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The White House Conference On Families
A Front for More Federal Taxes, Spending, and Controls
Plus Social Dignity for “ Alternate Lifestyles”
The White House Conference on Families
(WHCF) is a charade which is going through the motions of some grassroots participation in conferences
about problems which confront American families
today in order to come to a predetermined result: a
demand that Federal bureaucrats serve as Big Papa and
Big Mama —of course at a Big Price in higher taxes and
more federal control. The scenario is very simple.
Teams of government employees and social workers
will identify “ problems,” guide and control the conferences, and then come up with the “ solution” that we
should hire more government employees to cope with
the problems. The “ solutions” will be very expensive
in taxes, and even more disastrous in taking control
away from parents and transferring it to government.
In addition, the White House Conference on
Families will be used by the anti-family and anti-life
pressure groups which seek (1) social dignity for their
“ alternate lifestyles” (immoral and/or illegal living arrangements, heterosexual or homosexual), and (2) federal funding for abortion and for other federal intrusions into matters which should be family, community,
or local government responsibilities.
The White House Conference on Families, which
sponsored separate state conferences during the first
half of 1980, will culminate in three national WHCF
conferences in the summer of 1980 in Baltimore, Minneapolis, and Los Angeles. The legislative demands
expected to come out of the three WHCF conferences
include: (1) a multi-billion dollar agency to provide
babysitting and federally-controlled “ development”
for pre-school children (a reincarnation of the discredited Mondale-Brademas-Cranston Child Development Bill), (2) socialized medicine for all children -and then for all families, (3) how-to-do-it courses in
normal and abnormal methods of engaging in sexual
activities (under the subterfuge that “ sex education” is
the “ solution” for teenage pregnancies), (4) instruction
to children in how to avoid and/or terminate pregnancies without letting their parents know, (5) a taxpayerguaranteed annual income paid for by higher taxes
(under the subterfuge of coping with inflation which
the government itself has caused), (6) federal control of
wages (under the subterfuge of “ equal pay for work of
equal value” , so that federal bureaucrats could decide

that a secretary must be paid the same as a plumber
because her work is of equal value), (7) wages for
housewives so that the federal tax collector would get a
second tax bite out of the same husband’s income, (8)
federally-financed institutions to provide R&R
facilities for wives who insist on staying with husbands
who beat them up, and where the unhappy wives can
be indoctrinated in the dogmas of the women’s liberation movement.
How are all these expensive services to be financed — especially in the era of Proposition 13 when
the American people will not permit taxes to be increased? By the two hidden methods which provide
windfall tax revenues to the federal government: (1) By
increasing federal deficit spending, which in turn
causes more inflation, and which in turn pushes everybody into higher tax brackets where we pay not only
higher taxes but a higher rate of tax. Inflation is immensely profitable to the tax collector and will produce
a $38 billion windfall to the federal government this
year alone.
(2) By pushing more millions of housewives and
mothers out of the house into the labor force. When a
wife becomes the second wage-earner in the family,
government takes anywhere from one-fourth to twothirds of her income in federal taxes, primarily through
direct income taxes at rates imposed on top of her
husband’s taxes, and also through taxes paid on all the
additional items a working woman buys which a wife
in the home does not.
How do the social planners intend to induce most
of the wives and mothers out of the home? Here are the
methods: (a) by more inflation; wives feel compelled to
take paid jobs to pay for the groceries and to make the
high-interest mortgage payments; (b) by providing financial and tax inducements to mothers to turn the care
of their children over to public or private institutions;
(c) by increased “ affirmative action” for women (reverse discrimination under which the government
forces companies to hire or promote the less-qualified
woman in place of the more-qualified man under the
subterfuge of remedying alleged discrimination of past
years); (d) by eliminating the dependent-wife’s benefit
in Social Security (under the totally fraudulent subterfuge of “ giving” the wife her Social Security “ in her

own name” ), thereby punishing the traditional family
in which the husband is the breadwinner and the wife
the homemaker; (e) by using the energy crunch to promote the four-day work week, knowing that few husbands and fathers can support their families on four
days o f work.
It is obvious that the goals of the social-welfare
professionals who are running the White House Conference on Families are self-serving (to enhance their
own power and funds), and their methods of achieving
those goals have their own built-in momentum of ripping off the taxpayers.

