AMONG FRIE

Issue Number XLIV December 15, 1988

s

Symposium Probes Urban Problems

During the Johnson Administration,
three presidential commissions—
known as the (Nicholas) Katzen-
bach, (Robert) Kerner and (Milton)
Eisenhower Commissions—threw a
glaring spotlight on the crisis that
was festering in American cities. In
October, a symposium at the Library,
composed of scholars, educators,
public officials and others working
in urban affairs, looked at the urban
condition today, two decades later.

Out of those landmark reports
of the 60s came this stark warning
from the Kerner Commission: “Our
nation is moving toward two Sso-
cieties, one black, one white, sepa-
rate and unequal.”

Today the problem is seen in
broader terms than the black-white
language of that report. And when
Blacks are joined by other minority
groups—notably Hispanics, and in
some areas Asians—the situation ap-

pears even more compelling. “What
we are witnessing and what we are
about to experience,” said San
Antonio Mayor Henry Cisneros, one
of the symposium keynoters, “is a
massive demographic change that
may indeed be the biggest story in
America in the next century.” He
pointed out that minority groups
under the sixth grade in Houston
schools and under the fourth grade
in the Dallas school system already
heavily out-number those from the
traditional majority. And he cited a
recent finding in California that sev-
eral of that state’s largest counties
will soon be predominantly minor-
ity, and the state itself will be fully
489% Hispanic by the year 2000.
“Those demographics,” he said,
“will sweep across the whole of the
country, across all dimensions of
American life.”

But even as those trends inex-

orably change the face of the nation,
the move toward separateness fore-
seen two decades ago has been ac-
celerated rather than reversed: this
was the sobering note sounded at the
conference. Professor Barbara Jor-
dan of the LBJ School, another key-
noter, quoted from a recent report
issued by the American Council on
Education: "America is moving
backward, not forward, in its efforts
to achieve the full participation of
minority citizens in the life and pros-
perity of the nation,”” Katzenbach,
who was Attorney General of the
U.S. when he chaired the commis-
sion bearing his name, and whose ad-
dress opened the conference, force-
fully made the same point: “The
problems are worse today than they

Below: Henry Cisneros greets LB)J
School Dean Max Sherman after
delivering keynote address




Cities Symposium (cont.)

Katzenbach

were 20 years ago.” The progress
that flowed from the civil rights laws
of the 1960s, ‘‘enabling the middle
class black population to grow and
prosper,” has had scant effect on
“the inhabitants of segregated ghet-
tos. We have indeed moved further
toward those two societies . . . sepa-
rate and unequal.”

Exacerbating the problem are
other kinds of changes, described by
Cisneros, which erode urban vi-
tality. One is ““the transformation of
our economy from manufacturing to
service;” over the past 30 years “‘we
have lost hundreds of thousands of
jobs paying 13 and 14 and 15 dollars

an hour and replaced them with jobs
paying five and six and seven dollars
an hour,” producing further *‘polar-
ization along income lines,” with
“the top 20% of the population
[earning] 43% of the national in-
come, and the bottom 20% [earning|
4.75%."

Another dynamic is the growth
in population of older citizens, at the
same time the numbers of minor-
ity—and poor—youth are expand-
ing. The result, as Cisneros painted
it, is “a very explosive picture: a
picture of older persons who say,
‘No more social spending, no more
bond increases; let’s hold up on tax
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increases; this thing has gotten out of
hand; it’s threatening [me] and I
can't afford it,” juxtaposed against
populations that are saying, ‘No, our
best days are yet ahead. We need
more schools and more social
spending’.”

That unhappy confrontation de-
scribes one of the cruel dilemmas of
the time. People in the twilight of
their lives have “legitimate con-
cerns’” about their income security,
Cisneros said. And yet, as speaker
after speaker affirmed, the hope and
health of our national future depend
on our ability to open the doors of
education and opportunity to all
American youth. The alternative,
Barbara Jordan warned, *‘consigns
us to becoming a nation of perma-
nent unrest, permanent instability.”
And at stake, there was general
agreement, is nothing less than our
position in the world. “*As our econ-
omy moves further and further into
high tech services,” Katzenbach
said, “we need an educated citi-
zenry. If we cannot achieve it . . .
then we will either fill those jobs
with immigrants or we will export
the jobs to other countries . . . If
this country doesn’t face up to its ur-
ban and race problems by genuinely
integrating this society, we will, in
the not too distant future, lose our
leadership in the world.”

Cisneros reminded the audience
that the Prime Minister of Japan was
roundly criticized recently for saying
that America would not be able to
compete with the Japanese or the
other northern industrial nations in
the next century, *“because as a poly-
glot nation, America has too many
Hispanics and Blacks.” But, Cis-
neros continued, *“he could have
changed his statement only slightly
and been correct: America will not
be able to compete if it decides to
leave its large population of Blacks
and Hispanics undereducated, under-
productive and operating and living
at the margin of society . . . How we
deal with this question of an under-
class is no longer an issue of civil
rights [or| Christian compassion [or|
constitutional ideals. It is a question
of national survival.”



Cities Symposium (cont.)

One of the conference spon-
sors—the Inter-University Program/
Social Science Research Council for
Public Policy Research on Contem-
porary Hispanic Issues*-—is prepar-
ing recommendations for action in
the areas of education, employment,
human services, and economic and
community development, based on
papers presented at the symposium
and the discussion they stimulated.
[nevitably, those recommendations
will call for some federal support.
But there was an awareness that any
request for scarce federal funds
would be subject to intense com-
petition.

One of the participants, Brook-
ings Institution economist Robert
Reischauer, reminded his colleagues
that “we are not the only group
meeting and coming up with lists of
new initiatives . . . People are meet-
ing all over the country, doing the
same kind of thing . . . the environ-
mentalists, the energy folks . . . the
[ones] who have had their share but
are hungry for more: health re-
search, drugs . . . space.”

