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l Election 19 76 

Daniel Jeremy Silver 
October 31, 1976 

This president campaign is the first to be conducted under the campaign 

financing act of 1974. That act sets the limits that any individual may make to any 
• 

single campaign and it also provides federal subsidies both for the primary and general 

elections for those candidates who qualify. Born in the days after the Watergate revel-

ations when it became clear how much many of the major corporations of the United 

States have violated the law providing illegal and illicit contributions to the Republican 

campaign of 1972, this new campaign financing act was designed to eliminate some of 

the involvement of candidates with special interest groups, presumably to cut down the 

cost of elections. 

It would be nice to report that candidates will spend less money this year, 

but in point of fact, both President Ford and Governor Carter will..? spent slightly more 

money than Senator McGovern spent four years ago. What has been eliminated is the 1 

kind of paranoid extravagance which was exhibited in Nixon's campaign. What has been 

avoided is th need for candidates to go hand in hand to individuals and groups seeking 

th mon y, a major part of the money which they will need to run a campaign, and pre­

sumably this will reduce the obligations of the candidates to these groups. That's not 

y t proven Sp cial interest groups still have their private jets and their hunting lodges 

and th y can still, many of them, turn out a large number of votes As a matter of . 

act, an inordinate amount of money still in this campaign has come from special in-

t group . 

In the first nine months of 1976 the political action committee of the Ameri-

n M dical Association has already given over $905,000 to various candidates and 

CO E, th committee on political education and the AFL-CIO has spent three quarters 

of million dollars in direct subsidization of individual candidates, and nearly two 

million dollar in a massiv voter registration drive in those areas and among those 



2 

groups who could be counted to vote for candidates of whom big labor approves. Often 

the reforms of one year work themselves out in strange ways. It is clear that the 

new Federal subsidy made it necessary for canvassers to be in the field before candidates, 

making sure that enough small individual contributions can be raised in the primaries 

so that a candidate can actually qualify for Federal subsidy, which suggests that it is 

often the paid public relations person who is the first and often the only personal contact 

between a candidate and a voter. It's also true that the distance between candidates 

and individuals even if they represent special interests has been enlarged because when 

you went to an individual with hat in hand with a request for funds you couldn't simply 

wave to him from a passing limousine. But, increasingly, in all ways, the distance 

has grown between the electorate and the elected, or those who want to be elected, 

and I think that's rather unfortunate for the long term health of our society. The cam­

paign financing act of 1974 was designed as a reform act in order to eliminate some of 

the abus s that had b en seen in earlier campaigns. It attacked the money problem. 

It did not attack th problem of length, the inordinate length of our campaigns. The 

primary was held in the state of New Hampshire on the 24th of February, this year, 

i ht months ago. The final date for qualifying,for registering a candidate for that pri­

a y was D c mb r 25 of 1975, ten months ago. Governor Carter has been campaigning 

o h pr sid ncy for eighteen montha. I'm sure he's incredibly tired, bone weary. 

nd I know that most voters ar tired, not only of Governor Carter, but of all the 

ca didat s. I'm sur I'm not the only one who reaches impatiently for hie car radio 

h n v on of th innumerable and insufferable campaign advertisements comes on 

h i . W 'v had it with campaign rhetoric and hulabaloo. Th inordinate length of 

h c mpaign has mad for its fuzzin . C mp igns hav t nd d to become frazzled 
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and unraveled and dissheveled. Candidates state their major themes early on in their 

first speeches, in their acceptance speeches, but they are surrounded by a horde of 

news hungry media people because an election, as we hold it now, is essentially a media 

event and the media people cannot feed to their .newspaper and to our television news 

at seven o'clock the same broad statements over and over again. They want new things -

news, hard news, and the candidatesand/or their advisers have tried to present to them 

such news with the result that most Americans have been distracted from the central 

issues of the campaign. They've forgotten what they were if they were ever told and 

this campaign for the presidency has featured largely irrelevancies, trivial matters, 

periphal issues, so much so that we have reduced this campaign to a beauty contest 

and most Americans would be hardpressed to tell you exactly how the two candidates 

differ on the major issues, the economy, civil rights, welfare, foreign policy and the 

like. It's all been said, they've said it, but what they've said was overlaid by this 

barrage of irrelevancy. For three weeks of this campaign we were told more about 

the problems of the unborn tha'Nthose who are already born. We are filled with the 

n ws about th so-called abortion issue and if ever there was a trivial issue for a 

national campaign that was it. There were called in a delegation of the National Council 

of Roman Catholic Bishops, visited first with Governor Carter who in his years of 

public offic has not b en known to take a major stand one way or the other on the issue 

nd Governor Carter came out four square against abortion, he disapproves of it, suddenly. 