The “ Alternate
Lifestyle” Advocates
The government employees and governmentwelfare advocates are not the only pressure group trying to use the White House Conference on Families as
a stepping stone to its own special-interest goals. The
other groups can be described as the “ alternate lifestyle” advocates. Their well-defined plan o f action includes: (1) redefining the “ family” in order to include
immoral and/or illegal living arrangements, homosexual or heterosexual, (2) the constitutional right to abortion and to taxpayer-funded abortions, taught in all the
schools as a method o f “ family planning,” mandated in
all hospitals public and private, (3) ratification of the
Equal Rights Amendment, which would give the federal government and courts the power to deny us the
right to make rational differences of treatment between
male and female sex, and between moral and immoral
sex.
Thus, the White House Conference on Families is
headed for a replay o f the confrontation on what the
women’s liberation movement called the four “ hot button” issues at the International Women’s Year Conference held in Houston in November 1977. That conference passed 25 resolutions, called the “ Houston Plan
o f Action,” which were headed by the four “ hot button” items: federally-funded abortions, ERA, lesbian
privileges, and massive federal child-care.
The same “ alternate lifetyle” and “ women’s liberation” groups will be at it again to get the White House
Conference on Families to endorse their proposals. It
is important to understand that these militant groups
want a great deal more than their legislative goals.
They want their objectives and their groups federally
funded, they want their anti-family lifestyles and tactics given equal social and governmental dignity with
families, and they want increased federal power in
order to force the rest of us to accept their objectives
and their new social dignity.
Among the specific goals of the “ alternate lifestyle” advocates are these: (1) they want to deny society
and the courts the right to use moral factors in awarding
child custody, (2) they want homosexuals to be able to
get marriage licenses, (3) they want homosexuality
raised to the status of a “ civil right” so they can get
affirmative action in jobs, including teaching positions,
(4) they want the moral stigma removed from abortions
so they will be recognized as no different morally from
contraception, and (5) they want unmarried parents and
lesbians to have the same social status as families.
The government-welfare advocates would probably like the “ alternate lifestyle” advocates to take a
back seat at the White House Conference on Families
in Baltimore, Minneapolis and Los Angeles this sum-

