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NIXON W INS WITHOUT HELP OF LIBERALS
The big story of the 1968 presi

dential election is that Richard Nixon 
was elected President of the United 
States without the help  o f the liberals. 
He owes his victory to conservatives.

Nixon won with the votes of the 
great midwest, west, and a good part 
of the south. Governor Ronald Rea
gan carried California for Nixon. Sen
ator Everett Dirksen carried Illinois 
for Nixon — and Illinois was the state 
which finally gave Nixon his margin 
of victory in the electoral college.

But when the Nixon bandwagon 
rolled to victory in the morning hours 
of November 6, the prominent lib
erals were not aboard.

•  Governor N e l s o n  Rockefeller, 
M a y o r  John Lindsay and Senator 
Jacob Javits had failed to carry New 
York State for Nixon.

• Governor George Romney h a d  
failed to carry Michigan for Nixon.

•  Senator Hugh Scott, Governor 
Ray Shafer, and f o r m e r  Governor 
William Scranton had failed to carry 
Pennsylvania for Nixon.

• Senator Edward B r o o k e  and 
Governor John Volpe had failed to 
carry Massachusetts for Nixon.

Let there be no bleating from the 
liberals that it was “impossible” to 
carry the big eastern states for Nixon. 
The odds against Nixon in New York, 
Michigan, Pennsylvania and Massa
chusetts were not nearly so large as 
they were in South Carolina, where 
Republicans had to overcome the im
mensely popular candidacy of George 
Wallace. Yet, Senator Strom Thur
mond carried his state of South Caro
lina for Nixon — a political achieve
ment of the first magnitude.

Thurmond’s success in South Caro
lina is dramatic proof that the con
servatives gave loyal and dedicated 
service to the Nixon campaign which 
the prominent liberals simply did not

put forth in their states. A f t e r  the 
election, the press commented can
didly on the “poor showing by Gov
ernor Rockefeller’s and Mayor Lind
say’s organization to get out the vote.”

The New York Story
For several y e a r s  in New York 

State, there have been not two poli
tical parties, but four, on the ballot. 
The Conservative Party and the Lib
eral P a r t y  each have an effective

statewide organization. The Conser
vative Party offered to slate electors 
pledged to Nixon/Agnew. N i x o n  
was favorable to this idea because 
the Conservative Party p o l l e d  the 
large total of 500,000 votes in the last 
election. But Rockefeller and Javits 
stubbornly refused to permit any co
operation between Republicans and 
Conservatives — even for the purpose 
of enabling Nixon to carry New York 

(Continued on Page 2)

A PERSONAL MESSAGE
D ear Friends:

After the crooked Convention in May 1967 when I was defeated for the 
presidency of the National Federation of Republican Women, some of my 
supporters urged me to leave the Republican Party, or to leave the Federa
tion, to leave dirty politics altogether, or to start a rival organization. I 
declined all these suggestions and said firmly that our primary objective must 
be to elect a Republican President in November 1968 — and that everything 
we did in politics must be subordinated to that one overriding objective be
cause the fate of our nation depended on it. I knew that we simply could 
not afford four more years of the LBJ-HHH Administration.

Now, a year and a half later, I am happy to report that our Eagles re
sponded admirably to that call for sustained political action. We went back 
home and went to work to win in 1968. Of the nearly 3,000 women who 
traveled to Washington in my behalf in May 1967, I know of only four who 
did not work for the election of Richard Nixon. The closeness of his election 
proves that he could not have won without our dedicated efforts — because 
our Eagles are not merely voters, they are political activists responsible for 
many thousands of votes besides their own.

Thank you, dear Eagles, for standing together through the most crucial 
election of our time. Thank you for your constant support in behalf of the 
larger cause.

But our task is not yet over. Now we must work to counteract the efforts 
of the aggressive liberals to take over the Nixon/Agnew Administration — 
after trying to defeat Nixon at Miami, and then losing their states to Humph- 
rey/Muskie. Be positive. Work to get good-principled Republicans appointed 
to office, nationally and statewide. Make recommendations to President-elect 
Nixon and to your own state organization. Only in this way can we accom
plish the genuine housecleaning in government which America must have. 
(Richard Nixons address is 20 Broad St., New York, N. Y. 10005.)

