteem of Americans. "The
U-2 flight Wasiaimed at preventing war," he-ézplained,2
appealing‘tJ the first primary motive and others. He ne-
glected to sjay that the'timing of the fligﬁt of the ill-
fated Uj2 piloted by Major FPowers was poor, or that our
conduct after the Russian capture of the plane and pilot was

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

culf a task to convince most of the American audience that

the fault was entirely Knrushchev's.
Placing the fault of the ego-deflating stand-off

in the Korea? War was a more difficult task, but Judd used

emotional stgtements and familiar themes to accomplish the

task. Starting with the emotional statistic of "33,000
American youths killed” in a war he implied we did not dare
win,3 the keynoter‘over-looked limitations of é joint United
Nations-Unit?d States Co@mand that hesitatgd to cross

Chinese borders and thereby risk involving Russia in 'the war.

1Judd-Keynote Transcript, p., p. 98.

21bid.

3Igid;, p. 10L.
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The "Korean |Police Action” was a war many Americans did not

undérstand and founquittle in which to take pride, and
Judd's.statément that impligd that Eisenhower was largely
responsible |for its successful conclusion waélaccepted at
face value By many Ahericans. Probably the more significant
value of this reference was a later mention qf war which
implied the Democrats were a war party. Judd finally
planted this| old GOP theme adroitly when he spoke of Repub-
ligan prosperity achieved without war and added that it was-
"something %ur predecessors have never been able to do in
. this century.”1

In general, Judd is better in attacking than de-
fending. The fault of his defense is that hg seemed to
" make almost ?rrational refutation to charges that particu-
lafly angered him, For example, the Kennedy‘reference fo
Eisenhower as the ”Preéident who began his term by going to
Korea and ends it by staying home from Japan . . ."2 brought
a vociferous reply from Judd. One of his failacie; in rely-
ing to this argument was that foreign demonstratorsragainst
Eisenhower were all communists,.a charge that Judd did not

. substantiate! He then declared that the communists were not

libid., p. 98.

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

‘helped make!|them powerful.l " The questionable '"proof'. for

. that argument was a quotation from the early days of the
" Truman Administration and prior to @he beginnings of the
cold wgrjwhen Truman had referred to Stalin as "good old
Joe."? Judé's final answer to this argument was that any
one who m&naged to have successfull dipiomatic relations
with the communists did so because he gave the communists
what they wanted. This was something Republicans were not

]
willing to QO,B.said Judd.

IA his choice of expert testimony, Judd appcared
\

1"

more succeszul. His use of Kennedy's testimony that '"we
| ol

have the greatest deterrent force in history . . . was

vital from thé man who had recently criticized the Repub-
1iéan Administration's defense poiicies.-uThe frequent ref-
erence ahd'quotations.from Abraham Lincoln were helpful
identification fdr present day Republicans aitid suggested

strongly that the same basic Republican philosophy would

successfully meet the needs of the hour. Perhaps the most
effective use of personal testimony came from the great

..Demografic President Woodrow Wilson whom Judd quoted tb‘

1 suad Transcript, p. 100.

2Ibid. -

ERN
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subatantiate the Republican view that liberty exists

where gpverTment powers are limited.l It was in the expo-
sition of Republican philosophy that Judd presented his most
pepsuasive arguments, both in delivery-and construction.
Cafefully articulating the philosophy without his usual

tenor of vindictiveness, Judd explained with more than ordi-
nary fairness the distinction.beﬁween the two parties in the
Acohéept of government size and function. If the listener
remembered JFdd’s denial in his introduction that Republicans

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

what confuseg as to where Judd drew the line between the
parties in actual practice. But his personal analogy'that
campared helping his daughter with har math and the govern-
~ment's over;zealously helping its citizens to.do what tﬁey
should learn|to do for themselves was a lucid and appealing
argument. | |

Using what he called ”com&on horse sense" reason-
ing,2 Judd followed a basic pattern expectedvof the keynote
with success. As wa have said, his pathetic and ethical
proof weré strong aﬁd much of'his‘logical argument and
reasohing were so combined with emotional appeals that the
listenar was {convinced frequehtly of the argument's validity.
It is perhaps ahticlimatic to add that theikeynotar was

\ , S

|

Ibid., p. 113.

2

Judd Interview.

=

[\
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tonvinded of the truthfulness of each of his

charges, even after months of hearing Democratic counter-

refutation.:

From a strictly logical point of view,

B

some of

Judd's reasoning was assumptive; some of it was clearly

failacious.
frequently f

textbooks.

~

His evidence, especially his use of statistics,
ell far below the standards set by argumentation

Compared with other keynote speeches, however,

and considering the partisan nature of the occasion, Judd's.

speech would merit milder censure on this point than a

different oc

Ju
with the imm
Chicagq Amph
encéthﬂflis
read‘thé spe
the author t
sense" té-@a

Nixon's camp
[l .

casion and a different audience might demand.

Audience Adantation

dd.has nof stated whether he was more concerned
ediate audience of Republican delegates in the
i-theatre or with his indirect, national audi-
tened to his speeclhr on radio and television or
ech in print. Yet, from the cémmént of Jﬁad to
hat he wished most importantly in a "political
ke an address that would:broaden the scope of

aigh,2 it would appear that Judd was more con-

cerned with his larger, uncommitted national audience. A

rhetorician,

writing in a symposium article concerning the
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1960 Republi

struck by sp

'diate and the radio-televiSion audience.
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can Convention, wrote: "A happy balance was

eakers who directed remarks_both to the imme-

"l The significance

of this adaptation to a mixed audience is partially

explained'bj
when they co
to the highe
lowesf. ; .
levels of aﬁ
element. 'In
doubtedly th
plishment an
This Convéht

vated vocabu

Oliver and Cortrigﬁt in their speech textbook
ﬁment:_ "You_adapt.the quality of.your idéas'

st common denominator; their expression to the
;”2 This distinction is aimed primarily at
dience sophistication, and this is one important
this regard, the Convention audience was un-i,

e higher audience in terms of educational accom-
d probably in intéllectual'comprehension level,"

ion audience could have comprehended a more ele-

lary, but the partisan political flavoring was

vital for them.

On.

gests anothe

the other hand, the mixed audience‘iabel<sug-

r kind of basic difference that'is particularly

evident in moedern political speaking. As Adlai Stevenson ex-

pressed his

views in the 1956 campaign on the mixed audience;

lRussel Windes, Jr., "Republican Convention,"

Quartérlx Journal of Speech, XLVI (October, 1960), p. 251.

2Robert Oliver and R. L. Cortright, Effective

Specch (New
P. 265.4

York City: Holt, Rinehart and Winston, 1961),
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This is really a baffling problem. I come into

a hall| full of dedicated Democrats. WWe are exhilarated.
We ten? to see things in black and white. BEut at

the same time, I am specaking to people watching tele-
vision‘in their living rooms, to the fellow in the
kitchen with his feet up on the table who says no
politician can be trusted, to all kinds of people
everywhere. What kind of speech can I give under
these circumstances? 1In the past, I have resolved.
this conflict in favor of the unseen audience. We
have to be pragmatic about it: The television audience
‘is much larger, and presumably the partisans are al-
ready won.

Although Judd's speéch was more ceremonial and
an established part of the ritual of the respective nétional'
conventions, it seemed to have a nwcihh broader primary aim
than inspiring the assembled hepublicans. Jﬁdd's theme
that the nation needed an offensive ;tfategy for victory
was an appeal larger than the usual ﬁarty slqgans. More-
over, even the subservient theme that the Republicans could
best develop and implement this victory strategy seemed more
directed to convincing the nation than the party.
Judd's speaking engagement 'in the spring‘énd

summer of 1950 and [bi%] correspondence from all across the

nation had convinced him that people were tired of merely
defending. .|. . They were réady to take the offensive and I

agreed. We needed to score on thhe communists.  Not Jjust

‘maintain a h?lding action. You don't improve your position

|

‘lRussel Windes; Jr., and James A. Robinson, .
"Stevenson Answers 20 Questions,'" Look, October 16, 1956,
p. 82. : o
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that way."l

The only other direct clues from Judd were that:

(1) he was Yanxious that my speech not sound labored,” and

(2) that he|"would give my honest views, regardless of
whether or not my audience might like me thereafter."? Judd
_ had expressed concern about his ability toiadapt to such a
la:ge éudience in his letter of acqeptance to Senator
Mofton, the {National GOP‘Committee Chairman, and explained
that his customary method.of speaking.was "freewheeling"
rather_thén readiﬁg from a manuscript. Yet, he aésured
Morton that he would do his best 'with this vitally
important assignment. . . .13 \ |

Professor Robert Iuckshorn said that '"the mood

‘ofithe Convention was moderately conservative, and that Judd's
oratory,‘along with Nixon's, was most harmqpiously tunéd

to the mood lof the great majority :of thé,delegates,”u Nev=-
ertheless, the writer believes that an analysis of Judd’s;
addfess reveals a greater coﬁcern for the broader, indirect
audience,in the majOf portion of his Speéch,'although it is

also true that Judd met the ezpectations of.the.GOP delegates

lJde Interviesr.

2Tbid.
o 3Lc!etter from Walter Judd to Thruston B.,Horton,
June 16, 1960. :
e

Huclcshorn Interviev.
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sage.

though Judd did not wish to comment on the

s of the speech of his opposite number at the
onventlon, Senator Church, his comments did
audience reaction to the speeches of the earlier
"the people

hot ephemeral, philosophical solilo-

nl During the planning stages of Judd's

with his appraisal that the public

"a specific statement of offensive strategy

"2

Several Republican Senators had sent suggestions

to Judd thro
Senatorial.E
of vigorous

implied Repul

of the free v

ugh Senator Goldwater, the Chairman of the GOP

lection Committee, that they ". . .

were hopeful

refutation to recent Democrat charges that

blicans were responsible for the deterioration

vorld since the end of ¥orld War II.”3 It has

been mentioned earlier that these same dharges had already

seemed an important provocation to Judd, but the request was

solid reinforcement for his view from a'powerful group of

Republican leaders.

|

15
2

|

udd Interview.

Ibid.

