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By Mr. MARTIN: 

H. R. 9397. A bill for the relief of the Wil
liam T. Manning Co., Inc., of Fall River, 
Mass.; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MICHEL: 
H. R. 9398. A bill for the relief of Luis H. 

Trevino; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. PRICE: 

H. R. 9399. A bill for the relief of Aemar 
Donikian; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAY: 
H. R. 9400. A bill for the relief of Angelina 

Materdomini; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. REUSS: 
H. R. 9401. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Anna (Anita) Verber; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Texas: 
H. R. 9402. A bill for the relief of John 

Teiber; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mrs. ST. GEORGE: 

H. R. 9403. A bill for the relief of Ester 
Revidi Peretz; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SCHERER: 
H . R. 9404. A bill for the relief of Kornel 

Laszlo Huvos, Mrs. Anna Huvos, and son, 

Christopher Huvos; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. VANIK: 
H. R. 9405. A bill for the relief of Dr. An

tonio Valbuena; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
334. Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of 

Miss Glennie Scott and sundry citizens of 
Durham, N. C., opposing jury-trial amend
ment to civil-rights legislation; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 

St. Stephen, Symbol of Hungarian 
Freedom 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. ELMER J. HOLLAND 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, in the 
days before the Communist occupation, 
August 20, St. Stephen's Day, was a 
happy feast day in Hungary. On this 
occasion the Hungarian people with 
great pomp and religious ceremony cele
brated the feast of the saint who 
brought them out of the darkness of 
paganism into the light of Christianity. 

Although the Hungarians today will 
not be celebrating this holy day with 
jubilance, they nevertheless will observe 
it with solemn prayer. They still piously 
and graciously cherish the memory of 
Saint Stephen. They remember that 
during his reign, Hungary was a free 
nation ruled by Christian laws rather 
than by fear, as it is today. 

St. Stephen was a deeply religious 
monarch. It has been said that all his 
life he had Christ on his lips, Christ in 
his heart, and C,hrist in all he did. When 
he became King in 1000 A. D. he vowed 
that the task of his reign would be the 
extension of Christianity throughout his 
kingdom. He accomplished this by root
ing out idolatry, breaking the power of 
paganism, and establishing monasteries 
and churches throughout Hungary. 

King Stephen was also a benevolent 
monarch. He passed good laws and saw 
to their execution. The King was easily 
approached; he listened to all his sub
jects no matter how minor tteir station 
in life. A large sum of his royal funds 
were distributed to the poor. Under his 
benign leadership Hungary became a 
great nation. He died in the year 1038. 
Forty-five years later he was canonized 
by Pope Benedict IX. 

Today, the Communists will prevent 
any open celebration of this great feast 
day. Nevertheless, the day is still 
hallowed to his memory. The Hungarian 
people still. refer to his holy acts, judg
ment and knowledge. He still is a source 
of inspiration to them during these 
troubled days. On this holy day, they 
will fervently pray to St. Stephen to 

ask God for sustenance enabling them 
to endure the brutality of communism. 

To all Hungarians St. Stephen is a 
symbol of a free Hungary where truth 
and justice prevailed and where the dig
nity of man was recognized. Conse
quently, on this August 20, they will be 
praying for the return of this freedom. 
All freedom-loving people will join them 
in their prayers. 

Congress Should Not Adjourn Until the 
Pay Increase Bills for Postal and Fed
eral Employees Have Been Finally 
Acted Upon 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. CHARLES A. WOLVERTON 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker, the 
drive for adjournment of Congress is on 
in full force. It is regrettable to realize 
that in all probability the adjournment 
at this time will leave the postal pay 
bill and the classified employee pay bill 
in the hands of the President without 
final action by Congress if the President 
vetoes the bills. 

It is generally understood that the 
President will veto both bills. This in 
the ordinary course of events will come 
after Congress has adjourned and gone 
home. Thus, without Congress in ses
sion to pass on the vetoes it leaves them 
in force and effect, and the legislation 
is dead. 

It is particularly regrettable because 
both bills were passed by overwhelming 
majorities in both Houses of Congress 
in both instances. There were very few 
votes against either of the bills. It 
could be truthfully said that both of 
them were passed almost unanimously. 

It is right and just that Federal em
ployees in th~ postal service and other 
agencies of government should receive 
the benefit of these increase pay bills 
to enable them to meet the high cost 
of living. Workers in industrial and 
commercial enterprises have in many 
instances received by means of nego
tiation or even by strikes, in some cases, 
the increase they were entitled to have. 

We have also recently seen the wages 
or salaries of employees in the State, 
county, or municipal offices increased. 
This has been necessary. Why, then, 
should faithful Government employees 
be denied the increase they are in jus
tice entitled to have? 

When the necessary increase pay bills 
were passed, especially by such large 
majorities in both the House and Sen
ate, it is not right for Congress now to 
deny the increases provided by an ad
journment and thereby make effective a 
"pocket veto." 

Of course, if the President signs the 
bills it would not be necessary for Con
gress to be in session as the bills would 
then become law, but in case the Presi
dent does not sign the bills, then in my 
opinion the Congress should be in ses
sion to act on the -vetoes, and by the 
votes of the Members either sustain the 
veto or pass the bills over the vetoes. 
It is not fair nor just that Congress 
should run away from its responsibility 
in this matter. 

I am opposed to adjournment until 
this important piece of business has 
been decided, as it should be by the 
Congress, if and in the event Presiden
tial vetoes should make such necessary. 

Let's Begin the War Against Fire Ants 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. KENNETH A. ROBERTS 
OF ALABAMA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, until 
one has actually seen what damage the 
imported Argentine fire ant can do, it is 
hard to realize the dire necessity for im
mediate action to eradicate this pest. 
Earlier this year, I walked across Ala
bama farmland and saw the havoc that 
had been wrought by fire ants. The 
ravage was typical of what is happening 
in an ever-spreading section of our 
country. 

In March legislation which I strongly 
supported was enacted, authorizing the 
Department of Agriculture to enter into 
a program to eradicate this uninvited 
and dangerous pest. Up until now, 
USDA has dragged its feet on this pro-
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gram, claiming that it did not have the 
money to implement this project. 

I am extremely happy that both Houses 
of Congress now have approved funds to 
initiate an eradication program. The 
$2.4 million authorizeci in the supple~ 
mental appropriation budget .for com~ 
bating fire ants is not much, considering 
the vast job that must be done, but it is 
a start, a step in the right direction, and 
I am grateful. Thousands of stricken 
farmers and cattlemen are also grateful. 

Mr. Speaker, even while there was no 
action taken by the Department of Agri~ 
culture to fight fire ants, some States 
have taken the initiative in finding prod
ucts to eradicate this pest which is tak~ 
ing an annual toll of millions of dollars. 

In Arkansas, Union County has suc
cessfully ridden itself of the fire ant. I 
have a report which shows how success
ful their program was. Using granular 
heptachlor at the rate of 2 pounds per 
acre and applying this chemical by air, 
ground, and hand equipment, the State's 
plant board covered 11,153 acres. · 

Mr. Carter P. Seymour, head of the 
department of plant pathology and 
entomology, Arkansas State Plant Board, 
reports that he has reinspected the 
treated area and is unable to find any 
fire-ant activity in mounds located with~ 
in the treated area. 

This, Mr. Speaker, shows that fire 
ants can be beaten. I submit that they 
must be beaten. The experiment station 
at Alabama Polytechnic Institute reports 
that fire ants are known to be in 40 or 
more counties in Alabama and are 
spreading rapidly. If left alone, the 
pests will multiply to such an extent that 
the value of land will drop and certain 
farming operations will become very 
difficult, if not impossible. In many in· 
stances, this has happened. This is 
typical of what is happening in anum~ 
ber of States. 

One of the problems which has been 
necessary to overcome is very technical, 
since it involves pesticide residue in milk. 
The fire ant prefers open, sunny sites in 
pastures or uncultivated areas, but they 
also build their mounds in woods and 
cultivated areas. These mounds average 
in size from 10 to 12 inches high, but 
around posts, stumps, or bunches of 
grass, they sometimes reach 2 feet or 
more in height. 

On pastures, farmers must be ex~ 
tremely careful since many chemicals 
which have been used have been found 
to show up in the milk of dairy cows or 
in the fat of meat animals. At present, 
one of the products cleared under the 
Miller pesticide residue amendment to 
the Federal Food and Drug Act is 
heptachlor. This chemical, when used as 
it was in Arkansas, that is, as prescribed, 
does not show up in milk or meat; and 
farmers do not have to worry about their 
products being seized by Food and Drug 
as being adulterated. 

In short, Mr. Speaker, we have a 
chemical-heptachlor-which can safely 
and effectively kill fire ants; and we 
have funds-$2.4 million-to initiate an 
eradication program. I see no reason 
why the Federal Government, through 
the Department of Agriculture, should 
not begin immediately full-scale war 
against fire ants. 

Address by Hon. Basil · L. Whitener to 
Adelphotis Arahoviton Karyae Annual 
Greek-American Reunion 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. HUGH Q. ALEXANDER 
OF NORTH CAROLINA 

JN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, on 
Sunday, August 18, 1957, our colleague, 
Congressman BASIL L. WHITENER, of the 
11th District of North Carolina, delivered 
-an excellent address to the Greek-Amer
ican Society known as Adelphotis 
Arahoviton Karyae at its annual reunion 
in Gastonia, N.C. 

This assemblage of approximately a 
thousand Americans of Greek descent is 
an annual occasion in Piedmont, North 
Carolina. It brings to that area citizens 
from all parts of the United States. 

The sentiments expressed by Con~ 
gressman WHITENER as to the worth and 
value of our citizens of Greek descent 
conforms to the high regard which I 
have for those splendid citizens. It is, 
therefore, a pleasure for me to bring to 
the attention of our colleagues in the 
House the _splendid address made by our 
colleague, Mr. WHITENER. 
ADDRESS BY HoN. BASIL L. WHITENER TO 

ADELPHOTIS ARAHOVITON KARYAE ANNUAL 
GREEK-AMERICAN REUNION 

I consider it an honor and a great privi
lege to have the opportunity to meet with 
you this afternoon. Of course, I always 
feel at home among my friends of Greek 
ancestry. 

For many years it has been my great pleas· 
ure to attend your annual reunion held here 
at Karyae Park. Each of these events has 
been most enjoyable and informative. The 
bringing together of your friends and rela· 
tives from every section of the United States 
is of great value to you in keeping the ties 
of kinship and friendship . more tightly 
bound. 

This convocation of distinguished and 
splendid citizens also constitutes a great 
compliment to the people in our section of 
North Carolina. All of us appreciate your 
selection of this beautiful property at the 
foot of Crowders Mountain as a permanent 
park and recreational facility for the in· 
gathering of your families and friends for a 
week each year. 

And may I say to you that the churches of 
all faiths, the civic clubs, and the citizens 
generally appreciate the generosity of your 
society in making these excellent recrea· 
tiona! facilities available to them for public 
gatherings and events. This is a further 
evidence of the type of unselfish citizenship 
which is exercised by you from day to day. 

And, I will say to you that I personally 
am deeply appreciative of the warm friend· 
ship which I have had through the years 
with so many of you. In the professional, 
political, and social activities in which I have 
participated you have been most helpful and 
generous toward me. 

Your devotion to the principles upon 
which our great Nation is founded and your 
glorious heritage of enlightened civilization 
stretching back through 3,000 years of his· 
tory have always been an inspiration to 
me. Free people everywhere have been fasci· 
nated and thrilled by the magnificent history 
of Greece. One never tires of reading and 
studying of the land of Aristotle, Socrates, 
Hippocrates, and Demosthenes. 

Greece has given so much beauty to the 
world. The art galleries in every land reflect 
her glory. The mind of man from early an· 
tiquity has been enriched and disciplined 
by Greek philosophy, and Spartan courage 
has thrilled all ages and given hope to man· 
kind in its unceasing struggle for liberty. 

No country on earth can boast of a more 
glorious, constructive, or romantic history 
than Greece. 

Our Nation's Capital is full of Greek tem
ples. I remember the first time I saw the 
United States Capitol. This beautiful shrine 
of representative government is supported 
by countless columns whose very names re
flect the glory of ancient Greek cities and 
islands. The fluted and delicate columns of 
beautiful Corinth support the wing where I 
sit as a Member of the House of Representa· 
tives. Throughout our magnificent Capitol 
Building are many stately Ionic and Doric 
columns of polished marble. To walk among 
the Government buildings in Washington 
actually is to take a journey into the distant 
past and stroll over the slopes of the majestic 
Acropolis. 

The civilized world owes a debt to Greece 
impossible to repay in material things. 
Wherever you find men who love freedom 
and cherish the forms and modes of repre· 
sentative government, you will find friends 
of Greece. She gave the first representative 
government to the world, and it was her 
blood and treasure that was first sacrificed 
in order that civilization might not perish 
from the earth. 

Had there not been a Greece the world 
would not have successfully struggled forth 
from the savage bondage of antiquity. Had 
there not been a Greece our Christian faith 
would not have flourished so soon after the 
crucifixion of the Man of Galilee. 

Greece has been a defender of the Chris· 
tian faith for nearly 2,000 years. Her de· 
votion to the teachings of Christ has been 
and is reflected in the character of her peo· 
ple. The very name of Christ--Christos--is 
Greek. The New Testament was written in 
the Greek language and for many centuries 
even the Old Testament was preserved in the 
Greek language. 

It was to the Athenians that Paul preached 
his great sermon that has come down in 
ringing tones through the ages to comfort 
mankind. 

Greece is the cradle of democracy, the 
lover of liberty. She is the mother of 
philosophy and creator of the drama; the 
patron of medicine, philosophy, mathema
tics, astronomy, and oratory. 

The bonds between the United States and 
Greece have been strong and enduring for 
many years. The American people, ever 
mindful of the price paid for their own 
liberty, have been quick to support and culti
vate the friendship of other nations devoted 
to democratic principles and repre.sentative 
government. No one can deny that this mu
tual friendship has been of inestimable value 
to both nations. 

When the heroic Greek struggle for in· 
dependence broke out in 1821 the United 
States rallied to the side of the Greeks. The 
American people sympathized with the Greek 
patriots in their effort to throw off the 
tyrannical yoke of foreign despotism. Our 
great statesmen, Henry Clay and Daniel 
Webster, lifted their eloquent voices in sup· 
port of Greece. President Monroe in a 
message to Congress paid special tribute to 
the Greek patriots fighting for their liberty. 
Greek independence became a reality, and 
the spirit of freedom in the hearts of her 
people remains alive and vigorous unto this 
day. 

Greece has known great tragedy in her 
march through history. She has been 
trampled upon by barbarians of old and fre
quently threatened by totalitarian foes in 
modern times. AU too well we remember 
the yoke of Turkish domination that 
strangled Greece until the early 1920's, and 
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we shall never forget Greece's heroic defense 
against the German and Italian invaders in 
World War II. 

Conquered after stiff resistance, the Greek 
nation continued to harass the invader and 
keep large numbers of Italian and German 
troops immobilized. 

After the defeat of the Axis powers Greece 
again faced a grave problem that threatened 
her free existence. International commu
nism decided to make Greece a testing 
ground for Marxist ideology. The memory 
of Greek resistance to that menace is fresh 
in our minds. 

As she had resisted other forms of tyranny 
over the mind of man during 3,000 years of 
history the Greek nation successfully threw 
off the yoke of Communist domination. To
day she stands as a stalwart sentinel in the 
front line of the defense of the free world. 

