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FROM SENATOR LOWELL WEICKER « CONNECTICUT

SPEECH BY SEMATOR LOWELL WEICKER (R-COMNIY.)
BEFORE THE UNIVERSITY OF GEORGIA LAY SCHCOL
IAY DAY SPEZCH - ATHEWNS, GEORGIA

FOR REILZRSE SATURDAY
- HAY 3, 19875

Durinc the past severel months, I've observed a growing fear
of the cdnstitution of the United Statési A fear on the part of
the nation's leadership that too many people will insist on the
Constitution in fact, rather than being satisfied with theory.

It used to be uy concern that the Constitution was being fo;-
gotten or deliberately ignored. Indeed, pollsters throughout the 3-
country have difficulty geining identificaﬁion for the Bill of‘Rigﬁts
when showing it to people. !iore often than not, those amendmé;ts to
our constitution are labeled as "communist philosophy.”

Mevertheless, however bad that situation is, this fear of con=-
stitutional reality and promise by men and women who have made it
to the top is truly gross. When I refer to leadership, I'm talking
not just about Presidents and Senators, but lawyers, educators, busi-
nessmen, labor leaders, law enforcement officials and the like.

ilore and more when talking of congtitutional guarantees, individ-
ual freedoms, civil liberties, due process, privacy, openess in gov~
ernment, I hear compromising words such as "ideally you're right,

DUt ... "==" in the purest sense okay, but ... " == " legally that's
so but ..."

liy friends of the University of Georgia School of Law, if the
United States is going to "yes, but" change the Constitution and ouf
form of government, then I suggest it openly use Article V rather
than do so in the name of national or domestic security. I not only
assume that doc;ment and its final judicial interpretations mean
what they say, I don't want ny generation to compronise the promise
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oé that docunent in order to expediently achieve peace and guiet
during our lifetine, ithotever is given awey constitutionally today
exacts a pxice of our children's opportunities tomoxrow,.

Let me illustrate ny apprehension,

At a tine of concern ovexr the propriety of csctivities of the
C.I.A,, F.B.I., etc., I hear persons at the top say -- "You can't
have 435 Congressmen and 100 Senatoxrs awzre of what's going on —-—
that would peril nationzl security."”

low I can understand the physical berriers of allowing 212
nillion Americens traipsing throuch the F.B.I., and C.I.A.; but
535 elected representatives of the people?

The rxesponsibility for national security and law enforcement is
specifically charged to the Congress and the President by the
Constitution. Not only that but no exemption from such charge A
appears for any federal agency. ‘

Constitutionally then it's not a “"have it your way" proposition.
I understand law enforcement and intelligence operate better under tﬁe
stewardship of a few. I'm sure Jefferson, Franlilin, Illadison, et al,
were not unaware of that efficicency either. But they balanced a his-
tory of tyranny agalnst the potentials of Democracy and cane down on
the side of Denocracy.

I'n also certain they were aware that human beings nultiply and
therefore the argument that Dembcracy ig c¢reat for a few million but
not 212 million holds little suasion.

The problem has nothing to do with Congress' lack of standing
in the lav to supervise the F.B.I, and the ¢,I.A.; it has everything
to do with 535 nembers finally being unwilling to let three or four
neubers or one Prxesident represent them in their constitutionzl
duties, Tha problem for sorie is living the Constitution rather than
mouthing constitutional fantasy. To vhich I say "Hello Bicentennial."

If the international news is bleal, then what has happened et
hone provides a éreat and positive story.

The billions of dollars invested in public education are paying
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fheir first dividends --:apcople governed vho increasingly natch,
strolie for strcke, the Lnowledge of those who govern. 'hether the
governing is in Congress, school, business, union or church, it must
inecrecsincly be legal, relevant and logical, This is what frightens
sone, Dut to many, it spells a stroncer deomocracy, one with a base
of nillions rather than a Zfew,

T hear some say Anerica is beconing weal:, chiclen, tinid.
Listen world, Anmericans are still willing to sacrifice, to suffer, to
die = but for truth, justice and humanity, not secrets, oppression
or sloccng. Courage with brains, not unreasoning courage, is what
Denocracy needs in an awzliening world,.

The other day I proposed touch legislation restricting access
to citizen's I.R.S. returns, Various federal law enforcement agen=
cies beczne epoplectic, Issentially because they would have to ob-+.

. P
gserve our leral processes in conducting their investigations. e

The I.R.S. with all its information voluntarily supplied 5y
taipayers could no longer act as a lending library for the federal
esteblishnent.

The reaction of the Justice Department is best described in the
oft repeated gtatement:

"Cone on, Senato;, the Constitution is great but we live
in a real world."

There ig the challenge. As our world hes changed fxom one of
log czbins and frontier peril to condoniniwis and ease, it is the
Constitution which sadly has becone warezl for affluent Americans.

But what of thoce vho in 1675 ficurctively belong to our rough
beginnings -- in the gense of opportunity and quality of life?
Constitutionzlly, isn't what boosted so many of ug, good enough for
theil. Or has lLaericc subconsciously agreed to a "real world"” compro-
nise of Constitutional rights and opportunities.

Lav Day is nothing without the wessage that the Constitution of
the United States is tough Quty getting tougher. Especially with
the ascendancy of the good life.
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Tell, I*d lilke to hear it as follows:

Ue can have success in foreign relations —-- and the Constitution,

7e can have order in the strects -- cind the Constitution.

tle can have justice =~ and the Constitution.

le can have love of America -~ and the Constitution,

It is not a matter of Americans being put to choices. And the
job of mal:ing that clear is always the lawvyers'. The Constitution
of the United States, though always changing by court decision and
anendnent, has been constant in expressing the worth of man and the
decency of his instincts,

Years won't change that!

umbers won't change that!

Only people can. Ladies and geatlemen, not us,

=30




	Law Day 1975
	Repository Citation

	tmp.1317915416.pdf.xJUBo

