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Andrew L. Bowman Eric A. McVadon, Jr. 

· Jerry C. Breast Stephan J. Mack 
Paul D. Browne James T. Martin 
Robert G. Calton, Jr. Frank H. Mason III 
Samuel R. Carter, Jr. Jon J. Masters 
Heath B. Chamberlain Thomas B. Mattox 
Kim R. Clark George T. Maye 
David K. Collett Wayne W. Miller 
Robert L. Corbett Henry C. Miner III 
Irvin S. Cowie John W. Moran, Jr. 
Frank A. Daspit Brian M. Moriarty 
William J. Dean John G. Morton 
John P. Dennis, Jr. Peter W. Murphy 
Chester H. Denny, Jr. Rupert D. O'Brien, Jr. 
Jasper W. Dunn III Thomas E. Oden 
Walter E. Dunn Robin T. Ollivier 
Michael R. Duvall Norman A. Palermo 
Thomas G. Earle Charles R. Pogue 
Paul J. Eckenroad III Ralph E. Powell 
James s. Ekenrod Patrick E. Preston 
Charles T. Eifler Thomas M. Randolph 
David J. Elliott Robert R. Retzlaff 
David P. Faulkner James W. Schroeder 
Earl A. Ferguson John B. Schroering 
Robert H. Finley John E. Sloan, Jr. 
Jack E. Gamble Frederic N. Smith 
Walter H. Gerdes Philip B. Smith 
Charles W. Given Ronald L. Smith 
James A. Gordon, Jr. Fred Spires 
Robert G. Grosse George W. Thackst.on, 
Allen C. Haggerty Jr. 
William G. HamiltonHarold L. Theiss 

III Loyal R. Updegrove 
Edward W. Hargadon Joseph W. Upton, Jr. 
Olin D. Haynes Jerome J. Valberg 
David R. Hedrich Robert J. Vandiver 
Marion F. Hendrix Bernard D. Wade 
Francis B. Henry Robert M. Wall 
Elbert F. Hinson Charles E. Walsh 
Harry M. Holland, Jr. David M. Weiner 
Charles G. Horne, Jr. William W. White-
Everett N. Infinger hurst, Jr. 
Jay R. Joll Robert L. Whiteman 
Benjamin F. Kerkam Robert L. Whitmire 
John I. Kineke Fred Wigfield III 
Robert P. Kirby Loren L. Wilcox 
George M. LaChance,Alan C. Wilkinson 

Jr. Robert W. Withers 
William B. Lamb IV 
Paul A. Lynch Walter F. Wolf, Jr. 
Frank E. McDonnell McDonald E. Wrenn, 
·John G. McLain, Jr. Jr. 
George H. McLaughlin William H. Young 

II 

The following-named (civilian college 
graduates) to the grades indicated in the 
Medical Corps of the Navy, subject to quali
fications therefor as provided by law: 

COMMANDER 

James E. Hamill 
LIEUTENANT 

William W. Barnard 
Bobby F. King 

The following-named Reserve officers to 
the grades indicated in the Medical Corps of 
the Navy, subject to qualifications therefor 
as provided by law: 

LIEUTENANT COMMANDER 

Elgin C. Cowart, Jr. 

LIEUTENANT 

Letcher B. Barnes Spencer F. Maddox, 
Charles A. Camarata Jr. 

· John P. Cannon RobertS. Mandell 
Robert A. Conner Walter J. Meekings, 
JohnS. Davis, Jr. Jr. 
Garrett E. Donnell Carl F. Meier 
Jean-Jacques Gun- Joseph A. Murgalo 

ning Paul H. Nieberding 
Vincent A. C. Indo- Rex Orr 

vina Donald W. Robinson 
Charles E. Inman Jack W. Saglio 
Edward W. Klein Richard H. Svihus 
Clinton H. Lowery Merle D. Swearingen 
John R. Lukas Vern N. Walker 
Henry G. McRae, Jr. Tommie K. Watkins 
Walter J. Mack 

LIEUTENANT (JUN.JOR GRADE) 

Harry L. Pine 
James E. Turner, Jr., Reserve officer, to be 

a lieutenant in the Medical Corps . of the 
Navy and to be promoted to the g·rade of 
lieutenant commander when his line run
ning mate is so promoted, subject to qualifi
cations therefor as provided by law. 

The following-named Reserve officers to 
the grades indicated in the Medical Corps 
of the Navy, for temporary service, subject 
to qualifications therefor as provided by 
law: 

LIEUTENANT COMMANDER 

Robert A. Conner 
Walter J . Meekings, Jr. 

LIEUTENANT 

Harry L. Pine 
The following-named Reserve officers to 

the grades indicated in the Dental Corps of 
the Navy, subject to qualifications therefor 
as provided by law: 

LIEUTENANT 

Gerald L. Barbor · 
Richard D. Collier 
Richard L. Moore 
Richard L. Parsons 

Alexander D. Sander
son 

William J. Scott 

LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE) 

William K. Bottomley William M. Johnson 
Matthew R. Cummings Thomas F. McCann 
William A. Grimsley, William R. Martin 

Jr. George S. Miles, Jr. 
Rudolph Jacobson Francis Petruccell1 

The following-named Reserve officers to be 
lieutenants in the Dental Corps of the Navy, 
for temporary service, subject to qualifica
tions therefor as provided by law: 
William K. Bottomley William M. Johnson 
Matthews R. Cum- Thomas F . McCann 

mings William R. Martin 
William A. Grimsley, GeorgeS. Miles, Jr. 

Jr. Francis Petruccelli 
Rudolph Jacobson 

Ralph P. Huestis (civilian college gradu
ate) to be a lieutenant in the Dental Corps 
of the Navy, subject to qualifications there
for as provided by law. 

Robert R. Tefft, Reserve officer, to be an en
sign in the Medical Service Corps of the Navy, 
subject to qualifications therefor as provided 
by law. 

The following-named women officers to the 
grades indicated in the Medical Service Corps 
of the Navy, under provision of laws appli
cable to male officers: 

COMMANDER 

Margaret S. Lincicome 
LIEUTENANT 

Patricia DeBerry 

William H. Barnes, United States retired 
officer, to be a lieutenant commander in the 
line of the Navy, for temporary service, pur
suant to title 10, United States Code, section 
1211, subject to qualifications therefor as 
provided by law. 

Bernadette E. Golbach, United States Navy 
retired officer, to be a permanent lieutenant 
and a temporary lieutenant commander in 
the Nurse Corps of the Navy, pursuant to 
title 10, United States Code, section 1211, 
subject to qualifications therefor as provided 
bylaw. 

John D. Shields, Reserve officer, to be a 
lieutenant in the line of the Navy, for tem
porary service, subject to qualifications 
therefor as provided by law. 

Jordine C. Skoff, woman Reserve om.cer, to 
be a lieutenant (Junior grade) in the line of 
the Navy, for temporary service, subject to 
qualifications therefor as provided by law. 

Paul E. Camplin, lieutenant (junior 
grade), United States Navy, to be a chief war-

rant officer, W-2, in the United States Navy, 
subject to qualifications therefor as pro
vided by law. 

The following-named (Naval Reserve Offi
cers Training Corps) for permanent appoint
ment to the grade of second lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps, subject to the qualifica
tions therefor as provided by law: 
Donald E. Andersen Philip W. Koetsch 
John W. Anderson Bobby J. Ligon 
William J. Bonthron Robert s. Luft 
Frank H. Butler, Jr. Alan W. MacCarthy, 
Lee Callaway III Jr. 
Arthur L. Clark Kevin A. Maloy 
Jerry L. Cobb Kenneth E. Mayers 
Charles E. Davis III Robert C. McNair 
John Dickinson William D. Merriss 
Gerard T. Gelpi Richard B. Quanrud 
James R. Ginn Gary B. Rhinesmith 
John A. Halbleib Richard C. Scamehorn 
William Katzinski George R. Sotsky 
Roger E. Knapper 

The following-nam~d (Army Reserve Offi
cers Training Corps) for permanent appoint
ment to the grade of second lieutenant in 
the Marine Corps, subject to the qualifica
tions therefor as provided by law: 

William B. Houseman 
Robert J. Maguire 

•• ..... •• 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 27, 1958 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 

Psalm 119: 105: Thy Word is a lamp 
unto my teet, and a light unto my path. 

0 Thou Eternal Spirit of the living 
God, Thou knowest how anxious and 
deeply concerned we are about the safety 
and security of our beloved country in 
these strange and batHing times. 

Humbly we acknowledge that again 
and again we seem to be wandering in a 
maze, uncertain of the way and wonder
ing what a new day may bring to us. We 
are "like an infant in the night, an infant 
crying for the light, and with no language 
but a cry.'' 

We penitently confess that we are 
sometimes greatly bewildered and con
fused and frightened when we think of 
the vast and marvelous amount of phys
ical power which now belongs to our 
modern world. 

Grant that the minds and hearts of 
men may be illumined by Thy Holy 
Word and endowed with those moral and 
spiritual controls which will direct and 
channel this power and energy to safe 
and beneficent ends and for Thy glory 
and the blessedness of all mankind. 

Hear us in the name of the Prince of 
Peace. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

CHICAGO INTERNATIONAL FAIR 
AND EXPOSITION 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent for the immediate con
sideration of the bill, H. R. 10242, to per
mit articles imported from foreign coun
tries for the purpose of exhibition at the 
Chicago International Fair and Exposi
tion, to be held in July 1959 at Chicago, 
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m., to be admitted without payment of 
tariff, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ar· 
kansas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That any article which 

is imported from a foreign country for the 
purpose of exhibition at the Chicago Inter
national Fair and Exposition (hereinafter in 
this act referred to as the "exposition") to be 
held at the Exposition Center, Chicago, Ill., 
from July 1, 1959, to July 19, 1959, inclusive, 
by the Chicago Association of Commerce and 
Industry, or for the use in constructing, in
stalling, or maintaining foreign exhibits at 
the exposition, upon which article there is a 
tariff or customs duty, shall be admitted 
without payment of such tariff or customs 
duty or any fees or charges under such regu
lations as the Secretary of the Treasury shall 
prescribe. 

SEC. 2. It shall be lawful at any time dur
ing or within 3 months after the close of the 
exposition to sell within the area. of the 
exposition any articles provided for in this 
act, subject to such regulations for the se
curity of the revenue and for the collection· 
of import duties as the Secretary of the 
Treasury shall prescribe. All such articles, 
when withdrawn for consumption or use in 
the United States, shall be subject to the 
duties, if any, imposed upon such art~les by 
the revenue laws in force at the date of their 
withdrawal; and on such articles which shall 
have suffered diminution or deterioration 
from incidental handling or exposure, the 
duties, if payable, shall be assessed according 
to the appraised value at the time of with
drawal from entry under this act for con
sumption or entry under the general tariff 
law. 
. SEC. 3.. Imported articles provided for in 
this act shall not be subject to any marking 
requirements of the general tariff law, except 
when such articles are withdrawn for con
sumption or use in the United States, in 
which case they shall not be released from 
customs custody until properly marked, but 
no additional duty shall be assessed because 
such articles were not sufficiently marked 
when imported into the United States. 

SEc. 4. At any time during or within 3 
months after the close of the exposition, any 
article entered. under this act may be aban
doned to the United States or destroyed 
under customs supervision, whereupon any 
duties on such articles shall be remitted. 

SEC. 5. Articles which have been admitted 
without payment of duty for exhibition un
der any tariff law and which have remained 
in continuous customs custody or under a 
customs exhibition bond and imported arti
cles in bonded warehouses under the general 
tariff law may be accorded the privilege of 
transfer to and entry for exhibition at the 
exposition, under such regulations as the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall prescribe. 

SEC. 6. The Chicago Association of Com
merce and Industry shall be deemed, for cus
toms purposes only, to be the sole consignee 
of all merchandise imported under this act. 
The salaries of customs officers engaged in 
the custody of such merchandise, together 
with the actual expenses (not including the 
compensation of customs officers, except as 
otherwise provided by law) in connection 
with the entry, examination, appraisement, 
release, and accounting for, such merchan-

". dise, shall be reimbursed by the Chicago Asso-
. elation of Commerce , and Industry to the 
United States, under regulations to be pre
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Receipts from such reimbursement shall be 
deposited as refunds to the appropriation 

, from which paid, in the manner provided for 

in section 524 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as 
amended (19 U.S. C. 1524). 

With the following committee amend
ments= 

Page 1, line 6, strike out "the Exposition 
Center." 

Page 1, beginning in. line 8 and ending in 
line 1 on page 2, strike out . "Chicago Asso
ciation of Commerce and Industry," and in
sert "Chicagoland Commerce and Industry 
Exposition, Inc." 

Page 3, strike out line 17 and all that fol
lows through line 1 on page 4, and insert: 

"SEb. 6. The Chicagoland Commerce and 
Industry Exposition, Incorporated, shall be 
deemed, for customs purposes only, to be 
the sole consignee of ali merchandise im
ported under this act. The actual and nec
essary customs charges for labor, services, 
and other expenses in connection with the 
entry; examination, appraisement, release, 
or custody, together with the necessary 
charges for salaries of customs officers and 
employees in connection with the supervi· 
sion, custody of, and accounting for, arti· 
cles imported under this act shall be reim
bursed by the Chicagoland Commerce and 
Industry Exposition, Incorporated, to the 
United States." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was. read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion 
to reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to revise and extend my 
remarks at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the purpose 

of H. R. 10242, as amended by your com
mittee, is to permit the entry, free of 
duty, of articles imported for exhibition 
at the Chicago International Fair and 
Exposition to be held at Chicago, Dl., in 
July 1959. This bill was introduced by 
our esteemed colleague, the Honorable 
THOMAS J. O'BRIEN, of Illinois. The bill 
provides that the imported articles shall 
not be subject to marking requirements 
of the general tariff laws except when 
such articles are withdrawn for con
sumption or use in the United States. 
Articles admitted may be lawfuly sold at 
any time during or within 3 months after 
the close of the exposition, subject to 
such regulations for the security of the 
revenue and for the collection of import 
duties as the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall prescribe. 

This bill follows the pattern of previ
ous legislation enacted by the Congress 
in connection with various international 
exhibitions, expositions, and fairs held in 
the United States. 

Your committee was unanimous in 
urging enactment of this legislation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 

.York? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this legisla

tion was introduced by my distinguished 
friend and colleague, the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. O'BRIEN], to provide for the 

duty-free importation of articles to be 
exhibited at the Chicago International 
Fair and Exposition. The legislation is 
one of the so-called "trade fair" bills 
that frequently receive the favorable 
consideration of the Congress, and this 
legislation contains the customary ad
ministrative safeguards to prevent any 
possible abuse of the free entry privilege. 
It is appropriate that Congress should 
undertake to facilitate the success of 
such an event by authorizing a duty-free 
status with respect to exhibition articles. 
It is for that reason that I join in sup
porting this legislation. 