America is proud of Greece and her un
surpassed contribution to civilization. 
America is proud also of the many thousands 
of her citizens of Greek ancestry. 

Our great Nation is made up of people of 
many lands. Here they have been assem
bled, and in our wonderful climate of free
dom they have been welded into a common 
Nation. 

Some of our American citizens of foreign 
birth have found it difficult to become as
similated into American life. They have 
held on to their ancient customs and alle
giances, and as a result they have been ac
cused by some as not being first-class Ameri
can citizens. 

Such has not been the case of the Ameri
cans of Greek descent. Wherever Greek im
migrants have gone in the United States 
they have become active and patriotic 
American citizens. They have bought 
homes, established businesses, and assumed 
an active part in the social, educational, and 
religious life of their communities. They 
have been proud to call themselves Ameri
cans and anxious to fulfill their obligations 
of citizenship. 

When one reads the list of persons of 
Greek origin who have become leaders in 
the business and professional life of the Na
tion, one realizes how completely our people 
of Greek ancestry have become a part of 
America. 

In every phase of American life we find 
outstanding examples of your contribution 
to our society. The story of men like Spyros 
Skouras, head of the giant 20th Century Film 
Corp., is in keeping with the best American 
business tradition. A poor immigrant boy, he 
rose to be a giant in his industry, and his 
many philanthropic activities have done 
much to help his fellow Americans. 

In the entertainment world we also have 
of Greek ancestry the famous Ella Kazan, 
noted for his production and direction of 
such films as On the Waterfront. Of Greek 
origin is Dimitri Mitropoulos, conductor of 
the New York Philharmonic Orchestra. And 
in the popular music field the Andrew sis
ters, who are of Greek ancestry, are interna
tionally known. 

In the field of government and politics, 
we find that Americans of Greek ancestry 
have been honored by election to public of
fice in every part of the country. San Fran
cisco has the able and popular George Chris
topher as mayor. Just below us in South 
Carolina, Peter Lempesis is serving as the 
mayor pro tempore of Charleston. And you 
and I are all proud of our mutual good friend, 
Ernest Kerhulas, who has served with such 
distinction as mayor pro tempore of the 
lovely resort city of Tryon, N.c., in my own 
congressional district. Then, too, one of 
your sons, young George Miller, is making 
a great contribution to good government in 
Charlotte, the metropolis of the two Caro
linas, as he daily serves as prosecuting attor• 
ney in the Charlotte municipal court. 

I do not want to overlook another great 
man whose tireless efforts have contributed 
immeasurably to the spiritual life of the 

United States. I refer, of course, to the 
great Archbishop Michael, head of the Greek 
Orthodox Church in North and South Amer
ica. Archbishop Michael's tireless efforts in 
behalf of his great church and of Americans 
of every creed is an example of the highest 
type of religious leadership. 

Yes, the roll of distinguished Americans of 
Greek origin is a long and honorable one. 
There are countless other examples of their 
accomplishments which time limitation will 
not permit us to discuss. 

Your people have a record of patriotic citi
zenship that is admired and respected by all 
America. Here in the Carolinas your splen
did contributions toward the betterment of 
your individual communities has endeared 
you to all of our citizens of whatever na
tional origin, or religious persuasion. You 
are thought of as proud and honorable Caro
linians. I know of no greater tribute that 
can be paid to any segment of our society. 

In conclusion, I would like to say that 
your community and Nation as a whole is 
appreciative of your leadership in the area of 
good citizenship. 

Ours is a great freedom-loving country. 
The blood of many lands and many races 
flows in our veins. No finer blood is to be 
found than that of the Hellenic race. 

I salute you for your many past accom
plishments and envision for you an even 
greater role in the life of this great Nation 
of ours as she marches forward to a more 
glorious future. 

Sportsmen, Dealers Oppose Unwarranted 
Restrictions on Firearms, Ammunition 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. LeROY H. ANDERSON 
OF MONTANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21,1957 

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. Speaker, we 
Members in Congress from Montana are 
deeply concerned about a proposed In
ternal Revenue Service administrative 
action to place sharp restrictions on fire
arms and ammunition. A hearing on 
this matter has been scheduled by the 
Revenue Service here in Washington, 
August 27. 

I should like to present the views of 
our Montana delegation and also the 
views of our western sportsmen and 
equipment dealers, which I believe are 
very well expressed in a letter I have just 
received from an eminent physician and 
sportsman, Dr. Alexander C. Johnson, of 
Great Falls. 

The Montana delegation has directed 
the following letter to Mr. Dwight E. Avis, 
Director, Alcohol and Tobacco Tax Divi
sion, Internal Revenue Service: 

DEAR MR. AVIS: In the opinion of the Mon
tana Congressional delegation, the proposed 
regulations pertaining to interstate traffic in 
firearms and ammunition appearing in the 
May 3, 1957, Federal Register, represent an 
invasion of the rights and privileges of the 
sportsmen in our State as well as those 
throughout the Nation. Furthermore, the 
procedures that would be established would 
work a hardship and an inconvenience upon 
manufacturers and dealers in sporting arms 
and ammunition. 

The idea of firearms registration by owner 
is not new. In application, however, it is 
associated with attempts to suppress crime 
and amounts to no more than a penalty on 

the millions of law abiding sportsmen and 
gun owners in the hopes of frustrating those 
few individuals who would use firearms for 
illegal purposes. 

It is conjectural whether the authority for 
the proposed regulations is contained in the 
Federal Firearms Act. In fact, it appears 
that the Internal Revenue Service is going 
beyond the implications of that act with the 
proposed regulations. 

We object to the adoption of the proposed 
regulations in that they impose unreason
able and unwarranted restrictions on mil
lions of sportsmen and other gun owners, on 
dealers and the manufacturers and importers 
of firearms and ammunition. 

Sincerely yours, 
JAMES E. MURRAY, 
United States Senator. 
MIKE MANSFIELD, 
United States Senator. 
LEE METCALF, 

Member of Congress. 
LEROY ANDERSON, 

Member of Congress. 

A BUREAUCRATIC EDICT 

The letter from Dr. Alexander C. 
Johnson is· as follows: 

GREAT FALLS, MONT., August 13, 1957. 
The Honorable LEROY ANDERSON, 

Representative From Montana, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR CONGRESSMAN: I am taking this 

opportunity to add my voice to the numerous 
protests you have undoubtedly already re
ceived concerning proposed revisions of the 
Internal Revenue Service regulations per
taining to the Federal Firearms Act. 

Hearings on this are scheduled for 10 a. m., 
August 27, room 3313, Internal Revenue 
Building, Washington, D. C. These hearings 
are in reference to proposals on the part of 
the Alcohol and Tobacco Tax Division of the 
Internal Revenue Service which would im
pose a multitude of new regulations concern
ing the identifications of firearms, firearms 
records by manufacturers, and to add 
absurdity to the ridiculous even the require
ment that complete and detailed records be 
kept of over the counter ammunition sales. 
I venture in regard to this latter item alone 
it would take a 10-story building of bureau
crats (heaven forbid) to keep the files and 
records alone during an average hunting 
season in Montana. 

A particular item that is particularly dan
gerous is the proposal that the Internal Reve
nue Service would have the authority to 
examine records, etc., of arms and ammuni
tion dealers at any time during. business 
hours. This alone would appear to violate 
the constitutional provisions ·concerned with 
search and seizure. 
. All of these proposals constitute a usurpa
tion of legislative action since various pro
posals encompassing the matters under con
sideration have been many times introduced 
as bills in State legislatures throughout the 
country and by and large have been rejected 
through the education and efforts by the 
honest law abiding sportsman of the country 
who use and enjoy firearms for hunting and 
marksmanship competition. There is no 
need for the proposals of the Internal Reve
nue Department and the only excuse that I 
can conceive for these matters even being 
considered is the desire of th~ Internal Reve
nue Department to enhance its own bureau
cratic stature. 

The history of all restrictive firearms legis
lation shows that the proponents of such 
action fall into two categories: The largest 
group are merely misguided individuals who 
feel that registration and control of firearms 

·and ammunition will have beneficial effects 
from the standpoint of law enforcement. 
This is manifestly not so since some areas of 
the most rigid statutes and attempted con
trol such as New York City are among the 
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highest in crimes of violence involving fire· 
arms. The criminal can always get firearms. 
Restrictive legislation only disarms the hon· 
est sportsman. The second and possibly more 
dangerous group are the subversive elements 
who are aware of the value of a disarmed 
American public should there ever be an in
vasion or a war in which internal sabotage 
or turmoil would be much more easily car· 
ried out by armed subversive groups in the 
face of a disarmed public. This was the ex
perience in numerous invaded countries dur· 
ing World War II where the invading army 
simply confiscated registration books and 
either collected the weapons or executed 
those who did not have the weapons listed 
in their name. The recent disclosures of ac· 
tive espionage networks in the United States 
suggests that this is not an idle supposition 
or fear. 

I urgently commend to you that you 
exert all efforts to suppress this reprehensible 
attempt of the Internal Revenue Department 
to usurp the legislative prerogatives of the 
Congress by mere bureaucratic edict. 

ALEXANDER C . JOHNSON, M. D., 
Commissioner Great Falls Police De

partment, Life Member National 
Rifle Association. 

A Report to the Farmers 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. CHARLES \V. VURSELL 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, August 26, 1957 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Speaker, today I 
want to make a brief report to the farm
ers discussing important legislation con
sidered in this session which affects ·agri
culture. 

There has been so much discussion 
over the Federal budget. I feel what we 
have done in reducing it will be of inter· 
est to the farmers. 

BUDGET REDUCED 

Some will claim greater reductions and 
some may claim less; however, as nearly 
as I can determine, as a member of the 
Appropriations Committee, it appears 
that the Congress, with the help of the 
President from the latest estimate, has 
reduced the budget request by about 
$3.5 billion, in real cuts that can and 
will be sustained. 

Budget cutting is not new to mE!. as I 
have been voting to reduce Federal budg
ets for the past 15 years·. I helped to cut 
the last Truman budget of $.78 billion 
several billions, which he said could not 
be reduced. 

Politics should have no consideration 
in trying to reduce cost of Government. 
I have made my greatest effort to re
duce the present budget request of $71.8 
billion in this session. 

As the ranking Republican member of 
the Independent Offices Subcommittee 
on Appropriations, I helped to reduce 
the budget of 18 agencies of Government 
coming before us by $537,993,300-the 
largest reduction of those agencies ever 
made by this committee. 

On another subcommittee on which I 
served, we reduced that budget by $272,-
556,860-making a total reduction in my 
two subcommittees of $810% million. In 

addition, I helped reduce every budget 
that came before us. 

There has been so much criticism of 
what the press terms "The President's 
Budget." I believe we should admit that 
those who are largely responsible for 
the present budget are the Members of 
Congress who pass the laws, and they 
generally pass them under pressure from 
the people. 

DEMOCRATS CONTROL CONGRESS 

In discussing the budget, we must keep 
in mind that President Eisenhower has 
had a majority of his own party in the 
Congress only the first 2 years; that the 
Democratic Party has controlled Con
gress by a majority of over 30 in the 
House, and a majority in the Senate 
throughout 1955, 1956, 1957. 

We must realize that more laws mean 
more Federal employees, more office 
space, more equipment, more supplies, 
more salaries, larger pension funds and 
more benefits, which add up to bigger 
budg·ets and higher taxes. In fact, no 
money can be spent by the President un
less it is appropriated or authorized by 
Congress. 

SPENDERS WHO BUILT UP BUREAUCRACY NOW 
SHOUT ECONOMY 

Since the budget of $71.8 billion is 
about $2.4 billion more than the $69.4 
billion spent last year to operate the Gov
ernment, the people became concerned 
about this sharp increase in the cost of 
Government. I think the people should 
have the facts as to where the responsi
bility lies for the $2.4 billion increase in 
Government expense. 

Unfortunately, there is a large group 
in Congress that for years has been 
liberal in spending the taxpayers' money, 
which has helped to expand and build up 
the present bureaucracy and cost of 
Government-largely resulting in this 
big budget. 

These same spenders are now brand
ing it as "the Eisenhower budaet." The 
people should know that in many in
stances these Members in the last two 
Congresses have passed new laws which 
greatly added to the cost of Government, 
and passed them over the opposition of 
the President-which expense is reflect
ed in the $71.8 billion budget. Yet, they 
shout about economy in Government. 
A FEW OF MANY INSTANCES WHERE BUDGET WAS 

INCREASED ABOVE THE PRESIDENT'S REQUEST 

First. Last year Senate Democratic 
leaders insisted upon increasing the Air 
Force budget over $900,000,000. Secre
tary of Defense Wilson and other offi
cials opposed it. Nevertheless, they in
creased the budget by that amount. 

Second. That same Congress, with a 
heavy Democratic vote, passed a flood
insurance indemnity bill, which put the 
Government into the flood-insurance 
business obligating the Government to 
insure risks along the rivers and streams 
that regular insurance agencies would 
not insure, which could have cost the 
Government $5 billion. To get this pro
gram started, they asked for $50 million 
in this session. 

As the ranking Member of a Subcom
mittee on Appropriations, I, along with 
others, refused to approve the $50 mil
lion, and we were sustained by a House 
vote. · 

The legislation went to the Senate 
where this amount, $50 million, was 
written in, and came back to the House 
on a conference committee vote. We 
beat it again, saving $50 million, arid I 
think we have killed the 10-year pro
gram in this legislation, which would 
ultimately cost $500 million plus insur
ance risks that could run to $5 billion. 

Third. Last year, the same Demo
cratic-controlled Congress, by a heavy 
vote of that body, over the opposition of 
myself and others, voted to spend $500 
million in 10 years-in giveaway-to help 
communities build sewage-disposal 
plants. 

I led the fight to help cut out the $50 
million in this budget required to put 
the program into effect. We were de
feated, as the record will show, by a 
heavy Democrat majority while a ma
jority of Republicans voted against it. 

Fourth. The Congress, last year, by 
amending the Social Security Act in
creased the Government's part of par

. ticipation by $108 million above the 
President's recommendation. 

Fifth. Last year, the Congress added 
appropriations for more than 50 new 
reinstated flood-control projects, which 
involved direct and future expenditures 
in excess of $700 million. This figure 
would have been over $1 billion had the 
President not vetoed H. R. 12080, an
other ftood-control bill which saved the 
taxpayers, by his veto, $530 million. 

I point out these few of many in
stances where the budget was increased 
over the President's requests by over $2 
billion. 
ONE BILLION IN PUBLIC HOUSING PASSED OVER 

PRESIDENT'S OBJECTION 

The following table will show where 
over $1 billion should have been saved 
by the Congress in housing authoriza
tions when legislation was passed in this 
session: 

The President requested $975 million. 
The House bill increased it to $2,475,-

000,000. 
The Senate .bill reduced it to $1,350,-

000,000. 
The House and Senate report of the 

conferees authorized $1,990,000,000 
which is $1,015,000,000 more than the 
President requested. 

I made an earnest fight to reduce 
these expenditures when the bill was 
before the House. It would have been 
greatly reduced had it not been for the 
opposition of the Democratic majority 
in the House and Senate. Members of 
this same party over the years in sup
porting this legislation have wasted bil
lions of the people's tax money. 

Fortunately, outside of such instances 
to which I have referred, I am glad to 
say we have had the support of many 
of the Democrats in this session in re
ducing appropriations. 