Whatever the degree of federal
involvement, the real key to solving
the problems of the cities, Katzen-
bach and Cisneros agreed, will be
local action. “Federal standards
alone,” Katzenbach said, *“‘are not
going to work. Solution of the nitty-
gritty problems will depend on local
leadership, both public and private.”
Cisneros described the specific needs
as “'local initiative, local tax capabil-
ity, and local fiscal innovation. The
old language that said, “We'll do just
fine because we have cheap jobs and
cheap labor and cheap water and
cheap electricity’ is no longer good
enough. There is a whole new lan-
guage in American cities: investment
of industrial and research parks . . .
specialized strategies in purchasing
and development, venture capital and
working with banks, convention cen-
ters, downtown revitalization, his-

*Other sponsors, along with the
Library, were the LLBJ School of
Public Affairs and the Joint Cen-
ter for Political Studies.

Jordan

toric preservation . . . marketing and
projecting and creating an identity
for the city.”” Then, speaking out of
the experience which has earned him
the reputation of one of the nation’s
most successful and innovative may-
ors, he defined the two *“fundamental
principles” which he considers es-
sential **for lifting people in the city
out of poverty.” The first is general
economic growth—"an essential
precondition for creating minority
upward mobility.”

*“In San Antonio,” he said, [our
position is] “we are going to build
economic prosperity, whatever it
takes. We will go anywhere, talk to
anyone, do anything, consider any-
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thing that is prudent and won’t put us
in jail, to create jobs. We will be the
best at what it takes—licenses, per-
mits, fees, zoning, traffic, security,
personnel matters, new sites, tax
abatements, you name it."

Along with this goes what he
called the second essential: “‘create
the conditions in which jobs can
reach those who have been out-
side the economic mainstream. That
means we have to locate some of
those plants in central city areas . . .
train people in skills . . . leverage
business to support central city hous-
ing and literacy programs and every
other kind of city-building and hu-
man resource development strategy.”



Conference in Houston Explores World of Texas Politics

“The World of Texas Politics,” said
Lynn Ashby, editor of The Houston
Post, “is filled with some of the
most offensive, slimy, repugnant
and least respected villains in our
state’s history. But we shall get to
the journalists later. Let us begin
with the politicians . . .

His statement appeared in the
program of a symposium on “The
World of Texas Politics™ which the
LBJ Library, the LBJ] School, the
Houston Post and Rice University
jointly sponsored at Rice September
29-30.

Four panels explored various
areas of that world.

In the first panel, moderated by
State Senator Chet Brooks, the thorny
matter of political financing was ad-
dressed by three experts who have
had considerable experience with
it—Tom Leonard, Karl Rove and
George Shipley.

Shipley stated the issue suc-
cinctly: “The core problem is to
drive the money out of the system
and to fund [campaigns] with mini-
mal strings attached, and also to en-
courage small giving, and giving for
good-government reasons as op-
posed to the expectation of what we
euphemistically call access.”

What gave urgency to the prob-
lem for all three panelists is the
“explosion in campaign costs,” as
Leonard put it. ““I for one,” Rove af-
firmed, *“‘am horrified, absolutely
horrified, by the large sums of money
that are raised and spent in political
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campaigns.”

“Unless a meaningful way can
be found to control campaign expen-
ditures,” Leonard warned, “we will
be unable to attract or retain in pub-
lic office people of the same quality
that we've had in the past.” He saw
another danger as well: *“The fund-
raising role played by individuals
will be replaced by funds raised by
major interests—political action
committees, trade associations, and
others with vested interests in gov-
ernment operations.”

One reform needed, Rove sug-
gested, is “fuller disclosure . . . es-
pecially as to the source of money
[and] the principal occupation [of
the donor]. Shipley agreed: ““We
need to require meaningful disclo-
sure.” Leonard worried that disclo-
sure laws already on the books could
result in a “*loss of privacy” which is
“bound to [produce] reluctance on
the part of individuals to give to the
candidate of their choice.” But Rove
argued that there are adequate safe-
guards: “It is illegal to copy those
lists.”

Shipley proposed another rem-
edy: *I think the time has come to
limit campaign contributions.”” Rove
concurred, with this demurrer: don’t
follow federal limits. I think the
federal limits are too low. There has
to be a balance struck between limits
which are so low as to force a candi-
date to spend all of his or her time on
the telephone or begging for money
and, on the other hand, giving the
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people at least the confidence that a
campaign is not being unduly influ-
enced . . ."”

Should there be limitations on
spending as well? Only Rove ex-
pressed himself on this question, and
to him the answer is no. “As much
as I’'m horrified by the huge sums of
money we have to raise, to limit
the amount [to be spent] arbitrarily
would be, in my opinion, to benefit
the incumbent or the majority party
in each and every instance.”

What about public financing?
“I think the experiment with public
financing of presidential elections
has by and large worked success-
fully,” Shipley said, “‘and we have
enough historical basis now with the
financing of presidential primaries to
show that on a matching basis the
system works, and that candidates
who can organize these things can
have a shot.”

“I disagree,” said Rove. “I
don’t think the system has worked
particularly well on the presidential
level . .. I really think it creates
more problems than opportunities.”
He acknowledged, however, that
public financing ‘‘ultimately may
have to be the answer. We may find
no other way to limit the influence of
these large contributions.”

Below: Tom Leonard, Mod-
erator Chet Brooks, Karl Rove,
George Shipley



World of Texas Politics: The Writers

“Texas is still the big story,” said
Liz Carpenter, kicking off the dis-
cussion on a panel devoted to ““Writ-
ing about Texas Politics.” *‘I suspect
we always will be: size, sinew. We
still, even with the electronic trap-
pings and our new urbaneness, are
gutsier than any other state.”

But hers was the only optimistic
voice on the panel. The others saw
the Texas story today in gloomier
terms.