mer, but that will be virtually impossible. (1) The
breed of strident militants who ran the International
Women’s Year media event in Houston in 1977 are not
about to take a back seat if they can avoid it. (2) The
very fact that the WHCF is about “ families” gives the
“ alternate lifestyle” advocates a golden opportunity to
push for the social acceptance they want so badly. (3)
There is no way (politically or procedurally) that the
government-welfare advocates can expel the “ alternate
lifestyle” advocates because both factions have been in
bed together (ideologically and organizationally) since
the birth o f the White House Conference on Families,
and their dogmas and their goals promote and assist
each other. The bottom line of what both groups want
is increased federal power to force their specialinterest goals on the rest of the country at our expense.
In the planning stages of the White House Conference on Families, something called the “ Coalition for
the White House Conference on Families” set itself up
as the semi-official liaison between the WHCF and
national organizations. Among those included on the
letterhead were: the American Association of Sex
Educators, Counselors and Therapists, the National Alliance for Optional Parenthood, the National Gay Task
Force, Planned Parenthood, the Women’s Action Alliance, and Zero Population Growth.
There is another reason why the governmentwelfare types who are running the White House Conference on Families cannot avoid being yoked together
with the “ alternate lifestyle” advocates. Many of the
government-welfare advocates are employees or appointees o f the Carter Administration, and most of
them are sympathetic to the Carter Administration and
do not want to do anything which would hurt President
Carter in an election year. President Carter has been
wooing the “ alternate lifestyle” advocates by appointments and by support of their legislative proposals.
The government-welfare professionals are in no position to expel the “ alternate lifestyle” advocates even if
they wanted to.
The experience of the state WHCF conferences
held this spring proves how the “ alternate lifestyle”
advocates use the White House Conference on
Families to achieve their goals. The Georgia WHCF
voted to include homosexual “ families” in a list of
diverse “ family” patterns.
Pro-family delegates were the majority at the Iowa
WHCF conference and were able to elect a majority of
pro-family delegates to the Minneapolis conference.
They were told that ERA and abortion were not on the
agenda and that other issues should be discussed. At
the tail-end of the conference after most of the people
had left, it was quietly announced that additional papers or letters could be submitted after the close of the
conference. Most pro-family people did not learn this
at all. The professionals then counted the number of
times ERA and abortion were mentioned favorably and
unfavorably in all the conference and post-conference
papers, and are now reporting to the Minneapolis
WHCF conference that Iowa “ voted” 345 to 59 for ERA
and 208 to 89 for abortion. This is ridiculous because
Iowa is a very pro-life state.
The White House Conference on Families started
out kowtowing to the militant ERAers by joining in the
“ NOW” boycott of convention cities in states that have
not ratified ERA. Baltimore, Minneapolis and Los
Angeles are hardly the convenient, population centers
o f America. With all due respect to Minneapolis, it is
strange to choose it as the midwestern site and pass

over the great centrally-located convention centers of
Chicago, St. Louis and Kansas City, thereby making
Texans travel all the way to Minnesota. But Illinois and
Missouri are unratified states. The entire South was
obviously excluded from having a convenient location
for a WHCF conference. At the planning session, Mrs.
Martin Luther King suggested Atlanta, but that was
rejected because Georgia is an unratified state. This is
clear proof that the radical pro-abortion, pro-lesbian,
pro-ERA National Organization for Women was a dominant factor in the White House Conference on
Families from the beginning.

Rigging the Delegate Selection
The Baltimore, Minneapolis and Los Angeles
WHCF conferences will each have 500 delegates, more
or less. The bureaucrats, politicians and professionals
will have selected 70 to 80 percent of the delegates so
they can be sure that their resolutions will pass. They
have pretended to have democratic elections at the
state level, but only a small percentage of national
delegates is permitted to be elected, while the overwhelming majority o f the delegates will be appointed.
The original WHCF guidelines stated that 30 percent of each state’s delegation should be elected, 30
percent appointed by the Governor, and the other 40
percent by either method. The first state to hold a
WHCF conference was Virginia, where 70 percent of
the delegates were allowed to be elected. After profamily Virginians easily elected nearly all the available
positions, the WHCF announced that the other states
would be permitted to elect only 30 percent.
When pro-family forces in state after state continued to elect almost 100 percent of the 30 percent of
the delegates who could be elected, the WHCF professionals resorted to an imaginative variety o f tactics to
prevent pro-family people from having even that many.
Here is a list of some of the tactics which blatantly
rigged the process in favor of the WHCF professionals
and against pro-family Americans who wanted to participate. These tactics made a total farce of the election
procedure. (The following are tactics used in different
states; no state was subjected to all these tactics.)
1) The elimination of all elections and the substitution o f a lottery to choose a state’s delegates.
2) The elimination of all elections and the substitution o f a newly invented procedure called “ random
selection.” In plain English, that means the WHCF
professionals, functioning through a “ steering committee,” appointed the delegates.
3) The WHCF professionals selected (by some secret process) the persons who were permitted to vote for
a state’s delegates. (It is easy to “ win” an election if you
can select those who can vote!)
4) The WHCF professionals selected (by some secret process) the names of those who were permitted to
be on the ballot as candidates for the state’s delegates.
5) The limitation of those who could vote in a state
conference to an absurdly low number.
6) The dispersal of the so-called “ state” conference
into many local conferences, sometimes one in every
county, so that it was difficult to find out when and
where they were being held and who might attend and
vote.
7) The concealment from the public until the last
possible minute all information about the time and
place of the state conferences and the rules under
which they would operate, and frequent changes of the