The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of Mon
day, June 3, 1957, contains a speech in 
which I pointed out that millions, yes, 
billions, have been and are still being 
given away in grants of tax money col
lected from all of the people which was 
taken out of the Treasury under the 
urban renewal and public housing bill 
for the purpose of rebuilding the large 
cities. 
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I showed that there had been allo .. 
cated to New York City $92 million; to 
Chicago, $74 millio.n; Philadelphia, $54 
million; and large amounts to many 
cities throughout the Nation; that there 
was being allocated in the bill before the 
House a total of $1% billion in grant 
money, or gifts, to do a facelifting job, 
so to speak, improving large cities at the 
expense of every taxpayer in every Con .. 
gressional district in the United States. 
Of course, I voted against the bill. 

REA INTEREST RATES 

On May 14 I spoke against an amend
ment which would raise REA loan in
terest rates. 

I will quote a couple of paragraphs of 
my talk: 

The REA is organized by farmers at the 
grassroots, wh_o put in millions of dollars 
worth of extra time without any cost. They 
have managed this great organization so 
well there are only 3 or 4 small cooperatives 
that are in financial trouble. 

May I say further the Treasury has had a 
cushion for the last 2 or 3 years of about 
$40 million in total paid by the cooperatives 
in advance of the due date which the Gov
ernment has been able to use. 

The REA at 2 percent interest with the 
low money rates of the past years, and with 
their advance payments, has made the Gov
ernment a profit even at the present 2' per
cent rate. The best financial brains in this 
country say we cannot increase these rates 
as provided in this amendment without de
stroying the financial structure and the 
6ervices of REA in the future. 

We defeated the amendment. 
REA LOANS 

For REA light and power, we approved 
budget estimate of $179 million for REA 
loans, and $60 million for telephone 
loans in addition to the $200 million loan 
authorization contained in the Second 
Deficiency Appropriations Act of 1957. 

OTHER FARM LEGISLATION 

I supported the soil-bank legislation, 
and when the bill came before the House 
to carry out the mandate of the farmers' 
vote for increased corn acreage, I sup .. 
ported the legislation. 

May I quote a paragraph or two from 
my remarks on March 13, appearing on 
page 3593 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD: 

We can give the farmers in the Harrison 
blil, which has been endorsed by the Farm 
Bureau Federation of 1,500,000 farmers, and 
by the Illinois Agricultural Association of 
roy State with 200,000 members, what they 
voted for. The passage of this bill will make 
an effective attack to reduce surpluses that 
have been depressing all phases of agricul
ture. It, I repeat, will give the farmers 
either plan they voted for in the corn refer
endum last December. 

This legislation was defeated by the 
representatives of the cotton farmers 
and the wheat farmers led by the gentle
man from North Carolina [Mr. CooLEY], 
chairman of the Committee on Agricul .. 
ture, and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
PoAGE], vice chairman of that commit
tee-both Democrats. 

SCHOOL LUNCH PROGRAM 

We provided $100 million in cash pay .. 
ment to the school lunch program, and 
for the use of farm commodities in the 
amount of $185 million-making a total 
contribution of about $285 million. 

PUBLIC LAW 480 

We extended Public Law 480 which ha.$ 
been so effective in helping to reduce 
surpluses and to increase our farm ex .. 
ports to the highest volume in our his
tory without which the economic condi
tion of the farmers would be much worse 
than they are today. 

SOIL CONSERVATION 

We provided ample appropriations for 
the small watershed conservation pro
gram, and for every phase of soil conser
vation including $250 million for the 
ASC programs. 

We increased appropriations for the 
eradication of brucellosis-great prog
ress is being made against this disease 
nationwide. 

H. R. 7244 

We defeated House Resolution 7244, a 
bill to check off a certain amount from 
the proceeds of sales of livestock. This 
bill was opposed by the American Farm 
Bureau and the Illinois Agricultural 
Association. I spoke against the bill 
and took an active part in bringing about 
its defeat. 

FEDERAL SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION 

I spoke in opposition to the Federal 
school construction bill whict... WaJS also 
opposed by the Illinois Agricultural Asso
ciation, and helped to bring about its de .. 
feat. 

FARM PRICES 

The drop in farm prices which began 
in 1948 was stopped in December 1955. 
Since then, prices have gradually gone 
up 7 percent. Figures for the first 5 
months indicate the income of farmers 
in Illinois for 1957 will be $200 million 
greater than in 1956. 

Current cattle prices from $20 to $27 as 
compared with $17 to $23 last year; hog 
prices from $18 to $21 as compared to 
$15 or $16 last year help to increase the 
gross and net farm income. 

The regaining of our f81rm export 
trade-now the highest in the history of 
the Nation-is a stimulating factor in 
holding up farm commodity prices. 

I regret the farmers have not received 
their full share of the unprecedented 
prosperity during the past 4 years largely 
due to the tremendous accumulation of 
surpluses that depressed all farm prices. 

I believe that the passage of Public 
Law 480 and other legislation, and our 
constant efforts to remove farm surpluses 
offer a more optimistic future for the 
farmers. 
BALANCED BUDGETS, NATIONAL DEBT REDUCED, 

TAXES CUT 

Deficit financing has been stopped. 
Three budgets will be balanced in sue .. 
cession for the first time in 25 years. 

A $3.8 billion reduction in the public 
debt was made during fiscal years 1956 
and 1957. We will balance the budget 
again next year, with a substantial sur .. 
plus to be applied to either a tax reduc .. 
tion, or another payment on the public 
debt. 

These balanced budgets and public .. 
debt reductions came about after a Re
publican Congress in 1953 voted tax re:. 
ductions which have saved American tax
payers in 4 years $29.6 billion. Not one 
tax reduction by the Federal Govern .. 

ment has been restored. If taxes are 
higher, it is the result of higher State 
and local rates. Cuts of about $800 mil
lion per year were made in Federal excise 
taxes. 

You cannot put a price on freedom. To 
modernize and build our strongest mili
tary power for peace in our history has 
required billions of dollars which are 
reflected in this budget. We all appre
ciate that we _have had peace since Presi
dent Eisenhower ended the Korean war. 

Our diplomacy and military force have 
kept Russia from starting another war. 
We must keep the pressure on her be
cause with the cooperation of the free 
nations of the world which contain our 
airbases surrounding her, she is being 
forced constantly toward world peace. 
Nothing is of greater importance to the 
American people. 

The Jenkins-Keogh Bm 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. THOMAS A. JENKINS 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I dare 
say that every Member of the House has 
received letters with reference to the 
Jenkins-Keogh bills. Many of you have 
received dozens or letters, many of you 
have spoken to me about these bills. I 
want to say at the outset that many of 
the intelligent people of the country 
favm: the passage of one of these bills. 

Our existing . tax structure contains a 
regrettable discrimination against self
employed taxpayers in that they are 
denied the tax benefits accorded to em
ployees generally for their retirement. 
Under existing law a general employee is 
not taxed on amounts paid by a corpora
tion for the establishment of a retire
ment fund with respect to the employee. 
The employee does not become subject to 
tax until he begins to draw his retirement 
benefits. A self-employed person does 
not have a similar opportunity to defer 
his tax liability on amounts set aside for 
his retirement. The doctors and the 
lawyers and thousands of othe1· self
employed are interested. 

There are several disadvantages in this 
discriminatory aspect of our Federal tax 
structure. The first of these is the fact 
that this discrimination results in an in
equitable apportionment of the total tax 
burden among our citizens. A second 
disadvantage is found in the fact that 
existing law with its onerous schedule of 
tax rates virtually precludes the self
employed individual from making any 
realistic provision for his years of retire
ment. A third disadvantage of the pres .. 
ent law treatment of self-employment 
income is that it prevents the accumula
tion of investment savings that is vital 
to the industrial and technological devel
opment of our Nation. 

Mr. Speaker, there is legislation pend .. 
ing before the Congress that would re
move the discrimination I have referred 
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to. I refer to ('The Self-Employed Indi
viduals' Retjrement Act of 1957", H. R. 9 
and H. R. 10, introduced by my distin
guished colleague from New York [Mr. 
KEOGH] and myself. In commenting on 
this legislation, Mr. Speaker, I believe it 
is appropriate that I first make brief ref
erence to the outstanding work on this 
matter by my distinguished cosponsor. 
The gentleman from New York as a 
member of the House Committee on 
Ways and Means, has worked conscien
tiously and effectively in behalf of this 
legislation. Mr. KEOGH has worked with 
diligence and with dignity to have this 
meritorious legislation made a part of 
our Federal tax structure and I express 
the unequivocable conviction that in the 
not too distant future our efforts will 
meet with success. 

Mr. Speaker, simply stated this legisla
tion would allow self-employed individ
uals to exclude amounts up to 10 per
cent of their otherwise taxable income in 
computing their tax liability, provided 
such amounts are invested in prescribed 
types of retirement funds, annuities, and 
insurance contracts. These bills would 
provide an annual maximum deduction 
of $5,000 and a lifetime maximum de
duction of $100,000. Appropriately the 
bills would allow a somewhat larger an
nual deduction for individuals who are 
age 50 or over at the time the legisla
tion becomes effective. The amounts ex
cluded from tax would become subject to 
tax as they are withdrawn aft~r the tax
payer reaches 65 and retires. 
· From this brief description of the leg
islation it is evident self-employed indi
viduals from . all walks of life would 
receive deserved benefit from the enact
ment of this legislation. Examples of 
specific economic groups that would be 
benefited are farmers, self-employed 
businessmen, physicians, lawyers, and 
other self-employed individuals. 

The principle embodied in the so
called Jenkins-Keogh proposal has been 
pending before the Congress of the 
United States for years. I believe it is 
proper to state that there is general 
agreement that the principle is sound 
but objection has been raised to the leg
islation on the grounds that its enact
ment would entafl a revenue loss. The 
Treasury has felt obligated to oppose the 
legislation under both Democrat and 
Republican administrations. However, 
with the modest improvement in the 
fiscal affairs of our Nation that has 
occurred in recent years I believe that 
the time is at hand when the Congress 
can and should take favorable action on 
the Jenkins-Keogh proposal. It is my 
hope that this prospect will become real
ity during the 85th Congress and will be 
made possible through substantially re
duced Federal expenditures and enlarge
ment of the budgetary surplus. It is my 
hope that across-the-board tax reduc
tion fairly granted to all our taxpayers 
will be possible and that an . important 
part of such a tax reduction program wiil 
include the provisions of the Jenkins
Keogh bills. 

It is a matter of simple justice for the 
10 million American citizens who are the 
victims of this discrimination in our 
present tax structure that this result 

should be realized without delay. That 
is not to say that the enactment of the 
Jenkins-Keogh bill will remove all the 
tax discriminations against the self
employed. Existing · law would retain 
special benefits for corporate employees 
not available to self-employed individ
uals such as stock options and accident 
and health benefit programs. 

Mr. Speaker, as one of the coauthors of 
this legislation I have been gratified by 
the public response that I have received 
in support of the Jenkins-Keogh bill. 
This support has been expressed by re
sponsible citizens across the Nation, from 
my Congressional district and from vir
tually every Congressional district, from 
individuals who would personally re
ceive equity under the bill and from in
dividuals who have no economic interest 
in its enactment but who recognize the 
merit in its objective. 

My distinguished colleague from New 
York [Mr. KEOGH] and I have worked 
hard during this 1st session of the 85th 
Congress to bring about favorable con
sideration of the bill. The fact that the 
legislation has not become a part of our 
Federal tax structure does not imply that 
our efforts have been to no avail. I be
lieve that a great deal has been accom
plished that will be reflected in results in 
the foreseeable future. This legislative 
proposal will undoubtedly play an impor
tant part in the revenue revision hearings 
scheduled by the Committee on Ways and 
Means to begin January 7, 1958. I am 
confident that when the legislation is 
presented to the House of Representa
tives for a vote that it will receive the 
overwhelming support of the distin
guished membership of this great legis
lative body. If the employees of the 
country are taken care of in this respect 
why should not the men who employ 
them be given some protection? 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation represents 
tax fairness and tax equity. It repre
sents principles that are consistent with 
our American way of life. It represents 
in my judgment must legislation for fa
vorable action during the 85th Congress. 

Segregation in the Field of Sports 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JAMES G. FULTON 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 
Mr. FULTON. Mr. Speaker, I am 

submitting the enclosed letter, two ar
ticles, and my reply for the considera
tion of Congress ahd the American 
people: 

SuN-TELEGRAPH, 
Pittsbur~;lh, Pa., August 28, 1957. 

Representative JAMES G. FULTON, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
Mr. FULTON: I am enclosing a couple 

articles I've written on a situation I find 
annoying. If it · annoys you as it does me, 
you may be able to get the Defense Depart
ment to advise the United States Military 
Academy to withdraw from this football 
game. 

It is my feeling that the United States 
Military Academy should represent all the 
people, that the United States Military 
Academy has. no business participating in a 
segregated sports event. 

I concede that the contract for this game 
was signed 4 years ago, but other northern 
colleges have canceled contracted games 
since Louisiana last year passed its distaste
ful Jim Crow sports law (Negroes and whites 
cannot compete together 0r sit together at 
pu'Qlic events). Unofficially, - a boycott 
exists. The United States Military Academy 
is about to break that boycott and become 
the first northern college to go into Louisi
ana since the law went into effect. 

GEORGE J. P. KISEDA. 

[From the Pittsburgh Sun-Telegraph of 
Saturday, August 24, 1957} 
ARMY DEFIES THE BOYCOTT 

(By George Kiseda) 
The United States Military Academy is 

going ahead with plans to play a segregated 
football game with Tulane University in New 
Orleans November 16. Lt. Gen. Garrison H. 
Davidson, Superintendent at West Point, told 
the Sun-Telegraph yesterday that "we made 
our contract 4 years ago and we're going 
to honor it." 

It will be the first breakthrough in an un
official boycott that has existed · among 
northern colleges since the Louisiana State 
Legislature last year passed a law barring 
interracial sports competition and integrated 
seating. No northern colleges have sent 
their football and basketball teams into 
Louisiana since then. 

The University of Pittsburgh was the first 
to announce its position, withdrawing as a 
possible candidate for the Sugar Bowl foot
ball game. Then the University of Wiscon
sin canceled a 2-year football contract 
with Louisiana State University. 

Subsequently, Notre Dame, Dayton, and 
St. Louis asked to be relieved of their con
tracts to appear in the Sugar Bowl basket
ball tournament. In some cases there were 
no Negroes on the college teams involved, 
but the colleges withdrew on principle and 
also because they had Negro students and 
alumni who would not be able to sit with 
white students and alumni. 

There are no Negroes on the Army football 
team, but there are seven Negroes in the 
Academy. 

According to General Davidson, himself, an 
old Army football star and coach, the Tulane 
game was scheduled 4 years ago by Col. 
Earl Blaik, who is coach and athletic direc
tor at West Point. A telephone interview 
with General Davidson went like this: 

"Question. Are you going ahead with plans 
to play Tulane in New Orleans? · 

"Answer. Sure. 
"Question. Are you aware of the year-old 

Louisiana law barring interracial competi
tion and requiring segregated seating? 

"Answer. Yes. We entered this contract 
4 years ago, you know. 

"Question. Are you aware that no northern 
college has played down there since the law 
went into effect, that, in other words, there 
has been a boycott? 

"Answer. Well, we made our contract 4 
years ago and we're going to honor it. 