SOCIAL-SECURITY COVERAGE FOR 
CERTAIN EMPLOYEES 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent for the immediate consid
eration of the bill, H. R. 7570. to amend 
section 403 of the-social security amend
ments of 1954 to provide social-security 
coverage for certain employees of tax
exempt organizations which erroneously 
but in good faith failed to file the re·
quired waiver certificate in time to pro
vide such coverage. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ar
kansas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 403 (a) 

( 1) of the· Social Security Amendments of 
1954 is amended-

( 1) ·by striking out "but whfch has failed 
to file,. and inserting in lieu thereof "but 
which (A) failed to file"; and 

(2) by inserting before the semicolon at 
the end thereof the following: ",or (B) filed 
a valid waiver certificate prior to the enact
ment of the Social Security Amendments of 
1956 but after such individual's services for 
such organization were terminated." 

SEC. 2. Section 403 (a) (5) of the Social 
Security Amendments of 1954 is amended by 
inserting "that a waiver certificate was not 
necessary or" after "assumption.'' 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the purpose 

of H. R. 7570 is to amend· section 403 of 
the Social Security Amendments of 1954 
to provide that certain employees of 
nonprofit organizations may receive so
cial-security credit for earnings in the 
employ of such an organization even 
though at the time the earnings were 
reported the organization had not filed 
the necessary certificate waiving its ex
emption from social-security taxes. 

Presently, any earnings reported for 
an employee for the years 1951 through 
1956 by a nonprofit organization which 
failed to file a valid waiver certificate be-
fore the enactment of the Social Secu
rity Amendments of 1956 may be credited 
for social-security purposes, provided the 
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earnings were reported, and the social
security taxes paid, in· good faith; but 
these earnings may be credited only if 
they were reported, and the taxes paid, 
by a nonprofit organization in the mis
taken belief that it had filed a valid 
waiver certificate. 

H. R. 7570 would provide similar treat
ment for certain other nonprofit organi
zation employees whose earnings for the 
years 1951 through 1956 were reported, 
and the taxes paid, in good faith. In 
addition, H. R. 7570 would provide retro
active social-security credit for certain 
employees of a ·nonprofit organization 
that filed a valid waiver certificate be
fore the enactment of the Social Secu
rity Amendments of 1956 but, for the 
reasons indicated in the House report on 
the bill-House Report No. 1376-had 
previously reported the earnings, and 
paid the social-security taxes, for these 
employees. 

Your committee was unanimous in 
urging enactment of this legislation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this legis

lation would amend section 403 of the 
Social Security Amendments of 1954 so 
as to clarify the status of certain em
ployees of tax-exempt organizations un
der the old age· and survivors insurance 
program. The amendment that would 
be made in the law by H. R. 7570 would 
provide that employees of nonprofit or
ganizations could receive social-security 
credit for earnings in the employ of such 
organization even though the organiza
tion had not executed the necessary 
waiver certificate at the time the earn:
ings were reported by the organization. 
In addition the bill would provide OASI 
credit for employees of t ax-exempt or
ganizations that had filed a valid waiver 
certificate but had previously reported 
the earnings and paid the social-security 
taxes for the employees. The Committee 
on Ways and Means was unanimous in 
acting favorably on this legislation. 

FREE IMPORTATION OF AUTOMO
BILES FOR SHOW PURPOSES 

Mr. MILLS. Mr .. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent for the immediate con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 776) to 
permit temporary {ree importation of 
automobiles and parts of automobiles 
when intended solely for show purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. MILLS]? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 308 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 U. S . C. 
1308), is amended by striking out "and" at 
the end of subdivision ( 11), by striking out 
the period at .the end of subdivision (12) 
and inserting in lieu thereof "; and", and 
by adding after subdivision (12) the fol
lowing: 

" ( 13) Automobiles, . automobile chassis, 
automobile bodies, cutaway portions of any 

of the foregoing, and parts for any of the 
foregoing, finished, unfinished, or cutaway, 
when intended solely for show purposes." 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed, and a motion· to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr .. Speaker, section 308 

of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, 
presently provides for the importation 
without payment of ..duty of 12 categories 
of articles not intended for sale or for 
sale on approval, under bond conditioned 
upon their exportation within 1 year, or 
within such longer period not to exceed 
3 years, as the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in his discretion, may allow. As orig
inally enacted in 1930, section 308 pro
vided for 8 such categories; it has been 
amended from time to time so that it 
now provides for 12 categories. 

This bill, H. R. 776, which was intro
duced by our colleague on the commit
tee, the Honorable THADDEUS MACHRO
WICZ, would include in section 308 an 
additional category consisting of auto
mobiles, automobile chassis, automobile 
bodies, cutaway portions of any of the 
foregoing, and parts for any of the fore:.. 
going, finished, unfinished, or cutaway, 
when intended solely for show purposes. 
This new category would be subject to 
the same safeguards contained in sec
tion 308 presently applicabie to the other 
categories of articles contained therein. 

Your committee was unanimous in 
urging the enactment of this legislation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend niy remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this legisla

tion that has just received the favorable 
consideration of the membership of the 
House will provide for the temporary free 
importation under bond of certain auto
motive equipment where such equipment 
is to be used for show purposes. It would 
be required under the legislation that the 
imported articles would have to be ex
ported within 1 year or within such 
longer period not to exceed 3 years as 
the Secretary of the Treasury might 
allow. The Committee on Ways and 
Means has been informed that the Amer
ican automobile industry is in accord 
with the purposes of this legislation. 

The Committee on Vlays and Means 
was unanimous in acting favorably on 
H. R. 776. 

IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN ARTI
CLES FOR RELIGIOUS PURPOSES 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent for the ·immediate con
sideration of the bill <H. R. 9509) to 
amend paragraph 1774 ofthe Tariff -Act 

· of 1930 with respect to the importation 
of certain articles for religious purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

· the request of the gentleman from Ar
kansas? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph 1774 
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended ( 19 
U.S. C. 1201, par. 1774), be amended to read 
as follows: 

"Altars, pulpits, communion tables, bap· 
, tismal fonts, shrines, mosaics, or parts, ap· 
purtenances, or adjuncts of any of the fore
going, whether to be physically joined thereto 
or not, and statuary (except casts of plaster 
of paris, or of compositions of paper or papier 
mache), imported in good faith for the use 
of, either. by order of, or for presentation 
(without charge) to, any corporation or asso
ciation organized and operated for religious 
purposes, including cemeteries, schools, hos
pitals, orphanages, and similar nonprofit aC
tivities staffed and controlled by such corpo
ration or association." 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 1, line 4, strike out "be" and insert 
"is". 

Page 1, line 6, after the quotation marks, 
insert: "Par. 1774." 

Page 1, line 7, after "mosaics," insert "icon· 
ostas,". 

Page 1, line 10, strike out "papier mache" 
and insert: "papier-mache". 

Page 2, after line 4, insert: 
"SEc. 2. The amendment made by the first 

section of this act shall apply with respect 
to articles entered, or withdrawn from ware
house, for consumption on or after the 30th 
day after the date of the enactment of this 
act." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the purpose 

of H. R. 9509, as amended by the Com
mittee on Ways and Means, is threefold: 
First, to add iconostases to the list of 
articles for which free entry is presently 
provided in paragraph 177 4 of the Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended; second, to pro
vide for the free entry of adjuncts and 
appurtenances of the named articles 
whether to be physically joined thereto 
or not; and, third, to extend the appli
cation of paragraph 1774 to cemeteries, 
schools, hospitals, orphanages, and sim
ilar nonprofit activities staffed and con
trolled by corporations or associations · 
organized and operated for religious 
purposes. 

Your committee was advised by the 
interested departments of the Govern
ment that this bill would assist in solv
ing certain difficult interpretative ques .. 
tions which have arisen under present 
provisions of paragraph 1774 of the Tar
iff Act of 1930, as amended. 

Favorable reports were received on 
the legislation from the Departments 
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of State and Labor, and informative re
ports were received from the Depart
ments of the Treasury and Commerce, 
and the United States Tariff Commis
sion. This bill was introduced ·by our 
colleague on the committee, the_ Honor
able EUGENE J. MCCARTHY. 

The Committee on Ways and Means 
was unanimous in recommending enact
ment of this bill. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 9509 

would place iconostases in the duty-free 
category that is presently applicable un
der paragraph 177 4 of the Tariff Act of 
1930, as amended, to certain other re
ligious articles. The legislation would 
also clarify the law so as to remedy cer
tain administrative problems that the 
Treasury Department has encountered 
in connection with paragraph 1774 of 
the Tariff Act. The Committee on Ways 
and Means was unanimous in acting 
favorably on this legislation. 

SUBSTITUTION FOR DRAWBACK 
PURPOSES 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent for the immediate con
sideration of the bill, H. R. 9919, to 
amend the Tariff Act of 1930 to extend 
the privilege of substitution for the pur
pose of obtaining drawback upon re
exportation to all classes of merchandise, 
and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ar
kansas? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 313 (b) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (U. S. 
C., 1952 edition, title 19, sec. 1313 (b)), is 
further amended to read as follows: 

"SEc. 313. (b) Substitution for drawback 
purposes: If imported duty-paid merchan
dise and duty-free or domestic merchandise 
of the same kind and quality are used in the 
manufacture or production of articles within 
a period not to exceed 3 years from the re
ceipt of such imported merchandise by the 
manufacturer or producer of such articles, 
there shall be allowed upon the exportation 
of any such articles, notwithstanding the fact 
that none of the imported merchandise m ay 
actually have been used in the manufacture 
or production of the exported articles, an 
amount of drawback equal to that which 
would have been allowable had the mer
chandise used therein been imported; but 
the total amount of drawback allowed upon 
the exportation of such articles, together 
with the total amount of drawback allowed 
in respect of such imported merchandise 
under any other provision of law, shall not 
exceed 99 percent of the duty paid on such 
imported merchandise." 

SEc. 2. The amendment made by this act 
shall be effective with respect to merchandise 
exported on and after July 1, 1957. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

Page 1, strike out llne 4, and insert: "(19 
U. S. C., sec. 1313 (b)), is". 

Page 1, line 6, strike out: "Sec. 313." 

Page 2, line 10, strike out "articles" and 
insert: "articles,". 

Page 2, strike out lines 14, 15, and 16, and 
insert: 

"SEc·. 2. The amendment made by the first 
section of this act shall be effective with 
respect to articles exported on or after the 
30th day after the date of the enactment of 
this act." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

The · bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the purpose 

of H. R. 9919, which was introduced by 
our colleague, Hon. THADDEUS MACHRO
WICZ, is to amend the customs drawback 
law by making applicable with respect to 
drawback of duties on all commodities 
the substitute provision contained in 
section 313 (b) of the Tariff Act of 1930, 
as amended, which is now applicable to 
drawback of duty on sugar, metal, ore 
containing metal, flaxseed or linseed oil, 
and printing paper, coated or uncoated. 

As pointed out in the report on the bill, 
at the present time, under section 313 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, draw
back of duties paid on imported mer
chandise used in the United States in the 
manufacture or production of articles 
which are exported is allowed in two gen
eral situations, first, when the imported 
merchandise actually appears in the ex
ported article; and, second, when the 
exported article is made wholly or in part 

'from domestic merchandise of the same 
kind and quality as the imported duty
paid merchandise which the manufac
turer of the exported article ha·s used 
within a specified period, that is, on a 
so-called substitution basis. The privi
lege of substitution is limited under the 
existing section 313 (b) to sugar, metal, 
ore containing metal, flaxseed or lin
seed, flaxseed or linseed oil, and coated 
or uncoated printing papers. Your com
mittee's bill, H. R. 9919, would amend 
section 313 (b) of the Tariff Act of 1930 
to extend the privilege of substitution to 
all classes of merchandise used in the 
manufacture or production of articles 
for exportation. 

The substitution provision, which was · 
first introduced in the Tariff Act of 1930, 
was designed to relieve processors and 
fabricators of products made from the 
materials of the difficulty and expense of 
specifically identifying the imported ma
terials that had been used in the produc
tion of exported products in order to es
tablish eligibility for drawback. It was 
recognized when the original provision 
was adopted that experience might dic
tate extension of the substitution fea
ture. The departments have indicated 
that experience of a quarter of a century 
of operations now shows it desirable to 
extend the substitution feature, which 
would be done by your committee's bill. 
The Committee on Ways and Means also 
had pending before it other bills on this 

subject, including.· one by our colleague, 
the Honorable THoMAS A. JENKINS, of 
Ohio. 
· The Committee on Ways and Means 

was unanimous in recommending enact
ment of this legislation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point-in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, H. R. 9919 

would amend the drawback provisions of 
customs law so that the substitute pro
vision would be available with respect to 
all commodities and merchandise used in 
the manufacture or production of ar
ticles for exportation. The payment of 
drawbacks is designed to relieve domestic 
producers and fabricators of imported 
dutiable merchandise of the competitive 
disadvantages our American producers 
would experience in the export market 
if they were required to pay duty on the 
imported raw materials and semifin
ished goods used in the creation of the 
article for export. The Committee on 
Ways and Means is unanimous in urging 
enactment of this legislation. 

IMPORTATION OF CERTAIN SOUND 
RECORDINGS AND FILM 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent for the immediate consid
eration of the bill, H. R. 7454, to amend 
the Tariff Act of 1930 to provide for the 
-free importatiorr by colleges and univer
sities of sound recordings and :film to be 
used by them in certain nonprofit radio 
and television broadcasts. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. ·Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ar
kansas? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph 1631 
of the Tariff Act of 1930 is amended by in
serting "(a)" after ''Par. 1631.", and by add
ing at the end thereof the following new 
subparagraph: 

"(b) Any college, academy, school, or 
seminary of learning in the United States 
may import free of duty any sound record
ing or film for presentation in broadcasts 
over a radio or television statioJl owned or 
operated by it." 

SEc. 2. The amendme:q.ts made by the first 
section of this act shall apply only with re
spect to articles entered for consumption, or 
withdrawn from ·warehouse for consumption, 
on or after the date of the enact ment of 
this act. 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 1, strike out lines 6 to 9, inclusive, 
and insert: 

"(b) Any college, academy, school, or sem
inary of learning, any society or institution 
established for the encouragement of the 
arts, science, or education, or any associa
tion of such organizations, may import free 
of duty any sound recordings, exposed or 
developed picture film, and slides and trans
parencies for the . encouragement of the arts, 
science, or education through broadcasting 
on a nonprofit basis over a radio or tele
vision station owned or operated by any such 
organization or association or for . transfer 
between or among such organizations and 
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associations :fur such use on a nonpr·ofit 
basis, under such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe." 