Joe B. Frantz, an historian who
has written about Texas and the
Southwest for four decades, pre-
sented it this way:

“Texans like to think that they
are bright and street-smart and po-
litically wise, but in many aspects of
politics they attained their zenith be-
tween about 1890 and the onset of
the First World War, 70 to 100 years
ago. Then industrial interests took
over, Texas turned careful and quit
thinking, and has lazed along like a
barely-felt zephyr, hardly noticeable
as a political breeze. Right now,
when its days of easy inheritance,
virtually free cotton land, untended
cattle waiting to be branded and
headed north on goverment grass,
and oil in undreamed-
when those things have begun to
pass, when contemporary Texas
needs to think and care in terms of
people and their utilization for their
own interests as well as for the state’s
interests, they want those shifting
winds to blow somewhere else. Tex-
ans are like old crap-shooters who
enjoy an unbelievable run of winning
dice, but who, when the dice grow
cold, refuse to acknowledge that
sometimes you have to get into a
more constructive business.”

A younger writer, Larry Wright,
had much the same pessimistic out-
look: *“It seems to me that writers in
Texas, and 1 include myself in this,
have fallen for the old temptation of
writing about Texas politics as a
comedy or a farce. The truth, and I
think we all know it, is that Texas
politics is properly understood as a
tragedy. That didn’t matter so much
when Texas was less consequential,
but in the modern age the failure of
Texas to assume the real responsi-
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Liz Carpenter and Chandler Davidson

bilities of political leadership has
had devastating consequences for its
citizens, and will have important
effects on the lives of people every-
where.

“We have more power than we
know how to use, or at least to use
wisely. Look at how we spent our
wealth and power in the last boom.
Going into the 1970s Texas already
had profound problems in education,
prisons and mental health care, to
name only three of the many social
problems in this state. In the 1970s
we had the money to address to
those problems. Now we're headed
into the 1990s, broke, with some re-
forms in education but otherwise
those problems are underfunded, un-
resolved and still almost entirely
ignored.

“Where is the legacy of that
boom? Where are the cultural in-
stitutions, the schools, the public

Joe Frantz and Larry Wright
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art? You can find the legacy in the
vacant skyscrapers in our cities,
which are now owned by the foreign
banks that have bought our own cor-
rupt financial institutions. You can
find the legacy in the blight of cruddy
strip-shopping centers and garish
beach communities and the ugly
sprawl of car lots and franchise
chicken joints and prefab warehouses
that issue out of the heart of every
city in our state and crawl along our
highways like a poison vine. Look at
Texas in the wake of the boom and
you see the broken remains of a state
built on greed and impermanence, a
civilization that is here to take and
not to give.

“It’s odd, because we Texans
are always talking about how much
we love Texas, and yet when I look
at the state I wonder, *Where is the
evidence of that love?'”




World of Texas Politics: The Insiders

Chandler Davidson, chairman
of the Department of Sociology at
Rice, recalled an earlier writer about
Texas, the late V. 0. Key, whose
book of a generation ago, Southern
Politics in State and Nation, has
“had an enduring influence among
political scientists and among sev-
eral decades worth of college stu-
dents.” Key, he said, foresaw the
growth of a “‘robust” two-party sys-
tem in Texas.

On one point, at least, David-
son pointed out, Key was *‘right on
target: realignment in a very signifi-
cant way has come to Texas.” But
on others, “he was quite off the
mark.” To wit:

**“Racial politics have not dis-
appeared.”

+*[ think in all fairness we have
to say that the two parties in Texas as
they now exist are not very robust.”
As evidence, he cited the fact that
only 23% of the voting age pop-
ulation turned out for the Super-
Tuesday primaries.

*“The have-nots have not come
into the electorate despite major
changes in election and registration
laws . . . While the wealthy folks
have continued to vote as a percent-
age of the voting age population at
about the same rate they did 20, 30
years ago—two-thirds of them voted
in the November election—the per-
centage of the less affluent has actu-
ally decreased [from] about a third in
1960 [to] some 22%" in 1980. “‘In
other words, the affluent have more
clout than ever in the policy realm
... And the public officials they
have elected to office dance with
those who brung them.”

Liz had the last word: “I’'m not
discouraged about the quality of
people who are out there.”” And any-
way, things are changing. “There
are young people all over the place.
The emergence of women and blacks
has given us a great deal more input
on problems. And so, I'm an op-
timist about the future . . .”

For a panel titled “An Insider’s View
of Texas Politics” there was as-
sembled a group of insiders of vari-
ous stripes—practitioners of politics
who have operated from different
positions. They included George
Christian (moderator), who has
served two governors (as well as a
president of the United States) and
been adviser and consultant to a host
of other political leaders; Rodney
Ellis, the youngest member of the
Houston City Council, who once
was legislative assistant to Lt. Gov.
Bill Hobby and administrative as-
sistant to Congressman Mickey
Leland; Kay Bailey Hutchison, busi-
ness woman, lawyer, one-time pro-
fessor and a former member of the
U.S. House of Representatives; Dan
Morales, state representative from
San Antonio who has been cited as
one of the “seven best” and *“*most
powerful” members of the legis-
lature, and Julian Read, who began
as a sports reporter and emerged as
one of the most influential public re-
lations consultants in the state.

Following is some insiders’ in-
formation elicited from the panel
discussion.

GEORGE CHRISTIAN: When |
began covering the Texas legislature
in the 1940s as a reporter, the legis-
lature was a stereotyped Texas po-
litical group if ever there was one.
. . . But things have changed. . . .
Who is our typical Texas politician
today? Is it Mr. Geniality, Bill
Clements? Is it loquacious, back-
slapping Bill Hobby? Is it that
peace-loving, quiet, genteel Jim
Maddox? How about the epitome of
the red-neck—Good Ole Boy Lloyd
Bentsen? Or how about America’s
Sweetheart, Ma Richards? Who is
the typical Texas politician?