rules. These tactics served to discourage and to discriminate against those not favored by the
government-welfare or “ alternative lifestyle” advocates.
8) The names o f the nominating committee and the
rules for election were kept secret until it was too late
for pro-family participants to vote for delegates.
9) Conferences were scheduled on weekdays.
Working people could not afford to take off work and
attend the conferences, but government employees
were encouraged to attend and paid for the day’s attendance.
10) The dispersal of pro-family participants by assigning them to specific workshops according to the
wishes and/or design of the WHCF professionals.
11) The appointment of several hundred “ at large”
delegates by the national WHCF professionals, just to
make sure that they have an even larger majority than
they acquired by rigging the state delegate selection.
12) The federal appointment of the full representation for Alabama and Indiana, after the Governors of
those two states had pulled out of the White House
Conference on Families because they did not want to
be represented. The whole notion of using federal appointees to “ represent” two sovereign states against
their wishes clearly shows the type of federal arrogance
that dominates the White House Conference.

W H C F Conference Procedure
The government-welfare advocates who are in the
driver’s seat at the forthcoming Baltimore, Minneapolis
and Los Angeles WHCF conferences have devised a
special procedure to put over their objectives:
1) Have the conference's tightly structured, with
pro-family delegates dispersed to assigned workshops
so they can be kept under control and in minority status
by workshop “ facilitators” specially trained in group
dynamics to achieve group “ consensus” and to frustrate any opposition.
2) Devise a unique set o f rules (different from any
recognized rules, such as Robert’s), keep them secret as
long as possible, and change them frequently without
notice.
3) Keep the “ alternate lifestyle” advocates in the
closet as long as they can, pretend that the conferences
will not discuss “ controversial” issues such as abortion,
ERA, and homosexual rights, until the governmentwelfare advocates are sure they are in total control —
and then let the “ alternate lifestyle” advocates have
exacdy what they want.
4) Lure the pro-family delegates down the primrose path into the arms o f the “ alternate lifestyle” advocates by offering “ consensus” and “ cooperation” on
such innocuous recommendations as the repeal of the
marriage tax.
5) Have Chairman Jim Guy Tucker go into a tirade
denouncing pro-family Americans as “ right-wing extremists” at every opportunity, and accusing them of
trying to “ take over” the White House Conference.
6) Present nebulous section titles which will enable the government-welfare advocates to pursue their
objectives in every workshop and section. The four
sections are entitled: (a) “ Families and Economic Well
Being,” (b) “ Families: Challenges and Responsibilities,” (c) “ Families and Human Needs,” and (d)
“ Families and Major Institutions.” The objectives
listed at the beginning of this report will easily fit into
any and every one o f these four sections.