Mr. MILLS. Mt. Speaker, may I · be 
recognized briefly to explain this bill? 

The SPEAKER. The genleman is rec
ognized: 

Mr. MILLS. -Mr. Speaker, the purpose 
of H. R. 7454, as amended by your com
mittee, is to amend the Tariff Act. of 1930 
to provide for the free importation by 
any college, academy, school, or seminary 
of learning, any society or institution 
established for the encouragement of 
arts, science, or education, or any asso
ciation of the enumerated institutions, 
of sound recordings, films, and slides and 
transparencies to be used by them in cer
tain nonprofit radio and television 
broadcasts. This bill was introduced by 
our esteemed colleague the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, HERMAN P. EBER
HARTER. 

Paragraph 1631 of the Tariff Act of 
1930 originally provided for the free 
entry of books, maps, music, engravings, 
photographs, etchings, lithographic 
prints, or charts by any society or in
stitution incorporated or established 
solely for religious, philosophical, edu
cational, scientific, or literary purposes, 
or by any school or college,.. for its own 
use or for the encouragement of the fine 
arts, and not for sale, under such rules 
and regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury might prescribe. 

This bill is designed to bring this pro
vision of the Tariff Act of 1930 up to 
date so as to permit the organizations 
and institutions covered by the bill to 
import free of duty sound recordings, ex
posed or developed picture film, and 
slides and transparencies, on a nonprofit 
basis for broadcasting for the encour
agement of the arts, science, or education 
over radio or television stations owned 
or operated by such organizations, or for 
transfer for such use· between such or
ganizations. 

Your committee was unanimous in 
urging enactment of this legislation. 

The bill was reported unanimously by 
the Ways and Means Committee. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. ·Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. MILLS. I yield. 
Mr. GROSS. Does the gentleman 

have any. fears that these recordings, 
and so forth, will be used for propaganda 
purposes? 

Mr. MILLS. No. We were advised 
that there are already safeguards on this 
subject which will apply. 

Mr. GROSS. What will come. in 
under this provision of movie filnis sound 
recordings, and what have' you? ' · 

Mr. MILLS. The same safeguards 
with respect to the items permitted to 
enter under existing law would be avail
able for sound recordings. We already 
have existing Treasury regulations on 
the subject, and these other matters 
would also be covered. 

Mr. GROSS. Will the gentleman 
briefly state the restrictions now im
posed by the Treasury Department? 

Mr. MILLS. As I recall-! do not 
have a copy of the Tari:f! Act with me
l think it is section 305 of the Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended, that sets forth 

the information and the detailS of con
trolling the type of material that comes 
in under the existing provisions of law. 
It is also my understanding that certain 
provisions of the Foreign Agents Regis
tration Act of 1938, as amended, may be 
pertinent. 

All we are proposing to do is to add 
these sound recordings and so forth to 
the list of those things that come in 
within those restrictions at the present 
time. 

Mr. GROSS. Does it apply only with
in the discretion of the Treasury De
partment? 

Mr. MILLS. No. I misled the gentle
man to some extent on that. It is not 
all based upon Treasury regulations. 
The Treasury regulations were issued to 
implement section 305 of the Tariff Act 
of 1930. The basis of the control is in 
the law. 

Mr. GROSS. I just dd not want to 
subscribe to anything here that will let 
foreign films, sound recordings, and 
other things come in to be used to 
propagandize the American people. 

Does Eric Johnston have anything to 
say about this? 

Mr. MILLS. No; we did not think it 
advisable or necessary to call Mr. John
ston to the committee. 

Mr. GROSS. I thought he might have 
come voluntarily. 

Mr. MILLS. We did have before us 
when we considered the matter spokes
men for the various departments of the 
Government. They were all in favor of 
doing this. 

The precise point the gentleman was 
discussing was discussed in executive ses
sion of the committee. Twenty-five 
members of the Ways and Means Com
mittee are thoroughly convinced that 
there are existing safeguards to protect 
against the very thing the gentleman is 
concerned about; and, certainly the 
committee itself would not have reported 
the l~gislation without being thoroughly 
convm~ed that the safeguards are suffi
cient. I am also advised that the Treas
ury Department, the State Department, 
and the Post Office Department work 
closely together on these matters. 

Mr. GROSS. Just one further ques
tion. May I have the assurance of the 
distinguished gentleman from Arkansas 
chairman of the Ways and Means Com~ 
mittee, that if it is found that this leg
islation is being used as a device for the 
importation of foreign propaganda that 
his committee will take prompt action 
to put a stop to it? 

Mr. MILLS. If the gentleman from 
Iowa does not find out about it sooner 
than I, I would be the first one to take 
action correcting it. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to strike out the last word and ask 
unanimous consent to proceed out of 
order. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
REUTHER CAN'T TAKE IT 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, yes
terday, in the Senate caucus room, 
Walter P. Reutner held a press con
ference during which he characterized 

Senator BARRY GOLDWATER as a ·political 
hypocrite and moral coward. 

The charge that GoLDWATER is a po
litical hypocrite is obviously false, as 
there has never at any time been any 
doubt as to GoLDWATER's political views. 

A COWARD?-cOMPARE THE RECORD 
BARRY GOLDWATER'S RECORD 

BARRY GOLDWATER was commissioned 
Reserve second lieutenant in the infan
try in 1930. 

BARRY GOLDWATER served With the 25th 
Infantry until August 1941. 

BARRY GOLDWATER was assigned to 
duty with the Air Corps as a first lieu
tenant in August of 1941, before Pearl 
Harbor. 

BARRY GOLDWATER was a gunnery in
St!uctor in Ferry Command, later the 
Au· Transport Command. 

BARRY GOLDWATER WaS chief pilot in 
the Azores, Casablanca, and Karachi. 

BARRY GOLDWATER, the war being over, 
was separated from the armed services 
in November of 1945. 

BARRY GOLDWATER then organized the 
Arizona Air Nationa:I Guard and pres
ently is an active member of the Air 
Force Reserve-Air Defense Command. 

Those who know him best-the people 
o~ his .state:-confident of his ability, his 
smcenty, his patriotism, and his cour
age, sent him to Washington, as, pre
sumably they will again in spite of the 
unsubstantiated charges made by Walter 
P. Reuther. 

Attached and marked "Exhibit A" is 
a further brief statement of BARRY 
GOLDWATER'S record. 

ExHmiT A 
Senator BARRY GOLDWATER Was separate;! 

:from the service (Air Force) in November 
of 1945. 

Since 1930, Senator GoLDWATER has been 
an officer in the Infantry Reserve and also a 
pilot (for the sheer love of flying) _ So, in 
1941, believing that war was coming on, he 
turned over the management of his business 
to his younger brother and joined the United 
States Air Force. 

He was given the assignment of gunnery 
instructor for · fighter planes. By the middle 
of 1942, the transfer of civilian pilots to the 
rating of pilot in the Air Force became pos
sible, and GoLDWATER received his rating in 
July of that year (1942). He then flew in a 
training command as an instructor in gun
nery. Next, with a ferry command, all over 
this country and to England and Scotland. 

He was in the first and only flight of the 
single-engined planes that crossed the At
lantic. 

Overseas, he served with the Air Transport 
Command as ehief pilot, in the Azores, then 
at Casablanca, and finally at Karachi, where 
he was chief pilot on two ATC runs. 

Since the war, he has kept up his active 
status in both the Reserves and the Na
tional Guard in Arizona. He was the first 
rated pilot in that organization. 

Today, he is a full colonel in the United 
States Air Force Reserve, and lle is a com
mand pilot with about 6,000 hours in the air 
to his credit. His M-day assignment is with 
operations of the Air Defense Command. 

WALTER P. REUTHER'S RECORD · 
In 1933 and 1934 Walter P. Reuther 

and his ·brother, Victor, were making a 
tour of Europe, visiting Englan'd, France 
Germany, and Russia. They worked in 
a factory in Russia, wrote back, in a let
ter which has been widely circulated a 
description of what they found the~e, 
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closing the letter with the suggestion, to 
"comrades" in Detroit, that they "fight 
for a Soviet America." 

Walter P. Reuther, from 1937 on down 
through and including 1957, was a mem
ber, and for the major portion of time an 
influential officer, of the UAW-CIO. 

Walter P. Reuther, in 1937, personally 
participated in and took a licking in a 
fight at the overpass at the Ford plant. 

Walter P. Reuther's two brothers, 
Victor and Paul, were active participants 
in the strike at Flint, Mich., where 
strikers were advised by the two broth
ers to beat up the cops. 

Walter P. Reuther, in 1941, was a di
rector of the activities of the strike at the 

Case 
No. 

Company and location 

Ford plant where 1 of his goons, Jess 
Ferrazza, with 4 others, by a photograph 
in my possession, is shown as actively 
beating a defenseless worker. 

Walter P. Reuther used the same goon, 
Jess Ferrazza, who yesterday a witness 
before the Senate committee testified 
stomped her during the Kohler strike. 

Walter P. Reuther, called to the armed 
services in March of 1941, claimed defer
ment, and, as he was advised by the head 
of the Selective Service System, on Au
gust 8, 1941, was deferred on the ground 
of dependency, though he had asked for 
deferment not because of dependency 
but on an occupational ground. 

Union involved 

Mr. Speaker, there you have the rec
ord-the record Of BARRY GOLDWATER is 
one of courageous, patriotic service with 
the armed services during wartime. 

Information from the United States 
Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor 
Statistics, shows that while we were en
gaged in preparing our national defense, 
and even after Pearl Harbor, Walter 
Reuther was one of those promoting and 
participating in strikes that interfered 
with our national economy. The follow
ing is a list of strikes carried on by the 
CIO from May of 1937 to September 
1946-note that several of them were 
during the war and interfered with 
production of munitions of war: 

Approximate date of deaths Number 
of deaths 

3705066 
3706456 
3706586 
3803002 
3803138 
3809097 
3904271 
3905282 
4006542 

"Little Steel" companies, interstate_______________________ Steel Workers Organizing Committee (CIO) ---------------- May, June, and July, 1937 __ 

if!ft~~ ~~ ~~od~~~~tg~~·B~a.~~-Fails~I>a:============ =====~~======================================================= ~~; fg:J~:~~================ 
15 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
1 
3 
1 

Northwestern Barbed Wire & Rod Mill Co., Sterling, IlL _____ do ___ ·---------------------------------------------------- March 1938------------------Lone Star Bag & Bagging Co., Houston, Tex ______________ Textile Workers Organizing Committee (CIO) __________________ do ______________________ _ 
Rice Bros. Shrimp Co., Arkansas Pass, Tex _______________ United Canners, Packers and Agricultural Workers (CIO)__ September 1938 _____________ _ 
Bituminous coal mines, interstate _________________________ United Mine Workers (CIO) ________________________________ May 1939 __________________ _ 
Coal mines, Harlan County, Ky ------ -------------------- - _____ do·------------------------------------------------------ July 1939 ___________________ _ 
Century Electric Co., St. Louis, Mo_______________________ El1e~Y6)~1 Radio and Machine Workers, Local No. 1108 July 1940 ___________________ _ 

4104501 
4105759 

Bituminous coal mines, Kentucky __ _______________________ United Mine Workers (CIO).------------------------------- April194L _________________ _ 
Wisconsin Steel Mine of International Harvester Co., Progressive Mine Workers (AFL), United Mine Workers August 194L _______________ _ 

7 
2 

4108010 

4108714 

4112532 
4202536 
4512530 
4601024 

Benham, Ky. (CIO). . 
Wiz Novelty Co., New York, N. Y ----------------------- Playthings & Novelty Workers, Local 223 CCIO), Whole- _____ do ______________________ _ 

sale and Warehouse Workers, Local65 (CIO). 
1 

2 

1 
1 
1 
1 

United States Coal & Coke Co., Black Mountain Corp., United Mine Workers (CIO) -------------------------------- August 1941_ _______________ _ 
Kenvir and Lynch, Ky. 

Durant Hotel, Flint, Mich.------------------------- ------ Construction Workers Orgailization Committee (CIO) ------
Aluminum Company of America, Detroit, Mich __________ Aluminum Workers of America, Localll (CIO) -------------

December 1941_ ____________ _ 
February 1942 __ ____________ _ 

Southern Cotton Oil, Little Roct Ark ____________________ Food, Tobacco, Agricultural and Allied Workers (CIO) ___ _ 
Phelps-Dodge Copper Products uo., Elizabeth, N. J ------ United Electrical, Radio and Machine Workers of America 

December 1945--------------September 1946. ___________ _ 
(CIO). 

Source: U. S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics. 

From May of 1937 to December of 1941 
the CIO, whose activities were directed 
in large part by Walter Reuther, partici
pated in 13 strikes, during which 37 indi
viduals were killed. 

From December 1941-and war was 
declared on December 8, 1941-the CIO 
engaged in 5 strikes, during which 5 in
dividuals were killed. 

The record of Walter P. Reuther shows 
that, from 1937 on, he was actively en
gaged in a career of violence, defiance of 
the law, and the brutal beating of de
fenseless individuals. 

If more is wanted about Reuther's 
record, it can be furnished-either under 
oath or otherwise. 

WALTER P. REUTHER'S RECORD FOR COURAGE 

A brief glance at the record of Walter 
Reuther will show that, while he sanc
tions and condones lawlessness, violence, 
the destruction of private property, the 
denial of the individual's liberty, unlike 
Hoffa, Reuther does his fighting by proxy. 

Reuther's record discloses that, except 
for a brief period in his younger days, he 
has not personally participated in many 
of the cowardly assaults, beatings, and 
worse carried on by members of the or
ganization of which he was a member 
and later an officer. He hides behind 
hired goons. 

During strikes, when we were not at 
war, he let someone else do his fighting
while directing the fighting, organizing 
the goon squads, standing by as an "in
nocent citizen." 

REUTHER'S WAR RECORD 

In March of 1941, Mr. Reuther re
ceived two invitations from Uncle Sam. 

Reuther even then had political influ
ence. A letter from the OPA stated that 
Reuther had been recommended for an 
appointment for certain consulting serv
ices or other services on his part. The 
letter added that the job would be one 
without compensation basis, although 
expenses would be paid while on Govern
ment duty. 

Mr. Reuther also received a call from 
Wayne County Local Board No. 31. 

Mr. Reuther did not comment on ei
ther invitation. To previous reports 
that he had been offered a defense post, 
he had replied that his job was with the 
union. 

In his draft questionnaire, Reuther 
did not ask for deferment. 

He was given a class I-A rating by his 
local board. Under that rating, he was 
subject to immediate call; the next in
duction date was May 21, 1941, when the 
board's quota to the Army was 42 men. 