"Question. Some of the northern schools 
have broken contracts since the law went 
into effect. 

"Answer. Our responsibility is to play the 
game. Our policies, insofar as the corps of 
cadets is concerned, are equal opportunity 
for everybody. 

"Question. Suppose 1 of the 7 Negroes in 
the academy wants to go to the game. 
What will you do? 

"Answer. Nobody from the corps of cadets 
is going. It's too far-it's a matter of 
economy. 
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"Question. What about Negro alumni? 

What if they want to go to the game? 
"Answer. I wouldn't guess at a proposition 

like that. I'd have to wait and see what 
develops. 

"Question. How will you sell your allot
ment of tickets? 

"Answer. We won't place restrictions on 
our tickets. 

"Question. But Negroes won't be admitted 
to white sections. 

"Answer. I'm not so sure about that. I 
don't know. 

"Question. What is your position on the 
United States Military Academy participat
ing in segregated sports events? 

"Answer. Our laws are the national laws. 
We follow a policy of equality of opportunity 
for everybody in the corps of cadets. 

"Question. But what is your policy on the 
United States Military Academy participating 
in a segregated sports event such as this? 

"Answer. I don't think I'd want to com
ment on a hypothetical question that hasn't 
arisen yet. I just know that we're going 
through with the game: I think that should 
answer it. 

"Question. Aren't you embarrassed some
what that the United States Military Acad
emy will be the first northern college to play 
there since the law went into effect? 

"Answer. Oh, no. Not a bit. We con
tracted this game with the university and 
we're going to honor our contract." 

[From the Pittsburgh Sun-Telegraph of 
August 26, 1957] 

SPEAKING OUT ON SPORTS 
(By George Kiseda) 

When Louisiana's odious Jim Crow sports 
law passed in the State legislature last year, 
there was some speculation that it would 
hurt New Orleans' Sugar Bowl promotion. 
But the lowercase democrat who introduced 
the bill into the legislature assured every
body that no such thing would happen. 

"Sugar Bowl teams," said Louisiana State 
Representative Lawrence Gibbs, "will put 
first things first when they get an opportu
nity to play in the annual classic. They get 
$120,000 (sic) for appearing in the Sugar 
Bowl and don't think they overlook t.he pres
tige either." 

Northern colleges did put first things first 
but not the way Representative Gibbs ex
pected. Putting principle before principal, 
Pitt said it wants no part of the Sugar Bowl 
until Louisiana decides to rejoin the Union. 
Notre Dame, Dayton, and St. Louis pulled out 
of the Sugar Bowl basketball tournament, 
Wisconsin canceled a 2-year football contract 
With LSU. 

Since Gibbs' gibberish became law, no 
northern colleges have sent their football 
or basketball teams into Louisiana. Now, 
though, the boycott is about to be broken 
in the last place you would expect it to be 
broken-West Point. 

Lt. Gen. Garrison H. Davidson, Superin
tendent of the United States Military Acad
emy, told the Sun-Telegraph last week that 
Army will play Tulane in New Orleans No
vember 16 as scheduled. 

General Davidson's explanation was that 
the game was contracted 4 years ago and 
Army was dutybound to honor its contract. 
Other colleges have felt dtlferently. 

General Davidson was cordial throughout 
the telephone interview but seemed not to 
be aware of the significance of the United 
States Milltary Academy participating in a 
segregated sports event. 

The United States Military Academy pre
sumably represents all the people. It seems 
to me that the Academy is under no obliga
tion to honor a contract that was legally 
conceived but now can be honored only by 
violating the Constitution. 

The last thing I asked General Davidson 
was, "Aren't you embarrassed that the United 

States M111tary Academy wlll be the first 
northern college to play there since the law 
went into effect?" 

"Oh, no," he replied. "Not a bit. We con
tracted this game with the university and 
we're going to honor our contract." 

I, for one, am embarrassed that General 
Davidson is not embarrassed. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., August 29, 1957. 
Mr. GEORGE KISEDA, 

The Pittsburgh Sun-Telegraph, 
Pittsburgh, Pa. 

DEAR GEORGE: Received your articles. Cer
tainly admire your courage and think they 
are wonderful. Am placing them in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD today and will send 
you copies. Am also contacting White House 
immediately protesting football game in New 
Orleans on November 16, and strongly urg
ing its cancellation. What is use of civil
rights law by Congress if Army disregards 
. civil-rights and cooperates in their repr~s
slon. Will be glad to follow up on this 
matter strongly. Count on my full coopera
tion. 

Congressman JIM FuLTON. 

Address of Hon. Melvin Price, Democrat, 
of Illinois, Member of the Joint Com
mittee on Atomic Energy and the House 
Committee on Armed Services, at the 
Jefferson-Jackson Day Banquet Held by 
the Scioto County, Ohio, Democratic 
Central-Executive Committee in Ports
mouth, Ohio, May 25, 1957 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JAMES G. POLK 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. POLK. Mr. Speaker, some time 
back, Hon. MELVIN PRICE delivered a very 
thought-provoking and constructive ad
dress at the Jefferson-Jackson Day ban. 
quet in Portsmouth, Ohio. His state
ments and observations are of such im
portance that I want the Members of the 
House of Representatives to have the 
opportunity of reading his message on 
this occasion. 

The address follows: 
Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of 

the Democratic Party, it seems to me a 
good thing !or us to be celebrating the 
Jefferson-Jackson era together. I think the 
party of Jefferson and Jackson, the party. of 
Franklin D. Roosevelt and Harry S. Truman, 
has a very good chance to win the Congress 
again next year and to regain the White 
House in 1960. 

We must not minimize the difficulties of 
the 3 Y2 years ahead. As good Americans we 
must recognize that we live in a world of 
danger, that · Soviet aggression is a factor 
we cannot ignore, that we must pay the price 
of security and freedom. 

It is still !air to point out that it is we 
Democrats who have forced the Eisenhower 
administration to recognize the facts of 
modern life and to spend the necessary 
money to be sure that we have enough 
muscle in our Armed Forces to defend our 
way of llfe. 

Some remarkable things have happened 
to the Eisenhower "Great Crusade" in the 
six months since the President was re-elected 

on promises and pledges which most of his 
own party did not believe in. 

We have had the spectacle of a $72 billion 
budget which the President's own Secretary 
of the Treasury violently attacked. 

We have had the spectacle of the President 
saying that the budget could not possibly 
be cut as much as $2 billion-and the Presi
dent himself then sending a letter to Speaker 
SAM RAYBURN saying that he had discovered, 
after all, that budget reductions of $1.8 bil
lion were tolerable. 

The Republicans' one authentic so-called 
egghead, Mr. Arthur Larson, has a habit of 
calling us Democrats a "divided" party. 

What in the world does he think of his 
own Republican Party? 

Larson's perso~ally proposed budget for 
the United States Information Agency was 
slashed sharply because he couldn't find any 
words, despite his brains, to defend it proper
ly. He got precious little support from his 
own Republicans . 

The senior Senator of the Republicans, 
Senator BRIDGES of New Hampshire, wants 
Eisenhower's budget cut by $5 billion. 

The GOP official fioor leader, Senator 
KNOWLAND of California, is withdrawing from 
Congress at the conclusion of his present 
term because apparently he can't endure 
Mr. Eisenhower's "modern Republicanism." 

It is qommonly believed that Senator 
KNOWLAND, for whose personal integrity every 
Member of Congress has respect, intends to 
run next year for the governorship of Cali
fornia. He wants to re-establish a base, ap
parently, from which to challenge Eisen
hower's "modern Republicanism." 

Our Republican friends are split so sharply, 
so fundamentally, that not more than a 
third or a fourth of the Republican Members 
of Congress can be counted as Eisenhower 
people. 

We Democrats have our differences. These 
differences are sometimes earnest and are 
warmly argued. 

But the differences haven't kept us from 
mapping out and enacting all the legisla
tive and social progress in our democracy 
for the past quarter of a century. 

Let's ignore for a moment the historic con
tributions of the early New Deal, the depres
sion era, when the country was paralyzed by 
the excesses and abuses of Wall Street con
trol and the refusal of Herbert Hoover to use 
Federal power to meet the needs of the 
people. 

Let's talk about recent history. 
The first Republican Congress in 18 years

the 80th Congress-passed the Taft-Hartley 
Act and a few other laws intended to repeal 
or modify the New Deal. 

The country got tired of that very quickly 
and elected the Democratic Blat Congress 
that raised the minimum wage from 40 cents 
to 75 cents an hour-and did something to 
help the farmers, too. 

We got another Republican Congress in 
1952-the 83d Congress-and a tax bill was 
adopted that gave most of the tax relief to 
corporations and large personal taxpayers. 

There wasn't any social reform, though. 
There was no school-aid bill, no social se
curity change of major importance that 
plowed new ground. 

Under the leadership of Eisenhower-the 
Eisenhower who called himself, at that mo
ment, a dynamic conservative or a moderate 
progressive or a middle-of-the-roader-we 
got, instead, the Dixon-Yates scheme to tor
pedo the Tennessee Valley Authority and in
ject politics in the Atomic Energy Commis
sion. 

We got farmers sold down the river. We 
got drought districts denied Federal assist
ance except in belated and stingy amounts. 
We got the late Martin P. Durkin resigning, 
angrily, !rom the President's Cabinet be
cause he thought he had been sold down the 
river on Taft-Hartley law changes. 
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The proposed Hells· Canyon high dam on 

the Snake River in. the .northwest wa.s sold 
down the river by Sherman Adams 1n the 
White Hous~nd.Democrats ba ve been wtn. ... 
ning Congressional and local elections in the 
northwest ever since. 

The country got tired of the Republicans 
again. . 

It takes the country only about 2 years to 
get tired of Bepublic:an control of Congress. 
no matter how befudclled the voters may be 
by the legend and :fame of .a general. 

In 1954 the people elected a Democratic 
Congress again-and once again we got 
progress. 

Tlle Democratic Congress checked .the 
plans of Agriculture Secretary Ezra '£aft Ben
son to push farm price supports lower and 
lower. 

The Democratic Congress pushed through 
a minimum wage bill of $1 an hour--ai
though Eisenhower's secretary of Labor, Mr. 
Mitchell, pretended that anything more than 
90 cents might prove terribly infiationary 
and harmfUl to the economy. 

It was not until this year-a full 18 months 
after we Democrats insisted on $1 an hour
that Secretary .Mitchell acknowledged that 
$1, instead of 90 cents, had not produced 
unemployment and business bankrUptcies 
and an the other horrid things he worried 
about in 1955. 

The Democratic Congress elected ln 1954 
pushed through basic Social Security Act 
changes granting benefits to women workers 
and widows at age 62 instead of. age 65. 

It pushed through disability benefits at 
age 50, giving a disabled worker the Tight 
to start collectin~ insurance for himself and 
his family at that age Instead of foreing the 
family on charity by a rigid rule that 
nothing could ever be paid before age 65. · 

President Eisenhower, the self-proclaimed 
~odern Republican," wasn•t in favor of 
these changes tn 1955 and 195'6. He signed 
the Democratic bills because he didn't dare 
veto them. 

And finally last year, when he was run
ning for reelection, he decided to Join us
since ,he couldn"t lick us. 

He became .. modern.'' IDs Republican 
party was perfectly willing to pretend to be 
modern in order to capitalize again upon 
the personal populartty of its general. 

.But his Republican Party didn't Teally 
mean it. Once the President was reelected. 
and au the coattail riders were taken care 
of. the Republicans began to do what came 
naturally. 
· Senator BRIDGES spoke with contempt of 
"modern Republicanism." Senator KNow
LAND .. Mr. Eisenhower's Senate leader. came 
out against the school-aid bill. JoE 'MAR
TIN, the voice of the Republicans in the 
House, became absolutely certain that Elsen
b.ower's budget could be cutr.-.and cut 
sharply. 

I say to you solemnly, the President to
day does not lead his own party. 

The President cannot count on his own 
party ior support of the programs he .says 
are significant and even vital. 

Do you know why the school-aid bill 
failed last year? It is because about 75 Re:. 
publicans first voted to load down tb.e bill 
with amendments~ and tben voted against 
it. 

Do you know why a civil-rights bill failed 
last year? It is because the Republicans in 
the House delayed the bill until the last week 
of the session. when there wasn't time for 
the Senate to act. 

Do you know why civil-rights legislation 
has been delayed this year? It 1s because 
Republicans 1n key committees ot the House 
and Senate refused to· attend sessions and. 
vote to expedite a civil-rights bill. 

:If all the .Republicans on the House RUles 
Co.mnlittee and Senate Judiciary Committee 
cialming to favor civil-rights laws aetuaUy 

attended and voted that way. the .fight would 
already be over. 

The only r<>llcall votes in the House of 
Representatives on appropriation bills this 
year came on the bill to finance the De
partment of Labor and the Department of 
Health. Education, and Welfare~ Let us 
see what the record shows.. 

The bill. was handled on the :fioor by .Rep
resentative JOHN FOGARTY, Of Rhode Island. 
a Democrat. FOGARTY's subcommittee had 
made some careful reductions in the money 
the two departments asked, but it cut care
fully rather than with a meat ax. This 
didn't satisfy Eisenhower's Republicans. 

An amendment was filed to slash an ad
ditional $204,000 from the Labor Depart
ments• Office of Solicitor. This is an im
portant job. because th.e Solicitor makes the 
investigations necessary for minimum.-wage 
decisions on Government contracts under 
the Walsh-Healey and Davis-Bacon laws. 
To protect workers from ehiseltng contrac
tors on Government 'work. the Solicitor 
must have enough money to do his job4 

The Secretary -of Labor. James P. Mitchell, 
is a Republican-but Republicans in the 
House voted 153 'to 42 to eut down his Solici
tor's operations. Democrats voted 129 to B8 
against the reduction.. · 

Another Republican amendment proposed 
a slash of· $136,000 :from the Labor Depart
ment bureau protecting the reemployment 
rights o! veterans. Republi~ans in the 
House voted 1111. to 88 in favor of the ·slash. 
Democratt; voted 118 to 30 against tt. 

An amendment was filed to cut ~346,000 
from funds for the Bureau of .Labor Statis
tics. This Bureau gathers and publishes 
statistics of employm.en t. labor disputes. and 
the cost of UVing. Its . Consumer Price 
Index is of vital importance because the 
wages Of millions of lWOl.'kers are tied to the 
tndex and go up or down as it rises or faUs. 

Secretary Mitchell, a Republican, begged 
Congress not to impose the cut, but Repub
licans in the House voted 134 to 62 in favor 
of the reduction, while Democrats v-oted 139 
to 83 against it. 

All of us in ·Congress are mindful of the 
need for economy and careful spending. 
But when it is a matter of a few hundreds 
of thousands of dollars for the Department 
'Of Labor-the smillest department of Gov
-ernment-it is not true economy to knook 
out vital functions. 

The President can get Democrats to un
derstand this. He can't get his nonmodern 
Republicans to understand it. 

The manner ln which the Republicans 
b~ve dealt with the public power issue is 
a failure of President Eisenhower personally. 

He plays goli with so many private-utility 
executives that he believes they are telling 
him the solemn truth when all they :are 
feeding hlm 1s private-utility propaganda. 

So he calls the Tennessee Valley Author
ity "creepng socialism" .and he sells out· the 
proposed big Federal dam in Hells Canyon. 
He refuses to support the Gore-Holifield 
bill to let the Government itself build 
atomic reactors for industrial electricity
although he is perfectly willing to sign bills 
giving the private-utility industry subsidies 
ior building reactors based on the people's 
investment of billions in atomic energy. 