Faithfully,
Phyllis Schlafly
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with its 43 electoral votes.
It was widely warned that, if the 

Conservative Party did not s l a t e  
Nixon, this might be the m a r g i n  
which would give New York State to 
H u b e r t  Humphrey. Nevertheless 
Rockefeller and Javits simply refused 
to permit New York Republicans to 
cooperate in any way with the Con
servative Party, even if it meant that 
Nixon would lose New York. On Sep
tember 5, the Republican State Com
mittee accepted t h e  Rockefeller/ 
Javits orders and officially refused 
the Conservative Party offer to help 
Nixon.

The epitaph to this decision was 
written on N o v e m b e r  5 when 
Humphrey carried New York with its 
43 electoral votes. After the election, 
Rockefeller was quoted as saying, “I 
did everything I could for Nixon.” 
No, he didn’t. If he had w a n t e d  
Nixon to win, he would have made 
it possible for Nixon to pick up at 
least a half million votes in New York 
State and win those 43 e l e c t o r a l  
votes. Nixon lost New York by 477,- 
825 votes — in the same general elec
tion in which the Conservative Party 
polled 965,456.

The double standard of t h e  lib
erals was clearly revealed by Jacob 
Javits’ behavior. He protested co
operation with the Conservative Party 
on the ground that he “didn’t believe 
in third parties.” Yet, he accepted 
the endorsement of the Liberal third 
party and, the week prior to the elec
tion, he permitted fullpage advertise
ments in New York newspapers ask
ing voters to split their tickets and 
vote Humphrey/Javits.

The liberals are forever trying to 
purge conservatives, even to the ex
tent of jeopardizing the election of 
a Republican President. According to 
T he New York Times of October 31, 
“objections by l i b e r a l  Republican 
leaders caused the cancellation of a 
personal appearance by G o v e r n o r  
Ronald Reagan of California at a rally 
in Madison Square Carden tonight 
for Richard M. Nixon, reliable Re
publican sources reported yesterday. 
These sources said that complaints 
had been filed with the Nixon cam
paign organization by G o v e r n o r  
George R o m n e y  of Michigan and 
Governor Rockefeller a n d  Senator 
Jacob K. Javits of New York.”

Likewise, in Pennsylvania, the lib

eral Republicans could have carried 
their state for Nixon if they hadn’t 
dragged their feet. The proof is that 
they did  carry Pennsylvania for their 
R e p u b 1 i can Senatorial candidate, 
Richard Schweiker, against an en
trenched incumbent leftwing Demo
crat, Joseph Clark. If the liberals had 
put forth as much effort for Nixon, 
he could have carried Pennsylvania.

Just Like Miami

At the Republican National Con
vention in August in Miami, Nixon 
was nominated on the first ballot be
cause he had such s t r o n g  support 
from the midwest, south, and west. 
Illinois was the state which gave him 
his largest number of votes. This vic
tory left the Rockefeller liberals very 
much on the o u t s i d e  looking in. 
When the first roll call was ended, 
those not in Nixon’s column included 
New York, Michigan, Pennsylvania, 
Massachusetts, New Jersey, and other 
eastern states including Connecticut 
and Rhode Island. Not o n l y  was 
Nixon nominated without their help 
— but he won over their determined 
opposition r i g h t  down to the last 
Presidential roll call at Miami.

The nomination of Richard Nixon 
in Miami and his election in Novem
ber 1968 mean that the power center 
of the Republican P a r t y  has now 
moved out of the northeast and east, 
and moved to the midwest, south 
and far west. To all Republicans who 
have had enough- of New York-liberal 
domination of the GOP, this move is 
welcome indeed.

After the Republican National Con
vention in August, in order to heal 
the wounds and build a unified Re
publican Party, Nixon proved himself 
magnanimous to his political enemies. 
He inaugurated “be kind to liberals” 
w e e k .  He immediately contacted 
every prominent liberal in the United 
States, personally asked for his sup
port, and found a place for nearly 
every one in his campaign effort. He 
made courtesy calls on liberal gover
nor after liberal governor, although 
it would seem that protocol would 
have required them to call on the 
Presidential nominee. When Nixon 
traveled around the country in his 
campaign, he was conspicuously sur
rounded by liberal Republicans.

The Carpetbaggers

The liberals accepted Nixon’s fav
ors — but they failed to deliver the

vote. By an artful combination of lip- 
service and foot-dragging, they let the 
entire electoral vote of their states go 
to Hubert Humphrey.

The fundamental axiom of politics 
is: “To the victors belong the spoils.” 
On this premise, the eastern liberals 
are entitled to absolutely n o t h i n g  
from the new Nixon Administration. 
They fought his nomination in Miami 
as hard as Rocky’s- millions would 
permit, and they dragged their feet 
from August to November. Yet, now, 
the carpetbagger liberals w a n t  to 
grab off the fruits of victory.