3Interview with Honorable indrev F. Schoeppel

U. S. Senatof from Kansas,

Jecember 28, 1961.
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iudd s speech appl1ed to a host of motive appeals
dwhieh were ‘generally basic enough .to be psycholog1cal
indhcementé_to’the majority of his listeners.d His intro-
duetory statement that p;oclaimed a departure ffom the
.'tradifional keynote achieved a sense of urgency that was -

. related,to the mOﬁive of survival, both for natienal-and

‘individual freedoms. It also suggested that the speaker
:,intended to be largely non-partisan in his“remarks, a gentle:
nudge to tﬁe,indirect audience tgat included Democrats and .
Independents .that their sense of.fair play should deminate_
their concordant motive ef.loyalty te institution. -

The major expesition of the speech which preclaimed

relatlve'superiqrity of Republican achievements and abili-
ties Was exemplary of material designed tO'Qin the audiencelsf

motivation of approval and admiration,"

and the motivation:
of "emulation" that should particularly appeal to stroné
Independeats;f The motives of ”secufity” and "fear" which.
are listed frequently undef the breader designation of

"survival,"

were strong psychelogical,appeals in the body.
"and in the conclusion of the speech.
The frequent references to. the Dlety and beloved such

Amerlcan 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. Winans' Speech Making (New York: Clty' Appleton-
Century" Co., 1938), pp. 302-322.
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dentificatioh with significant authority and
itutions. As the keynoter.became inspired By
e audieﬁce, his language became'increasingly
direct comment. Such statémenté as '"'you

k you," "Wwas it?," ‘our blessed land," 'you're
1," and similar parenthetical adaptations,

nt. -
style

the introduction to a rhetorical symposium on

itical campaign, Ernest %Wrage wrote: "It is
owledged that the language of American politics
noted.neither for the richness of its iﬁagery
h and maturity of its underlying thought.”1

the self-evaluation of Walter Judd, we mighf

t Wrage!s quotation applies clearly to him.
?sﬁed that he is not a good public speaker, and
several speech faults.2 NevertheleSs, it is
bélieve.that any man who has served aS én active

r his party and church, and has been his con-

gressional d

istrict's distinguished representative for

1

lErnest Wrage, '"'Rhetoric and The'Campaign of 1956,"

Quafterly Journal of Speech,

ZJJdd Intervievw.

XLIII (February, 1957), p. k2.




twenty years could be completely devoid of style. Indeed;
| . .

an absence of any conscious attempt at embellishment and

rhetorical %magery would itself constitute a style. One

should,acceét with reservation,'therefore, Judd's feeling

that hi$~"cqmp1ete efforts are centered only in developing . .

speech contént. . . . I pay no attention to style.”1

~

Contradicting Judd on his evaluation of his
speaking style is a long-time acquaintance and competent
- speech critﬂc, Robert Forsythe, who said:

Dr. Judd's style is that of a prophet. He is
intense|, concise, and so forceful in his flood of
well=chiosen words that he carried one right along with

him. HPS word-choices, sentence structure, and
,stylistgc qualities complete the aquthoritative-
persuasive mood which he creates.

The writer agreed with Forsythe's analysis of Judd's speak-
ing and that| of Herbert Johnston, who explained:

_ I have always thought that one could see in his
[Judd'sﬁ speeches the man' himself. Deeply religious
above a?l other traits,; his style is inspiration even
in an attack on something he considers evil. . . .
Sensitiye, strongly opinioned, and an uncompromising
perfectionist in his own life; his language and
speech topics convey them all without talling down

lléid.

2Interview with Robert Forsythe, Minnesota.State
GOP-Chairmanl former college speech professor, Assistant-
Secretary of |[the Department of Health, Zducation and %el-
fare in the Zisenhower Administration, Minneapolis, Septemb

7, 1962,

er
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to you, laboring the point, or beihg a milk-
,toast.u ‘ : _ .

In his keynoﬁe, Judd spoﬁevin everyday English,
unsophisticéted and.cdmpfehended easily by listeners of
junior highischool ﬁaturity.‘ His word éhoices were clear,
accurate-and appropriate. There wasino evidence of stilted ,
language or|slang, mérely ordinary "taik" that any citizen
understood quickly.

Although his sentence structure‘was often éomplex,
Judd sounded génerally.terse. His embellishments were‘re- |
stricted lar"ely to rhetorical questions and dramatic asser=-
tions. Typlcal of Judd s polltlcally effective rhétorlcal
questions were: "Can our Nation s prestige be raised by
tearing it down? .“Aren' t they on the American team?,
and '"Will thley please tell you just what they thln& the
American péople wanted their President to do?A Apologize

and hand over West Berlin? . . . did they want him to blow

up and start| a war?”2 Judd also adopted a rhetorical
question format to deny Republican responsibility for alleged

blunders that led to a Communist victory in each case. The

1Ipterview with Herbert Johnston, Execuctive Secre-
tary of the Minnesota State GOP Committee, a job he was per-

suaded to acéept by his long -time friend Judd. He had also
worked closely with Judd in religious act1v1t1es and YNCA

worlk, Blnneaﬁolls, September 7, 1962.

-2Judd Keynote Transcript, p. 98.
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" made a

repetition of nine '"Was it the Republicans « «
hailstorm attaclk on the.opposition and allowed Judd direct
address to‘his.audience, one of his '"favorite speaking de-
vices. "1

The frequent references to God and the help of a
difine pover seemed appropriate coming from Judd's lips
since his ordinary conversational qualityfsounded prayful
to many listeﬁers.2 Judd gave one brief prayer, mentioned
the word ”GJd" five times, and interspersed in his speech
theée religiously connotative words: ''salvation, faith,
bleSsed, pray, soul," and ”dogma.”3

ThL keynoter understood the pbwer of loaded
1ahguage'which he used’most notably in describing the fail-
ure of the Paris Summit Conference. IHe accused ithrushchev
of a ”ruthlefs torpedoing"” and "scuttling' of the Confer-
.ence and of ﬁaving attempted "fo whiitle'down our resolution
and soothe us into relaxed slumber.”& In the same veiq,
Judd stated Jater that "Khrushchev stands nalked before ‘the

whole world, | exposed for his true objectives."? Judd's

lyudd Interview.

2Conclusion by writer based on GOP Convention -

Delégate Sur&ey.
3Sele Judd Keynote Address in Appendix.

4Jldd’xeynote Transcript, p. 99.

iiiid.i p. 105.
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language in| answering charges made by Democratic leaders
against Eisenhower and Nixon was equally strong. He
answered'in‘part;'”As léng as two previous American

- Presidents [Franklin Roosevelt and Harry Trumaé] wvere wil=-
.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 Truhan; hé séid with acid sweetness, "Good old -
nl

Joe.

Judd employed effectively word imagery and figures

of speech "as a method of making the message more vital and .
real for the audiénqe."2 He utilized a vivid metaphér in
labeliﬁg the communist conspiracy a '"Frankenstein monster
that our predecessors did so much to buiid Up."3 One of the
few. but effective insténces of pérsqnification'was "this
administration has not been hiding its head in the sand, or
nly

pretending that Red China does not exist. . . .

‘Although he denied any familiarity with the clas- .

sical riietoricians, Judd followed'succesSfuliy Aristotle's _

- ‘

Ibid., p. 105.
'Zﬁudd Interview.

3Judd Keynoté Transcript, p. 100.

|

“Ibid., p. 103.
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prescription for good style:l '"Good style is, first of all,
clear. Clearness is secured through the use of name-words
(oouns and deectives) and vefbs; that are current. .”2
The composition of sentences &e@onstrated tﬁat Judd had a

practical understanding of the language appropriate for a

speaker to the general public. His words were not particu-

larly vivid,| but were olear and accurate for his meaning.
He.showed a-definite affinity in the keynote, and in his
eerlier puBlished.epeeches and articles,'for the short,
often one syllable word.3 Popular expressions were re-

stricted to widely understood and current terminologies

nl

n

as "Ike,'" "whopping," and "shooting square. .Occasional

lJudd Interview. Although he had no formal train-
ing in speech or public address in high school or college,
Judd had frequent speaking exercises after college as a
"member of tpe deputation teams for the National Volunteers.
As. the national president of this nation-wide college youth
group dedicated to promoting missionary programs over-seas,
Judd had one|of his richest thrills as the presiding officer
and as speaker for the national convention in 1923 that drew
more than 7, 000 students to Indianapolis. His favorite
speakers, all from his youth, were the Reverend Doctors John
R. Mott, George Ellingwood Joy, and Frank G. Smith.

| ZL?ne Cooper, The Rhetoric of Aristotle (New York
City: Appleton-Century-Crofts, Inc., 1932), p. 185.

3For a published article, see "The Case for the

Republicans,T Saturday Evening Post, October 11, 1952; for
speeches, see Vital Speeches: "Korean Unlflcatlon and :
Prisoner Issue," (19:578- -85/July 15, 1953); "Philosophy of
Trade With Asia," (20:531-35/May 1, 1954); "How Can We Be So
Stupid?" (17 293 -300/March 1, 1951); "What is The -Truth About
China?" (11: 490 501/June 1, 19&5); and "Conflict Moves To A
Climax," (24: 623- 7/August 1 1958) . A

‘i qudd Keynote Transcript, p. 91, 100, and 108.

T




66

hyperboles were demonstrated in his frequent contrasts be--

tween Republicans and Democrats. A good example is ''Demo-

crats clamored, screamed . . . while President Eisenhower

announced. . . ."1

| . . .
The anithesis of 'rights are not what our Govern-

A9

ment must do for us: rights are what our Government cannot

2

do to us,"® underlies the ''liberty of the individual" issue.

The epigram "Republican management of the government, not

| 3

management of the people is but anotherAStriking example
of his,effec%ive usage of figures of thought. Although he
stressed thaF "content was more the total effort with me,"
Judd voiced Ais "special appreciation for analogies," ex-
plaining that they seemed a superior method of making

ideas clear and interesting for all types of people," and
tha£ he trie? to use ”medical; Biblical, or political analo-

1 nl

giéé o« o o m*vareas of particular experienée and interest.
In the keyno%e he referred to a pérsonal'analpgy that com-
pared his do{ng his daughter's math lession and governmental

aid programs |for individuals. His reminder that if "I did

my daughter's math, she would vote for me . "5 was point-

o_§__

libid., p. 100.

id., p. 113.

- | . ‘ :
31bid., p. 111.

|

=uJudd Interview.

