
October 23, 1962 
As I see it, voters of western Kansas, in casting their vote for Congress 

on November 6, have an opportunity to give their stamp of approval or disapproval 

of President Kennety•a ''New Frontier" prograroa, with a clear cut choice between 

liberally oriented ''New Frontier" and conservative representation. It matters not 

what image a candidate might want to project, as voting records are a matter of public 

information, and, in my opinion, my voting most clearly reflects the majority opinion 

in the m1 lot District. 

T8ke, for example, the Kennedy•Freeman fa measure. My opponent strongly 

4dvocatc<l p soage of their strict, mandatory con rogram on wheat and feed grains•• 

1 just s stro gl o~poaed regiH:entpti.~ farmers. My .views prevailed when on 

June 21 the nou::.e) ~.n "- Li -")?~rtisan vot~.5-205, killed the bill. On votes to 

"pack" the Rules CoT"1it teo; raise~ eel. Ung (twice); to spend $400 million 

.. in so•called "depressed'' are • t~$9m> t.iillion on ipecial public: t-torks legis• 

unlimited discretion, my opponent went down the 

line for Kennedy while l opp all the measures. Congre~sional Quarterly, Inc., 

a non•partisan publication, on October 21, 1961, correctly stated our relative posi• 

tions. My opponent was rated 100'1 on 10 ,affirmative votes on asure giving the 

federal government a "larger role", while my rating was zero. 

1 f irrqly believe we p rpetrate a fraud upon future generation by continued 

deficit spending and that my first obligation is to the taxpayer, large or small. not 

to this or any other administration. 
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