He was stopped cold in the Diloon-Yates 
raid on the TV A. :and I predict he will even
tually be stopped cold · 1.n the ratd or a 
private utility on, the Hells Canyon site. 

I am even hopefUl that if we can get a 
iew more Democrats in Congress next ses
sion--or maybe this session-we can at last 
pass the Gore-Holifi.eld bill for Government
built reactors and begin the process of 
bringing the blessings or peacetime uses of 
atomic energy to all our people. 

.It is ·a teiTibly dangerous thing for thts 
country to sit Idle, siphoning money to pri
vate industry in the atomic ti.eld, whlle both 

Great Britain and the Soviet Union surpass 
us in the development of industrial reactors. 
Yet, I tell you this is exactly what . Is hap
pening-and that this kind oi program is 
the only Eisenhower type of program that 
his own .Republicans will support. 

Take a look at the Eisenhower record on 
Federal aid to the schools. He was ·totally 
against it in 1953 and 1954. In 1955 he 
grudgingly .came up with a proposal for $225 
million in Federal funds spread across 3 
years. Finally-last year-he proposed 
$1.225 billion inS years. And when his own 
Republicans killed that program, he blamed 
the Democrats. 

I suggest to you, in all seriousness, that 
in 20 years of frustrated defeat in the New 
Deal-Fair Deal era the so-called modern Re
publican Party became incapable of govern
ing our country. 
It became so .accustomed to blind opposi

tion that it cannot recover the habit oi 
affirmation. oi constructive action. 

I do not question the .integrity or patri
otism of our opposition-as they questioned 
and slurred ours. There is a genuine possi
bility, however, that the Republican Party 
has been made obsolete by history. 

Republicans came reluctantly to the ac-. 
ceptance of the necessity of internationalism, 
the necessity of acting as .if we know we 
live in a world oi peril, and that we need 
allies. 

They came reluctantly or never at all to 
acceptance of the social responsibilities of 
government. W.bat have they contributed. 
really, in what is now nearly 25 long years? 
Nothing in the domestic .field except a grudg
ing concession that they will tolerate what 
they are compelled to tolerate. 

They twice elect a President, with a. 
shining name, and the bloom is scarcely off 
his second election before they hasten to 
repudiate him. 

T.he President himself belatedly acknowl
edges that the Democrats were right all 
along-on the budget, on foreign policy. on 
domestic policy-and his horrified .Republi
cans in Congress refuse to make the com
promf.ses necessary to survival. 

There is no head. no tail, no backbone 
in the Executive leadership of this adminis
tration-and the members of the ·generars 
own party in Congress are striving with each 
other for ways to denounce him. 

Mr. Eisenhower's press secretary, James C. 
Hagerty, has been suggesting that lots or 
other Presidents took more time away from 
the job than lke himself. 

I may suggest, In turn, that when Roose
velt and Truman were ln the White House, 
noboQ.y ever doubted who was the country's 
Chief Executive. in or out of Washington. 

The history of the past quarter century 
proves that with a bold and brave President 
in the White House, a Democratic President 
who understands and accepts his job, the 
·country can make progress. 

It can make progress providing the people 
glve that President enough Democratic M~m
bers 'Of the House and Senate to overbalance 
the inevitable individual defections on some 
issues. 

1:t isn' t enough to give the President a 
Democratic margin of maybe 20 in the House 
.and of ~mly 2 tn the Senate. 

Give us 20 more Democrats in the 'House 
and half a do~n more Democratls in the 
Senate-and the country cari look forward 
.again to progress that will keep us up with 
history. 

WeTfl. be able to pass the good programs 
that Eisenhower Tequests in his last '2 y~ars 
and to force through some other good pro
grams that he doesn't Tequest. 

This ts the task '<>f our party in the year 
and a hal! leading to the November 1958 
Congressional elections. Let's elect some 
more Democrats-and tben in 1960 we wm 
elect a Democratic President to lead the 
country. 
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Commencement Address Delivered by 
Representative Albert Thomas, of 
Texas, at Stephen F. Austin State Col
lege, Nacogdoches, Tex., August 22, 
1957 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. HOMER THORNBERRY 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. THORNBERRY . . Mr. Speaker, 
under leave to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD, I insert a commencement ad
dress made by my colleague, ALBERT 
THOMAS, to the graduates of the Stephen 
F. Austin State College, Nacogdoches, 
Tex., August 22, 1957: 
THE IMPORTANCE OF ESTABLISHING OPEN LINES 

OF COMMUNICATION BETWEEN SOCIETY AND 

SCIENCE 

Many of you have been the captured audi
ences of commencement speakers on other 
occasions, and some of you are now seated 
here for your first college commencement 
address. I sympathize with your entrapped 
dilemma because I have been caught in it 
myself. I recall some few years ago when I 
attended my own commencement exercises, 
the distinguished speaker's subject was Ein
stein's Theory of Relativity. He labored for 
some 30 to 40 minutes making one of the most 
scholarly speeches I have ever heard. But, 
when he finished, I had a small idea that he 
didn't know too much about his subject 
and, as far as I was concerned, I knew noth
ing about the subject before or after the 
speech. 

Let me exhort you, as you move away from 
this happy and tranquil campus into a com
paratively unhappy world of tranquilizers, 
to do all you can to improve the channels of 
communication between society and science. 

I respectfully suggest that one of the big 
reasons why you have progressed thus far in 
acquiring knowledge is because it was con
veyed to you simply, imaginatively, and 
clearly, and you did some digging, too. Lest 
you too quickly judge that observation a 
platitude, I cordially invite you to spend a 
few hours with me in my office in Washington 
trying to dig out the meaning of letters, offi
cial documents, and statements, from and by 
responsible officers of Government, and some 
from my good voters. Nor can I escape from 
my own charge-maybe you would appre
ciate more clarity now. 

Understanding precedes learning. If we 
don't understand what is written or said, we 
don't begin to learn, do we? For example, 
here in Stephen F. Austin earlier this sum
mer was concluded a 6 weeks' institute in 
the natural sciences for secondary-school 
teachers designed to help increase the num
bers of scientists through improved science 
teaching. The significant phrase there is 
"through improved science teaching." Sci
ence teachers today face tremendous tasks 
in keeping up with the furious pace set by 
advances in science. In order to help them 
understand these new advances in science, 
including nuclear physics, the National 
Science Foundation undertook a small pro
gram 4 years ago to enable high-school 
teachers, without cost to them, to return 
to college during the summer and study 
under scientists trained in the subject mat
ter. The American Association for the Ad
vancement of Science called it "one of the 
most significant developments in teacher 
education in the past 20 years." 

I know something about the program be
cause, as an independent agency of the 
United States Government, the National 
Science Foundation appears before the Ap
propriations Subcommittee, which I am priv· 
ileged to head, to defend its budget proposals. 
I considered it to be one of the finest pro
grams developed by the Foundation because 
it reaches the heart of the problem-the 
motivation of young men and women toward 
careers in science. From an early 'beginning 
of two summer institutes in 1953, the project 
has grown until during this summer there 
were 96 instit·utes supported by the Founda
tion in all parts of the Nation. Naturally, I 
was delighted that the Stephen F. Austin 
State College, whose genial, able, and distin
guished president, Dr. Paul Boynton, is my 
friend, was chosen one of the institutions 
qualified to help carry forward this important 
job. Your record is excellent. 

The job is indeed important. Our princi
pal competitor for the minds and hearts of 
men is the Soviet Union. Since World War 
II, the Soviets have so far progressed in train
ing scientists and engineers that one of our 
foremost physicists has stated that he be
lieves the United States has already been 
surpassed ~n the race for numbers of grad
uates in the sciences and that it is now too 
late for us to catch up in the near future. 

My doubt arises when I consider kinds of 
graduates. We cherish the freedom we en
joy to pursue careers of our own choosing. 

No such freedom exists in Russia where 
careers are selected for Soviet youth by the 
State. We may have been surpassed in quan
tity during the last 5-year period, but I seri
ously question whether we have been outrun 
in quality, or total numbers. I recognize 
that this may be myopic rationalization, but 
so long as we are able to convey facts clearly 
to our young people about the danger of 
Russia outstripping us in scientific man
power, I am confident your students will, in 
adequate numbers, choose careers which will 
sustain our economy and our defense. Hav
ing chosen careers by their own designation, 
our youth will be more productive than youth 
coerced into directed careers. 

The problem may be resolved by keeping 
open our lines of communication. Let us 
underscore to our youth the opportunities 
presented to them by our sturdy economy. 
Let us not build our Nation on fear. Dr. 
James R. Killian, Jr., president of the Mas
sachusetts Institute of Technology, expressed 
the point of view I wish to emphasize. Dr. 
Killian said, and I quote: 

"The last thing we should do is to engage 
in an academic numbers race with the Rus
sians. We need, instead, to concentrate on 
those qualitative aims which will keep our 
science and engineering always ahead. • • • 
This policy and objective, if followed, will re
quire us to set quality and creativeness at 
the highest achievable level." 

How does one go about setting quality and 
creativeness at the highest achievable level? 
Certainly not through coercion. It seems to 
me, achievement of quality and creativeness 
is attained through the inspiration which 
arises from the kind of rapport which exists 
between the good teacher and his student. 
Teacher-student harmony is keyed to clear 
communication which supports understand
ing which, in turn, fans the :flame of inspira
tion. In this connection, I am convinced, we 
who have chosen careers in the social sci
ences-as lawyer, writers, teachers, artists, 
have much to give to our fellow men who 
have chosen careers in the natural sciences
engineers, mathematicians, physicists, chem
ists, others. 

The scientist and engineer are frequently 
not good communicators. WoUld you agree, 
then, that we, who are supposed to be good 
communicators, ought to help them? If sci
ence is, as I believe it is, no less a part 
of our culture than law, literature, and art, 
each of us is mutually obligated to under-

stand the other. For example, would it not 
be possible for you, as teachers of English, 
history, or geography to develop course con
tent, which pointed up the significance of 
scientific advances as you prepare your cur
ricUla? Similarly, is it not possible for the 
mathematics teacher to underscore the im
portance of his subject matter as a factor 
in music-yes, even in history? I think 
there is vast room for a constructive inter
change of knowledges here, and I am per
suaded that such interchange is quite neces
sary in order for society to catch up with 
science. 

I am not quite sure that I have said that 
just right. Who's catching up with whom? 
Should society catch up with science, or 
science with society? In a large sense, both 
concepts are wrong. Science and society are 
not mutually exclusive-science is as much 
a part of society as literature. Science itself 
is much concerned with this problem. The 
American Association for the Advancement 
of Science last winter stated that "in marked 
contrast to other associations, scientific so
cieties seldom consider the social and eco
nomic position of their group." In all fair
ness, I think the Triple-A S could as well 
have stated that "in marked contrast with 
older civilizations, United States society has 
not seriously enough considered the place 
of science and teachers within itself or within 
its economy." 

To train more teachers and scientists we 
must first elevate the teacher to that high 
position of leadership and prominence in 
the community that he or she so richly de
serves. And we must pay them in accord
ance with that high position. One good way 
to expedite the training of teachers and 
scientists is to put a premium pay on both 
professions. Premium pay is long overdue 
and will be helpfUl. 

I have worked very closely over the past 
years with several scientific organizations of 
the United States Government in handling 
their finances. In doing so, I have come to 
know many men of science. These men do 
not wear long white coats, nor do they have 
long beards or long hair. They are long on 
brains, however, but as they themselves 
point out, they are short on the know-how of 
public affairs. Their business is too impor
tant, however, for you or me to be indifferent 
about their status in our society. Society 
and science have a· long road to travel before 
they meet in complete understanding, and 
I'm reasonably sure that science has already 
traveled more than half the distance to set 
up the meeting. Society must be willing 
now to travel the rest of the way. 

Most of you, I believe, are, or soon will be, 
teachers. Whether you teach the sciences 
or the arts, there is not a more worthwhile, 
more rewarding job in the world. To an· ex• 
tent possibly greater than any other group, 
you can do more to help young people under
stand the importance of the role of science 
in our society. In the final analysis, you 
teachers must do it. We in Washington can 
help by directing the resources of Govern
ment into constructive uses, but we have 
no business whatsoever in directing you or 
your schools. 

The world in which you are to venture is 
as new and strange to my generation as to 
yours. Perhaps you are better equipped to 
meet it than we older ones. My generation 
has been forced to change as the times in 
which we lived, changed. Your education 
has been tailored to meet the new condi
tions. In spite of that apparent advantage, 
which you may have, your generation faces 
a terrible dilemma. It is how can you exist 
with an incompatible system of government 
such as Russia and her satellites have, with
out succumbing to it or becoming engaged 
in an all-out war, from which there could 
easily be no survival. The answer is to stay 
ahead of Russia in the arts and sciences. 
In my judgment, Russia today is behind us 
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in total numbers · and quality of engineers, 
teachers, and scientists. But it .she con
tinues to produce in numbe.rs fo.r the next 
10 years what she is doing today; and we do 
not step up our production, then Russia· will 
be ahead of us. The day she <JUtstrips us in 
number and quality of professions is the day 
we become a seco.nd-rate power to Russia. 
· Let me leave this last thought with you. 
It is your duty, as college graduates. to see 
to it that Russia neve.r surpasses this coun
try in the annual training of engineers, 
teachers, and scientists. As you pass through 
these portals of learning, see to it that others 
take your place. 

I wish Godspeed to each of you as you 
leave this friendly, pine-scented campus and 
move into a troubled world which, in my 
judgment, will be less troubled if you do 
what you can to keep open channels of com
munication between society and science. 

Record of Italians in the United States 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. J. CLENN BEALL 
OF MARYLAND 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. BEALL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a statement 
I have prepared paying a well deserved 
tribute to loyal Americans of Italian 
descent. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as foUows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR BEALL 

I wish today to offer a strong protest 
against a vicious insult which has be.en di
rected against all loyal Americans of Italian 
descent, against the good citi~ns of Italy 
itself, and, in fact, against every person who 
believes in the principles or truth and fair
ness. 

This insult was delivered recently by :one 
of ou.r retired admirals during testimony on 
proposed changes in the Immigration and 
Naturalization Act. 

These changes, incidentally, were ones of
fered by the Eisenhower Administration to 
wipe out the injustices and hardships which 
have arisen as a result of certain sections of 
the McCarran-Walter Immigration Act. 

I shall not dignify the unfortunate state
ment made by the retired admiral by repeat
ing it at this time but, as a cosponsor of 
immigration legislation which would elim
inate the type of petty prejudice which he 
supported, I should like to make a few com
ments of my own. 

It is only natural that we deplore slurs 
against our fine Italian-American citizens 
because each such lie insults a culture which 
is 3,000 years old and which has contributed 
immensely to the progress of civilization in 
every corner of the world. 

Some idea of the advancements and glories 
which have ilowed in unceasing tm-rents 
from the shores of Italy to other lands and 
climes can be gained from a visit to the Al
bert Memorial in Kensington Garden, Lon
don. There it will be found that of the 169 
statues representing benefactors of our hu
manity, more than half pay honor to Italians. 

