March 11, 1966

TO: State Board Members
SROM: DBrown
RE: The final Collection Basket

This will be the final edition of a Collection Basket from this office. One writ-
ten next Friday couldn't reach you before you leave for Fort Worth so I've a few
items of information about Convention for you to take care of before I say a few
other things I want to say as "famous last words". A letter from the Fort Worth
chairman this morning sets the time of the cocktail party to be given by the Fort
Worth League for us as 5 - 7 Sunday, March 20 because our host and hostess have
another engagement for later that evening. Cars will pick us up at the hotel at
4:45. 1 hope that there is a good chance that all of us will have arrived by

then -- I'm not even sure that I will have -- depends on when and whether the rela-
tives have left! Virginia MacDonald will be a special guest of the state Board for
Convention. We are on the downgrade side of the preparations for Convention now
and I guess we'll make it after all. Clare has been able to work two afternoons

a week the past two weeks and we will have our extra pair of hands in the office
next week for the actual assembling of the Workbook - Part II. All stencils for

it are cut and ready to run. To date, we have 204 LL delegates registered and 4
LLs not yet heard from. The four are Beaumont, Corsicana, Denton and San Angelo.

I made the 400-mile round trip to Victoria yesterday to speak to the annual meet-
ing. I had originally intended to go omn to Austin last night to meet with the
woman from the State Department about the community meetings tour of the foreign
service team but changed my mind. There was simply too much to do here to be away
another day - I figured state office did.

The Voters Guide has gone to press with three candidates missing - and there's
a long amusing story about how we finally received two of the questionnaires which
you must hear some time but T won't take the space here to narrate it.

Coming to you in a separate mailing early next week is the information on the

Texas Education Fund that you will need for our discussion and decision at the
pre-Convention Board meeting. We decided not to hold up the rest of this pre=-
Board mailing for it.

We have a new member-at-large -- Mrs. Sid C. Hoffman, 602 North Morris, McKinmey.
She had been transferred to McKinney after having served in Leagues in Illinois,
Indiana and Iowa and was missing her membership.

The mail this week has been relatively free of anything that required major
attention - thank goodness.

Now I want to take just a few lines to get in writing a sincere and heartfelt thanks
to each of you for making this past year successful and fairly free of complications.
What complications there have been have not been of your making although T will
never quite forgive the powers-that-be for that special session which made these
past few weeks so unbearably hectic. We lived through it even if there were days
when that eventuality seemed highly unlikely.

You should know that because of my decision to junk the Texas VOTER, the VOTER
budget will show a large deficit - we did pay for both printings. This seemed

to me the only thing we probably could do without unpleasantness and, to me at
least, is well worth it to prevent having to mail so many damaged copies to
League members both in and out of state. I hope you all realize that I take full
authority and full blame for this decision and that the decision was taken simply






















































PRE-CONVENTION STATE BOARD MEETING
March 1966

TO: State Board Members
FROM: Casperson
RE: 2nd Round Program Making

Response on 2nd Round is down somewhat from last biennium. Eighteen LLs returned
reports on time (Feb. 21), 3 were late (San Marcos, Wichita Falls and Texas City
with no recommendation), and 14 did not respond at all. Also the two Provisionals
did not answer the second time around although they did participate in First Round.
Two years ago, 23 LLs returned the report forms on time and four years ago, only
12 LLs were heard from during 2nd Round.

It is not easy to determine exactly why fewer LLs participated in 2nd Round this
biennium than last (especially since more answered First Round than ever .before).
These possible reasons seem legitimate: having two March lst consensus dates (Hu-
man Resources and S-IR) plus the unexpected Special Session which entailed extra
work for all Leagues. These combined with the usual press of Finance Drives,
planning for Annual Meetings, etc. may mean something had to give - and it was 2nd
Round Program consideration.

This is the third time to use 2nd Round forms for reporting and they should be con-
tinued. However, we sent 3 forms with Workbook I and asked for 2 copies to be re-
turned to SO. 3 LLs returned only 1 copy. 3 other LLs sent one copy on plain paper.
So it's hard to tell what response we might have had this year if no forms had been
sent!