A‘“zIb

" 5Judd KéynbtéquanSCript; p.115. -
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edly clear.
The question often arises in rhetorical studies

of politica# speeches whether we are seeing the style of the

spealker, or\the style of the ghost-writer. Russel Windes,
| - ' '
Jr. stated that all the speeches at the 1960 Republican

|
Convention ﬁere so similar that they suggested being written

by a commonﬂghost-writer.1 This charge Judd denied vigor-

ouély, descﬁibing explicitly his own peréonal preparation.
I
i
and research of the keynote content. Judd limited his
. [ ‘

"outside assjistance to suggestions for editing and slight
. 1
re-wording.'" He indicated that the keynote speech as de-
i i
livered was from his sixth draft and was between one-third

and one-fourth shorter than his first draft.>
1

Uniess interrupted by his enthusiastic audience
|

in an uncomplefed statement, Judd's composition usually

| .
- sounded smoo?h and polished, even in the impromptu revisions
" he made to his manuscript speech. ihereas his style of in-
i .

tense, forceful expression was consonant with his somewhat
| ’ :

: | : _ ,
severe personality, an occasional touch of humor, especially
| . . .
irony, appea#ed, generally in an extemporaneous addition to

his prepared|manuscr1pt. These additions were a welcome

|
1

. Windes, Quarterly Journal of Speech, XLVI, p. 250.

‘2Ju¢dlinterview}‘
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change in an otherwise monotonous pattern.

. Delivery

o ,
) Nony viewers in the television and radio audience
. | ' :
(vho were not familiar with Judd and his speaking style), and
i » S o : ‘
even many of the immediate audience in the Chicago Amphi-

theatre, 'ere probably struck almost 1mmed1ately by his

voice and h*s delivery nattern. His voice was hlgh-pltched
solemn, fer%ently sincere, and he sounded much more.llke

a Bible-oelﬁ evangelist than.a member of Congre;s.iv Many
of these saﬁe people immediately noticed the rapidness of
Judd's deliviery,2 although he was speaking more measuredly

and deliber#tely slower than the "240 words per minute de-

Lo . . . . 3

livery" that! he had used in his earlier speaking career.

1T:he writer has listened to a tape recording of the
speech many tlmes in the analysis of the content, style, and
other attrlbutes. S 4

2Bésed on the Delegzate Survey conducted by the
writer and covering the Republican delegations of Oregon, New -
York, &ansas.and Tennessee at the 1960 GOP Convention.

3”'1rst Things First," Time, April 20, 1962, n. 29.
From an analy51s of the speech, recordlng, the writer learned
that Judd sloved his rate of delivery considerably for this
occasion. Hls over-all rate in the speech was 140 words per
minute. Hls’rate reflected a gradual climb from 136 words
in his 1ntroductlon to 155 words in the main body of the
- speech and to 156 in the conclusion. This compares with the
average of’ 120 words per minute for representative college
orators reported by William Norwood Brigance, '"How Fast Do

We Talk?," Quarterlx Journal of Speech Education, XII-
(November, 1926), pp. 337-342.

|
e
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With clipped,.concise érticulation-and diction, Judd never
failed t§ cdnvey his mood and ideas. The audience and the .
speakér quickly warmed to each other, and applause sobn
caused dlfflculty in completlng Judd's long, frequently

: 1
complex sentences in his manuscrlpt speech.

Shortly after Judd was publicly named the Republicah’

keynoter, he promised the press that ‘there would be‘fﬁo'
partisan attack on the Democrats; he would simply stiék to
the faéts," and, according to Newsweelk: "True.to his. promise,
there was no hell-fire and brimstone in Judd's'message."z»
The political charges by,recent bemocratic spealkers may
have been responsible fbr a chaﬁge in Judd's plans, but the
writer could not agree with the cited Néwsweek 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 'em hell!" manner,

although in more restrained language. Similar to the

Newsweek commentary was that of the New York Times:

Mr. Judd's experience and skill in forensic political
medicine made him the natural choice of his party

to prescribe the continued administration of Repub-
lican rcmedies to bolster the nation's vitality.

Phese 1nterrupt10ns are distinguished easily 1n 
the speech recording. Judd finally added such admonitions
as, '"Hear me, the last part!'" See Judd Keynote Transcript,
po ll)"’o . : :

2uGonfident Keynote," Newsweel, August 1, 1960, p.20.
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; - .
His platform manner is methodical rather than

-~ dramatic, and his treatment, a dosage of carefully
marshalled facts rather than an appeal to emotion.
Jﬁdd described his 6wn speaking method a; that
of "an arguer--not an orator.ﬁ His usual pattern of de-
livery was the extemporaneous method, and he generally
utilized "only a page outline of notes for public speaking."
He :eported_that for this'keynbte, he felt he "should write
out the speech since I would be'speaking for tﬁe whole
party."2 Although Judd had prepared a manuscript for this
speech, his strong familiarity with the content and his fre-
quent alteratidn of lénguage and sentenge structure, plus
occaéionalraddifions of new ideas and phrases, made if_
seem 1argely‘extemporaﬁeous. ¢The ideas in the speéch had
been used'in.many_earlier Judd speeches and articles, and
as he told one newspaper correspondent:‘ "I started
writing that speech in 1942, . . ."3
As noted préviously; there are several exampies
in this speech of ;arcastic humof at th§ expense of his
political adversaries, but few of these étatements were de-

livered in-é’light or even humorous tone of voice. Inétead,

- the sober note of urgency that permeated the_speech was

- INew York Times, July 26, 1960, p. 20.
' 2Juydd Interview. .
- 3Time, June 20, 1960, p. 12.

N
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‘. ,
seldom lightened, and this policy seemed altogether wise
in view of the complete acceptance and agreement that Judd
ultimately desired to win from his audience. Moreover,
lthe writer found Judd unhesitant about admitting that his
evangelistié-sounding delivery did not properly equip him
" for humorous presentations. Judd, while discussing this
characteristic, related that:
Many people believe I sound very similar to my
fellow-MinneSotan-ESenatorJ Hubert Humphrey. . . .
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

since he left the Mayor's office in Minneapolis.

. As he has indicated himself, Judd sounds much more

like a debater than an orator. _His‘rapid delivery was among

the few cfitical comments suggested as possibie areas of
improvement by the convgntion delegates inclﬁded in the
writer's gurvey, but he was considered befter in delivery
than any previous keynoter by a gfeat'majority of the sur-
veyed delegates who had heard two or‘mbre coﬁvention key=-
noters. Only General'Manrthur was cited as having{had
better delivery by a delegate who described'himsélf,as "an

oldtimer" and appreciative of the "old style of oratory.'"?

'1Judd Interview.

2Délegate from Oregon whose reply indicated attend-
ance at all GOP Conventions since 1936, except 1944. Mail
Survey of Oregon Delegates, June, 1962, ’




|
|
| | C

Yet, although there is a definite criticism of delivery,
it is the personal belief of fhe writer that this same
feature may have helped ﬁim to gain credence for his ideas.
As Bishop Whately suggested over a generation ago: ''Much
of the forcé of wﬁatlis said dépends on the degree.of
raﬁidity with which it is uttered.”. It is the opinion of
the author that a slower exposition of several Judd argﬁ-
ments might have weakened their acceptance since many oftthe
arguments gained their acceptance more from the appearance
of sincerity and deep éonviction of the speaker than from
the. strengths of his lqgical pfoofs. For Judd, such fervor
was conveyed in part by a rapid rate of delivery. |

The sentence structure of Judd's text often be-
-came extremély complex and his rapid delivery enabled him
to complete a lengthy sentence before the initial‘stétements
were lost inlthe audienbe's memory . Moreovér, Judd's clear,
concise ‘diction gained by clipped, articulate and often over-
emphasized pronunciation allowed him to deliver ;apidly'a
completely intelligible'speech. There was not a single word
in_the»fifty-two minute address which was not completely
distinguishable. Judd believes thét his spgech rate'is too
rapid, and that‘hé allows his‘voice'to dropxincorrectly, 
gausing‘incoérect inflection and'impropef-emphasis.w He also -
complained that his own voice had a "Neﬁfaékéneese” quality
Qith such chéraétéristics a5<dropping.thév"ings"vOn:words.

S
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He stated that he had never really considered himself a
public speaker, and that he Was always so mﬁch‘cqncerned
about the content of his speeches that he had little thought
to their delivery.1 |
| One:rémaihing facet of delivery that deserves
discussion is the physical or Bodily activity of the keynoter
'durihg his speech. Many television viewers recalled that
Judd_employed broaa, sweeping gestures that occasionally
went ”off cémera” during the television close-ups of the
speaker. Judd was an antimated speaker during the address.
,Héfhad been urged 5y the Republican Television Adviser to
e e . reheérse his speech fér a trialltelevisioh run,“ but
he‘decliﬁedlwith'the ekplanation that ”spontaneity‘is my one
gift in delivefy « « «» I've never believed iﬁ canning up for
delivery."2
Df,:Robert Huckshorn, seated with the Idaho Dele-
gation near the front of the‘convention‘auditorium, reéal;ed
that several members of the Idaho Delegation were ihpressed
with Judd'slgestpres as they were with the otger elemeﬁts
of the speech.. "Some Were,surprised by Judde'gestures,'
commenting that they looked 'evangelicalﬂvand fhat'they"

went almost ‘always 'heavenward,'"'_Huckshopnfs:personal_

 lyudd Interview..‘:1
- 2Ipid.




view was that Judd's "géstures were a combination of Harry
*Truﬁan andAgrahk Clement [}heA1956 bemoc:at Keynoter and
Governor ofiTennessée] ,”l

| A:Midwestern Congressman mentioned "the-intense,
fervent look of Judd;s face--or eyes, " but was ". . . sur-
prised that hisbfacial expression seldom changed. . .';”?‘
Chief Convention Page Tom Van Sickle agreed with the above
view, noting: '"The heavy make-up used én Judd's face for
the. television caméras mizht have hidden a lot of changes
in facial expression; however; even thé_closest part of the
audience could see little chéngé. . . ."3 vVan Sickle also
remembered that "Judd moved around to the sidé of the
'speaker's podium once during the speech, but was quickly
signaled to stay closer to the microphones. . . . He seemed
to become.mofe antimatéd and phyéically alive after the

N uls

audience began to respond so favorably to his speedh.

When he was not gesturing, Judd's hands generally

lHuckshorn Interview.

" 2Interview with Robert A. Dole, Representative of
Sixth Congressional District of Kansas, former high school
spéech teacher and debate coach, Russell, Kansas,'December

29, 1962. S , |

- 'v3IntervieWJWith Tom R. Van Sickle, member of the
Kansas Legislature, Fort Scott, Kansas, April 23, 1963.

H1pid.

i
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rested on the top of the lectern near the pages of his

manuscript,ibut this seemed to be a relatively small por-
' |
tion of theEtime to the writer. Even during a private
| '

conversation, Judd '"talked" with his hand_s,1 and the key-

i _ .
note occasion apparently only broadened this natural tend-

ency. Hls only other physical movement of 1mportance was

I
the Judd hablt of drawing sllghtly back on the balls of his

‘feet vhen aslking a questlon or issuing a challenge, and then

|

 leaning slightly forward when answering such questions.