In Italy was cr.ad.led and nourished the 
poetry of antiquity. and in Italy was found 
a group of historians who would preserve 
and continue the registry of civilization. 
· When one thinks of literature, the theater, 
architecture, sculpture, art, navigation, sci
ence, music, or religion, it is ilnpossibfe not 
to think of the men and women of Italian 

blood who were primary contributors to 
their development. 

Ovid. Horace. Michelangelo. Verdi-! could 
go on and on and on. Wlth each name. 
though. I think or a dozen more, and with 
each of the dozen comes the memory of the 
renowned accomplishments of still another 
dozen. It is not necessary that I can this 
honor roll. 

Suffice it to say that in age after age Italy 
has · enriched civilization through her 
thought, talent and work, so that an the 
world can join with Macaulay, the English 
historian, in the tribute he offered when he 
wrote: 

"ItaJian civilization, nearly 3,000 years old, 
has never faded out. 

"The nights which have descended on 
Italy have been nights of Arctic summer, the 
dawn always reappearing before the re.fiec
tion of the preceding sunset has faded from 
the horizon." 

I have commented in a very general way 
on the contributions which Italy has made 
to the entire world, and now I should like 
to discuss some of her gifts to our United 
States. 

Any schoolboy will tell us, of course, that 
Christopher Columbus discovered America, 
and that the very .name "America" ls derived. 
from that of an Italian mapmaker and 
navigator, Amerigo Vespuccl. 

In addition, there have been such men 
as Cabot, who laid the foundati<:m for Eng
lish settlements in this country; Verrazzano, 
discoverer of New York Bay, and Malespina, 
who explored the West. Nor can we forget 
that Paolo Busti founded Buffalo; Father 
Cataldo, Spokane; Henry DiTonti, Detroit. 

In 1773, Philip Mazzei, a physician of Tus
cany, became a companion and adviser to 
Thomas Jefferson. The most interesting fact 
about Mazzei, however, is that he was the 
first writer to present the cause of the colo
nies to .Europe and to encourage support 
f.rom many Europeans of culture and refine
ment who had been deprived of liberty in 
their own homelands. 

One of the greatest of the Italian heroes 
of the Revolution was Col. Francis Vigo. In 
Vincennes, Vigo County, Ind., an im
mense boulder placed over his grave by the 
Francis Vigo Chapter of the Daughters of 
the American Revolution bears this inscrip
tion~ 

"Francis Vigo-Patrlot-Whose devotion 
to the cause of American Liberty made pos
sible the capture of Fort Sackett, February 
25. 1'179. Born in Mondovi, Piedmont, Italy, 
1744. Died, Vincennes. Ind., 1836.'' 

Another, Cosmo de Medici. a Florentine 
captam. organized. the .first troop of light 
dragoons in the .Revolution and fought with 
distinction throughout the war, many times 
under the direct command of Washington. 

Now we come to the present day. which 
also brings us face to face with the pros 
and cons of the Italian immigration issue. 

If immigration from Italy were a detri .. 
ment to the United States, as some mis• 
guided petsons have claimed, we would not 
have in this body such a man as our worthy 
colleague from Rhode lsland, Senator 
PASI'ORE .• 

If immigration from Italy were a detri· 
ment to the United States, as .some mis
guided persons have tried in vain to prove, 
we would not have in the other House of 
this Congress such men as Representatives 
ADDONIZIO, ANFUSO, CRETELLA, FASCELL, IJEL .. 
LAY, FINO, MORANO, RoDINO, and SANTANGELO. 

These men are representative of the thou
sands of Italian-Americans who are serving 
America faithfully .and loyally in the exec
utive. the judicial, and the legislati-ve 
branches of the government, on the na
ti.onal, state, and local levels. 

At this time I would like to pay a very 
special tribute to the Marylanders in public 
and semipublic positions who can point with 
just pride to their Italian background. 

Again, tt would be impossible to name 
them all. 

I will mention, howeve.r, that in Balti
more alone we have such men as Mayor 
Thomas D'Alesandro, Jr., a former Member 
of the House of Representatives; Judge An
self Sodaro, of the Supreme Bench, who for
merly served as State•s Attorney; State Sena
tors Joseph A. Bertorelli and Anthony F. 
DiDomenico; State Delegate Samuel A. Cu
lotta, who is also a counsel to the Senate 
Judiciary Committee and Venerable of the 
Lord Baltimore Lodge of the Order of Sons 
of Itaiy in America; Joseph F. DiDomenico, 
Commissioner of the Maryland Department 
of Labor and Industry; Mrs. Agnes L. Gior
dano, Chairman of the State .Board of Hair
dressers and Beauty Culturists; and Dr. Frank 
G. Marino. member of numerous State 
boards and commissions, civic leader. and 
philanthropist. · 

I would like to mention hundreds more
for instance, the great Metropolitan Opera. 
diva Rosa Ponselle-but time forbids. 

Instead. I will turn once again to the na
tional picture to pay tribute to a very spe
cial group of Italian-Americans, and I will 
then conclude my .remarks. 

The men to whom I wish to direct my spe
cial praise are the ones whose patriotism is 
reflected, in part, in the rollcalls which echo 
throughout our land each Memorial Day 
and whose names are etChed in the Defense 
Department's records of wearers of Purple 
Hearts and other decorations. 

Now I should like to end my statement by 
quoting the words of Charles E. Russell, the 
historian. Mr. Russell wrote: ".From the 
southern shore of Europe projects a penin
sula of no great size, partially filled with 
mountains and with stretches of land no 
better than any other terrain, and yet out of 
that strip of land has emerged a great fiam
ing dynamic force that has intluenced the 
entire Western World and made that world 
what it is, in its anatomy, in its essence and 
function., pu.rely Italian." 

Fantastic Federal Aid to Dallas County 
Revealed 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. B. F. SISK 
•OF C&LIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Wednesday.,August 21.1957 

Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, the gentle
man from Dallas, Tex., Mr. ALGER, has 
placed his newsletter in the CoNGREs
SIONAL RECORD eaeh week. These state

·ments have told at great length what a 
statesman is the gentleman from Dallas, 
and he has been modest enough to admit 
that he is apparently the only Member 
of Congress interested in economy in 
government. 

I have nothing against newsletters, 
and believe they often are useful in in
forming the people of governmental ac
tions. But the gentleman from Dallas 
is unusual in that he is one of the few7 
and perhaps the only, Member of Con
gress who places his newsletter in the 
REcoRD each week, at a cost of some $200 
per week to the taxpayers, for the pur
pose of saying he is opposed to spending 
Government funds. 

In Dallas, Mr. Speaker. it is ehic in 
.some circles these days to be a Repub
lican, and in those same circles it is pop
ular to oondemn Federal grants, loans, 
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or any form of Federal assistance. The 
gentleman from Dallas, who apparently 
represents a very vocal oligarchy in his 
city, does not deviate from the norm in 
this respect, with relation to his public 
utterances and literary efforts. 

But the idea that Dallas does not want, 
and does not accept, Federal funds is 
so false and misleading I am almost will~ 
ing to ask the Federal Trade Commis~ 
sion to investigate it as unfair adver~ 
tising. While the gentleman from Dal
las, ·Mr. ALGER, and the Dallas Chamber 
of Commerce board of directors flay Fed
eral aid in all forms, that aid pours into 
Dallas County in great abundance. It is 
a well-known fact that Dallas has two 
full-time paid lobbyists in ·washington 
for the purpose of obtaining Federal 
projects, and furnishes them with anal
most unlimited expense account, a suite 
of rooms at a swank hotel, and a modern 
office in downtown Washington. 

I do not condemn the -programs, for 
the most part, that are made available 
to the good people of Dallas. But I do 
think this House should be informed as 
to the true amount of Federal funds and 
projects going into this conservative 
stronghold, Dallas County, Tex., United 
States of America. For the facts are not 
consistent with Mr. ALGER's public state
ments. 

Let me say at this point I believe I 
am privileged to make these remarks 
for two reasons: first, 1 am Texas born, 
and although I hold the State of Cali~ 
fornia near and dear to my heart, I am 
not anti-Texas nor anti-Dallas. As a 
matter of fact, I have been in Dallas 
many times, and I found it to be a beau
tiful city populated by many very cor
dial, friendly, fair people. Second, the 
fact that the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. ALGER] spends tax money in repro
ducing_ remarks showing him to be 
economy minded is a direct invitation 
for the full facts to be brought out. 

I believe at this point I should relate 
that while the gentleman from Dallas 
was in his district recently, telling the 
people how he opposes foreign aid and 
other spending programs, a huge foreign~· 
aid program was then under House con
sideration. On August 15, 1957, a for
eign-aid bill came up in which the House 
trimmed more than $800 million from 
the measure. Mr. ALGER was not present 
in this Chamber to vote either way on 
the measure. I submit that Mr. ALGER 
can fight programs to which he is op~· 
posed much more. effectively in Washing~ 
ton, D. C., than he can in Dallas. 

I have said that many of the Federal 
projects in Dallas are good ones. That is 
true. But it is not true of a proposed 
Federal building there, which is billed 
as a $24 million building, but which will 
actually cost much more. According to 
General Services Administration, this 
huge Federal building is apparently for 
the sole purpose of consolidating agen
cies from their present widely scattered 
locations. The GSA admits the Federal 
Government already owns one enormous 
building in Dallas at 1114 Commerce 
Street, but says it is not quite nice enough 
for their purpose. 

Now it would cost only $870,000 to re .. 
novate the present building in Dallas. 
But apparently the administration 

had rather spend a great· deal more 
money. This proposed new building 
would be financed at 4 percent interest 
rates, and during the first 25 years the 
Government would pay out $2,361,000 
annually. At the end of that time, there 
would still be an annual custodial and 
maintenance upkeep cost of approxi~ 
mately $746,000 annually. The UP.keep 
on the new building would be almost 
double the present $428,000 total rent the 
Federal Government pays annually to 
provide space for these widely scattered 
agencies that will be brought into this 
costly new building. Average cost to the 
Federal Government for this building 
will be $1,553,800 annually for a period 
of 50 years. 

It would appear that if the gentle
man from Dallas is really as economy 
minded as he would have us believe, he 
would protest the construction of this 
building. I am sure that, being a mem
ber of the Republican Party, which con
trols the executive branch, he could 
convince the Government this is an ex
travagant spending proposal. But I 
have searched the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
in vain for an objection to this con
struction by the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. ALGER]. I point out, too, that the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. ALGER] was 
a member of the committee to which 
such construction matters are assigned 
for the necessary legislative action, and 
that he cannot, therefore, logically plead 
ignorance of this proposed building. 
Yet, within his committee he has not 
opposed this costly proposal. Now, he is 
either for economy or he is either for 
construction of this Federal building at 
great expense to the taxpayers. The 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. ALGER] can
not be for both. How will he declare 
himself on this matter? 

Dallas is a prosperous city. It is a 
city of wealth and great abundance. 
Yet, according to the Texas Education 
Agency in a report dated August~. 1957, 
Dallas County last year received Fed
eral funds in the amount of $135,437.93 
for its school-lunch program. And the 
Government gave Dallas County a total 
of $613,276 in Federal subsidy for its 
lunch program since 1952, and an addi~ 
tional $96,941.08 for its school-milk pro
gram. In addition to this, the Federal 
Government has reserved approximately 
$654,000 for Dallas County schools un
der the Federal-aid-to-impacted-areas 
program. The gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. ALGER] says he is against Federal 
aid to education. Does it not follow, 
then, that he wants the benefits herein 
described withdrawn from the school
children of Dallas? And yet, I have not 
heard him make such a suggestion. _ 

Dallas County last year received $249,~ 
617 from the Federal Government for 
medical research, and another $53,899 
for dental research. In fact, the Fed
eral Government has sent almost $847,~ 
000 into Dallas County for this research 
during the last 10 years, and put up 
$1,500,000 in Federal funds to help con
struct a fine hospital completed there 
in 1955. It would appear that the gEm~ 
tleman from Texas [Mr. ALGER] and his 
conservative physician friends would 
have objected to the Federal Govern~ 
ment's helping the sick folks of Dallas. 

According to Charles R. Grant, budget 
officer of the Department of Agriculture, 
Dallas County, during fiscal years 1955 
through 1957, received $916,000 in Fed
eral money f;om the Agriculture Depart
ment. I believe the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. ALGER] has ·been in Congress 
during that period, and, although he has 
said he is opposed to farm subsidies, the 
records do not show that he has pro .. 
tested 1 penny of the money sent into 
Dallas County. 

During the year ending June 25, 1957, 
the Small Business Administration 
granted 52 loans in Dallas totaling $1, .. 
849,913 of Federal money, and additional 
$69,420 in disaster loans. No protests 
are filed. 

Mr. ALGER hates Federal contributions, 
social security, and what he calls Gov
ernment handouts if we can believe his 
newsletters. Then how does he feel 
about the people of Dallas county who 
receive $1,641,281 per month-or almost 
$20 million per year-in connection with 
the old-age and survivor's insurance pro
gram? Some 31,582 Dallas residents re
ceive such checks every month. Does the 
gentleman from Dallas wish these checks 
to be di_scontinued? If he does, why does 
he not say so? And if he does not, then 
why does he insist upon verbally flaying 
that program that assists so many of his 
constituents? 

According to the Veterans' Adminis
tration, for the year ending June 25, 
1957, some 3,523 Dallas residents ob
tained GI home loans totaling more than 
$41 million, with a Government guaranty 
of $22,945,706. Since the end of World 
War II, veterans in Dallas County have 
received loaris on 45,575 GI homes for 
a total of almost $350 million, with a 
Federal guaranty of more than $194 mil~ 
lion. Would Mr. ALGER have these more 
than 45,000 Dallas families move out of 
their homes because a Government pro
gram is involved? No telling how many 
of these veterans and many others re
ceived $75 monthly Government checks 
for some time while attending Southern 
Methodist University in Dallas under 
veterans' educational program. Would 
the gentleman from Dallas have these 
veterans surrender their diplomas from 
SMU because they are trained by Federal 
assistance~ 

I do not have the figures, but I am 
certain that much money from the Fed
eral Government goes to thousands of 
Dallas County veterans in connection 
with pensions and disability compensa
tion. Mr. ALGER says he is opposed to the 
veterans' program. Does he mean the 
Dallas County veterans should turn back 
their checks to the Government? 

Another example of these terrible Fed
eral funds is found in connection with 
Love Field, a commercial airport located 
in a heavily populated section of Dallas. 
Then entire project at Love Field was 
created and constructed outright by the 
Federal Government at a cost of $3,-
412,000, and all told the Government has 
given $5,832,109 to Love Field construe.;; 
tion, expansion and renovation. And 
even this does not account for all Federal 
funds going into Dallas County for the 
use of airports there. The total figure 
for all Dallas County airports is $7,~ 
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465,866. Why does not Mr. ALGER pro
test this encroachment by the Federal 
Government upon Dallas' commercial air 
industry? 

Mr. ALGER recently attacked a flood
control project passed in the district of 
one of his Texas colleagues, shortly after 
the area for which it had been passed 
had suffered a damaging flood. He is
sued press releases and wrote in his 
newsletter that he could not in good faith 
vote to spend Federal money on the 
project. Where was Mr. ALGER's good 
faith when the Government was consid
ering a project known as the Dallas 
tloodway? I did not see him rise to 
object to the fact that the Federal Gov
ernment is putting up $8,996,000 in Fed
eral funds for this project, while the 
Dallas local government will put up only 
$1,400,000. 