How Local Leagues did it:

12 Membership consideration: Austin, Baytown, Corpus Christi, Corsicana, Dickinson,
Fort Worth, Lubbock, Midland, Pasadena, Tyler, Victoria,
San Antonio, and San Marcos (late).

5 Board only consideration: Abilene, Dallas, Edinburg, Galveston, Irving plus
Wichita Falls (late).

3 Board and Membership: Fort Worth, Lubbock and San Antonio.

1 Committee: Houston.

We asked for the number of people involved during 2nd Round, but it is impossible to
give you a true total. One hundred seventy-six is the number turned in but Corpus
Christi, Dickinson, Fort Worth and San Antonio did not give any numbers at all.

Neither did late Wichita Falls.

Single List Indications:

These 10 Leagues filled out the forms in Single List structure and made no comment

in this place whether or not this indicated approval of the SB proposed structure:
Abilene, Austin, Baytown, Cor51cana, Galveston, Irving, Lubbock, San Marcos (1ate), ﬂ
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These 3 Leagues indicated support of Single List: Corpus Christi, San Antonio and
Wichita Falls (late). They join the following 6 Leagues who participated as Single
List advocates in both rounds: Dallas, Edinburg, Fort Worth, Dickinson, Houston and
Pasadena. These LLs wanted Single List 1st Round and did not enter 2nd Round: Free-
port, Waco, Lake Jackson. This adds up to a definite 15 for Single List plus what-
ever Leagues are in favor in the first group mentioned. Midland was the only LL re-
porting desire on Program sheets to keep CA and CR structure. Lubbock indicated it
probably did.

Trend of New Item Recommendations: First Round of ILL is in )

9 EDUCATION: Abilene, (same, but states that it is possible Legislature item is
more timely), Corpus Christi (same, in VOTER), Dallas, (same as #2 of
3 suggested), Houston (same), Midland (same #1 of 2 suggested), Pasa-
dena (same), Tyler (same), Victoria (same), Wichita Falls (report
late - information only, same).

8 LEGISLATURE: Austin (same), Baytown (Equal Status for Women on 2 new items, wants
1 now), Corsicana (same), Dickinson (wanted this under TCR), Edin-
burg (same), Galveston (same), Irving (Jury Service), San Antonio
(same as #2 of 2 suggested), San Marcos (report late - information
only, Education).

18 TEXAS CONSTITUTIONAL REVISION: All Leagues wanted this retained with many
urging all possible emphasis and action. Fort Worth still wants
it main item. The 2 LLs who reported late agreed they wanted em-
phasis and action.

s Renewed interest is shown in this item with the Planning study of the past

year the obvious reason. Three late Leagues agreed. Abilene had no recom-
mendation. Two Leagues (Baytown and Midland) want to drop the item.

18 VR and EL: All Leagues wanted to keep this with concern about evaluating '"where
we are now' after the Special Session. Three late Leagues agreed.

Trend of LLs not responding to 2nd Round. (Based on 1st Round suggestions)

Legislature: Brownsville, LaMarque, Texas City.

TCR: Denton, Freeport, Lake Jackson (Fort Worth wants this both Rounds ).
Education: Beaumont, Harlingen, Richardson, S. Jefferson County, Waco.
Mental Health, Longview.

No 1st or 2nd Round Indicatipns: Amarillo, Odessa, San Angelo

Possible adjusted totals:

The four Leagues who wanted TCR as the "main" item could very well swing to Legisla-
ture in order to keep the TCR emphasis. This would make an additional £ for a possi-
ble 16 for Legislature. Adding the above five Leagues to the 2nd Round total for
Education, we have a total of 15. This leaves Longview in no category.

Based on these figures this is the RECOMMENDATION OF THE PROGRAM VICE PRESIDENT:

That State Board continue to recommend the Single List Proposed Program as approved
at the last Board meeting and submitted to the local Leagues in the Second Round of
Program Making.
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