This trait w%s most obvious during Judd's series of ninev

1
rhetorical questions.

In%a Delegate Survey of Oregon; Kansas, New York,
| . 4
and Tennessee, no respondent mentioned Judd's bodily
| . )
activity or gestures either to praise or criticize,

although theibroader category of delivery was -consistently
| ,

mentioned with favor. The writer agreed with Lionel Crocker

that when one watches experienced speakers, ". . . unless

you -malke the?attempt to study their gestures you will not
| ’ :

notice them.!. . . There will be no lost motion."? The

physical expression of Judd was an integral part of the

‘ total speech|51tuat10n, and the fact that it did not stand

|

an 1ndlcatlon of its effectlveness.

out as noteworthy in the mlnds of many delegates is’ probably

1Jﬁdd Interview.

2L10ne1 Crocker, Publlc Speaklno For College Stu-
dents (New York: American Book Co., 1941), p. Ls. :

i
|

|
|
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 CHAPTER IV

SUMMARY EVALUATION

Achievement of Purpose

In his ana1y51s of the 1960 Republlcan Conventlon,

Russel Wlndes declared that 1n addition to the generally

publicized presidential-nominating and platform-writing

features, tﬂe national conventions have four less commonly
| .

appreciated'kunctions, inbluding:

(1) The bonvention creates, sustains, and communicates
images lof party candidates and the party itself.
(2)The Eonvention creates, sustains, and communicates
counterrlmages of opposing cnadidates and party.
(3)The conventlon 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 (L)The convention serves to excit

the parFy faithful to work harder for victory.

‘ o . i
WindeS'added!that ". . . in the fulfillment of these sig-
nificant con%ention purposes, the role played by speech is

* | . :
an indispens%ble one."? Since it is conceded generally that

theAkeynote'ﬁpeech_is.aimed 1arge1y at functions just'cited

1':ll.ndes, Quarterly Journal of Speech October,
1960 P. 249[ ’ ,
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and is one of thg major opportunities for persuasive and
"official" speaking in the traditional conventiop arrange-
ment,.Judd'J'keynote‘aadress can be appraised with Windes'
crité£ia in mind. |

| BeLinningithe-appraisal with a non-partisan view,
the opinioné of.two political analysts. of the Nﬁtional
Center for Education ih Politics are on record. John H.

Kessel of th% University of Washington said of the Judd

keynote: \

This speech made a great impression both on the
delegates and on the general public. Spontaneous .
public support began to build for his nomination

. . for the vice- pre51dency]

Kesselfs colleague in the Republican study, Robert Hﬁckshorn

of the University of Idaho, expounded the same view:

As an immediate and indirect audience keynoter, Judd
did exceptlonally well. He created the image for the
f Republlcans that was desired, and achieved the opposite
- for his |party's opponents. He inspired his fellow-
_ Republigans and his fellow Americans to work harder
for Ameﬁican goals; largely establishing these goals
. as within the grasp of Republicans, but beyond the
capabilities of Democrats. His refutation was
_stronger than the original Democratic attack, and
his offense succeeded frequently in making the
Communiits and Democrats seem like partners in crime.
Kansas' Republican Congressman Joseph Skubitz, al-

thbugﬁﬁ€7more partisan critic;,bffefed a delegate's view of

':lInLide Politics: The National Copvénﬁigpé, 1960,

Huékshorﬁ Interview..
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the Judd speech:

Congressman Jiid demonstrated in that keynote speech
that he is one of America's outstanding orators of
our time. He had a statesmanlike debater's approach
to the‘keynote. His speechh was an inspiration to
every Republican in the Ilall, and I have yet to

hear a'direct comment that was critical of his
eviden?e or logic from a listener on radio or
television. It gave us tremendous material for an

offensive campaign.

Christian Science Monitor Correspondent William

Stringer described the reasons Judd's speech themes were o

successful:

Traditionally the Republican Party has risen to its
most eqfectlve heights on the wings of strongly

held ideals-=-the opposition to slavery in the days
of Abraham Lincoln, the battle against trusts and
industﬁial barons in the years of Theodore Roosevelt.
This hope for winning attitudes accounted partially
for the thunderous applause given the convention v
keynotelr. . . 2

Stringer was Jjoined in‘his analysis of the speech's
attitudes byl an editorial in his own newspaper:

Much of}| Mr. Judd's review of recent events was highly
effectiye. He was on sound ground in declaring that-
Mr. KhrpShchev wrecked the summit not because the .
United States was wealc but because it was -strong.
Also in|pointing out that the U-2 successes during
four years should be recognized and appreciated for
their peace-keeplng services. He was effective, too,
in recallln" that the missile gap was not wholly
a Republlcan production.

, Ot?er aspects of the Judd foreign affairs rev1ew
were much less accurate and reasonable. This cam-

paign will not be helped by raking up charges about

linterview with Congressman Joseph Skubltz,
Washington, D. C., April 29 1963.

2yilliam Stringer,”Republicans Grapple For Fresh
Dynamism," Christian Science Monitor, July 26, 1960, p. 1.
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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 fdr more persuasive. 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 specech which best pro-
jected the essential Republican image and tied in
with Hoover and Goldwater keynotes was its ringing
exposition of freedom as beginning with individual.
achievement, not with governmental bestowals.

Republican National Committeeman Floyd Ruppenthal

declared:

Judd made one of the most effective speeches, politi=
cal or otherwise, that I have heard in over 4O years
as a listener, who has himself often spoken in public.
He spoke to the people as one of them who knew his
'subject, first-hand, and was full of it. He "sold"
himself and his subject so well that the delegates
interrupted him repeatedly with applause and cheers.2

A Republican delegate from Oregon whose comments
reflected considerable rhetorical sophistication analyzed

Judd's keynote as follows:

It should be noted that the Jjob of the ikeynoter
'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 judged 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"Editorial," Christian Scignbe Monitor, July
26, 1960,p| 180 .

?Delegate Survey response from Floyd H. Ruppenthal,
Kansas Republican Chairman in 1960-62, July 1962.
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features, everything about him--conveyed the image

of the bampaign, as it was then planned. Within

that Inown image, Judd had to work in presenting

his two! speeches in one.

An'.excellent speechh for the occasion. The
physical difficulties of spealking to a huge, hot
and restless crowd and to the vast TV audience are
unbelievable to the average person. Judd's speech
did both-very well. His speech evoked a response
from his volatile audience which enhanced the TV
presentation. - It correctly gauged the mood of his
live audience. By doing so and evoking an audible
response of such magnltude, it carried also the TV
viewer. ' )

Two other members'of the Oregon‘Republican Dele-
gation to the Chicagq.Conveqtion expressed minor criticisms:
”I'fhought i% was effective and dramatic but an over-simpli--
fication in stating the Republican point of vieh{.”2 "Al-
though he engendered considereble'enthqsiasm in the multi-
tude, he reﬁiﬁded me of Billy Sunday giving a 'hell, fire
and brimster' speech. Conve?ts were dbtained while the
words were flowing, but the message was soon fofgotten.”3

Windes, in'deseribing the speeches of a convention
thet "was better than any conventien iﬁlmany years, "
aseerted;

| No matter what one thinks of the substance of Nalter

Judd's |keynote address, its influence must be ad-
mitted. No matter how many dead cats he threw out,

1Delegate Survey response from anonymous Oregon
Delegate, July, 1962. : o

2Ibid.,"

|

35 '3Ib1d.ﬁ3i-"
T
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'~ he gave |the delegates what they wanted and needed,"
a slashing, rip-roaring, old-fashioned rebuttal of
the charges made by the Democrats in Los Angeles.
It was a powerful speech, vigorously delivered.1

Comparative Evaluation

Leo Egan reported in the New York Times an inter-

esting account of the contrasting Demodratic‘and Republican

l
Conventions:{
I
Mr. Judd s keynote address was delivered to a jubilant,
cheerlng, capacity audience that filled every avail-
able seat in the huge International Amphitheatre.

. . The major speakers had an attentive audience,
far more so than was evident at the Democratic Con-
ventioniin Los Angeles two weeks ago. . . . Mr. Judd's
sallies |against the Democrats were frequently cheered
and applauded. They obviously furnished the kind of
ammunition the delegates expected to take back home
with them for use in the campaign. ‘

Malcom Sillars relates his view'of the Democratic

speaklng in the prev1ously cited rhetorlcal analysis of the

1960 Pre51deAt1al Campalgn.
Having gunked the old appeals and:- evidence, most
conventlon speakers, unsure of their new audlence
failed to find the dramatic evidence and 11ngulstlc
techn1ques to str1ke fire in the pol1tlca1 forest
of 1960(3 "

lyindes, Quarterly Journal of-Speech XLVI, p. 257.

A 2Leo Egan, '"The GOP- Conventlon,V New York T1mes.'
July 26, 1960 ‘P. 19 :

_3Malcom Sillars, "The Democrat.Convention," Quar=-
terly Journal of Speech, XLVI (October, 1960), p. 247.. '




' Theodore White has a distinctly different expla-~
nation when he contrasts the effectiveness of the two party

keynoters in |the 1960 campaign. White alleged: 'By the

time, on Monday evening, the keynoté'speaker Senator Irank

Church of Idaho, rose to set the note, all he had to say

| ' a1

had already been reduced to clicheé. Long an unfriendly

critic of Judd,2 White asserted that the GOP keynoter was

"a master of’arousing hate. . . ."3 However, White was a
S | : '
reluctant wiéness to the fact that "at both the Democratic

and Republicén Conventions thé best technical orations,

the responsiﬁe orations came from Minnesota men, Eugene
McCarthy and‘Walter Judd, as if both had inherited the Qld-

fashioned Minnesota Populist knack of heating the political

nwh

blood. . . . Described by Malcom Sillars as lacking

"impact," the Church keynote was a poor second to Judd's

|
| . . N . .
and was ". . |. indicative of reflective oratory which may

be in keeping with the new times but does not have the emo-
tive excelleAce which Alben Barkley gave to the despondent

‘ |
assembly in ﬂ9b8. AL

.'lwgite, Making of the President, p. 153@
‘ i . _

274dd Interview.

 ,3wAité, Making of the President, p. 206.

|
,“Ipid.

- 5Si.llars. Quarterly Journal of Speech, XLVI, p. 247.