In addition to the federally financed 
Dallas flood way, Dallas directly gets the 
benefit of three other dams, located in 
adjoining counties, costing a total of 
36,123,000 Federal dollars for construc
tion, maintenance, studies, and general 
operation. The dams were constructed 
for the primary purpose of helping Dal
las citizens. Would Mr. ALGER say to 
the Government: "Remove these dams, 
they are not needed nor wanted by the 
people I represent, because they were 
constructed by tax funds"? 

And how about those socialistic mili
tary payrolls? In Hensley Field, Dallas, 
the Federal Government last year paid 
out $1,462,000 to civilian employees, and 
another $1,526,000 to military personnel 
stationed there. Grand Prairie Naval 
Air Station in Dallas County got $581,-
415 for the civilian payroll and another 
$2,104,000 for the military payroll, dur
ing the past year. Should the mer
chants of Dallas reject these "evil" 
Federal dollars, I ask the gentleman 
from Dallas? 

Even those payrolls pale when com
pared with the Federal contracts given 
Temco Aircraft Corp. and Chance 
Vought Aircraft in Dallas County. Ac
cording to the Department of Defense, 
the Government contracts at Temco 
total $33 million, and at Chance Vought 
the total Government contracts amount 
to $463 million. Yes, these plants are 
free enterprise in name, but who will 
dispute the fact that money from the 
Federal Government provides employ
ment for thousands of Dallas citizens 
and brings food to their tables? Should 
these plants be moved from Dallas 
County, Mr. ALGER, or should the Gov
ernment cancel its contracts because you 
say you are opposed to Government in 
business? 

There are many Government employ
ees in Dallas, and they receive · a great 
deal of Federal money with which they 
pay their local taxes, buy their cars, 
their food, their clothes, their entertain
ment, and other items from Dallas 
businessmen. Mr. ALGER apparently has 
not protested any of the fine buildings 
and projects constructed by Federal 
money in Dallas, nor the · excellent 
equipment placed in these buildings by 
Federal funds. But how has Mr. ALGER 
reacted to the workers who are employed 
in these buildings and on these projects? 
vVhy, he has voted against pay raises in 

Congress that would give these many 
Dallas employees added compensation, 
and allow their purchasing power in 
Dallas to increase for the benefit of the 
local economy. 

Dallas Post employees number 2,505, 
and in a single year, fiscal 1957, their 
payroll amounted to $11,431,000. Would 
Mr. ALGER have mail service in Dallas dis
continued because it costs some Federal 
funds to provide service? Would he toss 
the faithful Dallas postal workers out of 
jobs? Or, does he feel he is being big 
hearted because he has not asked for 
their jobs, but "only" opposed their re
cent pay raise, designed to bring up their 
standard of living? 

There are numerous other Federal of
:fices of regional and district importance 
in Dallas, including the District Internal 
Revenue Office, the Immigration Service, 
Customs, General Services Administra
tion, Regional Post Office Department, 
Small Business Administration, Depart
ment of Labor, and so on. I don't have 
the :figures for all these agencies, but let 
us consider one as an example. 

Let's look, for instance, at the Regional 
Veteran's Administration office in Dallas. 
The Government constructed a hospital 
there at an original cost of $11 ,397,652. 
The Government has since invested more 
than $2 million in additional equipment, 
and the payroll at the Dallas VA office 
is almost $5 million-to be exact, $4,-
899,804 per year. 

How about the Commodity Credit Cor
poration? Well, one man, t.he epitome 
of conservatism," received more than $8 
million from this agency for storing Gov
ernment wheat, then became outraged 
when the· Government insisted he make 
good on most of the wheat because he 
allowed it to spoil and ruin from faulty 
storage. And that is only one case of 
Federal money being released in Dallas 
through this agency. 

Dallas County has some excellent roads 
and highways. Some 109.9 m.iles of this 
was constructed by Federal funds total
ing $19,128,800 through fiscal 1957, from 
fiscal1953. I will bet Mr. ALGER drives on 
those roads, and I know many of his con
stituents do. Shall we rip the roads up, 
I ask the gentleman from Dallas, who 
loves economy and hates Fedetal money? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I don't believe there 
is a field in which Dallas citizens have 
failed to receive some Federal aid. At 
Seagoville, Tex., in Dallas County, the 
Government spent a great deal of money 
constructing a Federal Correctional In
st.itute. During fiscal 1957, the Federal 
Government spent $752,919 operating 
this correctional institute. Would Mr. 
ALGER say open the gates, turn the in
mates loose on Dallas County's law-abid
ing citizens and ·never mind the danger, 
because, after all, we'll save the Govern
ment some money? 

Now the figures I have recited to you 
certa~nly do not a.ccount for all Federal 
money in Dallas County. Think of the 
untold dollars that could be added to this 
total if one but had the· time to figure 
them out. This does not include con
~truction and upkeep of many regional 
and district offices, salaries .for each of 
these agencies' employees, and many, 
many other items. The best I can fig.., 

ure, the total amount of Government 
expenditures revealed here today, count
ing grants, loans, gifts, subsidies, guaran
ties, and other programs, is $885,167,334, 
and that is only a drop in the bucket, as 
I only hit the high spots. 

So let the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
ALGER], and the Dallas Chamber of Com
merce directors, and others of this high 
oligarchy which prides itself in "con
trolling" Dallas County, cease from their 
verbal spoutings against Federal aid, 
while they enjoy the fruits of Federal aid 
in so many, many ways. Let 'us dispel 
the idea that Dallas County is so con
servative it stands alone without any 
F'ederal assistance. Let the Dallas Morn
ing News, which gleefully chronicles the 
statements of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. ALGER], to all and sundry, reflect 
for a moment on the good the Federal 
Government has done for Dallas County. 
Let this newspaper and the chamber 
board of directors and its Congressman 
realize, for once, that the Federal Gov
ernment is here to help, not hurt, our 
people. 

I am sure the great majority of the 
thinking people of Dallas already know 
these facts. I am sure the average Dallas 
resident loves his city, loves his State, 
loves his Nation, and the Government 
that works for the benefit of the people. 
Most thinking Dallas people, I am sure, 
are fully aware of the bountiful blessings 
they enjoy, and will no longer be fooled 
by the utterances of the gentleman from 
Dallas [Mr. ALGER], who wants to pre
tend Dallas gets no Federal aid, who 
wants to speak against Federal aid, but 
who knows within his heart that the good 
people of Dallas benefit from almost 
every Federal program known to the 
mind of man. 

Either the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
ALGER] is opposed to these programs, and 
is, therefore, against the benefits his city 
and its people get, or he is not opposed 
to them. And if it is the latter, Mr. 
Speaker, then he should change his 
speeches to fit his views accordingly. 

I hope, Mr. 'Speaker, this has set the 
RECORD straight with relation to "con
servative Dallas and its Federal-aid
hating leaders." 

Appearance of Representative Charles 0. 
Porter on Meet the Press 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. RICHARD L. NEUBERGER 
OF OREGON 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

Wednesday, August 21, 1957 

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President, on 
August 4, 1957, a most unusual honor 
came to Representative CHARLES 0. PoR
TER, of the Fourth Oregon District. It is 
comparatively rare for a freshman Mem
ber of the House of Representatives to be 
interviewed on the National Broadcast
ing Co. network program, Meet the Press. 
On that occasion, Representative PoRTER 
was interrogated by four veteran inter4 

viewers and newspapermen. They were 
Luke P. Carroll, . New York Herald 
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Tribune; Marquis Childs, St. Louis -Post
Dispatch; Richard Wilson, Cowles publi
cations, and Lawrence E. Spivak, regular 
panel member. 

Incidentally, one of these outstanding 
journalists has told me that he thought 
Representative PoRTER was one of the 
most adroit and effective public figures 
yet to appear on Meet the Press. 

Representative PoRTER has taken a 
particular interest in the entire contro
versy surrounding the Government of the 
Dominican Republic because Gerald 
Murphy ·has tragically disappeared in 
that country. Mr. Murphy is an out
standing airplane pilot, 23 years old, and 
a resident of Eugene, Oreg., where his 
parents live. Eugene is located within 
the Fourth Oregon Congressional Dis
trict. 

So that Members of the Senate may 
learn of the questions put to Represent
ative PoRTER and his answers, I ask 
unanimous consent that the full text of 
the Meet the Press program of Sunday, 
August 4, 1957, be printed in the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

There being no objection, the text of 
the program was ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as fo'"nows: 
MEET THE PRESS-AMERICA'S PRESS CONFER• 

ENCE OF THE AIR 
(Produced by Lawrence E. Spivak; guest, 

Representative Charles 0. Porter, Demo
crat, of Oregon; panel, Luke P. Carroll 
(New York Herald Tribune), Marquis 
Childs (St. Louis Post-Dispatch), Richard 
Wilson (Cowles publications), Lawrence E. 
Spivak (regular panel member); modera
tor, Frank Blair) 
ANNOUNCER. Now, Meet the Press, the 

prizewinning program produced by Law
rence E. Spivak. Ready for this sponta
neous, unrehearsed conference are four of 
America's top reporters. Please remember, 
their questions do not necessarily refiect 
their point of view; it is their way of getting 

·a story for you. While Ned Brooks is on va
cation, here is our guest moderator of Meet 
the Press, Mr. Frank Blair. 

Mr. BLAIR. Good evening and welcome once 
again to Meet the Press. Our guest this eve
ning is Congressman CHARLES 0. PORTER, 
Democrat from Oregon. Most freshman Con
gressmen are seen and not heard, but Mr. 
PoRTER in his first 7 months in office has been 
involved in a sensational cloak and dagger 
tale of international intrigue. His speeches 
in Congress on the subject have been widely 
reported. He has been the hero of Calypso 
ballads in Latin American countries. He has 
been attacked as a self-appointed interna
tional revolutionary by fellow Congressmen, 
and he has been advised by police author
ities to carry a gun for protection in our 
Nation's Capital. 

The facts in the case are these: Dr. Jesus 
de Galindez, a Columbia University teacher 
and a critic of Generalissimo Trujillo, the 
dictator of the Dominican Republic, disap· 
peared from New York City without trace on 
March 12,1956. Gerald Murphy, a young air
plane pilot from Congressman PoRTER's home 
town in Oregon, told friends he had flown 
an invalid believed to be De Galindez from 
the United States to the Dominican Republic 
on that date. Then on December 4, 1956, 
Gerald Murphy himself disappeared in the 
Dominican Republic. Congressman PoRTER 
insisted there is a. direct link between the 
three events and persistently demanded an 
investigation. Congressman PORTER's one
man crusade, and an aroused public opinion, 
forced State Department action, and as a 
result the Dominican Republic has taken an 
extraordinary step in international afl'airs. 

It hired an American public relations man, 
Sidney Baron, who hired the American law
yer, Morris Ernst, to investigate the Murphy
Galindez mystery. This investigation is soon 
to begin. And now seated at the press table, 
ready to interview Congressman PoRTER, are, 
Marquis Childs of the St. Louis Post-Dis
patch, Richard Wilson of Cowles PubUca.
tions, Luke P. Carroll of the New York Herald 
Tribune, and Lawrence E. Spivak, our regu
lar member of the Meet the Press panel: 
Now Congressman PoRTER, if you are ready, 
we will start the questioning with Mr. Spivak. 

Mr. SPIVAK. Congressman PoRTER, in Coro
net magazine recently you were quoted as 
saying this: "The shocking fact is that a 
highly paid organization of killers is at large 
in our country, operating chiefiy in New York 
City and Miami, whose job it is to assassi
nate or intimidate the enemies of Trujillo in 
the United States. Tney don't draw the line 
at expatriate Dominicans. They will mur• 
der Americans, too." That is a serious 
charge against a man who has long been con
sidered a friend of this country, General
issimo Trujillo. You are a lawyer; have you 
evidence that will stand up in court to prove 
these sweeping statements? 

Representative PORTER. Yes; I have such 
evidence. Of course, this charge didn't 
originate with me, and I wouldn't say that 
Generalissimo Trujillo has long been re
garded as a friend of the United States by 
many people who have facts similar to this. 
We can cite all sorts of cases; we can start 
with people like Bencosme and Requena. 
We can name cases that are very familiar in 
New York. But we can come down to date, 
if you want evidence of this network of ter
ror. You can recall a radio show that Ed 
Murrow had not long ago and 'how 50 of the 
130 people he talked to didn't want to say 
anything or have their names used. In an
swer to your question, yes, I do have. 

Mr. SPIVAK. You say that, as a lawyer, you 
have evidence to make out a case on which 
a jury would convict the people . you men· 
tion. 

Representative PoRTER. The crime of mur
der in the Murphy case; yes. I suppose it is 
no crime to have a network of terror, spe• 
cifi.cally, although it is something that we 
don't want to have here. 

Mr. SPIVAK. Are you prepared to furnish 
this evidence to Morris Ernst, who is now 
carrying on the investigation of the charges? 

Representative PoRTER. No; I am not, and 
that represents a change in my point of 
view. I have given all this evidence as I 
have gotten it to the FBI, because they are 
the ones conducting the investigation. I 
told Mr. Ernst just last week when he called 
me that I was going to give him full access 
to my files. I have thought the matter over; 
and even before I received telephone calls 
from people who said, "Don't show him let~ 
ters I wrote to you because if they get back 
to Trujillo-," I decided I would not make 
this material available to Mr. Ernst. He, in 
effect, is working for Trujillo, and I would 
be turning over information to him which 
would mean trouble for these people who 
are helping our Government to solve the 
case. 
· Mr. SPIVAK. You say you have given this 
evidence to the FBI? 

Representative PoRTER. Yes; I have. 
Mr. SPIVAK. I take it you have great con

fidence in the FBI as an organization? 
Representative PoRTER. I have great con· 

fidence. 
Mr. SPIVAK. Do they know what you 

know-that there is a network of spies here
and are they letting these people get away 
with murder? 

Representative PoRTER. ·No; I wouldn't say 
that; I would say the FBI is working hard 
on this case. I am not one of those who 
thinks the FBI is infalllble. I think they are 
:fall1ble like the rest of us. 

Mr. CARROLL. To go back to Mr. Ernst for a 
moment, Mr. Porter, do you think it is im
possible for him to make an objective study 
of this crime? 

Representative . PORTER. I don't know Mr. 
Ernst. I know him by reputation. I know 
people who like him and respect him. The 
circumstances, I think, just make it impos
sible for .him to come up with a conclusion 
that the public will accept, because he is 
paid by the man who is charged with the 
murder. 

Mr. SPIVAK. But he has said that if he is 
handicapped in any way he will get out of 
the investigation. 

Representative PoRTER. Then, I think he 
should get out now, because I think he is 
handicapped by the way he has gotten into 
the investigation. 

Mr. SPIVAK. It isi'inpossible for some of our 
authorities to question some of the people in 
the Dominican Republic who may or may 
not be involved-the former consul general 
in New York. Why would you not allow 
Mr. Ernst to question him and then to turn 
over his material to the proper authorities? 
Wouldn't you be one step ahead that way? 

Representative PoRTER. I am not saying 
there are not advantages in it, but I think 
the disadvantages overweigh the advantages 
because it will make people think because a 
man like Ernst is in this, those who do know 
him, that we are going to come up with 
something that we can rely on. It won't 
be anything that will be generally acceptable 
because it can't be. But Espaillat, the man 
you are talking about, could come up here 
and be questioned as we have asked, twice, 
officially, of the Dominican Government. 
They want to cooperate. If they want to 
clear the record, let them send General Es
paillat up here. Why have their client, or 
their attorney, go down to the Dominican 
Republic to question- him there? To me, 
that doesn't seem in accordance with the 
usual processes of investigation. 