u th bishops w r not satisfied. Two weeks later they visited with President Ford 

d Pr sident Ford onei-upped Governor Carter, he was not only opposed to abortion, 

b th wa in favor of a con titutional amendment which would allow the states the rights 

to d clar abortions illeg 1 ithin their bound ri •• In ov r a quarter century of public 

of ic r sid nt Ford has n v r favor d uch a con titutional mendm nt nor tak n 
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this strong stand on the issue. Both men come from the heartland of Protestantism where 

family planning and abortion are not seen as major sins. Abortion news filled our head­

lines and then when the National Council of Bishops released the report of these two 

meetings with the clear indication that Catholics should take into serious consideration 

President Ford's stronger statement against abortion than Governor Carter, not only 

did they manage to anger family planning groups and women's groups of all kinds, civil 

libertarian groups of many of us who s:and on the other side of the issue, but they 

managed to anger a vast number of Roman Catholics who are determined that no single 

issue, and certainly campaign rhetoric about no single issue, shall determine their vote, 

with the result that there was a hulabaloo even within the heirarchy of the Catholic 

church, charge and countercharge, . denial and denials of denial, and the papers were 

filled with all of this and somehow we forgot the economy and we forgot detante and 

we forgot all the other issues of the campaign. It's gone that way. The major issues 

of this campaign have been the racist humor of Secretary Butz, the interview that 

Governor Carter gave to a raunchy magazine, those kinds of things and in the process, 

unfortunately, the issues were lost. In the process the candidates lost sight of the 

i sues, not only we, and they began to think that all that was necessary was to find the 

one is u to which this group or that block of Americans responded and to outbid each 

oth r on the is sue. 

In th second of those television non-events which were called campaign 

d bat s, you recall that President Ford made the incredible gaff of saying that the 

countri s of astern Europe were not under Soviet domination. And that night Governor 

C t r scor d som points by making th obaerv tion that it would be hard to tell 

un a ian-Americans and Polish-Americana and Czech-Am ricans that their aome-time 

horn lands w r not under Sovi t domination. Now, the ia u might have been left here 

I 
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and it would have shown that the President was not as careful with his words as he 

might have been, not as up on foreign policy as we would expect a president to be and 

Governor Carter would have scored heavily, but Governor Carter couldn't leave it alone. 

And suddenly his staff was calling every turnverein and Sokol Hall looking for an 

audience in order to resurrect the issues of the early 1950's of the cold war, making it 

seem as if it was American policy to roll back Soviet sovereignty, domination, call it 

what you will, in eastern Europe. And the staff of President Ford was also calling 

ev ry nationality hall, seeking for booking in order to assure the exiles of the children 

of exiles that he really did not mean what he had in fact said. 

Somehow, in all of this, American people got the message that two candidates 

were being huckstered to us in the way Madison Avenue tries to sell us deodorant or soap. 

The American people got the idea that the two candidates, or at least their staffs, had 

very little respect for our mentality, that they still believed we took campaign rhetoric 

seriously, that, really, once you could find a group of so-called hyphenated Americans, 

Hungarian Am ricans or Italian Americans or Catholic Americans or Jewish Americans 

and you would speak to them of rolling back Soviet domination or of the abortion issue 

or of Israel that somehow you were guaranteed their vote provided you could come out 

a littl mor stron ly than had your opponent. 

ow, c rtainly, Israel is a major legitimate concern of the American Jewish 

com unity. And c rtainly the Jews of the Unit d States gauge presidential candidates 

i t m of th ir long-term upport or lack of it, understanding or lack of it, of the 