A Pro-Family Plan of Action
Is it worth the trouble to speak out on the White
House Conference on Families? Does it really make
any difference what resolutions the hand-picked delegates pass? Yes, because (1) the use of the words
“ White House” give the conferences a certain amount
of prestige, (2) the WHCF is spending $3 million of our
federal tax dollars, and (3) White House conferences
are the closest thing to national planning that the
socialists have been able to foist on a free America.
White House conferences in the past, such as the one
on education, have customarily produced a legislative
agenda which turns up a few years later as part of the
law o f the land. If pro-family Americans don’t want
their rights and responsibilities transferred to the federal government, the time to speak up is now.
The title of this charade is the “ White House Conference on Families.” It is not called a White House
conference on “ lifestyles” or on “ households” or on
“ cooperative living arrangements” or on “ how to increase the power and funds of the federal government.” A conference on “ families” should be run by
those who are experts in families, namely, those who
have intact families as that word has traditionally been
defined. Pro-family Americans should not allow it to be
taken over by pressure groups that want to change the
family to suit their own goals. At the very least, the
WHCF should not insult the traditional family.
The National Organization for Women (NOW), the
militant feminist organization, in its printed program
for a national conference in New York in the fall of 1979
on the future of the family, defined a family as “ two or
more people who share resources, share responsibilities for decisions, share values and goals, and
have commitments to one another over time . . . regardless o f blood, legal ties, adoption or marriage.” If profamily people don’t want that definition adopted at the
White House Conference on Families, they should
speak up now.
Pro-family delegates should insist on talking about
the important family problems -- not those selected by
the government-welfare advocates. Pro-family delegates should insist on speaking up early and consistently in behalf of the traditional family, and should not
be intimidated into silence about what a family is and
what it is not. If we are silent about what a family is, we
will by that very silence have drawn a circle and included the “ alternate lifestyles.” If pro-family delegates at the White House Conference fail to speak up
for a definition of the family, they will be like those
who haven’t the courage to say grace before meals if
guests are present.
Here is a pro-family plan of action for the White
House Conference on Families:
1) Demand a definition of a family such as this: “A
family consists o f persons related by heterosexual marriage, blood, or adoption.” It’s so simple. If the White
House Conference on Families can’t agree to pass that,
the delegates might as well go home. It is difficult to
see how there can be a constructive conference on
something if the conferees don’t know what they are
conferring about.
2) Proclaim the right to life of the unborn child.
How can we talk about families if we deny the right to
existence of its smallest member? Any enumeration of
family rights or of children’s rights must begin with the
right to life of the unborn child. Further, we must
demand that our tax dollars not be spent to kill babies.

3) Oppose the ratification of the Equal Rights
Amendment, and oppose the improper use of federal
funds and pressure to force states to ratify it against
their will. ERA would transfer from the states to the
federal government the full power to force us all into
the unisex or gender-free society. ERA is anti-family
because it wipes out the rights o f wives, mothers and
widows to financial support from their husbands. ERA
is anti-family because it denies the child the right to a
fulltime mother in the home. ERA is anti-family because it would make women equally subject to the draft
and to military combat duty, thereby ignoring the moral
reasons, the family reasons, and the pregnancy reasons
for our traditional difference of treatment between men
and women in the military.
4) Demand the right of parental consent for medical treatment of minor children. God has given parents
the responsibility for the care and safety of their children. It must not be taken away from them by the social
engineers and elitists who want to substitute government for parents.
5) Enact the Family Protection Act (S.1808 as
amended and H.R.6028). Introduced by Senator Paul
Laxalt, this bill covers vital areas o f parental control,
morality, education, and taxation which should be the
principal topics o f discussion at the White House Conference on Families.
6) Enact federal tax and spending limitations so
that-government will stop putting the incredible burden of inflation on every family. Inflation is the biggest
enemy of the family today. Inflation wipes out life
savings. Inflation punishes thrift and rewards the
spendthrift. Inflation is most cruel to senior citizens.
Inflation drives mothers out of the home instead of
allowing them to give their children fulltime care. If
government spends more, inflation will grow worse.
We can stop inflation only by reducing government
spending.
The White House Conference on Families is a
propaganda ploy designed and controlled by the Spenders and Receivers of taxpayers’ money, two groups
which work together to squeeze more blood out of the
turnip ( i.e., more taxes out of the taxpayers). And they
have the colossal effrontery to use our tax dollars to pay
for their schemes to change the pro-family standards
and to finance anti-family goals. It’s time for pro-family
and taxpaying Americans to call a halt to such arrogance. It’s time for pro-family Americans to speak up in
defense of traditional family values, responsibilities,
and successes.
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