RODNEY ELLIS: | basically
learned about politics from the
grass-roots level, from carrying Bill

Hobby’s dress bag to going around
the halls of Congress with Mickey
Leland. I learned the significance of
coalition building, particularly from
the vantage point of someone who
happens to be Black and interested
in Texas politics. [ learned that
coalition was very important.

KAY BAILEY HUTCHISON: My
first introduction into Texas politics
was when [ was 29 years old and
running for the Texas legislature
from Houston. I had assembled my
campaign team and | was off to my
first meeting with a Republican
group in my district. A man sitting
in the back said, **Young lady, what
do you think about the indictment of
Congressman John Dowdy over in
East Texas for mail fraud?” I gave
him the classic Civics 102 answer
and said, [ think it is terrible when
a public servant misuses the public
trust in such a way.” He said,
“Young lady, don’t you know that
it’s all a part of the communist plot
to take over America from the in-
side?” I went home and I called my
campaign manager and I said, *You
know, I’m really not cut out for pub-
lic service. I just don’t think I can do
this.” And he said, “Oh, gosh, 1
guess I should have told you some of
the pockets you would reach in the
district before you went out your
first time."”

DAN MORALES: There are essen-
tially only four major obligations
and responsibilities of state govern-
ment: education, transportation, hu-
man services and corrections. And
that's it. , . . And if you'll look at
the current operations of these areas,
I think there is some cause for sig-
nificant concern. [The courts have
challenged the state’s activities in all
but transportation{ . . . So in three
of the four major areas of state obli-
gation and responsibility, we are
operating today in a crisis fashion.
And | think that raises a very legiti-




The Insiders (cont.)

mate question for us citizens: Is that
the way state government ought to
operate? Ought it to be the case that
the only time state government takes
any meaningful and significant ac-
tion is when we have a federal judge
banging us over the head with [a]
gavel, or when we are responding to
some other immediate crisis or
emergency?

JULIAN READ: The thing that
strikes me is the enormous change
that has taken place in Texas poli-
tics. [Back in the early 50s] focus
groups were somebody that adjusted
the camera lens and a poll was some-
thing you tacked signs up on. We
didn’t keep a whole lot of records
back in those days. And I guess the
best memory of cash that I have is

Ellis, Hutchison, Christian, Morales, Read

Final Panel: The Scandals

Introducing the final panel, ““Texas-
Size Scandals,” Lynn Ashby said,
“Texas without corruption would
simply be Oklahoma without foot-
ball.” Later in the discussion,
LEWIS GOULD, professor of his-
tory at the University of Texas, gave
this a broader historical perspective:
“When you read accounts of Texas
state government in the early 20th
century, the national press would say
how honest the state government
was, say, compared to Pennsylvania,

where it was said that the Standard
Oil Company did everything but re-
fine the legislature. So these things
may go in cycles, but [ think the in-
fusion of money and economic prog-
ress into the 20th century had some-
thing to do with giving people the
wherewithal to buy legislators and
other [excesses]. . We might
want to ask how honest a govern-
ment [the people] want, which is an-
other question that American society
has always faced."

that it was very respectable. . . . To-
day TV is an absolute necessity. You
must have television. [And] those
costs have gone up, up, up, up. So
that’s where the campaign money is
going. . . . It’s not that there’s some
sinister hole you're putting that
money into. It’s being used to com-
municate with American people.

Gould traced the case of James
E. Ferguson, elected governor in
1914. A complicated skein of events,
beginning wtih his vendetta against
the University of Texas (in 1917 he
vetoed the entire university appro-
priation) led to his impeachment and
a trial before the legislature where
he was convicted of corruption.
“The long-term significance of the
Ferguson scandals,” said Gould,
“has to do with the relationship of
the state to higher education.”
Charges that he made in his cam-
paign against the university ‘“‘were
charges that stuck. He said the uni-
versity had faculty members who
were proving in the laboratory that
you can’t grow wool on the back of
an armadillo. And this kind of alle-
gation is one that has remained
powerful in state politics. Univer-
sities have always been on trial and
under the charge that they were
somehow impractical and devoted to
things the citizenry really didn’t
[need]. This tension between higher
education and the state has never
abated. And that, in my judgment, is
the most lasting legacy of Jim
Ferguson,”™



The Scandals (cont.)

KEN TOWERY, publisher of three
weekly newspapers in Texas, won
the Pulitzer Prize in 1955 for a series
of stories he wrote on the Texas Vet-
erans land scandals. It involved a
fund called the Veterans Land Fund,
created by the legislature after World
War II, from which veterans were
allowed to borrow at low interest.
Some politicians and developers
found a way to use it for fraudu-
lent purposes. The ultimate effect,
Towery said, was to “help speed the
development of Texas as a two-party
state. . . . It’s sad that we had to go
that route to get there."”

SAM KINCH, JR., veteran re-
porter, columnist, editor of the
state’s largest political newsletter,
covered the Sharpstown stock fraud
scandal of the early 1970s and then
wrote a best-selling book about it. It
was, as Kinch described it, “*a scan-
dal of biblical proportions. It in-
volved conning the Catholic Church
and some of its educational enter-
prises . . . robbing a bank through
bad loans . . . buying off some state
political figures in order to pass
some hokey legislation that would
have let state-chartered banks avoid
federal regulation.” But *‘what hap-
pened in the wake of Sharpstown is
the story. . . . At the very next op-
portunity they had, the voters elec-
ted a legislature committed to re-
form. We got, as a result, reforms

. which have been institutional-
ized in the subsequent 15 years. And
[ figure that for a single political
scandal, that wasn’t a bad trade-oft.”