·ddl Ea t and all the is ue involved th re. And certainly we look to see whether or 

n n hav surround d th m elve with dvi r• nd group• who are traditionally 

p h ic o th J i h co munity or not, but non of 11 r o fooliah, how ver 
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intense our Zionism, our concern of Israel may be, to believe that what they say to us 

within ninety days of our going into the voting booth has any relevance to what they will 

do after they are elected and ensconced in the White House. We know enough to discount 

the President of the United States when he said that this administration moved heaven 

and earth to undo the worst excesses of the Arab boycott, we saw his minions on the 

Capital Hill scurrying around to see to it that corporate interests and the oil interests 

had their interests safeguarded. But, at the same time, we know that the clear, unequivocal 

statement of Governor Carter that he would wage economic warfare against the Arab 

states in ord r to void the boycott was so much hocum, that when he gets into Washington 

th Stat D partment and the Commerce Department and the corporations of the United 

Stat s will d sc nd upon him as they have every right to do and he will moderate and 

h will adjust and h will in some ways find to compromise and to fudge what he said 

to u . But, unfortunately, as this campaign lengthened and came down towards the wire 

both candidat s w r being sent in more and more to these halls where special interest 

V 

oup had a mbl d, and they were speaking more and more to a very narrow range 

1n r sts and 1 s s and less to the ove rach ing interests which a re of concern to us all. 

nd th campai n ot off the track and remains off the track. And when moat of us 

d y n t w are not going to be very clear as to why we are voting because 

h C d"d t hav not made it clear to us, really, where they stand. 

ow length baa had a deleterious effect on this campaign and so ha• the 

0 v nu flavor which urround• Lt. Madieon Avenue ha• taken over campaigns 

i h t nty y ar or o, maybe th rty year , and the more the profeaeional campaign 
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managers get their hands on campaigns, the greater the distance between those who are 

campaigning and the e lectorate because these Madison Avenue people are used to the 

hard sell. They think you can identify a single interest or a single market and gear 

your advertising to that interest and to that market. And even when they succeed in 

electing a presid ent, that is, in getting our votes in sufficient numbers to elect a presi-

dent, they somehow undo the president because they have reduced him and demeaned 

him sufficiently during the campaign that he really doesn't come in with a clear mandate 

for those things wh ich h e proposes to achieve. When you elect a beauty queen you' re 

simply electing a pe rson whom you think to have beauty in your particular eye at the 

moment. You're n ot s aying anything about the quality of her mind or the quality of her 

person or the quality of he r character and you elect a president on assumed qualities 

of personality, you're not elect ing him for his proposal s, you're not electing him for 

the platform of his party, you I r e not electing h im fo r the principles which he has 

nunciated. He'll be the wea ke r l eader for it. 

This campaign has b een a cam paign of missed opportunities. It's been a 

campai n of distance, growing distance , between the elected and the electors. Cleveland 

was vi it d by bo5h candidates on T hursday of this week. Cleveland went on with its 

wor s if n ith r candidat was in town. W e 're a community of two million people. 

h D mocratic candidate timed his visit h e r e for the lunch hour so that a few secretaries 

and a k s might be found at East Sixth Stre et and Euclid and labor bussed in some 

o th ir p opl from outlying factory a reaa. Five areas later the President found 

even 
him lf at th heart of Cl veland, 53rd and Fle et St. Moat of ua don't know where 

53 d and Fl t St. is, and h wa there be ca u he w • promiaed that there would 

b ix hiv rin littl girl dre aed up in Cz ch, Pol i hand Hung rian co1tume1 who 
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could pre s ent him flowers and some bread and some salt. Both men were determined 

not to speak t o us, the two million people of Cleveland, but to create some images which 

could go out ove r the television cameras of the country to show that they were busy and 

active and con c e rned with eastern Europe or concerned with the inner city or whatever 

it may be. A nd when you watch a candidate's entourage descend you realize how nearly 

impossible it has becom e for a candidate to meet the people. Helicopters are overhead, 

secret service t roops are in town two days ahead of time, halls are swept clean, there 

are snipers on eve ry parapet, there's a phalanx of secret service around the candidates, 

and a herd, a horde , call it what you will, of media people with the cameras and the 

photographers and t he m icrophones in the cars just behind, ready to surround the plat­

form as soon as everybody plants himself there. And suddenly there appear the three 

or four local candida tes who want their picture taken with the presidential candidate 

and then it's off to the next stop. The microphon e ha rd ly works. No one ~eally listens 

because eY -yone knows that there's nothing to b e said and that the bond which must 

xist in a democracy because our e l e cte d officials must be elected with the consent of 

the governed has been weakened, frayed. We have a sense that we' re being manipulated, 

and that's a tragedy. 