REUTHER DEFERRED 

The original request for Reuther's de
ferment was made by R. J. Thomas, then 
international president of the union, and 
by Phillip Murray, president of the CIO. 
Mr. Reuther had 5 days in which to ap
peal. He did not file an appeal, but Mr. 
Thomas and Mr. Murray filed in his be-
half. -

On appeal, Mr. Reuther was placed in 
class III-A. The draft board stated that 
Reuther's wife was employed as his con
fidential secretary and had he been 
drafted she would have been· without a 
job and unable to· support herself. Reu
ther did not ask for deferment on the 

ground of dependency. His reason for 
the deferment was occupational. 

R. J. Thomas, in a formal statement 
announced that Reuther's removal as 
the union's OM director would endanger 
the stable relations which have pre
vailed in General Motors since the sum
mer of 1939. 

Mr. Murray, writing the draft board, 
said that Reuther "has direct supervi
sion for the union on labor relations 
covering 78 plants and 173,000 workers. 
A great many of these employees are en
gaged in defense production." 

A letter from appeal board No. 3 car
ried this sentence: 

This case was appealed to this board from 
your unanimous vote classifying registrant 
in class I, subdivision A, after examination 
by the medical advisory board. • • • In
asmuch as registrant has been placed in 
class HI, the grounds for a higher classifica
tion need not be passed upon. 

A letter from Paul V. Engstrom, of 
Michigan State headquarters, Selective 
Service, gives some information: 

T'ne board of appeal upheld the determi
nation of the local board as to occupational 
deferment, but determined that Mr. Reuther 
had a dependent wife (not on the basis of 
a recent marriage). We have no reason to 
assume that board of appeal No.3 would not 
have made a like determination in similar 
circumstances had a less prominent person
age been involved. A protest such as yours, 
from a patriot'lc citizen, merits our respect
ful consideration, and you may be assured 
it has been so considered. However, for the 
lack of much more evidence than has yet 
been brought to light, we ln turn are ·obliged 
to protest your charge of discrimination. 
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. A letter from Lewis B. Hershey, Deputy 
Director of the Selective Service System, 
received on August 8, 1941, summarizes 
the situation: 

NATIONAL HEADQUARTERS, 
SELECTIVE SERVICE SYSTEM, 

Washington, D. 0., August 5,1941. 
Hon. CLARE E. HOFFMAN, 

House of Representatives. 
DEAR MR. HOFFMAN: In accordance With 

your request we have made a complete ·in
vestigation of the classification of Walter 
Philip Reuther, order No. 744, Wayne County 
local board, No. 31, Lansing, Mich. 

It Pppears that this registrant at no time 
made a claim for deferment on the grounds 
of dependency, although his record indi
cated that dependency was involved. The 
registrant did claim deferment as a neces
sary man because of his occupation as a 
representative of the United Automobile 
Workers, an affiliate of the Congress of 
Industrial Organizations. 

Upon appeal of the case of this registrant, 
board of appeal No. 3 at Detroit, Mich., de
ferred the registrant in class III-A on the 
grounds of dependency. 

While it is not svecifically stated in the 
file, it appears that the registrant does not 
desire to be deferred on account of depend
ency but rather -desires to be deferred as a 
necessary man. 

When a case is appealed to a board of ap
peal it is incumbent upon that board of 
appeal to consider all questions and to place 
the registrant in the lowest classification 
Justified by the evidence and information 
contained in his record. Occupational de
ferments in class II-A or II-B are not as 
low in classification as the dependency de
ferment in class III-A. For this reason; the 
..board of appeal acted in direct conformity . 
with the selective-service regulations . when 
it placed this registrant in class III-A, as 
the lowest deferment status justified by 
the record. 

Accordingly, as the record now indit::ates, 
the registrant is deferred and is free to 
carry on his occupation and maintain those 
who are dependent upon him. In our view 
this deferment should be entirely satis
'factory to the r-egistrant, and we believe that 
there is no good reason why he should 
pursue any further his objection to such a 
classification. In the event that sub
sequently his classification may be changed, 
by reason of a change in circumstances, from 
class III-A, then full consideration would be 
given to any other grounds upon which a 
claimed deferment would be found to exist. 

We trust that the information contained 
1n this correspondence is found satisfactory 
to your inquiry. 

Sincerely yours, 
LEWIS B. HERSHEY, 

Deputy Director. 

Since that time, Reuther has been 
directing the activities of the UAW-CIO. 
The record will show that without protest 
from him, but acting under the directions 
of the union for which he is largely re
sponsible, there have been almost in
numerable instances of lawlessness and 
of violence. 

Yesterday, pushed from the center of 
the stage, which he had anticipated 
occupying with reporters and TV drink
. ing up his every word and expression, 
Reuther's ego-like that of many a prima 
donna.....,....was deeply hurt. 

Reuther's present complaint, loud and 
vociferous, is characteristic. He is a con .. 
vincing, rabble-rousing demagog. He 
wants all to listen while he talks, no mat
ter how unsound his views. J olui L. 

Lewis gave a true characteristic descrip
tion when he said: 

Mr. Reuther is • • • chronically inebriated. 
I should think, by the exuberance of his own 
verbosity. 

His economic fallacies have been heard 
by more than one President. 

Feared by a million workers, depend
ent upon their paychecks for their liveli
nood and, to a certain extent, Reuther's 
good will-in absolute control of the 
Democratic Party in Michigan-with, at 
his command, millions of dollars accu
mulated from the dues of the workers
idolized by a large section of the press 
because he does not drink, smoke, swear, 
beat his wife or children, Reuther is 
feared not only by workers but by em
ployers and by political officeholders who 
bow and smile at his absurdities-gloss 
over h is violence. 

Yesterday, he demanded that he be 
called as the first witness. Unable-be
cause of the courage of the chairman of 
the Senate committee-to make that de
mand stick, finding himself temporarily, 

time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider ·was laid on the table. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this legis

lation would provide for the duty free 
importation by educational institutions 
and similar organizations of sound re
cordings, films, slides, and similar ar
ticles to be used in nonprofit radio and 
television broadcasts. The executive de
partments interested in this legislation 
have informed the Ways and Means 
Committee that this legislation would 
facilitate the offering of cultural pro
grams by educational institutions and 
would not have any effect on domestic 
employment. The Committee on Ways 
and Means was unanimous in reporting 
favorably on this legislation. 

at least, powerless to control the commit- · TARIFF TREATMENT OF CHICORY 
tee's hearings, Reuther just could not 
understand the rebuff handed him. Mr: MILLS. Mr. Speake:, I .ask 

He found himself in the situation of una:I?-Imou~ consent fo.r the Immediate 
a toy balloon which has been pin- consideratiOn of the bill, H. R. 5005, to 
pricked, deflated, flat. - s~~pend for 2 years the duty !on crude 

His complaint is that he was not per- cmcory ~nd to amend .the Tar1ff Act of 
mitted to put in his defense before 1930 as It relates to chi?ory. . 
charges were made against him. He The Clerk read the title of t!J.e ~>Ill. 
wishes through his exceptional ability The SPEAKER. Is there obJectiOn to 
to mislead, to create a situation favor- the re<;uest of the gentleman from Ar-
able to himself, thus put those who know kansas· . . 
of his lawlessness and are willing to ex- There was no obJecti?n. 
pose it, on the defensive-a procedure The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
he h as habitually followed. Ordinarily Be it enacted, etc., That effective with re-
no one seeks to answer charges which spect to articles entered, or withdrawn from 
have not yet been made a part of the warehouse, for consumption during the 2-
record. It may be that Reuther has a .year period beginning the day following the 

date of enactment of this act, no duty shall 
guilty conscience, or recalls the Scrip- be imposed upon crude chicory (except en
tures where it is written: "The wicked dive). 
flee when no man pursueth." SEc. 2 . That paragraph 776 of title 1 of 

Should the House desire, it is a little the Tariff Act of 1930 be amended by sub
more than possible that I can give some- stituting "chicory, ground or otherwise pre
thing for Mr. Reuther to .answer, citing pared, 2 cents per pound; acorns and dande-
time; place, and incident. lion roots," for "any of the .foregoing." 

SEc. 3. The amendment made by section 
Mr. Reuther might well be thinking 2 of this act shall apply with respect to ar-

of his answers to some of the facts. Just ticles entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, 
one, for example-yesterday a witness for consumption beginning the day following 
testified that Jess Ferrazza, during the the date of enactment of this act. 
Kohler strike, had stomped upon her. ·with the following committee amend-
This is the same Jess Ferrazza who, dur- ments: 
ing 1941, with four other CIO goons, 
beat up a paymaster at the Ford plant, 
who wished to go into the plant to make 
~ut checks for CIO strikers. 

Ferrazza's activities at that time were 
a matter not only of newspaper publicity 
but of court record. Let Mr. Reuther 
tell the public why it is that Jess Fer
razza has been one · of his goons for 16 
years, and to date we have never heard 
of any protest of his brutal beatings of 
innocent citizens. 

Now what do you think of Brother 
·R-euther? Who is the coward and who 
is the liar? And who -is the good law
abiding citizen. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the committee amendment. 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to. 

. The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

. and read a third time, was read the third 

Page 1, strike out line 8 and all that fol
lows through line 4 on page 2 , and insert: 

"SEc. 2. Paragraph 776 of the Tariff Act 
of 1930 is amended-

" ( 1) by inserting 'ground, or otherwise pre
pared, 4: cents per pound;' before 'chicory, 
crude'; and 

"(2) by strildng out 'any of the fore
going, ground, or otherwise prepared, 4 cents 
per pound;' and inserting in lieu thereof 
'ground, or otherwise prepared, 2 cents per 
pound.' 

"SEC. 3. The amendments made by sec
tion 2 of this act shall apply with respect 
to articles entered. or withdrawn from ware
house, for consumption after the date of the 
,enactment of this act!' 

The committee amendment was agreed 
to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to re .. 
..consider was laid on the table. 
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Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my remarks at 
.this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the pur

pose of H. R. 5005, as amended by your 
committee, is to suspend for a period 
of 2 years the duty on crude chicory
.except endive-and to amend the Tar
iff Act of 1930 to establish a new basic 
statutory rate of 2 cents per pound for 
chicory, ground or otherwise prepared. 
This bill was introduced by our col
league on the committee, the Honorable 
HALE BoGGs. 

The crude chicory on which the duty 
would be· suspended for 2 years by the 
first section of this bill, as amended, is 
the dried root of the chicory plant, 
.which is virtually the only raw material 
used in the manufacture of ground 
chicory. Originally dutiable at the rate 
of 2 cents per pound, the duty was re
duced to 1% cents per pound in 1935, 
and effective January 1, 1948, it was fur
ther reduced to 1 cent per pound, the 
presently effective rate. 

At the present time, chicory is not 
grown in the United States. United 
States imports of crude chicory during 
the postwar years have varied consid
erably in quantity from year to year. 
In the 4-year period 1953-56, such im
ports amounted to 5.4 million pounds 
annually. Virtually the only sources of 
United States imports of crude chicory 
have been Belgium, the Netherlands, 
Poland, and Yugoslavia, Belgium hav
ing . been the most consistent supplier. 

Section 2 of H. R. 5005 would estab
lish a new basic statutory rate of 2 cents 
per pound for chicory, ground or other
wise prepared. Ground chicory is used 
almost entirely as a supplement to, or 
extender of, coffee. 

The original rate of duty for ground 
or otherwise prepared chicory was 4 
cents per pound. The rate has been re
duced from time to time, and the pres
ently effective rate is 2% cents per 
pound. United States imports of 
ground chicory were small during most 
of the 1930's, but since World War II, 
have increased steadily. The principal 
source of such imports has been Bel-

- gium. 
Your committee has received informa

tion indicating that enactment of this 
legislation would benefit both the do
. mestic producers of ground chicory and 
the American consumers of chicory. 

Your committee was unanimous in 
urging enactment of this legislation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? . 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this legisla

tion would temporarily suspend the duty 
on crude chicory other than endive for a 
period of 2 years and in addition would 
. establish a new basic statutory rate of 
2 cents per pound for chicory ground .or 
otherwise prepared. In considering this 

legislation the. Committee on Ways and 
Means was informed that chicory is no 
longer grown in the United States. For 
the most part the United States imports 
chicory from Western European coun
tries. It has been stated that this legis
lation will be of material assistance to 
the domestic producers of ground chic
ory and it is expected that it will also 
benefit the American consumers of chic
ory. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on 
Ways and Means was unanimous in act
ing favorably on this legislation. 

MOTHER'S INSURANCE BENEFITS 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan

imous consent for the immediate consid
eration of the bill (H. R. 5411) to amend 
title II of the Social Security Act to pro
vide that a widow or former wife di
vorced who loses mother's insurance 
benefits by remarriage may again become 
entitled if her husband dies within 1 year 
of such remarriage. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 202 (g) 

of the Social Security Act (relating to 
mother's insurance benefits) is hereby 
amended by adding at the end thereof the 
following new paragraph: 

"(3) In the case of any widow or former 
wife divorced of an individual-

"(A) who marries another individual, and 
"(B) whose marriage to the individual re

ferred to in subparagraph (A) is terminated 
by his death but she is not his widow as 
defined in section 216 (c), 
the marriage to the individual referred to 
in clause (A) shall, for the purpose of para
graph (1), be deemed not to have occurred. 
No benefits shall be payable under this sub
section by reason of the preceding sentence 
for any month prior to whichever of the 
following is the latest: (i) The month in 
which the death referred to in subparagraph 
(B) of the preceding sentence occurs, (ii) the 
12th month before the month in which such 
widow or former wife divorced files applica
tion for purposes of this paragraph, or (iii) 
(month following month and year of enact
ment)." 

With the following committee amend
ment: 

Page 2, strike out line 12 and insert: 
"(iii) the month following the month in 

which this paragraph is enacted." 

The committee amendment was 
agreed to . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, under the 

provisions of title n of the Social Secu
rity Act a widow's remarriage perma
nently terminates her rights to moth~r's 
benefits based on her former husband's . 
earnings record and she is not able to 

qualify for monthly survivors' benefits 
based on her new husband's earnings 
record unless the marriage has lasted a 
full year or the couple has a natural or 
adopted child. 

This bill, H. R. 5411, as amended by 
your committee, would reinstate rights 
to mother's insurance benefits that were 
terminated by remarriage in the case of 
a widow or former wife divorced whose 
new husband dies before she can qualify 
as his widow for old-age and survivors' 
insurance purposes. In such cases the 
remarriage would be deemed not to have 
occurred and the widow would regain her 
rights to mother's benefits based on the 
earnings record of her former husband. 

Your committee was unanimous in 
urging enactment of this legislation. 

Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REED. Mr. Speaker, this legisla

tion would reinstate entitlement to 
mother's insurance benefits under the 
old-age and survivors insurance program 
where such benefits had been terminated 
due to the remarriage of the benefit re
cipient in instances where the new hus
band dies before the mother can qualify 
as his widow for old-age and survivors 
insurance purposes. The Congress has 
already enacted legislation that provides 
for the reestablishment of a benefit en
titlement in the case of a widow's benefit 
and this legislation would merely accord 
similar treatment to recipients of the 
mother's benefit payable under title II of 
the Social Security Act. 

LEAVE TO EXTEND 
Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that the authors of the 
foregoing bills may, if they desire to do 
so, extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 

PROGRAM FOR NEXT WEEK 
Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
nois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I take 

this time in order to ask the majority 
leader if he will please advise the House 
as to the program for next week. 

Mr. McCORMACK. On Monday there 
will be the Consent Calendar. 

Tuesday, Theodore Roosevelt tributes, 
the call of the Private Calendar, and 
the Treasury-Post Office Departments 
appropriation bill for 1959. 

Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, 
after the Treasury-Post Office appropri
ation bill for 1959 is disposed of, H. R. 
80Q2, annual accrued budget estimates; 
H. R. 376, a bill relating to futures trading 
in onions; H. R. 4504, a bill relating to 
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the wholesale terminal market facilities; 
s. 497, the river and harbor and flood
control projects bill. 

Then there is the usual reservation 
that conference reports may be brought 
up l:tt any time, and any further pro
gram will be announced later. 

Mr. ARENDS. I thank the majority 
leader. 

RIVER AND HARBOR AND FLOOD 
CONTROL PROJECTS BILL 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia, from the 
Committee on Rules, reported the fol
lowing privileged resolution <H. Res. 490, 
Rept. No. 1408), which was referred to 
the House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed: 

Resolved, That upon the adoption of this 
resolution it shall be in order to move that 
the House 1·esolve itself into the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (S. 
497) authorizing the construction, repair, 
and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and harbors for navigation, flood con
trol, and for other purposes, and all points 
of order against said bill are hereby waived. 
After general debate, which shall be confined 
to the bill, and shall continue not to exceed 
2 hours, to be equally divided and controlled 
by the chairman and ranking minority 
member of the Committee on Public Works, 
the bill shall be read for amendment under 
the 5-minute rule. It shall be in order to 
consider without the intervention of any 
paint of order the substitute amendment 
recommended by the Committee on Public 
Works now in the bill and such substitute 
for the purpose of amendment shall be con
sidered under the 5-minute rule as an origi
nal bill. At the conclusion of such consid
eration the Committee shall rise and report 
the bill to the House with such amendments 
as may have been adopted, and any Member 
may demand a separate vote in the House 
on any of the amendments adopted in the 
Committee of the Whole to the bill or com
mittee substitute. The previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill 
and amendments thereto to final passage 
without intervening motion except onemo
tion to recommit, with or without instruc
tions. 

THE SCHOOL OF AVIATION 
MEDICINE 

1v:t:r. KILDAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KILDAY. Mr. Speaker, last week 

Ale. Donald Farrell emerged from a 
space test cell at the School of Aviation 
Medicine, Randolph Air Force Base, after 
having spent 1 week in simulated space 
travel. This is the longest period of time 
any human being has ever been subjected 
to an environment identical to that to be 
encountered in space travel. The faculty 
at the School of Aviation Medicine has 
acquired the first information available 
as to the effect upon the human body of 
space travel. It is an accomplishment of 
which the School of Aviation Medicine, 
the Air 'Force, and the American people 
may well be proud. 

At the same time this "accomplishment 
points up how shamefully the United 

States Government, including the Con
gress, has treated the School of Avia
tion Medicine. This school has been in 
existence since 1928. It has maintained 
for 12 years a Division of Space 
Travel. During the 82d Congress a 
proposal was submitted to the Congress 
to construct adequate new facilities for 
the School of Aviation Medicine at 
Brooks Air Force Base, Tex. The new 
facilities were projected to cost $30 mil
lion which would have provided ade
quate physical property for the school, 
including its space medical division. 
Through the activities of budget cutters 
in the Bureau of the Budget, the pro
gram was reduced to a mere $8,000,000. 
Through the continued efforts of the 
Bureau of the Budget and the Depart
ment of Defense, construction of the new 
facilities was delayed until May 10, 1957, 
when ground was broken therefor. Dur
ing the last session of Congress, an ad
ditional $952,000 was authorized and 
appropriated for an altitude laboratory 
at the School of Aviation Medicine. 
There is, therefore, now a total author
ization and appropriation for this es
sential installation in the sum of $8,-
952,000. To provide the facilities neces
sary for the School of Aviation Medicine 
at least $30,000,000 must be expended 
on this installation. 

It must embarrass all of us to know 
that as early as 1938 the German Luft
waffe had provided for its counterpart 
of the School of Aviation Medicine at 
Tempelhof Airdrome, Berlin, physical 
facilities more advanced than even the 
$30,000,000 would provide for our Air 
Force on this very threshold of space 
travel. 

Today I have offered a bill to author
ize the $22,000,000 additional necessary 
to restore the project to its original con
cept. I hope the Congress will proceed 
rapidly to enact the same. 

TOLLS ON THE BLUE RIDGE 
PARKWAY 

Mr. WHITENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITENER. Mr. Speaker, at ap

proximately 11 a. m. today a member 
of the public information staff of the 
National Park Service notified me that 
effective June 1, 1958, a policy of charg
ing tolls for vehicles using the Blue Ridge 
Parkway would be instituted. 

This is not a new idea on tbe part of 
some of the bureaucrats in the Depart
ment of the Interior. As a matter of fact, 
in May 1955, a similar decision was 
reached by the National Park Service. A 
great wave of protest arose, and the De
partment of the Interior deferred the 
matter until this sudden announcement 
which came today. 

The Department states that there has 
already been expended approximately 
$54% million in the construction of the 
Blue Ridge Parkway and that its ultimate 
cost upon completion will amount to 

approximately $95 'llillion. This money 
has come from the pockets of the same 
taxpayers who would enjoy the great 
natural scenic beauty along the park
way. Now the National Park Service has 
apparently determined that those tax
payers who are paying for this service 
should be further harassed with a toll 
for the use of the facility. It is a singu
lar thing to me that just yesterday in the 
House of Representatives the present ad
ministration put great emphasis upon 
the need for the expenditure of vast sums 
of money in order that this country may 
have exhibits at the Brussels Interna
tional Fair. This was not an expendi
ture for the benefit of the people of the 
United States but was rather one to give 
pleasure and enjoyment to those in for~ 
eignlands. 

It is even more amazing to me that 
just day before yesterday there was a 
great outpouring of the high brass of 
this Nation assembled here in Washing
ton for the purpose of trying to sell to 
the people of our country the idea that 
there should be continued extravagant 
expenditures of billions of dollars in for
eign countries throughout the world. 
At the lead in this program we were 
told were the President and Vice Presi
dent of the United States and other high 
administration o.fficials. 

How in the name of commonsense can 
the same individuals justify giving birth 
and life to such conflicting concepts of 
Government activity? 

How can the President of the United 
States, who at his press conference this 
week admitted that we were in a de
pression, explain to the people this fur
ther attack upon their pocketbooks 
when they seek to enjoy nature's handi
work along the Blue Ridge Parkway? 

The Department of Interior and the 
officials of the National Park Service are 
thoroughly familiar with the over
whelming opposition to the idea of 
charging tolls since the previous toll de
cision was so vigorously protested by the 
people and the Members of Congress 
from the areas immediately affected by 
their previous decision. It seems to me 
that the failure of the Park Service and 
the Department of the Interior to have 
conducted a hearing with an oppor
tunity for the Members of Congress to 
be heard on the question is further evi
dence of the growing callousness of this 
administration toward the wishes of the 
people. As far as I have been able to 
ascertain, this disregard of the public 
interest in connection with the opera
tion of the Blue Ridge Parkway first 
commenced during the Eisenhower ad
ministration. I predict that it will be 
·another stone in the successful building 
of a pyramid of universal dissatisfaction 
of our people with the Eisenhower ad
ministration. 

I vigorously protest this announced 
action by the National Park Service and 
urge that the Congress express its will 
on the subject. 

BLUE RIDGE PARKWAY TOLLS 
Mr. WHITENER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

·unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. ALEXANDERl. 
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may extend his 
in the RECORD. 

remarks at this point colleagues in the Congress will support 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina.? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I 

-was shocked and disappointed this 
morning to be notified by the Public Re
lations Officer, Department of the Inte
rior, that the Department intended to 
release, at 11 o'clock today, an order 
charging toll for vehicles using the Blue 
Ridge Parkway, effective June 1, 1958. 

Mr. Speaker, this matter was handled 
in the deepest secrecy and no one on 
Capitol Hill was given any idea that the 
Interior Department was even contem
plating such a move. 

About 2 years ago the Interior Depart
ment contemplated charging tolls on the 
Blue Ridge Parkway and a hearing was 
given all interested parties. A group of 
prominent citizens met in the office of 
Mr. Conrad Wirth, Director, National 
Park Service, and, in my opinion, suffi
cient reasons were presented why the 
National Park Service should not charge 
tolls or fees for motor vehicles traveling 
on the Blue Ridge Parkway. This mat
ter was gone into thoroughly and no 
other action was taken until today. 

Mr. Speaker, I am cognizant of the 
fact that the National Park Service 
charges certain fees for entrance to many 
·of the National Parks of the United 
States; however, the Blue. Ridge Park-
way is in an entirely different category. 

The Blue Ridge Parkway is 477 miles 
of scenic highroad, designed for leisurely 
ride-awhile-stop-awhile motor travel. 
Eventually it will connect the Shenan
doah National Park in Virginia and the 
Great Smoky Mountain National Park 
in North Carolina and Tennessee. 
·overlooks and parking areas are located 
at the many points of interest along the 
parkway where the visitor can enjoy the 
spectacular views, the wonders of nature, 
and the wide range of vegetation along 
the parkway. 
- This, as you can .readily understand, 
is not the common conception of a na
tional parkway. It merely affords the 
opportunity to a visitor to see the scenic 
beauty and natural glory of God from a 
trail traversing the peaks of our lofty 
Blue Ridge Mountains. 

Some idea of the ever-increasing pop
ularity of the Blue Ridge Parkway is 
gained from the total visitation of 2,-
454,924 and 3,374,962 for the 1951 and 
1952 travel years, as compared to 5,-
048,236 for 1957. 
· As you can see, the Blue Ridge Park
way leads all the areas of the National 
Park System in total visitation. This 
only points out that a large segment of 
the people of our great country are tak
ing advantage of visiting the natural 
beauty of the Blue Ridge Mountains. 

Mr, Speaker, I am strongly opposed to 
any policy of tolls or fees being charged 
on the Blue Ridge Parkway. I expect to 
introduce a bill at the next session of the 
House of Representatives which would 
prohibit the charging of fees or toll for 
travel on this beautiful scenic highway 
which displays the beauties of nature in 
all their splendor. I sincerely trust my 

this proposed legislation which would 
prohibit the charging of tolls or fees for 
travel on the Blue Ridge Parkway. 

BLUE RIDGE PARK.W AY 
Mr. KITCIDN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KITCIDN. Mr. Speaker, I whole

heartedly agree with the comments of the 
gentlemen from North Carolina on the 
arbitrary action of the National :?ark 
Service. This action in announcing toll 
charges for use of the Blue Ridge Park
way, a portion of which has been in use 
for several years, violates every principle 
of fair play and the very foundations 
upon which our democratic system has 
flourished. 

This parkway, built with taxpayers' 
money, for the pleasure and convenience 
of the traveling public, to make available 
to our citizens the beauty of the natural 
resources which they own, is a public 
project. To make the user pay a toll for 
the privilege of using this highway and 
at the same time pouring billions of tax
payers' dollars as free gratuities into 
many foreign countries to build super
highways and like projects for the toll
free use of their commerce, which is also 
nurtured and maintained at our expense, 
is not understandable. I was advised 
that the total cost of the Blue Ridge 
Parkway would be approximately $95 
million, and the revenues anticipated an
nually under the announced toll fees 
would be approximately $500,000. The 
;administration does not hesitate to de
mand that citizens of the United States 
repay for 50 years for the use of their 
own facility while, under the guise of na
tional defense, compels us to give away 
billions for public projects abroad. 

Mr. Speaker, this action is offensive to 
our people, and I intend to support leg
islation to rescind this dictatorial de
cision so unfairly thrust upon our citi
zenry. I sincerely urge the support of 
the Congress to circumvent this action. 

A GREAT AMERICAN RESOURCE: 
THE PEOPLE OF HAWAII 

Mr. BURNS of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address- the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Hawaii? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BURNS of Hawaii. Mr. Speaker, 

continually and consistently during the 
85th Congress, I have taken advantage 
of opportunities offered to point out to 
the Congress that in the people of Ha
waii America has a tremendously im
portant _resource-largely unused-the 
means of Qridging the gap betwee~ the 
oriental and occidental world. The 
American citizens of oriental ancestry 

whose loyalty to this country is unques
tioned-being proven by deeds, not 
words-are a resource on the people-to
people level whose value is unsurpassed. 

Sometimes the designs of the Master 
Architect are apparent in significant 
ways. The letter of the little Viet
namese girl has been given consider
able publicity in the press. It has been 
a subject of comment on the floor of 
Congress. I believe that another chain 
of events occurring at the same time is 
most important and meaningful. 

In connection with the conference en 
foreign aspects of United States national 
security, I suggested to the Honorable 
Eric Johnston that a naturalized Ameri
can citizen of Hawaii, Mr. Y. B&ron Goto, 
director, agricultural extension service, 
University of Hawaii, be invited because 
of his considerable acquaintance with 
some of tt~e programs of mutual security. 
Mr. Goto was extended an invitation. 
Mr. Goto landed in Washington late last 
Monday night. On arrival with me at 
my apartment, my wife informed us that 
Adm. Felix Stump, America's Supreme 
Military Commander in the Pacific and 
Far East, had called Mr. Goto. Upon 
returning the call, Mr. Goto was advised 
by the admiral that in connection with 
a planned trip of the admiral's to SEATO 
nations, the President of Vietnam had 
asked the admiral to bring Mr. Goto with 
him. The admiral also wanted Mr. Goto 
to accompany him to the Philippines 
SJnd to Taiwan. 

Mr. Goto agreed to the request of 
Admiral Stump and immediately made 
arrangements to take with him plants 
and agricultural information which he 
had learned on previous trips were de
sired. 

The letter of the Vietnamese girl, the 
request of- the President of Vietnam, 
and the indicated desires of the people 
of the other two n&tions, compose a most 
interesting set of circumstances deserv
ing of extremely careful consideration. 
The inferences are plain. 