Another comparative evaluation came from Republi-
can National|Committee Secretary, »Miss Josephine Good, who

was seated a|few feet from the speaker's podium on the

raised stage Miss Good told the writer that

Judd's speech was much better received by the dele-
gates aﬁd nation, in the opinion of National [goe]
Staff, than even such a popular convention keynoter
as Genefal Douglas MacArthur. Judd's speech was
much longer than MacArthur's though it was delivered
much more rapidly.. I became completely enthralled
with Judd s speech. Dr. Judd never allowed your
attentlen to wander. It was a magnificent speech;
it was no wonder that Judd was boomed for the

- vice=-presidency when he finished his keynote speech. 1

The forty-one delegate survey responses that came
-from four representative states revealed that the great,
‘majority of Lelegate5¢agreed with the National Secretary's
evaluation. ' Oregon Delegate Joé B. Richards admitted that
after hearlng Judd . and the earlier 1956 keynoter, Governor
Arthur Langlie, he thought the ””ashlngton Governor's
speech was lifeless and p01nt1ess by comparison. N2 oA
second anonymous Repuﬁlican Ofegonian considered Judd the
besf keynote; he had heard, becauee of his;”superior logic,

clear organization, and sincere delivery. . .. ."3  This

lInterv1ev with Miss Josephine L. 'Gdod Executive
SecCretary of’the Republican National Committee and. Director
of the 1960 GOP Convention, April 29, 1963.

2Delegate Survey response from Oregon Delegate
- Joe.B. Richards, July, 1962. ]

3Delegate Response from Oregon, July, 1962.
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’delegate's comments are representative of the majority of

the delegate|survey responses.
Also typical is the report of a Tennessee dele-~
gate:

I felt that this keynote contained more documentatlon
and spe01flc examples in supporting arguments than
most of|the keynotes of both parties in several years.
. Judd had more of a following with the delegates
before he spoke than everyone except liacArthur, and
after thc speech he could have had the v1ce-pre51dency
if he h?d wanted it. . .. . His speech and Nixon's
acceptance speech were the convention highlights.

It's dlfflCUlt to even remember the major arguments

of most'of_the keynoters, but I'll be able to re-=’
member Judd's for a long time, especially his
analogiTs. A .

A response from another Tennessee delegate con=-

trasted Judd|with Frank Clemeﬁt, the Tenneésee Governor

whc delivere? the 1956 keynote for the Democrats:
”Clements'waﬁ‘over-dramatized and Judd had superior facts

and deiivery.”2 A Tennessee delegate who hadkmmrd MacArthur's

keynote on television thought Judd ”perhaps not as emotional

in appearancaland stimulating to. the Republicans," but

reported, "I|still look back with a thrill on Judd's

Vspeech."3 This last comment was one of the few which found

lDelegate Survey response from Tennessee, July, 196Z.
2Delegate Survey response from Tennessee, July, 1962.

31bid.




Judd ranking
noter and it
delegate. T
”sfatesmansh
the South."l
co}lectively
‘as the best_
Judd "had mo

On
gent replied

only one had

New Yorker h

the 1960 Con

« a

lower in total effect than an earlier key-
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Two yet unmentioned Tennessee delegates who

had attended seven conventions selected Judd
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re punch.”2

1y nine‘'delegates of the New York dOP contin-
to the delegate survey, and of those nine,
attended a convention prior to 1960. Thie
ad attended six conventions, and recounted

vention in Chicago:

n electrifying experience. I think this was

possibl& the best specch ever made by Congressman ‘
‘Judd. ﬁe used to the full his histriodnic abilities,

was mos
depth o
and bel
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t impressive in his obvious knowledge and
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e twelve Kansas Republican delegates responding

to the survey were uniform in rating Judd the best keynoter
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conventions.

rd in their collective attendance at twenty-five

A delegate who had represented Kansas at all

1p
Jlllsaps Flt
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elegate Survey response from Tennessee Delegate
zhugh, July, 1962

elegate Survey nesponse'from Tennessee, July, 1962.

elegate’Sﬁrvey response from New York, July, 1962.
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conventions since 1940, excepting 1944, not only found
Judd ”superior," but felt that Judd "had only been
spééking five or ten minutes and . . . was sorry that it

. 1'(1
was over.

A former Kansas United States Senator wrote:

Judd was far more effective than Arthur Langlie and
he had #etter content to his speech than General
MacArthur. MacArthur had better delivery. Overall,
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

"deals"|of Democrat presidents.

can State Committee and convention delegate in 1960 said:
GovernoL Langlie's Keynote 3peech to the 1956 con-
vention’was a good specch--but just another good
political speech. Judd's rated superior in any
league.| Both he and Judd used repetition for effec-
tiveness. (e. g. Langlie: "iWe promised," Judd: '"Was
it a Republican Administration?") Langlie was not
a national figure and could not talk as one who had
been’on’the scene. Other keynote speakers have been
good. But none in my period of observation has so
"fired"|the convention and the TV-radio audiences a
did Walter Judd.3 . -

- Probably the most complete response, and the most’

meaningful with its broad experience of conventions, is that

of an Oregon|couple who wrote this answer to the request

:, that they compére.Judd to earlier keynoters heard:

2Delegate Survey response from former U.s..
Senator Harry Darby from Kansas, July, 1962. °.

3Ruppenthal.Interviéxi.

The former.state chairman of the Kansas Republi-

1DelegéteASurvéy‘response from KansaS,‘Jﬁly, 1962.
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The only other keynoter who compared favorably with
Judd was our own Senator Fred Steiwer who I heard -

‘at my first convention in Cleveland .in 1936.

Senator‘Stei?er was also very well received by the

delegates because he had an excellent speech. Stassen
TGovernor of Minnesota] and Governor Green

Lof Ill|n01§] wvere good, but they lacked the signifi-

cant message that Valter Judd had prepared. Genecral

MacArthdr had themore polished, cloquent delivery that

‘I've always admired, but his material was a slight

dlsapp01ntment to many of us. Governor Langlie

for- Washlnvtod] was a definite dlsapp01ntment even to

his own\Washlnvton Delegation. X
I was not back from the Pacific in 1944 and did

not hear Governor Earl Warren [of California], but

other "old-timers" without exception tell me that

Judd ga&e the best speech in their memory, and my wife

(though |not a delegate) says that Claire Booth Luce

gave a better speech than Warren at that 1944 conven-
tion. The wife says that the Luce speech was second
only to [Judd's speech and Vice President Nixon's

~ Acceptance Speech in all the speeches she has heard

at the flve conventions she has attended. I've
attended all except the 1944 Convention and would rank
Congresshan Judd as the best spealker in keynote con-
tent and second only to General MacArthur in ora-

torical delivery.1

_It would have been'impossible then, as it is now,

to know the clomplete reaction of the American public to

Judd's keynote speech. It was obvious from simple obser-

vation, and the writer's Delegate Survey has served to con-

firm,

that thé Republican auditors in the Chicago Amphi-

theatre were greatly'moved by the Congressman’s speech.

There are two| additional signs of recqgnition'afforded

Judd'

s oratory by his party's national committee. Judd was

prevailed upon by the GOP .-National Committee:to'give a

Delegate Survey response from Oregon,xJuly, 1962.
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thirty minute address over two national %elevision.hook-
ups on ?he evening pribr to the election. He has been
“listed along|with such other speakers as Eisenhower, Dewey,

Péréy, Lodge Rockefeller, Goldwater, and Mitchell in a

88 -

special Republicah'task‘fOrce used. for major addresses in the

gampaign.; Judd undoubtedly was considered a top Republican

campaign orator in 1960, and his successful keynote speech
contributed signifiéantly to that evéluation.

In brigf‘summary, Waltef Judd's convention key-
note speedh wvas one:of the best-received, most effective

such addresses in modern political histofy. It owed its

effectiveness primarily to Judd's compelling sincerity, his’

simple, hard-hitting language and delivery, and his skillful

selection and adaptation of persuasive campaign.themes.

lW1ite, Making of the President, p. 2064.
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APPENDIX I. KEYNOTE ADDRESS

The Best Way To Achieve Good

Objectives And Keep Them!

r'S . Bolton;

, fellow Republicans, fellow Americans.

we meet tonight in this Republican National

f 1960 I do not believe that you want me to in-
traditional keynote speech, blaming the other

erything that is wrong, taking credit to our-

selves for eyverything that's right, and frying to convince

the American
then we'll s

'expand every

people that if they'll just elect us to office,
olve every problem, increase every benefit,

existing program, start a whole flock of new

programs, give everyone everything he wants =- and reduce

the national
notion you il

quite awhile

debt at the same time. [applauseg I have a
eard enough of that two weeks ago'to last ya'

. [applausa m” 

reléased for

lThis is the exact text of the'addreSs as it was

the press with correétions and bracketed

information [provided by the writer after listening to the
speech on tape. ' ‘
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The times in which Qe meet tonight are too serioﬁsh
for that. |

The problems we face are too disturbing;

Our country's safety -- your safety and my safefyf
-- are too greatly endangered. | .

What fhe American people want td know’as thef're"
watéhing us here tonight is: ﬁhich party has the greatest
éabacity to keép this country safe and sound?

Which party is the most alert to aﬁd besf under-
stands the powerful forces against us, abroad and at home?

Which party best understands the forces ggg'us..
abréad and at home? And, whiéh party has the ablest, the
most experienced, £he best qualified and fineét men“to lead
ourlcountry through the periléus months and years ahead?

Wé do not pretend that the Republican party ié
always fight_and thé Democratic party is alwaysvwrong..