MOLLY IVINS, political colum-
nist for the Dallas Times Herald,
who in the course of her award-
winning career has worked for the
Minneapolis Tribune, the Texas
Observor and the New York Times,
covered the recent revelation of pay-
ments to football players at SMU
that became known as ‘‘Ponygate.”
“After all the revelations had come
out,” Ms. Ivins said, “when the
board of regents met in an emer-
gency session to consider what
finally they had to do about it, the
students—hundreds of them—

gathered around outside chanting,
‘No more cheating! No more lying!’
. . . |A] meticulous, ethical report
made by five bishops of the Method-
ist Church in the wake of Ponygate
served a very useful and cleansing
purpose for SMU as an institution. |
think its faculty, its student body, its
new president are all dedicated to the
proposition that that kind of thing
shall not go on again.”

“What,” a member of the audi-
ence asked, “will be our next great

Ivins and Gould

scandal in Texas politics?”

There was agreement on the
panel that if one is to come, it will be
in the area of campaign financing.

What might keep the issue from
becoming “‘truly a scandal,” Kinch
said, would be "a pre-emptive
strike, if you will, to change the law.

. . I suspect that if the scandal does
not precede the reform, [some] wise
legislator will take that up as his or
her next crusade.”




Connally Reviews His Political Career

John Connally, who has been a
power in Texas politics both as a
Democrat and Republican, ended
the symposium with a luncheon re-
flection on issues which he has
found significant in his long career.
Here are some of his observations:

Demands on a Governor

Part of the problem you have in
trying to occupy an office like [gov-
ernor] is to try to achieve something
that’s worthwhile under the pres-
sures of all the demands that are put
on you. Most of the demands are not
unreasonable, it’s just the accumula-
tion of demands of a big state.
You're importuned by all your
friends in every city and every
county, in every locality, to come
and speak and participate in this
event, whether it’s the watermelon
jubilee or the Turkey Trot in Cuero,
or something else. The demands on
your time are unbelievable, particu-
larly when the legislature is in ses-
sion. I think this is probably the only
time that I've ever made this confes-
sion: The reason I didn’t run for a
fourth term as governor was basi-
cally because I didn’t want to deal
with the legislature any more. Indi-

vidually they’re all great. . . . But as
soon as the legislature convenes
[and] they all come to Austin, they
immediately are surrounded by the
lobbyists and the seekers of what-
ever stripe and variety, and are con-
stantly being told how important
they are and how strong they are and
how valuable their service is. I sup-
pose anybody in public office has to
have more than their share of vanity,
but you haven't seen anything until
you’ve seen the combined pride and
arrogance and vanity of the legis-
lature. . . . There were a number of
members of the legislature who were
expert at extortion. They were com-
mittee chairmen who knew how to
extort everything possible out of a
governor that could possibly be
squeezed out of him in order to get
any kind of legislation passed. And
they traded and they swapped, and |
finally got tired of that. I'm not try-
ing to sound noble—I just felt that
every now and then people ought to
do what they should do in the public
interest without demanding some-
thing in return, or without demand-
ing some building in their district or
some school in their district or some
department appointment.
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Attitude on Service

[ wentinto [office] basically with
the assumption that [ was not going
to have a long political career. Most
people view me as a fellow who's
consumed by political ambition, and
that’s not true. In 1948, when [Lyn-
don| Johnson was elected to the Sen-
ate, he left vacant the seat in the
Tenth Congressional District of
Texas. I think I could have been
elected to Congress. Homer Thorn-
berry, who was elected, called me
and said, “If you're going to run,
I’'m not going to run.” [ said, **Ho-
mer, I'm not going to run. I don't
want to go to Congress.” [So] I
passed up a chance when I was 31
years old to go to Congress. When [
was governor, [ think I had a fair
chance to be elected to the Senate,
but [ didn’t want to go to the Senate;
I didn’t want to devote the rest of my
life to politics.

So when | went in the gover-
nor’s office, I like to think that [ was
in a position to do some things that I
thought needed doing. That’s why I
made education [a priority].

Money

Today there is a great deal of
talk about all the money that’s raised
and the corruption arising from all
this money. [ saw none of that. [ saw
in the first place that money was
hard to come by in 1962, terribly
difficult. We scrounged; we begged,
we pled for money, and we found
everybody to be quite tight-fisted.
We just had unshirted hell trying to
raise money. [But] we didn't make
any commitments to anybody . . .

So far as money is concerned, it
played no part in the affairs of the
governor’s office while I was there.
We got money from a lot of different
sources; we got some large contribu-
tions. In those days $5,000 was a
large contribution; most of it was
much smaller contributions. But I
don’t recall one instance where
people who contributed to us tried to
take advantage of that contribution,
not one.



Connally (cont.)

Changes in the System

The system’s changed, and |
don’t think it’s nearly as much fun as
it used to be. We used to have
rallies. In 1938 W. Lee O’Daniel
turned out 25,000 people. When 1
was running in my race for governor
in 1962, in the first primary we had a
barbecue at my mother and dad’s
place in Floresville; we had 10,000
people show up. The president of the
United States can't get 10,000 people
today. Nobody goes to a rally any
more. Politics has turned into direct
mail and phone banks and profes-
sional aides. You look at candidates
today [and] you wonder whose
words are being spoken, really, be-
cause of all the professional help,
and you wonder what your candi-
dates think.

You get a feeling today that all
of the candidates are manufactured
candidates. So I get a rather empty
feeling that the average person today
is being divorced from a real feeling
of participation in and an emotional
involvement in a political campaign.
How are you going to get emo-
tionally involved over all this direct
mail that comes, just raising money
and talking about the opposition,
how terrible they are? That leaves
you pretty empty, really.

But that’s the system we have,
and I'm not sure that it’s a very good
system. But maybe one day we’ll get

back to a different system where
everybody can feel, as we used to
feel, that you had something to do
with the choice of your candidates.