Mr. Goto, while outstandingly able and 
knowledgeable, · is not an exception. 
Hawaii offers thousands of Americans, 
whose value to the United States in 
bridging the gap between America and 
the cultures of the Orient c&nnot be 
overestimated. The fullest utilization 
of_ this resource will add materially to 
our prospects for success in our efforts 
to develop understanding-and peace 
with a better life for all. 

THE LATE EDWARD A. O'NEAL 
Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

-unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include extraneous 
matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, it is 

with regret that I announce to the House 
that Edward A. O'Neal, former president 
of the American Farm Bureau Federa
tion, died last night at his home in 
·Florence, Ala. 
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· Mr. Ed; as he was affect~onately known, 
was agriculture's man of the hour dur
ing the dark days of the great depres
sion, and he led our farmers during the 
years of World War II when the great 
outpouring of food and fiber contributed 
so surely to the victory of our cause. 

Edward Asbury O'Neal, third of a line 
to bear that name, was born on an Ala
bama plantation October 26, 1875. His 
life interest was agriculture, and at an 
early age he became dedicated to the 
improvement of the conditions and for
tunes of the millions of farm families 
throl.Jghout the Nation. 

Ed O'Neal served with distinction as 
President of the American· Farm Bureau 
Federation for 16 years, from 1931 to 
1947, and before that served as vice presi
dent of the American Farm Bureau Fed
eration and as president of the Alabama 
Farm Bureau Federation. 

Many of my colleagues will recall the 
personal charm and courtly character of 
Mr. O'Neal. He was a warm personality, 
a loyal friend. But at the same time he 
was a tenacious worker, a vigorous ex-:
ponent of his beliefs, a man of inex
haustible energy and undaunted courage. 

Ed O'Neal was first and foremost a 
farmer and an agricultural leader. He 
came from a long line of distinguished 
forebears whose names are a part of the 
history of Alabama. He was distinctly a 
product of Alabama and of the South, of 
its people and culture, its soil and 
philosophy. 

In 1941, on the occasion of the celebra
tion of his 20th anniversary of leadership 
in American agriculture, Senator ·LisTER 
HILL of Alabama had this to say of Ed 
O'Neal: 

He has wrought wonderfully, not only for 
the farmers but for the whole country. He 
stands forth today as one of the greatest 
agricultural statesmen in· the history of our 
country. He is one of the accepted leaders 
of the entire Nation. 

It is never pleasant to learn of the 
death of a dear friend. But it is a con
-solation to recall that Ed O'Neal enjoyed 
life to the hilt, that his was a good life 
and well spent, and that he enjoyed the 
honor and respect of his fellow citizens. 

Mr. Speaker; the House Committee on 
Agriculture, on which I am honored to 
serve, has expressed the feelings of 
American agriculture, on the pas~ing 
of this great American, in a resolution 
which I am making a part of the record 
9f the House. at this point: 

COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, U. S., 

February 27, 1958. 

EDWARD A. O'NEAL 

Whereas Edward A. O'Neal, as president of 
the American Farm Bureau Federation, led 
the farmers of the Nation in their successful 
struggle out of the great depression; and 

Whereas he planted firmly in the Nation's 
conscience the principle that the people who 
till the soil are due, and should receive, a 
parity of income, and should enjoy a stand
ard of living equal to people in other em
ployments of our free enterprise society; and 

Whereas farm families of America have 
had a better life because of his leadership, 
his strivings and the goals he set; and 

Whereas in working with the House Com
mittee on Agriculture he' endeared himself 
to all its Members: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the committee has heard 
with profound sorrow and a. sense of deep 
loss of the death of Edward A. O'Neal; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That the committee express its 
very sincere sympathy to the widow and 
other members of the family; and be it 
further 

Resolved, That the committee clerk co.m
municate this resolution to the family of 
the deceased. 

Attest: 
HAROLD D. COOLEY, 

Chairman. 

FOREIGN AID 
Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to include a newspaper 
·article. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. Speaker sev

eral days ago I read with interest on the 
front page of the Washington Post and 
Times Herald a letter supposedly written 
by a little Vietnamese girl stating that, 
among other things, her people dislike 
Ar.1ericans. 

I read in the same paper today the 
very interesting letter by the beautiful 
wife of the Vietnamese Ambassador in 
which she states at the beginning, and 
I quote: 

Your "little Vietnamese girl" sounds very 
much like a very shrewd grownup Commu
nist. 

I think this incident should serve as 
a warning to those Americans who set 
themselves up as Gallup poll experts and 
advise us from time to time as to the 
.harmful propaganda effects among the 
peoples of the world of various occur
rences here in the United States. It 
just may be possible that our advisers 
are listening to the wrong people, and 
also it may be good advice to them that 
at times it is better to shut up than to 
speak up. 

The · complete letter by Mme. Tran 
Van Chuang, wife of the Ambassador of 
Vietnam to the United States follows: 

THE VIETNAM LETTER 
Your "little Vietnamese girl" soun9s very 

much like a. very shrewd grown-up Com
munist. 

Nevertheless, it is worth while answering 
some of "her" questions because they are in
tended to mislead American people into that 
old isolationist tendency which already cost 
them the Second World War and the Korean 
war. 

American people sometimes wonder 
whether their aid is not resented by those 
who receive it and they do not even sus
pect that such strange misgivings have been 

· sown into their minds by Communist propa
ganda. Indeed, I have never heard such 
questions in Vietnam, not even from chil
dren. · 

In Vietnam, even children cannot ignore 
that over 800,000 of their own people fled 
the Communists only three and a half years 
ago and have been rescued and rehabilitate$1 
mostly through American aid. Is such aid 
selfish or unselfish? Is 1 t being resented in 
Vietnam? 

I am sorry to say bluntly:. In Vietnam, 
such questions do not make sense. They 
are foolish. 

But those who are not refugees may ques
tion the sincerity of American aid. 

How could they, when there are tn Viet
nam no American mmtary occupation, not 
even the least American military base, no 
American governors to dictate decisions, no 
American settlers to take the best pieces of 
land, when no privileges of any kind, have 
ever been demanded from our Government 
in exchange ;for sorely needed aid? 

"Do American people know that 95 per
cent of Vietnamese people don't like them?" 

Nonsense. Can a. true little girl choose 
Mr. Friendly for his friendly name to tell 
him such an untrue and unfriendly state
ment? Little Vietnamese girls cannot be so 
rude nor so stupid, and Vietnamese people, 
like all other human beings cannot dislike 
the United States just for having helped 
them to regain their national independence 
and to remain free. 

This leads me to think that this letter 
to Mr. · Friendly was inspired, if not fabri
cated, by someone interested in making the 
American people sick of their own program 
of mutual security, in making them believe 
just the contrary of what President Eisen
hower and President Truman and other most 
prominent American leaders recalled to them 
yesterday, that is: Foreign aid is as vital to 
their own security as nuclear weapons, and 
so much more effective for preserving peace 
and strengthening human brotherhood. 

NAM TRAN VAN CHUONG. 
WASHINGTON. 

NATIONAL GUARD 
Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PRESTON. Mr. Speaker, all of 

us, as Members of the House of Repre
sentatives, are concerned about the over
all military strength of the United States 
in this period of international tension. 
I feel it incumbent upon myself, how
ever, to direct the attention of the Mem
bers to a recent proposal by the Depart
ment of Defense which, if carried out, 
would, in my estimation, strike a crip
pling blow to our military preparedness 
effort. 

The President's budget for fiscal year 
1959 includes a request for an appropria
tion to support the National Guard at a 
level which will endanger the capability 
of the United States to defend itself. In 
spite of the fact that the Department of 
Defense had agreed with the Committee 
on Armed Services to maintain the 
strength of the National Guard at the 
level of 400,000 men, this budget would 
provide sufficient money only for 360,000 
men. When coupled with a reduction of 
35,000 from the strength of 435,000 exist
ing in May 1957, this amounts to a 75,-
000-man, or 17-percent, reduction within 
less than a year's time. 

The seriousness of such a reduction 
should be fully realized. Although it is 
necessary to continue our efforts in the 
fields of nuclear weaponry and ballistic 
missiles, the day has not come when we 
can dispense with the citizen-soldier. As 
the Korean war proved, he continues to 
be the very basic element in our military 
system. Indicative of this is the fact 
that the Russians, who are clearly not 
foolish in these m~tt.ers, maintain. 175 
army divisions, compared to our 15. · 
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While we reduce our active military 
forces in the interest of efficiency, would 
it not be realistic and farsighted to 
strengthen this Reserve force which has 
been described as having "achieved the 
highest degree of mobilization readiness 
in their history"? 

The history of the National Guard has 
been an illustrious one, serving the Na
tion in peace and in war. Units of the 
National Guard served in a distinguished 
manner in all three of the major military 
efforts of this century. The guard is 
called into action in times of natural 
disaster or internal upheaval and is a 
natural stabilizing force to every com
munity and State in which its units are 
located. It is also through the National 
Guard that the community itself is 
brought into full partnership in the de
fense of the country. Two of the oldest 
units of the Guard are located within the 
First District of Georgia and they have 
performed magnificently every task 
placed upon them, including active mili
tary combat. These units, and numerous 
others like them, are put in serious 
jeopardy by this budgetary move. 

It should be noted, moreover, that such 
a move cannot be supported on the 
grounds of economy. It is estimated that 
for every active soldier in the Armed 
Forces, eight National Guard men can 
be maintained in a condition of military 
readiness. The States and communities 
contribute toward the training and prep
aration of these men, thus relieving the 
Federal Government of some of the 
burden. It would be shameful waste to 
reduce . ·the components of this force 
further, putting at naught the past ef
forts and money of the combined units 
of Government. 

In view of the fact that the Depart
ment of Defense agreed last year to 
maintain the National Guard at the 
400,000 level, the action of the adminis
tration constitutes, in fact, a breach of 
faith. I am confident that the House of 
Representatives will resist this budgetary 
cut and will provide sufficient funds to 

. maintain this vital unit in our military 
structure. In fact, I shall offer an 
amendment on the ftoor of the House to 
restore the cut if this is not accomplished 
by the Appropriations Committee. 

SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 
BENSON 

. Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
Imous consent to address the House for 1 
minute and to 1·evise and extend my 
remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, in De-

cember 1952, Ezra Benson, before he 
ever started warming his chair as Sec
retary of Agriculture, held a press con
ference in which he was quoted as say
ing: 

I suppose we need some form of price sup
port s but at what level I'm not prepared to 
say. 

In my newsletter to constituents on 
December 31, 1952, I said that it was beg
ging the question to deal in supposition; 
that in a controlled economy, where 

prices are fixed, directly or indirectly, for 
everything the farmer must buy, there 
must be supports based upon costs of 
production, Sind that if Benson at that 
late date did not understand the eco
nomic facts of life with respect to farm
ers we did not need him as Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

Subsequently, I said that if a Secre-
. tary of Labor had operated his office with 
as little understanding and sympathy as 
Benson h81d displayed to farmers, or
ganized labor . would have figuratively 
nailed his hide to the door of the Labor 
Department before the sun went down. 

Ezra Benson has long since outlived 
any usefulness he may have had as Sec
retary of Agriculture and President 
Eisenhower will be well advised to spend 
some time on his next. quail shooting 
and golfing V81Cation to acquaint himself 
with the facts of what is happening to 
the producers of the Nation's new wealth 
and the vital rel&tionship of the under
pricing of these raw materials to the 
present depression. 

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY HIRING 
HALLS THREATENED 

Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent to address the House for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wash
ington? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, the Gen

eral Counsel for the National Labor Re
lations Board has announced that after 
June 1 there can be no more hiring halls 
as presently in use in the construction 
industry. 

I think it is generally conceded that 
the Taft-Hartley Act was written for in
dustrial or factory-type labor relations~ 
whereas in the building trades and cer
tain other fields both employer and em
ployee have found that the hiring hall 
is the only feasible method of operation. 
Contractors have always found it not 
only convenient but economical and effi
cient to have access to a supply of 
trained workmen available at specified 
wages and working conditions. Likewise 
a central point of contact for hiring has 
been of great advantage to the work
ers. Obtaining employment assignments 
from one source eliminated the old-fash
ioned wasteful system of job solicitation 
and provided a fair and equitable distri
bution of work in this casual type of 
employment. ' 

Last June, I introduced H. R. 8422 to 
exempt the construction and maritime 
industries from the Taft-Hartley pro
vision against hiring halls. The decision 
of the NLRB to crack down on the 
building trades calls for immediate con
sideration of legislation such as I have 
proposed. 

I urge the Congress, in view of the 
dead.line to which I have referred, to 
cons1der the urgency of our acting now 
in the matter. · 

SMALL BUSINESS: MORE THAN 
DOLLARS AND CENTS 

Mr. RIEHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my -re-

marks at this point and to include an 
editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request o! the gentleman from New 
:York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RIEHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish 

to call to the attenti~n of my colleagues 
an editorial appearing in the Syracuse, 
N. · Y., Herald-Journal, the issue of 
February 24, 1958; 

The editorial comments on the study 
which the Federal Reserve System has 
undertaken to assess the credit and 
capital needs of small business. 

The Syracuse Herald-Journal editorial 
is an example of the genuine concern 
which is being shown by the public and 
press toward the Federal Reserve Sys
tem's inquiry. This concern is also evi
dent among members· of the Select Com
mittee on Small Business, of which I 
am a member, who await the results of 
this study with more than considerable 
interest~ 

William McChesney Martin, Jr., Chair
man of the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System, in testifying 
before the House Small Business com
mittee in the fall of 1S57, emphasized 
the growing interest of the financial 
world and the Government in the credit 
and capital needs of small business. 
Mr. Martin said, in part: 

The Federal Reserve System, with its in• 
terest in a financial organization and cli· 
mate favorable to orderly economic growth 
and a stable dollar and with its particular 
responsibility for . bank credit, necessarily 
has a concern about the availability of fi· 
nancing for business-both small and large 
business, new as well as established business. 
This continuing interest in credit availa· 
bility for business as a whole prompted us 
to initiate a comprehensive studv of financ
ing facilitfes for, and of the financing prob
lems of, smaller business. It is important 
to understand the nature of the Federal 
Reserve System's role and responsibility 
with respect to credit expansion, interest 
rates, and inflationary pressures • • •. 

The Federal Reserve doe::; have a concern 
with the financial needs of particular sec
tors of the economy, including small busi· 
nesses. However, the System's main concern 
in this respect relates to the question of 
whether the institutional arrangements of 
our credit structure are such as to produce 
an economic and equitab!e distribution of 
the available supply of savings and bank 
credit. 

The Federal Reserve program of inquiry 
Into this subject has been developed after 
extended discussion within the System and 
also with interested individuals and organi· 
zations in and outside of Government. The 
program divides into three parts. 