We know, as you who are listening khow, that what
Democrats and Republicans wanf is a strong, freg and pros-
pefous America in a peaceful and secure 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,

Some Democrats have regularly tried to make it
appear that|we Republicans are opposed to various'good ends

--éﬁch1a§ESQourity forfold age, adequate medical'care, better

B
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education, better housing, protection of the rights of labor

and of minorities, aid to agriculture--just because we do
not agree with the solutions which they advocate, because we
believe they |are not the right solutions to get the answers

we all want. | But it is not because we are against the good

ends; it is precisely bebause we are £g£ tHem that we oppose
measures we deeply believe are unsound.‘n

| Soieﬁimes_we are told that to win elections, we
Rephblicans should make grandiose promises, like those the
opposition party made at its Convention. Maybe that is a way
to nin eleétions; but we repndiate it, first because it would
nof be snooting square.with you, the voters,and second, it
wouldn't sucieed. For there is not chance of our'being ablé
to out-pfomise-the Democrats. - |
Mi;ht I add at this point the mild wénning to our
friends in the Democratic Party to this effect: that if
elections‘in this conntry are to be'won on the bésis of.who
makes the.mnst promises, then they can easilyibeat us. But
they-won't be in power very long, for the Communists can
easily Beatfthem. " They have no snruples at all. [heavy
applaus e] |

Overshadowing everything else as we meet is the

. hard fact thatva powerful enemy threatens America on every

front. It;i$5the'most dangerous assault in our nation's

.

history, infpafﬁlbedause it iS SO different from'any previous

threat.
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The Republican Party wa; born in a time of crisis.
- It was brought into being by the strong free spirits of a
jcentury ago, to deallwith the gravest prbblem,bf the nine-
" ~ teenth century--namely, HUMAN AS'LAVERY.
In 1860 in this city the Republican Party nominate&A
as its candidate for the Presidency_of the United States a
manvwho had risen frbm.the hu@blest beginnings.to‘becoﬁe a
leaﬁer in the effort to end hﬁman slavery withouf destroying
theiUnion. h
o He led our party td victory, the nation to salvation,
and the people to a rededication to the sbund‘principles on |
whﬁph the country had been fépnded and had grown great.
: We want tonight, both to honbr Abraham Lincoln
and to learn ffbm'him..
-Pléasé God; we may do as well with our divided
world as he did with his_divided nation._[heavy applaUsé]-
Mdrk‘my word, the gfavesé 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-
fyéié§ed'5y;the Staté, their own governments. .
| ‘More hﬁman beings are in bondégevtonighf than ever
before in human history. Nine hundred million abroad are
denied bj thgif'own gdvernment the simple fight_to worship,
to;speak, foia;;émbie, to join, to own{Athetright of a man
toidhoose'o;gtdfchaﬁge his work énd to.iivéiﬁis'own life with

his family aﬁd2ffithsé-in freedom.
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In this total situation, the Republican Party

stands today as it has from the beginning=--for freedom and

~.

against Slavery. [applausa

» You will judge both partles not by promlses but
by performance. And it is onvthe basis of our record of
solid performance that we'broudly present to YOu in this con-
bvention;'an'honest accountingdof our stewardship during'
these eight years--and a lookﬁat the future.

| How well have we done what we said we would do
when you elected us?
How do Eg’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 growth for America in the nert four
years?
" Let us deal first with the international situation.
We said in i952 we believed we eould get and main-
tain peace with honor, and have done it. |
| We brought to an end the flohtlng in the Korean VWar

whlch the Truman Adminlstratlon would not w1n and could not

s t op . [heavy applause]

’It-dldn t make sense to eontinue'to enlist American
youth and exhort them to flght well in the noblest tradltlon

1

of America s greatest heroes — but not to fight too well

|
] -
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because theﬁ they might win, and that would provoke the
enémy. The} should give all they had, their lives =-- and
33,000 did =- but‘they must n§t win!" It was the first war
evef fought == so far as I am'aware in all history in terms
of trying to please. the enemy! T0'contiﬁﬁ¢ that war was
madness . [heavy”applaus'e] |

‘ Tﬁeh President:Eisenhower took‘chafge. It took
"time, patienge, ﬁkill, but within nine months, the‘fighting

~was brought to a close'-- without dishonor, without sacrif'

ficing the interests of any ally, or weakening our own security4

" position in the Pacific. We Républicans‘are exceedingly proudA

.of that agcomplishment. fheavy applausé]

i In addition, this Admihistraﬁion has prevented a
Ohalf a dozen other threats froh developing'info wars =-- do
yqﬁ-rememﬁer Trieste, the Mossadegh uprising in Iran,
Guatemalé,AFofmosa, Suei, Lebaﬁon, Quemoy,”Wést.Bérlin? Not
a one developed into wafl‘ And how was that aécohplished? Not
by sacrificing our principle; in secret deals under the fable;
} 5ut‘by steady, patient firmness and strength in support of
principles. 'Whatvprincipies?. First. our'oﬁn historic prin-
ciples: human ffeedbm;‘keepiﬂg OUf word;vsteadfast-support of
frieéds and allies}zaﬁd)éecond, whblehearfed subport:of tﬁé
United Nations, | i | o

| In,shof¥l oquéffppfs ever&ﬁhefe»havé been'to_hélp>
bﬁild fpeg nations ﬁ§;i;hé.eff&rté‘df-théfbommunists'evéryQ

where are to'pull free nations down. = . ' _

A - L < 9
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IF does not aiail, however, to be firm in support
of principl?s unless we'have the strength to back it up. .
This Admiﬁi§£:ation has built up gigantic strength in our own:
1armed foréeé’andvgivéh.vitél assistance in bu@lding uplthe
; str§ngth of‘bthér‘nétions.standing with us againSt_the com-
mon threat.4 Ours is a balanced‘power,'not ai; our eggs in

one basket, whether it be a bomber basket, a missile, sub-

“;ffma:ine, or any kind of a balanced power basket.

President Eisenhower will perhaps have something to
say on this subject tomorrow.night. I h0pe the armchair ex-
péfts Qho have thought they k£ew more abéut our armed strength
than he and our Joint Chiefs of Staff will listen in too.
[héavy.applausa

| But I ém compelled“to take notice here of certain
‘chafgesvmade by the oppositioﬁAparty.

. It is claimed for example that this Administration
éllqwed a missile gap to develop. No, it:foun@ a gissile gap
and has managed to get it almost closed.  C§trong convictiod]

| When President‘Eisehhower took office in'1953, the
preceding administration had'éctuaiiy retarded work in this
field, even though it knew the Soviet Union was malking tremen-
dous efforts: The Truman Administration in‘éight‘yéars had"
puf 17‘times€ﬁore into price $up§orts for peanﬁts thén:for
long range miégilés; '[heavyfapplausél [,'i" |

:lThﬁ‘EiSenhower Administration- is today putting 49
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' times as much into such missiles each month as the previous

»Administration did in 8 years, and they accuse us of of. lag-A

-ging? [1rony 'in VOlCPJ

| It took the Soviet Union 12 years to develop its

long range missiles. It'took:this Administration six years

to getcnms operational.v Anything wrong with that? [”No,”

said audience] | - |
Senator“Kennedy Wa53reported by the Press to have

said on February.21st of this.year, quote ”We-have the greatest

" unquote.

deterrent force in history and thank God for that,
’He_ﬁas right! | |

| But it is.not enough to have such vast overall
vpower. Our primary desire inibuilding 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;
mles, our allies and our own people know that we have, which
is our main hope of deterring war.

‘Now I ask you, what kind of reckless and irre-
sponsible.action is it for anyone to misrepresent the United
States as-seeondeclass pbwer,;as was done-in the Democratic
.Convention,‘and'thereby encourage the very attacks which ali
Americans profoundly hope and pray can be prevented? [heavy
applause-strongest so fai] Do they want to- get into office
that badly? o | '

Al e

Did you see the mov1e shown at’ the Democratic
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National Convention tvo weeks ago, dredging up scenes of
" hunger, squalor, and misery in the United States as if thev
were tvpical of this blessed land. You wonld have thonght our
country was on the verge of falling apart. What kind of -
”lsalesmanship for their country is that? R

- I ask you, can our nation s prestige be raised by
tearing it dovn? _Aren t they.on the American team? [audi-
ence, "No.'g ) o

It is devoutly to be hoped -~ .because it offers
.our best chance of av01ding war == that Mr. Khrushchev, in
making up his mind about our actual military, economic and
moral strength,”will depend a' lot more on the reports of his
'owntagents than on the misstatements made in the heat of the
Los Angeles Convention.

| It was claimed that this Administration has not

taken the initiative in the cold war, that we have allowed
a things to drift. Yet the orators condemn the Republican Ad-

ministration for brilliant examples of successful initiative.

" For example,’ the U=2 flights.i If we had not developed U- 2

:{i‘and had not been using_it to keep up to date on military pre-

-parations within the Soviet. Union,,ne-COuld properly have been
charged with inv1ting another Pearl Harbor. {heavy audience
response] The fact that our U-2 operations were so outstand-
ingly successful for four years should- be a'source, I should

think of_intense pride to all Americans. ‘Let me remind you,
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the U-2's were not'pfovokihg war, they were helping to pre-
‘ veat war. |

Again, it has been SUggested that the President
shodld have done something different or better about Mr.

Khrdshchev'e breakup of the Paris conferehce. Will they

-~ please tell you just what they think the American people

':ﬂi wanted their President to do? . Apologize, and'hand over West

,-Berlin? ["No," audience] On the other hand, did they want
him’to.blow tp and start a war? Of course hotl

The facts are.that~it has been the President himself
and Secretar;es ef State Dulles and Herter who on innumerable
Voccasions ha;e'warned the American people againet optimism
’regarding'anf eonfetence with Communists at.the Summit .in the
absence of aay'efidence of change in their objectives aad
methbds. -

Atithe Paris conference, everybody hoped that the
_mifacle migﬁt take place and Mr. Khrushchev wouldtabandon his
avowed purpo;e_to bury us =-- one way or'another. - Tragically,
there was no diracle.‘»Mr.,Khrushchev himself killed‘the hope.

But hlS ruthless torped01ng of the Paris meetlng
:was ev1dence of ‘the fallure of hlS forelgn pollcy, not of
'ours. His. strategy for at least two years had- been the old one
of trylng to conquer the West by d1v1d1ng it. He trled hls
best to set our allies agalnst each other and agalnst us. He

came to our country and talked about peace and frlendshlp,
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hittle down our resolution and to soothe us into

He dia not sﬁcceed.

Khruéhcheviknew before the Péris confer-
d that he had failed to divide, deceive or soften'bﬂ
powers, he had'no chéice buf fo break up the

Otherwise, helwsuld either have had to back
in,.qr stért a wér.'.Either wéuld have been fatal
his scutfling of the Paris cohferenceAand his
fﬁrts to pin‘the‘biame on us were proof positive,
can and Western.weakness, but of our strength.
usd)
th.the bald deception of Mr. Khrushchev's phony
é exposed at Paris by himself, he had to change
and make a differént effort to divide and conquer.;
ving heaven and earfh tb_achieve_by subversion
d_not'achieVe by divisién'of the Western pdwers.

tétupset free go#ernments, oné‘by'one, by
o'aﬁtidnﬁthe abpafatus the Communists have been
ly_building and’tfaining in aii-other countries '

'for‘the‘very purpose now revealed so plainly .in

ba .

y did the Communists have to cancel President
vis#tffo,Russia;%nd resort to suchiviolent meas-i
nl#é;pfé&gnt~his &isit there? 'Not becéuse of the

esg}éffthéEPresidént's‘visits abroad,'but because
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. of their demonstrated effectiveness. (heavy applausel

ThesRed leaders saw the vast difference between Eisenhower's"

reception, for example, in India, and the receptions given

Khrushchev ﬁnd Chou En-lai.
' |

chalk up anﬁther tremendOus‘triumph with millions of people

The Reds didn't dare let Ike

in Mother Rdssia'itself, and in a key country like Japan.
.ItAhassbeen chargedithat no previous Presidents
or Vice Presidentsrever‘suffeged such insults abroad--as if

somehow that:ﬁastﬁheir fault. | There are two inescapable

" answers. One is that as long as two previous American Presi-

dents were w1111ng to give in to Soviet leaders, they got

along famously with them. Good "Ole' Joe. ‘[heavy applausé}
Why 'should ‘the Communists insult those Presidents as long as
':~they were getting what they wanted?