Regrets

[ must say that one of the great
disappointments | have is that we
didn’t do more. You wind up with a
sense of frustration. You're con-
fronted with things sometimes over
which you have no control; you get
involved in all kinds of difficulties
that you never heard of, that you
have to try to extricate yourself
from. You're constantly living in
fear of something happening beyond
your control, You worry about the
legislature, the demands that are put
on you. . . .

Believe me, you can only fight
so many battles at one time. But
even so, when you look at the mag-
nitude of the problems, when you
have a vision or an idea of where this
state should be and where you
should be going, you have an empty
feeling that you didn’t do enough,
that you could have done more and
that you should have done more, and
that there’s something wrong with a
system that doesn’t permit you to do
more.

The Switch in Parties
[ don’t have any reservations
about it, none at all. This is not to

say that everybody who supports the
Democratic party is wrong and ['m
right, it’s just that I'm more at ease
now. | had more personal friends,
and still do, in the Democratic Party
than I do in the Republican Party,
and | maintain those friendships. I
don’t fall out with people over poli-
tics. I never did; I didn’t when I was
in public office. Everybody has a
right to think what they want to
think. They have a right to advocate
what they believe in. So do I, so
that’s why I changed. But [ don’t be-
lieve everything these hard-line Re-
publicans believe, either. I just hap-
pen to agree more, I guess, with
more of what they believe.

The Bankruptcy

We've had our trials and our
tribulations, and a lot of it is self-
induced.

But we suffered the slings and
arrows of outrageous fortune, and
we had no choice but to go into
bankruptcy. We took it as best we
knew how. But that’s a passing thing
in our life. We’ve had misfortunes
before; we’ve had tragedies before.
This is not the worst thing that’s ever
happened to us. It sure isn't the best.
But you know, we’ll start over. Life
isn't over.

Another  conference in
which the Library, along
with the LBJ School, partic-
ipated was held in Washing-
ton, D.C. in conjunction
with the Commission on In-
fant Mortality. It assembled

many former Secretaries of
Health and Human Services
(and its predecessor Health
Education and Welfare) to
consider issues relaling to
children’s health. Attending

were: Arthur Fleming,

Robert Finch, Elliot Rich-
ardson, Joseph Califano,
Richard Schweiker, Mar-
garet Heckler, David Math-
ews and the current secre-
tary Otis Bowen.
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Reflections of a Kennedy-Johnson Loyalist

by Walt Rostow

(excerpted from an article in the
Los Angeles Times—Ed)

There is in our country a little noted
tribal rite. On the birthday of each
former president no longer alive a
wreath is delivered in the name of
the incumbent and placed on the for-
mer president’s grave. . . . Such a
quiet ceremony was held on August
27 at the LBJ Ranch.

Driving back to Austin, I
thought of the reported recent re-
mark of Richard Goodwin that he
did not expect “‘Johnson loyalists”
to like his forthcoming book. I asked
myself: What does being a Johnson
Loyalist mean? For [ certainly be-
longed in that category.

In my case, it does not mean
that | agreed with LBJ on every oc-
casion or found him without flaw.
. . . But Johnson commanded—and
his memory still commands—the
loyalty of most of those who served
with him because of his total com-
mitment to the resolution of the dual
crisis he confronted and to his large
aspirations for America and the hu-
man community.

There was, however, more to it
than that. No business was con-
ducted by Johnson without a strand
of humor—usually the lovingly told
and relevant anecdote. ... And
then there was—only occasionally
expressed—a capacity for deeply
felt understanding and affection.

I knew John Kennedy well be-
fore 1 knew Johnson. . .. I con-
cluded he would make a great presi-
dent and committed myself to his
support which continued without a
breakdown to November 1963. Like
many others, I found him an extraor-
dinary mixture of maturity and hu-
mor; high spirits and a sense of the
possibility of tragedy and the close-
ness of death; compassion and
toughness; short term political skill
and far-seeing statesmanship. His
friendship, once granted, was steady
and reliable and generated an an-
swering intense loyalty.

. . . With respect to Southeast
Asia and civil rights, education and
medicine, Latin America, India,
NATO and arms control there was
virtually complete continuity be-
tween the policies of Kennedy and
Johnson. Some argue. of course,
that Kennedy would have taken a
different course in Southeast Asia if
re-elected in 1964. We shall never
know. What we do know is that
Johnson built his policy on the foun-
dation Eisenhower and the nation
laid in the Southeast Asia Treaty
which Kennedy supported. . . .

Kennedy once expressed what
he fundamentally shared with
Johnson. We had breakfast early on
the morning of August 8, 1958. . . .
Kennedy reviewed with sympathy,
shrewdness and humor his com-
petitors for the Democratic nomina-
tion; that Johnson wanted the same
things for the country that he (Ken-
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Philip Bobbitt, nephew of LBJ,
spoke at the President’s grave site
on August 27. (Another such cere-
mony was held at the LBJ Grove
in Washington, where Horace
Busby spoke.)

nedy) did; but that it was “‘too close
to Appomattox” for Johnson to be
nominated and elected. He, there-
fore, felt free to run. . . .

Looking back now . . . [ would
guess that there is no way the story
of America in the 1960s can be told
except in terms of the Kennedy-
Johnson years of responsibility.
Their lives and policies became in-
extricably intertwined. ... Be-
tween them, they moved the nation
radically toward equality of citi-
zenship and opportunity, long as the
road ahead remains. And the basic
social legislation they sponsored is
likely to remain fundamental to our
society—having  survived  suc-
cessive counter-attacks—so long as
we manage to sustain a sufficiently
productive economy to support those
commitments.

Their place in history is still to
be decided; but it was a privileged
and moving experience to serve
from the first Kennedy to the last
Johnson day in their administration.
And, whether standing in that coun-
try burial ground in Stonewall or
looking up at the slope of Arlington
Cemetery on the way into Washing-
ton from National Airport, ['m glad
[ knew them.