In part 1, we are taking stock of existing 
knowledge and information to see what light 
all of this material, when brought together 
systematically, throws on the small business 
financing problem. 

Our probing will deal wlth such subjects 
as the characteristics and role of small busi· 
ness in a dynamic economy; . trends in the 
relative importance of such business; typical 
ways in which small business obtains its 
financing; · risks and returns to lenders in 
small business financing; and Federal Gov
ernment and regional programs for aiding 
such financing • • ·~ · · 

The second part of the System's inquiry is 
an inventory of the financin·g facilities pres
ently availab_l~ in our economy for meeting 
small-business credit . and-capital demands~ 
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. Thus it is involving an 'intensive survey of 

the financing techniques and credit terms 
of a variety of providers .of funds to small 
business. These include the commercial 
banks, -finance companies and factors, life
insurance companie&, investment bankers, 
and trade creditors. 

Secretary of the Treasury Robert B. 
Anderson, testifying in the same hear
ings endorsed the study undertaken by 
the Federal Reserve Board, stating in 
part, that: 

We have conferred with the Federal Re
serve authorities and have been advised that 
the study which they are undertaking will 
be extremely thorough and will develop not 
only facts as to the actual use of credit 
fac111ties but also the attitudes and experi
ence of both lending institutions and small
business recipients of or candidates for fi
nancial assistance. I think it is highly 
desirable that such a study be made and I 
am glad that it is u!lder way, because there 
is a broad area in which I believe additional 
facts are needed to arrive at intelligent and 
constructive conclusions. Until these facts 
are fully developed, I feel that it would be 
premature 'for the Treasury to take a posi
tion with respect to the creation of new . 
institutions or the establishment of new . 
programs. 

The comprehensive small business. 
study by the Federal Reserve System, I 
am confident, will receive the close at-· 
tention of all Members of Congress when 
it becomes available. Personally, I look 
forward with some anticipation to rec
ommendations which will undoubtedly 
be made on the basis of this study. 

The editorial follows: 
SMALL BUSINESS: MORE THAN DoLLARS AND 

CENTS 
The Federal Reserve Board is preparing a 

trade, the beverage industry, meatpackirig, · 
food processing and clothing manufactur
ing, to name only a few, and as well as in 
producer goods and intermediate goods man
ufacturing-machine shops, automotive 
P.fU'ts, and electrical equipment, again to 
only name a few industries, small produce·rs 
a;re not without importance, and often keep 
big industry from exercising its full eco- . 
nOinic power. 

Unfortunately, many of us have a mental 
image of the small-business man as the old
fashioned corner grocery store or the neigh
porhood shoemaker. Such shops are small 
business, but the most important small-bust~ 
ness enterprises in manufacturing, retailing, 
wholesaling, and contracting are firms which 
are small only by comparison with larg-er 
units. By theinselves these small firins rep
resent employment sometimes as high as 
500 people or sales up to $5 million. Small
ness is relative. 

We sincerely hope that the Federal Re
serve Board and its consultants have con
sidered the noneconomic aspect of small 
business and that the Congress will also hew 
to this broad view. 

SECRETARY BENSON 
Mr. BETTS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point and to include an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

·There was no objection. 
Mr. BETTS. Mr. Speaker, I hope· that 

those who have been active in criticizing 
Secretary Bension will take time to read 
the following editorial. It is taken from 
a newspttper published in my district, 
which is part of one of the richest and 
most important agricultural areas in the 
world: 

series of documents for the Congress on [Fr.om the Marion Star of Jan\lary 21, 1958]_ 
small business. The studies were prepared DoN'T FEEL SORRY FOR EZRA BENSON 
by well-known economists of major .eastern 
universities and by staff members of the The now familiar Congressional routine 
Board. of beating Secretary of Agriculture Ezra Taft 
. The major purpose is to give Congress in- Benson over the head with farm politics is 

formation on the situation in which small in full swing again. 
business finds itself, and on ways and means Secretary Benson expects ·it. He does not 
to better the situation, if that is necessary, want anyone to feel sorry for him. He ·has 

As we see it, problems of small business · shown in everything he has said and done 
are significant because small business rep- since he accepted the thankless job of Secre
resents an important type of value for our tary of Agriculture that he knows what he 
society. is up against. 

To argue that small business is not .so effi- Every Seeretary of Agriculture since World 
cient as large business is to argue, in effect, War I has been up against the same thing. 
that social values are economic and eco- The industrial rev:olution that released 
nomic alone. This we deny as any reason- human productivity by giving it power and 
able pexson must. machinery finally caught up to agric_ulture. 

We as a people set great store by individ- Farmers can be divided roughly into two 
ualism. The man whn tries to be the "cap- classes-those who have adapted themselves 
tain of his soul" and the "master of his fate" to industrialized agriculture and those who 
is a good type by our standards. However, have been unable to adapt themselves to it. 
rather than relying on such poetic hyper- In this year's Presidential message on farm 
bole, we would say that a good man ·is one policy, it was pointed ou); that there are 
who attempts to exercise his freedom. In more of the latter (about 2,700,000 farms 
an economic sense, such attempts to exer- and their occupants) than of the former 
else freedom often spell small business. {about 2,100,000 farms and their occupants). 
Furthermore, much of the middle class fam- The latter produce 90 percent' of the food 
ily continuity and fa.mily solida!'ity is also and fiber in the United States. They are 
related to family business. :the commercially feasible !arms. The former 

This is not to argue th!tt everyone should produce the other 10 percent. They cannot 
aspire to be a small-business man, or that justify their existence on the same basis as 
big business irs necessarily bad. It is to the commercial operators. .:rhis chronic dis
argue that diversity in economic life is good, ability and the chronic dissatisfaction of its 
especially when it tends to strengthen val- victims constitute the political wallop in 
ues which are closely associated with our the fl.\rm problem. 
Lraditional orientation. Polticians honestly trying to help farmer 

There is another aspect of small buSiness constituents stranded by the reTolution in 
which should not be neglected by lawmak- agriculture naturally have turned to subsi
ers and their advisers. Small business is, iri dies. But the net etfect of nearly everytb~ng 
many cases, an effective counterweight to they have tried to do has been to add more 
big business. We tend to forget · that in to the iricome pf. commercial farme.rs ~~an 

, many consumer fields such as the grocery to the income of the farmers who cannot 

compete success.fully with the commercial · 
farmers. 

No one has come up with a sound solution 
for underwriting an uneconomic activity with 
Government funds, in farming, mining, 
transportation, manufacturing, or retailing. 
Subsidies can cover up the headache but they 
cannot get rid of its cause. 

Secretary Benson's primary aim in his 
job is to get rid ot the cause of the farm 
headache, which is overproduction, caused 
partly by the subsidies themselves. This puts 
him into a head-on coll1sion with all the 
.people who look upon the subsidies, them
selves, as a solution, instead of as part of 
the problem. 

He understands why the problem exists. 
He understands why he must live with it
why any Secretary of Agriculture must live 
with it until farming has adjusted itself to 
the impact of the industrial revolution on · 
agricultural production. It used to take 
more than 80 percent of the Nation's popu
lation to produce barely enough food for 
theinselves and the nonfarm population. 
About 12 percent of the population now pro
duce a surplus of food. 

Ultimately, those who have been displaced 
by this staggering increase in productivity 
per person will cease to think of themselves 
as part of the farm population. In the mean
time, there will be a farm problem, and it 
will be a red-hot political issue. 

THE PRESENT RECESSION 
Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Speak

er, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
souri? · 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Speak

er, today the Joint Economic Commit
tee is filing its report on the President's 
Economic Report. I want to call atten
tion to the supplemental views that I 
have expressed and I am happy to state 
that Senator FLANDERS has joined in with 
those views, which follow: 

SUPPEMENTAL VIEWS OF REPRESENTATIVE 
CuRTIS 

In light of the extensive public and polit
ical discussion of the present economic de
cline it . was especially important that this 
Committee on Economics attempt to define 
the present economic downturn in economic 
te:t:ms in this report. I regret that this was 
not done. 

No two periods of economic decline are 
identical, yet much can be learned by com
parison. Certainly the specific factors that 
go to make Up a particular decline should be:
set forth. I suggest a few that seem to un
derly the present phenomena: { 1) The sud
den sharp cutback of inventory in the fourth 
quarter of 1957, (2.) the cutback in certain 
types of defense expenditure such as was 
occasioned by the shift of emphasis from 
airplanes to guided missiles, (3) the decline 
in expansion and replacement of capital 
plant expenditures, ( 4) the continued low 
level of automobile production, (5} the de
cline in exports. 

And just as important to point up are the 
features of strength; e. g., (1) the mainte
nance of the high level of consumer pur
chasing, (2) the increased :expenditures in 
research and development, (3) the re
surgence of defense expenditure, (4) the in
crease in expenditure& for the highway pro
gram, (5) the upturn of housing starts, (6) 
the relative high rate of capital plant re
placement in spite of ·the decline from the 
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high level of 1957, (7) the easing of tight 
money. 

In view of the use of noneconomic terms 
and the abuse of economic terms in the pub
lic discussions describing the present phe
nomena, which can be called a recession if 
the overtone of mildness was understood by 
the public, it might be well to make a gen
eral comparison with the economic phe
nomena. which occurred in 1949 and 1954. 
Both of these were recessions. Many com
petent economists agree that the present re
cession is probably more severe than that 
of 1954 and less severe than that of 1949. 
This knowledge should give us a little more -
perspective and keep us from rushing into 
programs which will not help us, but indeed 
can hurt us. Essentially it should make us 
realize that the economy itself will adjust 
and that, at most, governmental action 
should be geared to assisting rather than 
hampering this adjustment. 

In concurring in recommendation No.1 on 
monetary policy, I want to refer to the 
warnings we- were given by some of the ex
pert witnesses that inflationary forces are 
still close to the surface and an injudicious 
use of monetary action may swing things too 
far. 

I concur In recommendation No. 2 but I 
am disturbed by the implications which may 
be drawn from it by a careless reading. The 
report dated January 22, 1958, of the Sub
committee on Fiscal Policy based upon the 
he~rings on the subject, Federal Expendi
tur~s Pelicies for Economic Growth and Sta
bility, should be read in order to obtain a 
better understanding of the limitations that 
public-works programs have in assisting 
growth and stability and easing a recession. 
Only public works alrea-dy in the advanced 
planning stage can be of immediate as
sistance in the present recession. Furthe-r
more, as already stated, Federal expenditures 
according to plan were to accelerate in 1958 
and this acceleration is coming about. 

The suggestion that the Federal Govern
ment should extend the public assistance 
grants and the unemployment compensation 
program involves questions of Federal-State 
relationship, matters of policy, and many 
technical difficulties which are the proper 
province of the legislative committees which 
have jurisdiction over these matters. If a. 
quick cushion against the decline in income 
is needed, it will hardly be found in this 
complicated area. On this basis I disagree 
with the Inclusion of this suggestion in the 
report. 

THOMAS B. CURTIS. 

OHIO COMMISSION ON EDUCATION 
REPORTS 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute, and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include extraneous 
material. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, all of us 

will agree that the spiraling needs of 
education present a very real challenge 
to our States and Nation alike. In my 
own State of Ohio, it is estimated that 
probably more than double the almost 
97,000 full-time students. now studying 
in colleges and universities will be de
manding admission by 1970. 

The problems involved in meeting this 
increased enrollment are the subject of a 
study by the Ohio Commission on Educa
tion Beyond the High School. Appointed 
March 11,1957, by Governor O'Neill, the 

commission, under the direction of its 
capable chairman, President John c. 
Baker, of Ohio University, has released 
five open letters to the citizens of Ohio 
which I believe will be useful to all Mem
bers. I ask that they be included as an 
extension of my remarks, as follows: 
OPEN LETTER No. 1 TO THE CITIZENS OF OHIO 

On March 11, 1957, Gov. C. William O'Ne111 
appointed the Ohio Commission on Educa
tion Beyond the High School. This com
mission was Instructe-d to study the prob
lems of higher education relating both to 
t.he present and the future, and to prepare· 
re-commendations which would help meet 
these problems. 

After much preliminary work and nu
merous suggestions from within and without 
colleges and universities, commission mem
bers unanimously concurred in the following 
preliminary statements and suggested they 
be made public In an open letter so that 
everyone in Ohio could learn directly from 
commission members the nature and com- · 
plexi ty of these problems. The commission 
hopes to complete its report in April of 1958. 

From all over the United States study 
after study re-confirms the fact that 10 years 
from now the demand for higher education 
will be 2 or 3 times as great as it is today. 
During a 20-year period ( 1933-53) while 
births were increasing 88 percent in the Na
tion, they more than doubled in Ohio. 
Migration from other States has increased 
our population 13 percent in the past 6 
years. Moreover, the proportion of those 
choosing to continue their e-ducation beyond 
the high school is growing at the rate of 
about 1 percent per year. This demand will 
increase even more rapidly when young peo
ple in remote areas of the State find new 
institutions available within commuting 
distance. 

As we studied the staggering prospec-tive 
growth in enrollments, the criticisms of 
higher education and the probable future 
environment of our graduates, we discovered 
that, not numbers, but rather the quality
the excellence of our education and how to 
improve and preserve it was the outstand
ing issue. A well-known labor leader wrote 
to us that, in his opinion, within a period 
of 15 years, high-school graduates should 
know on graduating as much science as col
lege students do today if . they are to be 
ready for automation and the present-day 
scientific developments. These rapidly in
creasing qualitative demands of major di
mensions at all levels should be recognized 
as the most serious future problem In 
higher education. 

International competition Is Intensifying 
the forthcoming emphasis on quality. The 
underdeveloped nations looking for a. rapid 
and effective yvay to eliminate 111iteracy are 
examining critically what we do education
ally and what 1s done elsewhere in the world, 
especially by Soviet Russia. As a great power 
in the Free World we must, therefore, make 
our education beyond the high school in Ohio 
and other States of high quality and in dead 
earnest. We must extend opportunity to all 
youth who have appropriate abilities and a. 
strong enough desire to work. In the future 
higher education w111 probably not be con
ducted as usual, which to many seems to be 
a. pleasant interlude in growing up. The 
shadows of possible changes lie about us. 