Naturally Khrushchev would prefer not to negotiate

with a Republ

taken in or i

ican President who he has learned will not be

ntimidated or tricked into any. concessions.

sé]

[heavy applau

Now

|

Presidents'had beeh so snubbed'or insulted is this: No

previous Pres

S strong and ar

,ftook, and. how

the second answer to.the charge that no previous

ident has faced a Communlst consplracy that was
rogant enough to take such actlon as Mr.

did the Communlst consplracy get so. strong and

'“arrogant? That cannot be la1d at the door of Republlcans.

Look agaln at

the recordﬂ'

Khrushchev
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would rather not go over the mistakes of the
s more than enough to talk about regarding the

if we Republlcans are to be charged with ina-

b111ty to deal with the forces of aggression which those who

make the charges helped to build up, then we owe it to the

truth to set
exactly the
" .followed.

I

- Soviet Union

[#No, " audie

were a respe
Wa

urgent advic

'the‘record straight. [héavy applausd

The troubles we are in with the Communists are

troubles that’RephbliCans warned.for years be-

uld develop if we..followed the courses that were

ask you, wés it Republicans‘who recognized the

in 1933 and gave it acceptance“into our country,
ncé]igaveAit acbeptance into our coun%ry as if it
ctable and dependable member therédf?

s it Republicans.ﬁho, at Tehran,.against the

e of Mr. Churchill, agreed to give the Russians

freé hands‘i
Wa
gave half of

Wa

n the Balkans? . [:“No,“ audience]
sAit Repubiicans who secretly divided Poland and
it to. the Sov1et Unlon? ["No -"._ audience]

s it Republlcans who agreed to the Communlst take- -

over of a hundred mllllon people in Eastern Eurooe who are nov

Ru551an? [”No,' audlencé]

o Va
. gafe'the&Sov

pff%from;thé

s 1t a Republlcan Admlnlstratlon which at Potsdam

iet Unlon East Germany and left Nest Berlin cut

3

rest of the free world? ["No,f audlence]
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Was it a Republican Administration that publicly

" promised that Manchuria would go back to its rightful owners,

the:Chinese, and.then secretly at Yalta gave cohtrol of
‘Manchuria to the Russians.:["Nol" audiencé]

Was it a'RepublicanjAdﬁinistration that divided
Korea.and gave control of North Korea to.theVCommunists?
5 i ["No! " audienoe] | |

Was it a Republican Administration that gave to the
Soviet Union the Kurile Islands which had never been any-
‘body's except Japan's, thereby endangering both Japan's and
our own secjrity in the Pecific? {"No," audience]

Was it a Republican Administration that rightly

put its hand| to the plow in Korea, and then when victory was
in sight turned back, allowing the Reds to recover so they

can make still more trouble in the future? ["No," audiencel

Was it a Republican Administration that fell_for the
Communist offer of a truce in Korea without requiring that the
North Korean aggressors lay down their»arms and the Chinese

Communists get out of Korea where they had no business to be?

["No! " audience] |
You know that it wasn't under Republicans that
600,000,000 human beinge diSappeared intO'human slevery be-
hihd the Iron Curtain in the first 5 yeers.after'World War II.
| | In fact, the record w111 show that Republlcans opposed

these steps’eVery3time they were taken.

o T g
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In contrast, what oﬁr'Republican Administration
haé done in'these 8 years is,:with initiative and imagination,
to stop the process-of.retreat‘befofe the Frankenstein mon-
ster that ijts predeceséors did so chh unhappily to build up.
| We have resolutely'opposed an&thing anyWhere that
would make Communi;f regimes-ﬁtronger, aﬁd we shall continue
" to do sol |
That is why, for example, we have opposed and must
_oppose official recognition of Communist'China or its ad-

“i' misSion into the United Natibns, Eheavy applausé].unless or

~vﬂf;unti1 it will give-up in a dependable way its aggressive acts
and‘threats against other neighboring countries;'that‘is,
'give up Communism! Recognition and admissibn of Communist
China would needlesSly preseﬁt it with smashing victories.
Does it make sense to build up an avowed enemy.  ["Nol”
audiencé] |
| But our refusal to give Red China fhe trémendous
boost of official recognitioﬁ’does not mean -- as has been
asserted by people who ought to knqw better ~-=- that this Ad-
ministration has 5een hiding its head in the sand, or pretend-
ihg'Red»China does not exist, or trying to ignore 600 million
Chihese. The exact reverse is_the truth. This Administration
‘is acutely aware of Red Chiha’s'éxisfence and the thre;t it
coﬁstituté% ﬁbﬁffeedqm. not‘bnly'in Asia, but‘efefywhere.

Ittwas'noflthiszdminiStration which indulged in the illusion
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that Communists in China are democratic agrarian reformers!
We are not ignoring Red China. On the contrary,
we have been negotiating with its official representatives

for years. |The 99th such negotiation, unfortunately still

fruitless, took'place just last week.

'Surely my fellow-citizens it is now plain to
everyone that‘since the Communist world eonspiracy remains
the same, and-since‘we don't intend to surrender, and since
nobody wante,a hot war, there is only one alternative left.
We must win ﬁg;g!gg;g Eé;.. Eheavy applausé] To do this we
must have leedersrwho understand this enemy/and its tactics,

.~ and will mobilize all our resources for the struggle.

We'muet use more effectively some of our strongest

- weapons, thejvalues and virtues of a system of government

‘which has g}%en freedom and dignity and better living stand-

',if ards to‘hﬁman beings than any other system ever has. How

e 5fmany of us understand our own system well enough to sell it

to others with contagious enthusiasm,’as the Communists are
so well treined to sell theire.

We must let loose in the world:the dynamic forces
efffreedom in our day as.our forefathere‘did in theirs,
-causing people everywhere to look toward the American dream;
| Men have always found ways in the past to bring.
rdown tyrants, why should we lose hope that men will flnd ways

1“

to bring down today s tyrants, if onlx we don't build the

s s T S S
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‘txrants‘upl [heavy applause] In short, we have a good
"strategy for holdihg. But, ladies and gentlemen, we cannot

hope to win this cold war in the end just by holding. Ye

must develop a strategy for victoryl
‘ A new chapter has now beeh opeﬁed by Mr. Khrushchev.
The Soviet Union stands naked before the world today, self-
'exbosedh its objectives and its unchanging methods of decep-
' tion and trickery revealed by its own acts.
It is going to require stronger approaches now,
'different strategies, neW'tacfics by someone who has proved he
understands Communism. . -
Americavhas the brains, she has the wealth, she
has‘the weapons.."Who.Cah gal%anize into rocklike firmness
" America's will? - |
I am'confident that the nearer our peeple come to
Election Day next November, the mofe they willvbecome'convinced
that the course of wisdom and.sureness fer America is to con-
~ tinue to_entrest the destiny of our blesSed land to steady,
competent, experiehced, principled Republican hands. ~[heavy

“applause and cheersj

It has been said by Mr. Kennedy that the most impor-
.tant issue in this'Gampaign is‘foreign policy."We,agree and
welcome the ﬁest};f[applause]f°ig ) |

: Nowfieﬁis:teke“a shert look'at our record on the do-

”_mesﬁic front.
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What did we say in 1952 that we would do? First,

we said we would be a middle-of-the-road government. Now

that's never a popular government because in a middle-of-
the-road government nobody gets'all that he wants. But if
anybody gets all he wants,.itYS'at somebody else's expense

and it isn't good government. We believe that,middle-of-
-the-road government is, in the long run, the best kind of
~__government for everyone.

What else? We promised we would clean out the
'Jcorruption that was'a scandal under the previous Administra-
tion and led to more than twenty convictions of high officials.

I am proud of the fact that there has not been a single con-

_vietion fer malfeasancevin office of any high official of
this administration. New that does not mean everything has
been perfect. It dees mean that wherever»and whenever there
was.any slightest suspicion of impropfiety, 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 possible to get

‘prosperity inithis country without war-;sonething our prede-

-:cessqrs had never been able to do in this_centUry.v We suc-
ceeded.
The first requirement was to stabilize our economy
and slow down the inflation which was stealing the people s

substance--and was especially cruel in its eating away of the

Ao
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value of the pensions and social security benefits upon

which millions of older persons were counting for the security

:Lﬂ and éerenity they so richly deserve in their years of retire-

“. .ment.

Noﬁ, howvcould inflation best be checked? The
Democrats, always one answer: more controls. Presideﬁt
Eisenhower announced he would také off the controls. And
‘you will recall how some screamed that there the Republicans
;Ago,-yielding to the profiteers, big business, money intgrests;
pfices for thelcommonvpeople would now go sky high.

o ‘But did they? -[”No,”‘audiencé]' The prices which
had been going sky higﬁ--bS% in the seven years--promptly
leveled off and stayed practically stable for four years,
aﬁd'as you've been told twice before today, the total increase
under this Administration has-been less than 10% in seven
years as against 48% in the preceding seven years. We
achieved this stébility not b? changing our free system, but
by -using it. It works better than those“gffiittle faith in
the American people give it credit for.

Ve said in 1952 thaf if the Fedéral Government would
stick to its proper function of running the business of the
nation, and,get.out of trying to managebthe affairs of 6ur

'pepple, the creative éhergies{of thé American people and their
,.millionslpf:ipdi#idualienterp}ises WOpldléfeaté a vaster ex-

panSioﬁfof;pfoduqfibﬁjand trade, withrcofréépondingly greater
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expansion of jobs than the Government itself could ever do.
Were we right or were we wrong? Well, there were sixty-one
million Jjobs when'we took over; fhere are sixty-eight million
jébs tonight.

.vAnd not only more jobs, jobs at higher wages..
Wages up 39% in these seven years! Do you recall the seven
consecutive cost-of-living increases thét labor had to fight
f&r; Just to keep up with inflation under President Trﬁman?
In-contrast. real wages, actual purchasing power, has gone'
f up 20% under. this Administration.
| Thi§ is the measure of how much better off rank
and file péople are today. Does this Sound like a Party of
bié business?