Varied Programs Enliven Library Activities

Lee White, (right) who was counsel
to President Johnson during passage
of the landmark civil rights bills,
spoke to the International Associa-
tion of Official Human Rights Agen-
cies at the Library for its 40th annual
conference, He illustrated LBI’s
ability to “‘know how to take every
resource and turn it toward the goal
to be achieved:”

“Five or six Civil Rights lead-
ers came in to see the President, very
unhappy about something. President
Johnson said to me, ‘Get hold of
Larry O’Brien and tell him to come
down with his talley sheet on the
Education Bill." So O'Brien brings
down his talley sheet with all the
members of the House of Represen-
tatives who were voting or leaning
toward us, and those who were
against us, and those in the middle.
The President goes down the list and
after about 45 minutes, each of those
Civil Rights leaders who came in to
raise cain walked out with an assign-
ment to talk to 10 or 15 congressmen
to get them to vote the right way.
The President said to them, ‘This
bill is going to be of more signifi-
cance to the people you represent
than whatever you've gol to com-
plain about to me, and you can al-
ways come back and complain, but
that bill is going to be voted on to-
morrow.” And guess what? [The
congressmen] voted the right way
and the bill passed. “That was the
way he marshalled his resources to
do what had to be done,”

Columnist Mark Shields, former
President Gerald Ford, comedian
Pat Paulsen and imitator Jim
Morris discussed ‘‘Is Politics a
Laughing Matter?”’ with Liz Car-
penter and then came to the Li-
brary for a post-performance

party.

U.T. historian Michael Hall dis-
cussed his recently published biog-
raphy Increase Mather, The Last
American Puritan. He recounted
his first meeting with Liz Car-
penter who, learning of his special
interest, said, *““Tell me something
funny about Puritans.” ‘I have
been on the lookout for the last 12
years,”’ he said, ‘“*but 1 still have
not found much funny about
[them] But ... I take them and
their pretensions a good deal more
lightly now than I did then.”




George Christian delivered the
fifth Frank Erwin lecture at the
Library on the eve of the presi-
dential election. His remarks tran-
scended that specific event and re-
flected on the political conditions
of the nation. Some excerpts:

There are some basic, lingering
questions about our economic and
social viability . . . questions such
as an education system that gets
more expensive but doesn’t produce
the right results for an industrial de-
mocracy . . ., such as long-term care
for the elderly when it’s clear that
our population is growing older and
people are living longer . . . such as
the perpetuation of an underclass,
much of it molded along racial and
cultural lines, which saps our re-
sources and breeds social injustice.

Reducing  the  underclass
strengthens the nation in every re-
spect. A competent work force is
good for business. People with
wages in their pockets are good for
the economy and spread the tax bur-
den around. Educated children with
ambition for a family and a home
and a good job are a lot less expen-
sive to society than prisons full of
semi-literate and illiterate convicts.

We have the right to expect our
leaders to call for national action
when the country is in peril. We are
in peril from a lack of national unity
and purpose in perfecting our de-
mocracy, and only a president can
issue that call to arms.

The greatest challenge of our
two political parties is to make a dif-
ference in the lives of our people—
all of our people. Thoughtful politi-
cal leaders have dealt with this chal-
lenge all through our history, while
timid politicians have avoided it.

Any president who fails to act
on this fundamental issue will pre-
side over an extremely transitory
majority.

The presidential election was also
the subject of a presentation by
Life magazine editor Todd Brew-

ster and Life reporter Peter
Meyer, who recounted the high-
lights of the campaign as they had
covered it. They spoke at the Li-
brary on the night of the second
presidential debate.
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An Evening With Lady Bird Johnson

A packed auditorium heard Mrs.
Johnson reflect on the experiences
which led her to co-author Wild-
Jlowers Across America with Carl-
ton Lees. Some reminiscences:
My mother died when I was
five years old, and | grew up rather
alone in a rural area near Karnack,
Texas. . . . But I loved being out-
doors and ran unhampered down the
sandy roads and hedge rows finding
dewberries and blackberries and
pink climbing roses, and explored
the piney woods near my house. The
song in the wind in the upper
branches of the pine trees is the most
evocative symphony [’ve ever heard.
When [ was very young my
mother read to me constantly—fairy
tales, Aesop’s Fables, and the
Greek, Roman and Teutonic myths.
[ fell in love with their heroes and
relied increasingly on books for my
enjoyment. Sometime soon after
Mother’s death I must have appeared
sad to my father. I remember one
night he asked if I would like for him
to read to me . . . | had never seen
him sit down with a book to read.
My eyes widened in amazement to
learn he knew how! I thought that
anyone who possessed the magic

power to read must certainly want to
do it all the time. My daddy’s taste
ran to Zane Grey and Oliver Cur-
wood, so adventures of the Ameri-
can West and the Northern wilder-
ness of Canada became part of my
imaginings.

At the University of Texas, I
found my love of books and nature a
constant thread. Learning opened
the doors of the world for me, and
outside I began a romance with the
roadsides and virgin fields of the
Texas hill country. It was a land of
open meadows, with chalky stream
banks and picturesque live oaks.
Bluebonnets covered the earth in the
early spring, and as spring deepened
into summer, a heavenly carpet of
Indian Blanket and Paintbrush and
Coreopsis would appear.

When fate thrust us into the
White House . . . | took advantage
of the public stage it provided to en-
list citizens and communities in
“beautification.” Although it sounds
purely cosmetic—and, alas, we
never did think of a better word—it
spread to cover not only public
plantings but the wider range of
clean air, clean water and protection
of our parklands and seashores.
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When we returned home in
1969, I looked with new eyes at my
part of the world. . .. The open
fields and meadows had disappeared
and in their place were shopping
malls, suburbs chock-a-block with
housing developments and industrial
plants and spaghetti networks of
highways. . . . The landscape I re-
membered had been transformed by
progress. . . . Gone were the scenes
I loved along with much of the habi-
tat for wildflowers and native plants.
I wanted to do something to keep
alive the beauty I had known. The
founding of the [National Wild-
flower Research Center] almost six
years ago was my way of repaying
some of the debt for the delight and
sustenance nature has given me all
my life.