I had a man tell me the othe r day that he wasn't going to vote as a form of 

protest, as a way of saying you can't buy my vote, you've tried to put me down in this 

campai n and I'm not going to play your game and that's why I'm not voting, I suspect 

th re's a good bit of that, the fee l ing among the electorate, because a strange thing 

happ n d on th way to Novembe r Z. The issue ceased to be this candidate or that can­

didate, what this man stands or what that man stands for, but we became the issue, 



9 

More columns and more media coverage was devoted to the so-called apathy of the 

electorate, our indecisiveness, our indecision, than to the principlesand the platforms 

of the candidates themselves. And all kinds of propositions and explanations were put 

forward to say why only seventy one percent of us in the United States who are eligible 

to vote manage to qualify themselves to vote next Tuesday, down four percent from 1972, 

and that despite massive registration drives, and that despite reforms of the registration 

rules which are to a degree hard to conceive. 

I remember once falling off the registration roles during the time that I 

was in the military and when I came back I had to find my way all the way downtown to 

the Board of Elections six months before the election in order to qualify myself for the 

next general election. In Cuyahoga County this Summer and Fall there were two hundred 

and eighty places, two hundred and eighty local neighborhood places, where people could 

go and could register and they could register up to a fortenight before the campaign itself, 

and yet, only seventy-one percent of people qualified to vote in the United States are 

actually eligibl to vote because they've registered. And you may recall, that at our 

first First Friday of this year, George Gallup, Jr. suggested from this pulpit that this 

may be the first 1 ction in the twentieth century in which less than half of those who 

hav th ri ht to cast a ballot will in fact cast that ballot. I suspect he '11 be wrong. 

Th ha b n a growth of interest in voting the last several weeks. But, clearly, 

p thy nd indiff r nee and indecisiveness has been part of the ethos of the American 

1 ctorat th s last weeks and months. The question asked is why? Why were we 

h vin o much trouble making up our minds? One popular explanation had to do with 

at , that ion list of candal , crimes, affect d our elected leader• in Washington 
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in th e last four years, beginning with Watergate and continuing right on down to the 

latest scandal involving bribes paid directly by the government to the Republic of South 

Korea. The r e 's been very little humor in this campaign and the only good story I've 

really h ea rd is the Watergate kind of story. It involves a group of school children who 

were taken to v is it the Senate of the United States and they arrived shortly before the 

Senate conven ed . They had a guide and as the senators were coming in they suddenly 

saw a man, rathe r formally garbed,coming from behind the rostrum and approaching the 

podium and the m icrophone and one of the students asked the guide, who is this man, 

and he was told that's the chaplain of the Senate. And the youngster said, well, what 

does he do? Does h e pray for the Senate? And the response was, well, he comes here 

every morning and h e looks out at the senators and he prays for the country. The re 

is a growing cynici s m or skepticism about the honesty of the elected officials, but I 

susp ct that that cynicism and skepticism has a lways been part of the American ethos. 

We' r not romantics. E le ctions have been bought throughout our history. There's been 

brib ry, th r 1s b en corruption. We are not children who believe in the saintliness 

of mankind. 

On oth r popular explanation of our indecision or our apathy might be called 

th t iddl dy-d and twiddle dy-dum syndrome. This has two parts to it One line of 

ar um nt ays that two part ies put up two rather indifferent men, men who lack charisma 

or lu t r at skill, gre at appeal, and eaaentially we're having trouble choosing 

n o pi cea of s hoddy gooda. I don't know, aa I look back upon the candidate• 

'v had, there hav not b n many who have been very much better. Another part 

h t planation which 1 vor d by tho ho r1ue th t there needs to be a radical 

con t uction of th polit c 1 o d r, u t t b ve e • ntially re two candidate• 

of d quat tal nt, but 0 lly p t th t repr ent the me intereat•, 
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tha.tL America LS governed~f business aR~labor and a number of other groups and that 