Ouf workers have better food_and clothing for them-

‘selves and thei; families, more homes, more automobiles,’
~more refrigerators, more TV's, more ffee time for study, for
recreation, for sports, for travel for whatever. The record
is clear that labor has done better under this Republican Ad-
ministratlonlthan in'all‘its pre#ious histbry, and we're
" proud of it. | |
- Personal income, the money that goes into your
pockets, has gone up a whopping 33%--from $301 billion in
1952 to $420 . billion in 1960--and in constant dollars.

. Furthermore, a larger share of that higher income
‘than'ever'before.‘more than 4% larger, now goes into the pay -

ehvelopes"bffﬁbrkéfé@' Anything wrong with workers getting a
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bigger share of the national income under theIRepublicans

! audiencé]

Isn't it just plain horse sense, my fellow citizens

to whom I'm talking, isn't it just plain horse sense to trust
for the next four years the leadership which has enabled you
‘to do so well for yourselves in the last 8 years?

While the Republican 83rd Congress was in power to

" cooperate with the Republican Administration during its first

ktwo years, we gave the American people the biggest single tax
“cut in their history and at the same time expanded the bene-

lfi#s to people; more social security benefits, more for high-
ways, hospitals, health,‘housing.

 And you still have that tax cut. If I may borrow

'a,phrase that you perhaps remember: Don't let them take it
awa l |

Thé Repﬁblican record in the éreé'of meeting human
néeds has been one of remarkable action and progress on a11
fronts, contrary to the image.pfomoted by the opposition that
they alone:afe the party of the people.‘

Under Social Security 71 million more people 5re
now covered than before. ' The number recéiving behefits has
'ft iﬂcreased‘from five tq more thah 14 million'persons.

| Under the Vocational'Rehabilitation program, which
1I;had‘the:éfivilege Qf,ﬁorkiﬁg ﬁifh on my first-@ajor bill

_ when I ﬁentiﬁbiQQngfégs;,éﬁd;which was strengthened by




A e ot .- A B i SR e R e s

110

Rebnblicans in 1954, under fhat frogramrsomé 400,000 disabled
' men,and women have been returned to active, self-respecting
employment and havevearned'almost $2 billion. This is the
trne American syétem of enabling péoplé‘to do things for
themselves.

Bold and dramatic stgps have been taken to expand
medical research in cancer, heart disea#e, mental illnesses,
and other crippling and killing.maladies;_

In the seven years prior to 1953, the value df
surplus agricultural products distributed in the school lunch

program and to needy persons,  institutions, schools and

.Indian reservations totalled $263 dollars. In the seven years

.since 1953 the total distributed is $960 million worth-—B%
times as much. Anything wrong with fhat recofd? ["No,"
audience] This is help to those who need it. |
In short, we have moved vigorously whenever and
wherever action by the Federal Govérnment is the proper and
best way to deal'with any problem»affecting pub;ic Safety and
the people's welfare. .
When did any government ever take less from fhe
~people in taxes and give them more in retu:n?' |
And how was it done? This is'the najor point! Not
by governmentVOrders. edicfs,'or controls--and not by govern-
A'ment{haﬂout;.n It ‘was done not by changing our prlnciples of

freedom of‘enterprise, but by stlcklng to our prlnclples.




It was done by good Republican‘management of the
government, not management of the people.

Obviously I canhott}y'here to outline our detailed
proppsals for the years éhead; I haven't'even-mentioned
vitally important éreas like éducation, héaith,_agriculture,
conser#ation,-taxation, and a dozen others which would re-
quire almost a Separate speech each. But I tell you they
will be covered béfore this Convention is over.

But there are SOme'Basic principles, tested
prihciples of freedom--which ﬁe bel ieve if is necessary for
us‘to understand and to follow, if we afe to meet successfully .
the challenges of the future.;

Many Americans have come to think that our two

major parties are, after all, just about the same. But it is

‘not so. The main difference between them as I said in the be- o

- ginning, is not over good ends. The difference, and it is a

A’ﬁ’profound one, is overvmeans. -Which are the right and best

- ways to get the good ends?

i:We Republiéans deeply believe that the first func-
tion of é government is to protect the liberty 6f the citizen,
“m;not to take.it away.
- Tﬂere have never been but two basic phildsophies of
‘governmént -= government from the top down, and gofernment
from the bottom“up. >0ur fathérs beiieved and so do we Repub-

licans, that 'most problems can best be solved from the bottom

111
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up by the people thenselves.
. One philosophy puts its primary faith in govern-
; ment officials. The other puts its primary faith in the good13
>‘:sense and the capabilities of our people.
We are not against‘adequate Federal Government.
Thene must'be such government to prevent abuses‘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 stands for liberty.

In the Democratic Co.nvention you nea:rda lot about
Woodrow Wilson, What did he.'a genuine student of government,
think on»this issue? 1In a speech in New York in 1912 he said,
"Liberty has never'oome from the government. Liberty is a
history.of resistance.” And I'm still quoting, "The history
of Liberty‘is a history of the limitation of goternmental
power, not the increase of it." That is.the end of the quote.

Nobody that I know has said it.better than that. Yot
we now see those who claim to be the followers of Wilson
insisting that the way to expand 11berty 1s to increase the
powers of the government. |

How did our fathersldo to limit government to.its
essential functions? By putting the government'under a oon;.
stitution. “Many regard the Constltutlon as the means by
whlch the government regulates the people. No, it is the.

magnlflcent means devised by our fathers by Wthh the people
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can regulate the government.

Why did they insist on having a bill of rights in ,;b

';?that Constitutibn? In order to.be sure that their govern-

" ‘ment would take care of-them?: No, in order to be sure that.

3’: their Government could not interfere in their taking proper

V“ﬁﬁfcare of themselves.

Rights are not what our'government must do for

us; rights are what our government cannot do to us. Rights

|‘f are not guarantees'by the government, ‘rights are guarantees

against the government--even against our .own government,

because we want to keep it a good government! [peavy applausél

We believe that all men are created equal. Inh sup-

port of this fundamental faith, Republicans work for govern-

ment that will provide equality under the law for all citizens,

and equality of opportunity for all 6itiz9ns. We believe this

~is the best way to get the fullest possible‘rewards for all
citizens. .

It is because .of this Republican emphasis on equal
-opportunity for all that the Republican Party is the party
Ikto which youth will naturally gravitate, if we make our prin-

"7ciples clear to them. For what do young people vant most 6f
"all? They ﬁant to'get ahead and to improte their condition.
The Republican Party stands always for maximum freedom and

opportunity--for every man to get ahead.
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This is why it is possible‘in America for the son
of a rich man,.like Jack Kennedy to become President. |

This is why it is possible in America for the son
of a poor man, like Dick(Nixoh, to become Presi@ent.
[héaviest applausé given during speecﬂ]

You're awfully kind. I don't say these things
because I'm a Republican. I'm a Republican because these
afe‘the things’I believe with all my heart and soul!

[heavy applausé] Now let me summarize it.

Republicans believe that that government is best,

. .not which does most for its citizens directly, but which

makes it possible for most citizens to do most for them-
selves =- and then assists with those wvho, for whatever
reéson. interruptednﬁy applause, hear me the lasf part, it's
not enoughijxr give opportunity for most to get ahead. That's
the best way.to get something built up with which we can
assist properly‘those who, for whatever reason, cannot pro-
vide the basic hecessities and decencies for themselves.
I think we can staté it.as a law, that whenever

a government does for its citizens that which they have the

’capacity to do for themselves, individually and in groups,

it begins to destroy both their capacity and'their incentive
to do fof.thémsélves. That is, it begins to weaken rather
than to strengthen the foundations of freedom and the means

of progresss. .
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I>can work my girl's arithmetic problems-for her
better than she can wo}k 'em for herself. I can get the
right answer almésf every time. And she would like to have
me do it for her. She'd even vote for me if I'd do it.  But
I don't! 1I'll help, suggest, a&vise, counsel, nudge, maybe
pray, but I don't work them for her, not because I don't
love her, but bec#use I do and want her to‘succced--and that
~is the way.for héf to grow and learn how_to solvg problems.

Abraham Lincoln at Gettysburg said, '"Now we are
engaged in a great civil war tesfing” -- testing, among |
other things, whether government é£ the people, by the people
and, for the people can long endure.

Lincoln aﬁd the Republican Party brought our
country through that crisis 100 years ago. Now we are en-
gaged in a greater crisis-—fhe whole plénet--all of mankind
is engaged in the mightiest cbnflict-in all histofy. It is
a wérld cifil war. What is it about? It is ébouf exﬁctly
the same thing as then: 1Is Governmeﬁt of the people, by
the people, and therefore for the people to perish, literally,
from the earth? | '

| , Duriﬁg the fiery trial of Lincoln's day he warned
solemnly that this nation could not exist half-sléve and half
free. The Republican Pafty succeeded in restoring unity
and freedom and peace to the nation..

' My friends,. can this wholeAﬁide world of our day




116

~ go on indefiniteiy half slave, half free? Deep down in our
hearts, we know the answér is; NO. '

The rea§on why it has not proved possible to get
any real agreement with the Commuhist world all these years
is-becéuse the Communists are not pursuing the same objec-
tifes as we are pursuing. And why arevthey not pursuing the
same objectives? Because they don't believe the same things
we believe--aboﬁt man, about the universe, and that means
about God.

If we in America of whatever political opinion
at the moment, are fo prove worthy of this most terrible
tesfing in our Nation's life, we too must resolve with .
Lincoln, '"that, undef God, this Nation éhall have a new
birth of freedom."

It was under God that our freedom was born. Only
uﬁder God can there be a rebirth of freedom.

| What then is our role to be?. Listen agéin to
Eincoln in his message to the Congresg-in 1862, which fou've
heard already. "Ihe dogmas of the quiet past are inadequate
to the_stox;my present. The occasion is piled high with diffi-
 cu1tx, and Qe must rise with the occasion. As’ou: case is new,
so'gust we think anew, and act anew. VWe mustidisghthrall
_'ourSéivés, and then we shaii'éave'our~couhtrYAf* '
'1' 'There itiis.z | |

” “Under God, a;new’ﬁirth vafreéddmgf”i
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S A new and deeper‘undérstanding of it;
A new and deeper dedication to it. |
With such a rebirth within you and me, and within
our beloved Party, we shall deserve to be entrusted by  the
people with the awful résponsibilities of governing this
greét.and beautiful land. And thevpeoplé turnAto us and our

country will be saved.

~And now let us get to work!
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