When the appointments are pass
ed out in the new Republican Ad
ministration, we hope Nixon will re
member that the conservatives elect
ed him, and that he doesn’t owe the 
liberal Republicans anything. Nixon 
will, of course, in the name of unity 
and reconciliation, appoint some lib
erals to some posts. But conservatives 
should let Nixon know at once that 
the important posts should be given 
to those who worked loyally for  him 
— not to those who first w o r k e d  
against him, and t h e n  contributed 
nothing to his victory.

THE BULLET 
THAT KILLED 
YOUR SON

We trade iron ore for canned Pol
ish ham.

The slave-farmers starve, while our 
Uncle Sam

Settles back to enjoy the Commun
ist roast
As the ore arrives at the Polish coast.

Our State Department encourages 
this trade

So, eat up, my Son, it’s a cheaper 
priced grade.

It’s inspected by men from a Com
munist land

Who started the war in South Viet 
Nam.

They fashioned a bullet from that 
iron ore

And to stop it, your son is called 
to the corps.

“Killed in action” reads the brief 
telegram.

Correction: “Killed in your kitchen 
by a Polish ham.”

From The Rockford, Illinois Citi
zens Committee To Warn of Com
munist Imports.



Phyllis Schlafly Answers Clark Clifford
On O ctober 24, Richard Nixon 

team ed that the LBJ-HHH Admini
stration has lost U. S. nuclear super
iority and created a  “gravely serious 
security gap.” This speech  struck a 
sensitive nerve in Washington. The 
next morning, Secretary o f D efense 
Clark C lifford held  a press confer
ence in which h e m ade detailed d e 
nials o f Nixons statements. The same 
day, Hubert Humphrey got into the 
act and issued his wildest attacks 
against Nixon o f the entire campaign. 
This becam e a dangerous issue which  
could lose a close election.

Within 24 hours a f t e r  C lifford’s 
press conference in Washington, Phyl
lis Schlafly issued the following re
futation o f his claims and figures. Her 
reply was featured in Human Events 
and other newspapers. Nixon repeat
ed  his statements several times during 
the last w eek  before election, and he  
prom ised to close the “security gap.” 
C lifford and Humphrey had nothing 
further to say on this issue.

Secretary of Defense Clark Clif
ford, in his press conference on Octo
ber 25, 1968 made statements about 
American nuclear power which are so 
misleading and inaccurate as to con
stitute a fraud and a deception on the 
American people. In order to help 
elect Hubert Humphrey, C l i f f o r d  
used false figures to cover up the 
failure of the present Administration 
to keep ahead of the Soviets in nu
clear striking power. Clifford is try
ing to elect Humphrey with the same 
big lie that Robert McNamara used 
to elect Lyndon Johnson in 1964. The 
credibility gap in Washington is now 
the widest it has ever been.

Clifford said that the United States 
has a 4-to-l lead over the Soviets in 
deliverable n u c l e a r  weapons. He 
claimed that the U. S. has 4,206 and 
the Soviets have 1,200 nuclear weap
ons. These figures are false. The true 
figures prove that the g r e a t  lead 
America had under the Eisenhower- 
Nixon Administration has vanished.

Clifford said t h a t  the U. S. has 
1,054 intercontinental ballistic mis
siles and the Soviets have 900. The 
U. S. figure is right, but the Soviet 
figure is wrong. In fact, the Soviets 
now have 1,100 ICRMs. Secretary of 
Defense Robert McNamara admitted 
on January 22, 1968 that the Soviets 
had 720 ICBMs on October 1, 1967, 
and that they ware building ICBMs 
at the rate of 380 per y e a r .  This 
means they have 1,100 today compar

ed with our 1,054.
Thus, if we compare the numbers 

of land-based ICBMs, the r a t i o  
would be one-to-one, excluding re
fire capability, which McNamara ad
mitted the Soviets have but we do 
not. However, Clifford did not tell 
the American people the truth that 
the Soviet ICBMs are ten times more 
powerful than ours. ( See House Arm
ed Services Committee Report, The 
Changing Strategic Military Balance, 
July 1967; also, U. S. News & W orld 
Report, Feb. 26, 1968, p a g e  85.) 
Thus, based on megatonnage deliver
able by missiles (still excluding re
fire capability), the ratio is 10-to-l in 
favor of the Soviets.