these groups control the major parties and the parties put up men with slightly differing 

vievs, but essentially they are the same view. And proof, if proof there be for this 

position, is d e veloped from the idea, from the fact that the younger the voter the less 

likely that pe rson is to vote and the assumption is that these are the people who are the 

most ideal i st ic , the people who are the most disenchanted, with the way we go about 

the busine ss of governing themselves, they don't want to be part of the system. Well, 

it's a fact of our history that as long as there has been voting in the United States there's 

of voters 
been an inverse ratio in the percentage between one's age and one's youth and the vote, 

that is, the younge r the person in every election the less likely he was to vote. That's 

not a new phenomenon. And I suspect, I believe, that one of the great strengths of our 

American system, one of the facts which has allowed us to develop pragmatically rather 

than to break up into di visive ideologies has been the fact that we have a broad concensus, 

but 
extreme on the left and extreme on the right, essentially a very very large middle, and 

that th party system has allowe d the middle to find candidates of slightly or significantly 

in some instances diff r ing positions, and that the in party has been willing, if outvoted, 

to r linquish offic without riot or push or rebellion or revolution because everyone 

could b assur d that Ame r ica would evolve and reform rather than move ahead by 

f antic, fr n tic fits and starts. 

I think that the explanation for the apathy of our electorate is the fact that 

both candidat s in both parties misread us and mieunderetood us and put ua down. I 

ns in America a great w ill in gn e a to come together for common purpoee. The giddy 

ay of prosperity of th fifti a nd th giddy d y• of me••ianic conviction of the ei.xties 

r b hind us. We kno w f; c m ny probl m cryln1 out for reform, for change, for 

olutions if th r b olution w 'r goln1 to h veto tighten our b lt. We' re 
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going t o have to do things differently. We know that we cannot be as careless with the 

national re source. We know that there are responsibilities as well as rights. We know 

that we cannot remake the world overnight. Those perceptions have come home to the 

American p eople. Some wrote about a sourness in America - I don't sense it - I sense 

a new devot ion, a new dedication, a new concern, a new sobriety, and neither candidate 

managed to sp eak to these new feelings, to this new concensus, and this new seriousness. 

They tried a n old-fashioned to outbid each other when we were looking for people who 

would say honestly to us either I don't know or not less taxes but more in order to achieve 

the things which you ' re talking about achieving, or more concern with human welfare 

and more concern with the economy both at a cost and recognize it. Neither candidate, 

I think, was willing t o face h e ad on the real deep profound concerns and crises which 

face America and which w i ll face America in the future. They tried to con us and we' re 

too savvy. They tried t o put us down when we s hould have been brought up, lifted up, 

and th issues lifted up be for e us. Great opportunity was lost in this campaign by both 

candidat s. 

Th r was to be a g r e at national debate. Two men were given nearly five 

hours to sp ak to th Ame r ican people and to speak to the issues which confront the 

Am rican p opl , but, unfortunate ly, the so-called great debates were rigidly organized; 

th wa minimal time allow e d for each question; it was organized as a press con -

r nc , not a discussion or debate; the questions were fired from here or there and 

ach qu tion, significant o r in s ignificant, waa given the same amount of time for an 

n w r· and inst ad of a deba t e go ing on between the two men and the major iasues 

b in on ov r again and again , que ation• raia d, an wer1 rai1ed, charge• raiaed, 

u s rai d, with a giv and take, a proce I in which w could • e both the quality 

of th mind of each candidate and th r 1onlng, the w y in which the man goe1 about 
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working out his answers, we got instead questions, three minute answers which had 

been carefully programmed by the lackeys and the minions and the experts who do 

this kind of programming for the major candidates, so much so that I had the sense 

that all that was happening was that we had before us two roller pianos and every time 

a question was answered, a proper disc was put in and it began to spin and you could 

see the man reading the answer and then the answer from over here or the rebuttal 

was another disc and the discs weren't touching, the music wasn't in the same key. 