Mr. CHILDS. You and others have repeat
edly made charges in the Galindez and Mur• 
phy cases, but there has never been any
thing more than circumstantial evidence in 
these cases, isn't that correct? . 

Representative PoRTER. Many people, Mr. 
Childs, go to prison, to death, on what is 
called circumstantial evidence. Actually 
there is also real evidence-the forged note. 

Mr. CHILDS. Th~;~.t is not proof of murder in 
itself. 

Representative PoRTER. But to show that 
someone who is accused of murder would 
make up a purposeful lie, as in this case 
the Dominicans did when they presented us 
an explanation of Jerry Murphy's death. 
Circumstantial evidence and real evidence
those are the two classes of evidence, if 
you want to make the legal distinction, but 
circumstantial evidence when it is powerful, 
when it convinces a lot of juries, every 
day--

Mr. CHILDS. But you, as a lawyer, would 
hesitate to send a man to death on circum
stantial evidence? 

Representative PoRTER. It is done all the 
time. I hesitate t9 send any man to his 
death, but--

Mr. CHILDS. Let me ask you this further 
question. The murderer or murderers are 
obviously in the Dominican Republic, won't 
you say? 

_Representative PoRTER. ~ would say the 
murderer or murderers, the actual ones are 
dead, but they were in the Dominican Re· 
public. 

Mr. CHILDS. Or those who ordered the 
murder? 

Representative PoRTER. Yes. 
Mr. CHILDS. Then, do you see any point in 

this grand jury investigation that is now 
going on? Do you think this is a complete 
dead end, Congressman? 

Representative PoRTER. No, we can't reach 
Trujillo himself, because of international 
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law. He is the man, I believe, who · ordered 
the murders. Getting his minions like John 
Frank, who has been indicted for being an 
agent and having a part in this-and I am 
told by high State Department officials that 
much of the evidence which has to do with 
connecting the Dominican Government will 
come out in the course of the trial of John 
Frank, and, I assume, any other trials that 
result from the present grand jury's indict· 
ments. 

Mr. CHILDS. You think the administration 
moved quickly enough and vigorously 
enough in this case? 

Representative PORTER. No, indeed. 
Mr. CHILDS. Do you think anything more 

than the indictment of an incidental person 
such as Mr. Frank will come out of this 
grand jury investigation? 
· Representative PoRTER. After they began 
to move they got Mr. Frank, but not in the 
very first, last llicember and January when 
they wanted to slough this thing off, and 
when Trujillo had every reason to think they 
would slough it off because he had always 
gotten such fine treatment by our Govern
ment, many of whose personnel treat him 
as though he is respectable when he is not. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Porter, some of your critics 
speak of the anti-Trujillo script writers as 
being resJ?onsible for building up what they 
say is thls fanciful tale of kidnaping and 
murder. Your insertions in the CoNGRES· 
SIONAL RECORD on this subject are quite com
prehensive and even journalistic in tone. 
Did you write all of those, or did you get 
any help in writing them? 

Representative PoRTER. I had help from 
the Library of Congress experts in this mat
ter, but every word that went in there could 
have been based on fact, much of it was 
based on facts by people who know more 
about historical matters and current matters 
than I do, but they are my words, and no
body writes my script. 

Mr. WILSON. You got no help from any
body except the Legislative Reference people? 

Representative PoRTER. That is correct. ' 
Mr. WILSON. You state that you have evi- · 

dence that a crime was committed here. 
What evidence do you have that either de 
Galindez or Murphy is dead? 

Representative PORTER. This is the old 
problem of the corpus delicti which many 
people think mean the dead body, but, of 
course, it is the body of the wrong in crime. 
Murphy disappeared in December, and he is 
gone. De Galindez disappeared. We have 
a great deal of circumstantial but very 
strong and legally acceptable evidence to 
show that they were murdered because they 
crossed Mr. Trujillo. 

Mr. WILSON. What evidence, sir? 
Representative PORTER. Starting at the 

first we know that de Galindez worked for 
Trujillo for some time. He went there and 
was there during the war. He learned about 
Trujillo's methods, he went to Columbia to 
write his thesis about Trujillo, a thesis which 
was very detailed with regard to Trujillo's 
wrongs and the kind of government he had. 
Trujillo didn't want that published. We 
have evidence that he especially didn't want 
it published because it showed how his own 
bloodline was not exactly pure, in his own 
terms. It showed things which he didn't 
like, at all. Shortly, after it was finished 
before it was published, he disappeared: 
After there had been threats, which had been 
reported to the FBI, from people we know 
were working for Trujillo. The circum
stances _of his disappearance pointed a finger 
at Trujillo. Of course, there was this blind 
alley. The evidence is very complete. I 
couldn't go into all of it. There is a good 
deal of it. 

Mr. WILSON. You haven't cited any evi
dence that would impress me, as a curbstone 
lawyer, but let me pass that. The Domini· 
can Ambassador de Moya asserts that the 
answer to de Galindez' death-he was a Span-

ish Basque, as we all know-he says, "The 
answer is to be found in Manhattan's Span
ish-speaking colony, and I have a feeling 
that the final solution is not far distant." 
What is your reaction? 

~epresentative PORTER. Like so many of 
Ambassador de Moya's statements, it isn't 
supported. As a matter of fact, one of your 
panel members knows that de Moya is a liar, 
because he lied to him and was found out. 
The Ambassador made statements like that 
in San Francisco about this Murphy-de 
Ga~indez operation being a Communist plot. 
GolDg back to your question about evidence, 
our State Department, based on FBI find
ings, has already said there is a connection 
between Murphy and de Galindez. 

Mr. WILSON. I want to ask you about this 
note which was found in de Galindez' apart
ment. Much has been made of the note as 
being a substantial piece of evidence. In 
this note it was stated that his kidnapers
he apparently assumed he might be kid
naped-should be looked for in the Domini
can Republic. Is it true that this note was 
not found until the third search of the de 
Galindez apartment, although when it was 
found it was lying in plain sight on top of 
a desk and that two previous searches had 
failed to disclose it? · 

Representative PoRTER. I have heard those 
allegations. I do not regard the note as the 
most important item of evidence in hooking 
de Galindez to the Dominican Republic. I 
do not know whether it is true. 

Mr. SPIVAK. You yourself and others have 
said that Trujillo knows how to get rid of a 
man in this country. Why would he kidnap 
him and take him over there to get rid of 
him when you can buy somebody in this 
country to "bump a man off" for a good deal 
less? 

Representative PoRTER. I think there are 
two answers to that. One is that he wanted 
to stop publication of the book, which he 
would do, if he just disappeared. If he dies, 
it goes to his heirs. The other explanation, 
which is probably more credible, is that in 
this book he had written, "The Era of Tru
jil~o," he had criticized the Generalissimo, 
sa1d he had part Negro blood, pointed out 
the illegitimacy both above him, and below 
him, something about his children being 
born at embarrassing times and by two dif
ferent marriages. That sort of thing, we are 
informed, made the Genera-lissimo very 
angry, and he said he was going to have 
de Galindez eat this article; he wanted per
sonal revenge. 

Mr. SPIVAK. But you yourself said in that 
Coronet article, "Only one thing could suc
cessfully silence the work. De Galindez 
must disappear." He hasn't silenced the 
work. Some of these things appeared in 
Mexico, they appeared in Chile, and chap
ters have appeared already here. He hasn't 
been successful, at all, has he? 

Representative PoRTER. He hasn't always 
accomplished what he wanted to accomplish. 

Mr. SPIVAK. Congressman Reece recently 
charged you appear to have used your office 
"for the purpose of advocating the violent 
overthrow of the Dominican Government." 
Would you like to see that Government over· 
thrown by revolution? 

Representative PoRTER. I would. 
Mr. SPIVAK. Do you think such overthrow 

would be in the interest of. this country in 
view of what is happening in all of Latin 
America? 

Representative PoRTER. I favor people any 
place, whether in Hungary or Poland or any 
other country where there is a dictator, over
throwing that dictator. I would not take 
any personal part in it, but I sympathize 
with people who want to overthrow dictators. 

Mr. SPIVAK. And you would take chaos at 
this time in that country rather than a 
strong dictator who has been a friend of 
ours? 

Representative PoRTER. Chaos, Mr. Spivak, 
?oes not come from an emerging democracy; 
1t comes from the death pains of a dictator
ship. I would say the chaos, at least, is 
leading to something which means freedom 
and justice, and the dictatorship is not. 

Mr. SPIVAK. What do you want to get out 
of all this thing? Do you want to send 
Marines over there, to bring Trujillo back 
here and try him? 

Representative PORTER. No; some of my 
criticis have said that that is what I have 
in mind, but I have never advocated that. 
We know that that wouldn't work. All that 
I want our country to do is to differentiate 
between the dictators and the democracies 
~nd frame our policies accordingly. If we 
JUst · publicly said which are the dictators 
and which are the democracies, we would 
be a big step ahead. 

Mr. SPIVAK. Don't you think our President 
and Secretary of State have said that? You 
are not the only man who said that. 

Representative PoRTER. A high State De
partment official told me the other day that 
the reason President Eisenhower had never 
said "Bravo, Colombia" after Colombia came 
out on May 10 from 8 years of dictatorship
the President said nothing because he 
thought he would make Venezuela which is 
a dictatorship, of course, mad. 

Mr. SPIVAK. At one point you called for an 
investigation by the Organization of Ameri
can States. You felt that was the only way 
to get anywhere with this. But you also 
said "Again and again Latin Americans tell 
me they have no faith in the OAS, because it 
is controlled by the dictators with the tacit 
approval of the United States." Why would 
you want an organization which you yourself 
have condemned to do the investigating? 

Representative PoRTER. I have been told by 
some responsible Latin Americans that the 
reason they believe that is because the United 
States has been treating these dictatorships 
as though they were respectable. If we 
~hange_ our attitude, the OAS would change 
1ts attitude and could be effective in pro
moting inter-American relations. 

Mr. CARROLL. To go back to the former 
Dominican Republic Consul General in New 
York, General Espaillat, you have suggested 
that he come to the United States and sub
ject himself to our juridical system. Would 
you apply this in reverse, if a representative 
of the United States was involved in some 
questionable matter, or if the Government 
wanted to investigate to make inquiry of a 
representative of the United States and if 
that government was a backward, primitive, 
even Communist country, would you say 
"Yes, our representative should be turned 
over to that country?" 

Representative PoRTER. I would say, yes, if 
the circumstances were exactly the same as 
in the case of Mr. Espaillat. 

Mr. CARROLL. Who would determine those 
circumstances? 

Representative PoRTER. The circumstances 
1n this case are very plain. 

Mr. CARROLL. They are plain to you. 
Representative PoRTER. They are plain to 

everybody in New York, or everybody who has 
followed this case. He said time and again, 
"I want to cooperate to the fullest extent. 
My country is innocent; we are much 
wronged." And then what happened? Two 
days after the State Department sent a note 
to his Government saying, "We want Espail
lat available, amenable to the usual processes 
of investigation and trial," he packed up on 
the fourth and went back to the Dominican 
Republic and refuses to come out. In other 
words, he turned tail and ran. 

Mr. CARROLL. Wouldn't this be a precedent 
in diplomatic relations? Has it ever been 
done before? 

Representative PoRTER. We had no way to 
demand it. We have no way to require it. I 
don't know whether it has or not. 
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Mr. CARROLL. I think not. Let me ask you 

one question about Generalissimo Trujillo~s 
holdings in the U:1ited States: You have 
asked that these be investigated. Have you 
any evidence at all to indicate what the re
sult of that investigation might be? 

Representative PoRTER. The evidence I 
have is that he owns considerable real estate 
in Florida, in New York, and some Middle 
Western cities-that he has very considerable 
holdings in the United States. 

Mr. CARROLL. What would that prove one 
way or the other? 

Representative PoRTER. It would prove for 
one thing we shouldn't send him $250,000 a 
year point 4 aid, and we shouldn't as Look 
magazine says in an issue coming out this 
week, give him $6 million in military aid. 

Mr. CARROLL. Do you think all this money 
1s going to Trujillo? 

Representative PoRTER. I know it is. 
There is nobody familiar with the setup down 
there who doesn't know he controls the 
economy of the country. It is his plantation, 
and then we give him aid. 

Mr. CHILDS. While advocating we stop our 
aid to four Latin American dictatorships, you 
have gone along with the administration in 
urging or continuing aid to Tito in Yugo
slavia because you said we would get som~ 
benefit out of this. Isn't it true that now 
that Tito has made his pea.ce with Moscow; 
there is no point in this? 

Representative PoRTER. And, the aid to 
Yugoslavia is conditioned on that. If we 
consider him lost to the other side, we don't 

give him aid.- That is-the way it should be 
.done. If we see a military advantage in 
terms of security to the American people, 
sure, we "sup with the Devil with a long
handled spoon," but we don't do it when 
there is no military reason for it. 

Mr. CARROLL. It is a pretty risky policy, 
though, isn't it? Do you make a distinction · 
between a dictatorship of the left and the 
right? 

Representative PoRTER. No; I say they are 
the same, but where we have a military ad· 
vantage to gain-! don 't say we are close to 
them or show we like them or think they 
are respectable, but we have bases in Spain 
because it is going to mean our protection-. 
Then we deal with the government, and we 
spend $400 million there. 

Mr. CARROLL. Our new Ambassador in Cuba. 
Mr. Smith, has just spoken out apparently 
against the Batista dictatorship. Do you 
think this is right, or do you think it was 
a blunder? 

Representative PORTER. I think it was very 
right, indeed. I think, Mr. Smith is to be 
congratulated for speaking up as an American 
·would. He didn't speak up against the 
regime; he spoke out against the terroristics 
or the police methods, turning the fire hose 
on some defenseless women who were pro
testing a treaty that had been violated 
namely, that American arms were being useq 
to kill their boys. The Ambassador simply 
said, "I'll give this my serious consideration,'' 
which he should do, because those arms were 
given to Cuba on the basis they would not be 

used internally; I say, Mr. Smith is acting as 
a good American and not as his predecessor 
.did, who was so close to Batista that every
body, all the oppressed people in Cuba-and 
there are some oppressed people there
thought that the American Government was 
on the side of the dictator. 
' Mr. WILSON. Mr. PORTER, you mentioned 
the article in Look magazine which charges 
that a hal! dozen very well known people in 
this country, incl'Uding a son-in-law of Sec
retary Dulles and several other prominent 
people-a relative by marriage to the Presi
dent's wife have received large sums of 
money, some of them as high as $270,000. 
Are they a part of all this scheme of Tru
jillo's to spread a network of terror? · 

Representative PORTER. He w-orks ln two 
ways, Mr. Wilson, generally, cold cash or cold 
terror. He gets what he wants either by 
spending his money, or he gets it by sending 
his boys to do it another way. So it is part 
of his way of exercising his influence for his 
own profit, his own power. 

Mr. WILSON. Does he get his money's worth 
out of these highly placed people? 

Representative PoRTER. I don't know. 
Some of them I suppose he does, and some 
he doesn't. 

Mr. BLAIR. There is one question I would 
like to ask you before we conclude: Do you 
carry a gun? 

Representative PoRTER. Whenever I think 
it is reasonably necessary. The Washington 
police have so advised me, and when I think 
it is necessary I .carry it. 
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