The U. S. used to have many more 
missiles w i t h  greater megatonnage, 
b u t  McNamara scrapped % of t h e  
multi-megaton missiles built by t h e  
Eisenhower-Nixon A d m i n i stratum, 
namely, 126 Atlas and 54 Titan mis
siles.

Furthermore, Clifford neglected to 
tell the American people that the So
viets have an operational anti-missile 
d e f e n s e  and the U. S. has none. 
Therefore, when we compare missile 
power and anti-missile defenses, the 
advantage in f a v o r  of the Soviets 
would rise even higher than 10-to-l.

Clifford also f a i l e d  to tell the 
American people t h a t  the Soviets 
have 750 intermediate and medium- 
range missiles, targeted at the cities 
of our NATO allies, while McNamara 
scrapped 105 Thor and Jupiter mis
siles we had in England, Italy and 
Turkey, targeted at Soviet cities.

Clifford also failed to tell the Amer
ican people that McNamara conced
ed on November 3, 1967 that the So
viets have an orbital weapon (the 
FO BS) which can be deorbited on 
radio command and strike us with 
zero warning. The U. S. has neither 
any defense against the Soviet orbital 
weapon, nor any orbital weapons of 
our own.

Clifford said that the U. S. has 656 
s u b m a rine-based strategic missiles 
and the Soviets have only 80. The 
U. S. figures are only partially right, 
as only about half of our Polaris sub
marines are on station at one time. 
The Soviet figure is wrong. Clifford 
simply did not count another 240 So
viet cruise and ballistic missiles be
cause the cruise missiles have a range 
of only 300-500 miles and must be 
fired from the surface. But Soviet

cruise missiles do not need long range 
because so many major U. S. cities 
and defense installations are along 
our three coasts; and, if the Soviets 
strike first and at night, they do not 
need to launch submerged.

Clifford tried to smother his mis
leading statistics by announcing with 
great fanfare that he has ordered the 
Navy to develop a new electric-drive 
“quiet” nuclear submarine. The trou
ble with this announcement is that it 
is years after it was recommended by 
Admiral Hyman Rickover. On Sep
tember 23, 1968, the Senate Prepared
ness Investigation Subcommittee re
ported: “The U. S. is substantially in
ferior to the Soviet Union in terms 
of numbers of operational subma
rines.”

Clifford said that the U. S. has 646 
strategic bombers and t h e  Soviets 
have only 155. He then apparently 
allocates about four nuclear weapons 
to each U. S. bomber and two nu
clear weapons to each Soviet bomber.

Under the Eisenhower-Nixon Ad
ministration, we had 2,710 strategic 
bombers (including 1,400 B-47s oper
ating from advanced bases and 600 
carrier-based nuclear-armed Bomb
ers). McNamara sci .pped % >: our 
strategic bomber fleet, which is why 
we have only 646 today.

Clifford’s f i g u r e s  about Soviet 
bombers are wrong. The House Arm
ed Services Committee reported in 
July 1967: “The Soviet Union has the 
numerically largest strategic bomber 
force in the world today. This is be
cause the U.S.S.R. has retained its 
air-refuelable medium bombers (900 
Badgers and Blinders) w h i l e  the 
United States has scrapped a large 
force of over 1,000 B-47s. Thus the 
S o v i e t s  now have 1,110 strategic 
bombers v e r s u s  680 United States 
strategic bombers.”

Clifford also neglected to tell the 
American people that our Joint Chiefs 
of Staff admitted that “The U.S.S.R. 
is ahead of the United States . . .  in 
the yield/weight ratio of high-yield 
devices.” (Aug. 15, 1963). There
fore, even considering the larger pay- 
load of our strategic bomber fleet, 
the megatonnage die U. S. and Soviet 
fleets could deliver would be about 
the same.

Let us compare the total U. S. and 
Soviet strategic delivery vehicles. The 
U. S. has 1,054 ICBMs, 656 SLBMs, 
and 646 strategic bombers, for a total 
of 2,356 strategic delivery vehicles.

(Continued on Page 4)



Clifford
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The Soviets have 1,100 ICBMs, 750 
IRBMs, 320 SLBMs, and 1,100 strate
gic bombers, for a total of 3,270 stra
tegic delivery vehicles. This is the 
real survival gap w h i c h  has been 
caused by the LBJ-HHH Administra
tion.

History tells us that Nero fiddled 
while Borne burned. The fact is that 
t h e  present Administration fiddled 
while the Soviets have been building 
nuclear weapons capable of burning 
the United States to destruction. In 
Admiral Rickover’s words, “s t u d y  
things to death” has been the tactic 
which has stalled and delayed weap
on after weapon.