Why should native wildflowers,
plants, and trees command our inter-
est and our concern? Well, to my
mind, because they are our national
heritage just as our mountains and
streams, our forests, and the sight of
the fading sun playing on our des-
erts, giving us the experience of re-
gional identity and pride, saying,
“This is New York or Texas or Cali-
fornia. . . ."



New Papers Illuminate Whistle-Stop Campaign

In the 1964 campaign, Mrs.
Johnson made a unique “whistle-
stop” trip through the South.
When it came time to publish her
White House Diary, she found that
she had scant documentation of
that trip, and she wrote of the lack
this way: **As I read back over my
diary and prepare it for publica-
tion, I am increasingly dismayed
that I missed recording some very

important days and nights—in-
cluding the whole [whistle-stop]
campaign.”’ Recently, however, a
document was found in Liz Car-
penter’s Subject Files, which con-
tains Mrs. Johnson’s thoughts for
Liz to use in preparing the whistle-
stop speeches. The Civil Rights
Act of 1964 had just been passed,
and Mrs. Johnson told Liz not to
give her the ‘‘easy towns.”” This

document gives a rare and de-
tailed insight into Mrs. Johnson’s
thinking for this trip, one she
wished to make despite the fact
that at the outset, conditions did
not promise a very favorable re-
ception. Here are Mrs. Johnson’s
instructions for this ‘“‘journey of
the heart.””—Nancy  Smith,
Archivist

This tape expresses my feelings on
why I am going into the South on
this whistle-stop trip . . . random
thoughts . . . not polished sentences
. my own feelings, and maybe
not always politic or wise ones.
Some threads of this, however, will
have to bind together whatever [ say
in these 28 stops or else it won't be
natural.
[ want to go because I am proud
of the South and I am proud that I
am part of the South. I am fond of
the old ways of keeping up with your
kinfolks—all your uncles and aunts
and cousins, right down to the fifth
cousin—of long Sunday dinners
after church—of a special brand of
gentility and courtesy—of summer-
times filled with watermelon cuttings
and swimming in the creek—and
hayrides and visiting for weeks. I
knew this well because I visited in
Alabama from the time I was six
years old until [ was 21, every sum-
mer for about three months. And I
am proud of the new South—the
glistening new skylines like At-
lanta’s—of a burgeoning spirit of

growth that puts it second in the na-
tion. I think one can speak truly and
proudly of the advances in the South
of the economy—of the interest in
the arts—of our progress in
education.

[ am proud of what the South
has contributed to the fabric of our
national life. From before 1775—
and there were Southerners who
practically launched this nation—on
up to 1964.

And yet now in this decade,
there is a shearing apart of the South
from the national life. And every
time the rest of the nation makes one
more snide joke about cornpone or
red necks, the defenses of the South
go up more angrily. The dividing
abyss widens and the curtain be-
comes thicker and murkier. It is
partly the South wanting to pull
away and partly the rest of the nation
misunderstanding—yes, even laugh-
ing, in a way. None of this is right or
good for the future of our country. I
get letters from my friends down
South who say, “Nobody pays any
attention to us any more. If we come

to Washington we get a cold shoul-
der or no attention.”

If there is such a feeling—what
do I think I and my little trip into the
South can do about it? Nothing
much. Just sort of say whatever [my]
feelings are now, and for the years to
come: the South, to this Democratic
candidate for President, and to his
wife, is a respected and valued and
beloved part of the country. The last
few months have taught us that Civil
Rights is not a problem peculiar to
the South, but a problem all over the
country. It exists as surely in the big
cities in the North and the East as it
exists in the states in the South in a
way that is a great credit to the local
leadership—of mayors and minis-
ters and Negro leaders, white mer-
chants and just plain Joe Citizen.

In short, what I think about the
South is that this President is proud
of it, feels close to it through his an-
cestors and through me, and believes
that its great future will be more vi-
tally served by the Democratic
Parly o v .
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From the Library’s Archives

m , BOX 8900, UNMIVERSITY STATION 2490 VIRGINIA AVENUE N.W.
J ry 31, 1969 AUSTIN, TEXAS 78712 WASHINGTON. D.C 20037

THE UNIVERSITY OF TEXAS

+ ORAL HISTORY PROJECT +

JOE B. FRANTZ. DIRECTOR
Dear Georga:

Dr. Joe l.b'l‘n'll told me of his January 23, 1969
conversation with you at Andrews Alr
Force Base aa we were departing
January 20th, and [ am deeply
appreciative of your words as he

President Lyndon B, Johnson
quotsd them to mae. :

Stonewall, Texas

Please know that I value your friend- Dear Mr. President:

ship, ae I do your father's, and that

I am glad you are ene of us down here When I spotted Congressman Ceorge Bush of Houston in the

In Texas. farewell crowd at Andrews, I asked him why a prominent Republican

such as he was seeing you off instead of being in the midst of

Republican activities in the city, His reply was a nice tribute
When you are homg somatime, come . ¥ 2 5

to you:

to sce us. Meanwhile, 1 wish you a

long and lllustricus career in the '"He has been a fine President and invariably courteous and
Congress. fair to me and my people, and I thought that I belonged here to

show in a small way how much I have appreciated him. I wish
Slacerely, I could do even more."
£k Sidcerely,
kY .l'/ J
Honorable George Bush Jbe B. Frantz

House of Representatives
Washingten, D. C.

An exchange of corre-
spondence relating to
LB] and President-
Elect George Bush and
a photograph of the two
men made in March
1969.
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