We really didn't have discussion. There was no growth of perception. There was no 

insight. All we had was proof that both men are quick studies, good memorizers, they 

can assimilate quite an amount of fact and both were eager to do nothing which would 

reveal themselves to be as human as we are. You remember those famous thirty 

minut s, standing there, in correct silence, that's not what people do. People talk 

and p ople make mistakes when they talk, mistakes of grammar, mistakes of fact 

sometim s. That kind of conversation is human and we would have responded to it. 

Th re was no humor in this campaign. There was no humanity in this campaign. What 

th re was was two things called candidates who were being professionally sold to the 

and 
Am rican p ople, both men I believe to be better than the image they were allowed to 

p oj ct, and that's part of the tragedy of this campaign. Neither man was allowed by 

hi advi rs or by the media, by the demands of the media, to project himself as a 

human b in , put his real face forward. 

I'm oing to vote next Tuesday. I'm going to vote as a statement, a personal 

commi m nt to the political system which i ours. 
it I 8 

It'a a great ayatem; a ayatem which 

o k and uarante s our fre dom and a measure of prosperity, and I think that it'a 

important that w vot a a tatement th t w b liev in th 1y1tem. I'm going to vote 

n t Tu day b caus I b li ve that th r r lgniflc nt difference between the 
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candidates even though they didn't manage to project these to the American people. 

One man is much more of an interventionist in economic affairs, and one man is much 

more likely to trust the mechanisms of the marketplace. One's man perceptions begin 

with human need, another's begin with the needs of business and labor. Each man speaks 

from a visible, definable, political base and it's not hard to understand the needs and 

the priorities of that base. I'm going to vote next Tuesday because I believe that either 

man is as well qualified to be president of the United States as most others who might 

have been placed before us. I am not a believer in The Leader, capital T, capital L. 

with 
I believe the greatness of America lies its people, the whole range of its elected re-

presentatives. Most of the problems which face America today are not problems that 

a leader can solve for us. One of the basic facts about this election it's one of the first 

in recent memory, in the last twenty or twenty-five years, where there's not been a 

single overriding international issue. The problems are essentially domestic, economic, 

social, racial and here the president of the United States does not rule or even significantly 

govern. Public welfare measures, the tax laws, are initiated in and begun by the Con­

gress. It is w the people who determine how our communities will be governed and what 

will be the nature of the relationship between groups and racism in the community. It 

is in th dom stic ar a that the president of the United States is the weakest. It is in 

th dom stic ar a that the institutions, the bureaucracies, the corporations, the unions, 

r th stron t and the institutions the most complex. The real power of a president 

li s in for ign policy and perhaps the greatest tragedy of this campaign is that neither 

man has b n abl to make clear what his foreign policy would be. We have no idea 

of what Mr. Ford's foreign policy will b once his entire foreign policy, Mr. Kissinger, 

l av th cabinet. And we h ve no id a of wb t Govemor Carter'• for i1n policy will 

b b caus h hasn't really talk d about it, be b no experience, no way of proving 
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him in this area . We have to go on faith that somehow the American interest will be 

prese r ved . The men have talked about the domestic issues, the complicated issues, 

they've n ot been clear on them, but there are differences and each of us will on Tuesday 

next vote for the man who most closely approximates the interests and the hopes and 

the vision which is ours . But I hope when you go to the polls Tuesday next, and I trust 

you will go , that you won't go with any heaviness of heart, as if somehow you're being 

demeaned by e ntering the poll and voting for either of these men. You 're not. They' l:'e 

good, ordina ry , garden variety Americans. They both seem to be honest men, both 

religious men, both men of family, loyalty to their marriages, their children seem to 

have grown well. They're both men who have some claim on respectability and no one 

knows when a m an e nters the White House whether he will meet the challenges which 

will be his. No m an was e ver elected to the White House with greater preparation or 

greater intellectual ability than Woodrow Wilson and h e was unequal to many of the 

challenges. No m a n was e ve r elected to the White House with less training for this 

kind of administ rat ion and less intellectual ability than Harry Truman and he was equal 

to many of thos challen ges When you elect a person you never know exactly how the 

mix of his personal qual itie s will come down when the fire is on the stove and the fat's 

on th fir . And tha t's why on Tuesday next I'm going to vote and I'm going to pray. 
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