Every nuclear weapon which pro
tects America today was built or ord
ered by the Eisenhower-Nixon Ad
ministration. No new nuclear weapon 
has been developed by the present 
Administration except the TFX plane, 
now known as “the flying Edsel.” The 
TFX  was t h e  largest Government 
contract in t h e  history of Federal 
spending. When Senator McClellan’s 
Committee tried to expose its waste 
and fraud, Senator Muskie fronted 
for the Administration to cover up 
the blunders. As a result, six years 
of precious time have been lost, ten 
TFX  planes have crashed, the Navy 
version had to be canceled as a com
plete flop, and our nation still lacks 
a new fighter bomber.

On July 30, Vice President Hubert 
Humphrey admitted under question
ing in San Francisco that the U. S. 
has “not a single weapon system that 
can protect us f r o m  annihilation.” 
This is the result of eight years of 
the present Administration.

When the Eisenhowever-Nixon Ad
ministration went out of office, the 
U. S. had a more than 5-to-l superior
ity over the Soviets in megatonnage 
delivery capability. This is why no 
American boy was dying in any for
eign war. The most urgent need to
day is for a complete housecleaning 
of the Defense Department in order 
to close the U. S. security gap and re
store the strategic superiority which 
alone can keep America free and in
dependent in t h e  nuclear age. As 
Richard Nixon said, we must “deal 
with the world as it is, not as we wish 
it were. We cannot wishful think our 
way to peace with a Soviet Union 
that is rapidly escalating its arms.”

Katharine Kennedy Brown 
Elected in Ohio

Mrs. Katharine Kennedy B r o w n ,  
one of the outstanding conservative 
Republican leaders in America, was 
unanimously reelected President of 
the Ohio Federation of Republican 
Women’s Organizations at their Con
vention in Columbus on October 18. 
Her victory was a victory for conser
vatives everywhere and a victory for 
the wonderful Republican women in 
Ohio who have loyally supported her 
for so many years. Her election was 
a stunning defeat for the liberals who 
have worked tirelessly to purge her 
from the Republican Party leader
ship.

Mrs. Brown has one of the most 
distinguished records in the history 
of the Republican Party. She w a s  
Ohio National Committeewoman for 
36 years, from 1932 to 1968. She was 
V i c e  Chairman of the Republican 
National Committee f r o m  1944 to 
1952. She was elected a Delegate to 
eight Republican National Conven
tions. She was a founder of the Ohio 
Federation of Republican Women’s 
Organizations and has been its Presi
dent since 1940. Under her inspired 
leadership, it has grown to an active 
organization of 40,000 w o m e n  in 
Ohio, and undoubtedly is responsible 
for many of the Republican victories 
in that state.

In 1948 and 1952, Senator Robert 
A. Taft named Mrs. Brown as the 
only woman member of his National 
Strategy Committee in his bid for the 
Presidency. In 1944 Senator John W. 
Bricker chose her as the only woman 
m e m b e r  of his National Strategy 
Committee in his bid for the Presi
dency. Her deep and active interest 
in Presidential campaigns has never 
dimmed, and she spent some days 
this year traveling on Richard Nixon’s 
campaign train.

Mrs. Brown has a deep conviction 
that the privilege of citizenship car
ries with it the responsibility for the 
individual voter to do his share in 
helping to maintain t h e  American 
form of government and to build an 
even greater America. She inherits 
these convictions from a distinguish
ed ancestry of pioneers who helped 
settle and govern the original Amer
ican colonies.

Katharine Kennedy Brown is a rare 
woman who has earned and enjoys

the deep and abiding loyalty of other 
women — and the respect of every
one, including the liberals. She has 
received many accolades from her ad
mirers, including impressive tributes 
paid her at the recent Convention of 
Ohio Federation. But here is a unique 
compliment paid by the unfriendly 
press — a June 1968 editorial in a 
liberal Ohio newspaper:

“It is nice to have other people 
who hold so firmly to their convic
tions that they will spill a little blood 
for them, including their own. Mrs. 
Brown has never deserted one of her 
principles yet. Some of the rest of us 
with somewhat different views should 
long treasure her steadfastness and 
her courage.”

We salute Katharine K e n n e d y  
Brown, patriot and leader, admirable 
in victory, courageous in defeat, al
ways an inspiration, never a disap
pointment. She has given strength to 
the whole conservative cause and bol
stered the will of all those who might 
be tempted to grow weary in the bat
tle to keep America free.
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