Impending changes offer long-overdue op
portunities to reexamine customary patterns 
qf higher education. Americans have too 
long regarded a standard 4-year course as the 
an-or-nothing of education beyond the high 
school for most young people. There will be 
real advantages in differentiated programs 
beyond the high sChool for students with a 
variety of interests and abilities. Automa.: 
tion and other revolutionary changes are in
creasing the development of middle level oc-

cupations, many of which wlll require 2 
years of general and spe-cial education beyond 
the high school in university branches, com
munity colleges, and technical institutes. 
~ture planning, in fact, calls for a cooper

ative review of the entire program of grades 
11 through 14. Forty years ago almost all 
students graduating from high school studied 
subjects such as the sciences, especially 
chemistry and physics, foreign languages. 
English, mathematics and history, but fewer 
than 10 percent attended college. Today, as 
a result of much greater diversification, less 
emphasis is placed in high schools on col
lege preparatory work. But soon 30 to 50 per
cent will be taking work beyond the high 
school. Unfortunately, many of these high 
school graduates are inadequately prepared 
both for advanced studies and for the de
mands of business. On the other hand, col
lege freshmen and sophomores are often 
bored by too much repetition of what they 
learne-d in high school. Our study must not 
ignore these conditions, but should strive to 
increase friendly and understanding rela
tions and closer ties between public school 
education and all of those interested in edu
cation beyond the high school. 

In confronting the choice among a. greater 
varie~y of post-high-school programs, pro
spective college students must more and more 
have the benefit of improved guidance at the 
high school level and guided admissions at 
the college level. This should not only en
hance the welfare of the individual but 
should also lead to the improved utilization 
of our manpower in the best interest of all 
concerned. Parents and youth should not 
be disturbed at t:Q.e probable complication of 
their admission problems but should wel
come a system of higher education which is 
sensitive to individual differences and at the 
same time reduces failures. 

Members of the governor's commission 
hope it is clear that there will be a. few 
easy answers to the questions raised by our 
studies. Questions, often conflicting ones, 
such as the following, meet us everywhere. 
Would 2-year programs appeal to many quali
fied students? How much better does a resi
dential college serve a 4-year student during 
his freshman and sophomore years than a. 
community college or a university branch? 
When freshman and sophomore courses be
come available near enough for students to 
commute, what percentages of them will 
choose to live at home the first 2 years, 
thus saving expense and relieving the pres
sure on larger institutions? About half of 
the highest quarter of high-school gradu
ates do not continue their education; how 
can society avoid this loss? Should scholar
ship aid be increased and if so, from what 
sources? Since loan funds are not being 
used, are students really in need of substan
tial financial aid or don't they care that 
much about a college education? To what 
extent can TV carry education to many at 
home and thus reduce the need for huge 
new educational fac111ties? Are our fac11ities 
for educating engineers and other scientific 
personnel adequate or do we need new col
leges or technical institutes, and where 
should they be located? What w111 It take 
to get twice as many good college teachers 
recruited and prepared within the next 5 
or 10 years? These are merely a. few exam
ples of the puzzling problems facing mem
bers of your commission. 

Your commission has been greatly im
pressed with the cooperation and help of 
those interested in Ohio education. Mem
bers of the Ohio College Association and 
others have consistently put aside all spe
cialized interests in order to help plan wisely 
for the years ahead. As one college presi
dent said, "What is best for all the people 
in Ohio and the Nation will, in the long run, 
be best for us." We will welcome criticism 
and suggestions on the many phases o! this 
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study; they will help 'QS serve you better 
than we otherwise could. We must dedicate 
ourselves to the best possible system of high
er education in Ohio for future generations. 

OHIO COMMISSION ON EDUCATION. 
BEYOND THE HiGH SCHOOL, 

JoHN C. BAKER, Chairman. 
CLARENCE E. F ICKEN, 

Executive Secretary. 
SEPTEMBER 1957. 

OPEN LETTER No. 2 TO THE CITIZENS OF OHIO 
The Ohio Commission on Education Be

yond the High School has been studying the 
State's current and probable needs in higher 
education since March 1957. At that time 
the group was appointed by Gov. C. William 
O'Neill at the request of the Ohio College 
Association. In September 1957, following 
a series of commission meetings, the mem
bership released the first open letter to the 
citizens of Ohio, stating some of the under
lying problems with regard to higher educa
tion in the State. In this, the second, of 
the open-letter series, the commission mem
bers present the following agreed-upon 
premises as the foundation on which to build 
the recommendations scheduled to be made 
to the Governor next spring: 

1. Of all the assets of the Sta te we regard 
our human resources and future manpower 
as our supreme value. It follows that our 
highest responsibility is to provide for the 
fullest possible develoPment of the talents 
and potentialities of our young people and 
of our citizens in general. 

2. We agree that the most effective first 
step in planning for the future is the 
strengtheninG of all existing institutions. 

3. We are convinced that the constant im
provement of the quality of education at all 
levels is of grea ter importance than any other 
consideration which we have under advise
ment. 

4. We believe that the most important 
factor in the maintenance of educational 
quality is the recruitment, development, and 
retention of compet ent and dedicated teach
ers with adequate compensation. 

5. We accept wholeheartedly the propos!- 
tion that the opportunities of our young 
people for educational development should 
be extended for a perlod of at least 1 or 2 
years beyond the high school in proportion to 
individual ability and the determination to 
benefit from the program which a student 
undertakes. 

6. We believe that young persons of college 
age should be · encouraged to achieve matu
rity as rapidly as possible and that they 
should therefore be expected to assume their 
proper responsibility in planning and financ
ing their educational program. ' 

7. We recognize the present inequalities of 
opportunity for education beyond the high 
school and undertalte to recommend effective 
measures to minimize those inequalities. 
This refers primarily to the necessity of a 
more favorable geographic distribution of fa
cilities and programs, and to appropriate 
financial assistance to capable young people 
with inadequate financial resources. 

8. We accept the nearly unanimous con
clusion of competent observers that enroll
ments in programs of education beyond the 
high school will increase substantially in the 
years ahead and that progressive plans should 
envisage the opportunities as well as the 
:obligations which such expansion entails. 

9. We believe it is self-evident that the in
crease in numbers of persons seeking higher 
education results in a correspondingly greater 
variety of interests and abilities among the 
students to be served and that future fa
cilities and programs should be diversified 
accordingly. 

10. We recognize that increased diversifica
tion of institutions, while serving the needs 
of students with diversified interests and 
abilltles, calls for improved guidance for the 

individual both at the high school level and 
at the admissions level of higher institutions. 
We believe that specific arrangements should 
be set up for the intimate cooperation of ad
ministrators and counselors at the high 
school level and at the college admissions 
-level. 

11. We assume that priv.ately supported in
stitutions will continue to participate in the 
service of higher education as fully as their 
policies and resources will permit. 

12. We believe that future plans should be 
courageously conceived in the best foresee
able short- and long-range terms but that 
they should be flexible enough to anticipate 
steps for appropriate retrenchment as well 
as expansion in the light of experience. 

13. We are mindful that the ultim,ate ob
·jectives of general or liberal education should 
be emphasizsd in all post-high-school pro
grams. We recognize that our planning for 
the undergraduate level should not become 
limited chiefly to vocational and preprofes
sional preparation but should stress effective 
living of the individual as a person and as 
a citizen ln a free society. 

14. We recognize that comprehensive plans 
for meeting Ohio's present and future needs 
in higher education can only be achieved 
through the provision of vastly increased 
financial resources but we likewise accept the 
obligation to think and plan in terms of the 
highest efficiency of arrangements and of the 
most rigorous possible economy in cost to the 
cit izens of Ohio. 

OHIO COMMISSION ON EDUCATION 
BEYOND THE HIGH SCHOOL, 

JOHN C. BAKER, Chairman. 
CLARENCE E. FICKEN, 

Executive Secretary. 
JANUARY 1958. 

OPEN LETTER No. 3:_THE NEED FOR EXCEL
LENCE IN ALL EDUCATION 

To Citizens of Ohi o: 
This third open letter to the people of 

Ohio will emphasize the present-day need 
for excellence in all education. The first 
lett er referred to the scope of the commis
sion's program; the second letter stressed 
the unanimously agreed upon premises on 
which the Commission's report is to be 
based. If, however, these three letters had 
been published in the order of their ur
gency, this third one on excellence in all 
education would have been the first to be 
released. 
· When members of your comiUission first 

met, they assumed that bot:1. educators 
and the public would urge major efforts be 
devoted to -recommendations for taking care 
of the rapidly increasing numbers of stu
dents. They realized that probably more 
than double the almost 97,000 full-time stu
dents now studying in all of our Ohio col
leges and un,iversities would be demanding 
admission· by 1970. Emphasis on numbers 
and expansion alone, however, proved to be 
very temporary, for many of those who met 
with us or wrote to us stressed not how 
many students can we rush through college 
in the next decade but how well will they 
be educated. 

This question is exceedingly important 
and attention was focused on it by Presi
dent Eisenhower when he spoke to the Na
tion in Oklahoma City on November 13 as 
follows: "The biggest part of the task is in 
the hands of you, as citizens, to scrutinize 
your schools' curriculum and standards to 
see whether they meet the stern demands of 
the era we are entering. What will be 
needed is not just engineers and scientists 
but a people who will keep their heads, and 
in every field leaders who can meet intricate 
human problems with wisdom and cour
age." 

Members of the commission agree that the 
following reasons may explain at least pari 
of this present concern about the excel
lence of education. 

For some years thex:e has been a growing 
uneasiness among educational and business 
leaders and many others that more empha
sis should be placed on thoroughness, basic 
training in fundamentals, higher standards, 
and recognition of outstanding individual 
ability. This changing attitude toward all 
education has been a slowly growing one. 
However, such recent developments as 
atomic power, sputnik, and growing inter
national competition in education have 
greatly accentuated this concern. As one 
person said: "We have achieved our goal of 
education for all; now let us achieve the 
high standards demanded by our times." 

We discovered also that few approved of 
the broad dividing lines between elemen
tary, secondary, and higher education. They 
believe these areas of education are inex
tricably interwoven and that artificial divid
ing lines as- well as limited communications 
be-tween them were harmful both to the 
individual student and to the welfare of 
our State and Nation. 

Many have suggested changes in laws relat
ing to college-level education, such as more 
selective admission requirements, more rigor
ous standards of retention, 2-year terminal 
programs, and technical institutes. At the 
high-school level they stress the need for 
schools sufficiently large to be operated ef
fectively. Provisions should al~:o be made 
for the early identification and better group
ing of college-directed students according to · 
ability and aptitude. Some favor excusing 
the indifferent with a certificate of attend:. 
ance rather than expecting all to earn a 
diploma. Critics urge more challenge and 
more opportunity for advanced work at all 
levels. Others are exceedingly critical of ex
cessive emphasis on extracurricular diver
sions in our schools, colleges, and univer
sities. 

Widespread public discussion of all educa
tion favors a careful reappraisal of our entire 
philosophy of education and supports neces
sary financial aid for better programs. We 
have encountered no criticism of equal op
portunity to all according to their ability and 
wlllingness to work; much more vigorous 
interest, however, has been discovered in 
those students of real ability whose progress 
is h ampered either because of outmoded 
school or college organization, financial diffi
culty, or prejudice of any kind. Many recog
nize, however, that the upgrading of com
munity traditions and family interests is just 
as important in establishing any new educa
tional program as are larger appropria
tions, new schools, new curricula, and higher 
standards. 
· Education has been the greatest single 
force which has made our country what it 
is today. The need· fo;r it is now greater 
than ever before. It must neither be neg
lected, approved as is, nor destructively 
changed. It means more than research and 
scientific knowledge; it is respect for man, 
higher standards of . living, and freedom. 
Education must be a brilliant beacon lead
ing to peace in the world, to happ.iness and 
well-being for mankind. 

Of course, your commission has neither 
the time nor the competency to make rec-

. ·ommendation,s to solve all of these great 
issues. We feel, however, after inspiring 
meetings with Governor O'Neill, with mem
bers of the educational committees of the 
senate and the house, with many professional 
educators· and interested citizens, that we 
have the grave·responsib111ty of bringing this 
demand for excellence to the attention of all 
citizens of Ohio. This is the No. 1 problem 
for the State, for every community, and for 
every family in planning education for the 
future. 

OHIO COMMISSION ON EDUCATION 
BEYOND THE HIGH ScHOOL, 

JoHN C. BAKER, Chairman. 
CLARENCE E. FICKEN, 

Executive-Secretary. 
NOVEMBER 1957. 
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OPEN LETTER No. 4--ExPANSION OF FACILITIES 
To the Citizens of Ohio: 

No question considered by members of your 
commission received more careful and con
stant_ attention than how to encourage wise 
and economical additions to Ohio's facilities 
for higher education. How to expand facm
ties effectively is not a simple question to 
answer. 

After agreeing in open letter No. 2 that the 
first step in planning for the future is the 
st rengthening and efficient use of existing in
stitutions it then becomes necessary to con
sider the enrollment figures in these same 
colleges and universities. 

The most accurate statistical data con
cerning enrollment come from the Associa
tion of Ohio College Registrars. Since facm
ties for full-time students are usually ade
quate to serve part-time students as well, 
'ljhe following full-time enrollment figures of 
Ohio's fifty 4-year colleges and universities 
are especially enlightening. 

October 1957 em·ollment, full-time campus 
students 

41 privately financed and church re-
. lated colleges _____________________ 40, 691 

6 State universities _________________ 43, 837 
3 municipal universities _____________ 11, 605 

Total of the 50 institutions ____ 96, 133 

Total enrollment including part-time and 
evening students in the 50 institutions, 
154,618. 

These statistics indicate that in 1957 fa
cilities for taking care of 96,000 full-time 
students made possible the instruction of 
60,000 additional part-time students and are 
probably adequate to enroll well over 100,000 
part-time students. We believe, therefore, 
the number of full-time campus students 
should be the basic figure in planning for 
future growth. 

Members of the registrars' aswciation who 
work closely with these statistical data fore
cast that without allowing for a possible in
creasing percentage of attendance of the 
college-age population total full-time enroll
ments in the 50 institutions and all sub
sidiary branches will fluctuate according to 
the following annual totals from. October 
1958 to October 1970: 

1958------------------------------ 99,183 1959 ___________ _. __________________ 103, 468 

1960------------------------------ 110,629 
1961------------------------------ 118,309 
1962------------------------------ 122,220 
1963------------------------------ 123,710 1964 ______________________________ 129,806 

1965---------------------------~-- 142,026 
1966------------------------------ 153,242 
1967------------------------------ 165,655 1968 ______________________________ 169,557 

1969------------------------------ 170,187 
1970------------------------------ 174,922 

Fortunately, the pattern of these statistics 
indicates clearly a transition period into the 
higher enrollments of the future. From 1958 
through 1961 there will probably be a period 
of substantial, but gradually mounting en
rollments, followed by relatively s~aller in:
creases in 1962 and 1963. Beginning with· 
1965 very substantial increases are expected. 
Thereafter, totals will again fluctuate until 
a new high of almost 175,000 is reached by 
1970. These data, admittedly conservative 
in nature, will allow for a breathing spell, 
but should not make us complacent. To pre
pare for even minimum growth we mu~t plan 
now and observe annual enrollment statistics 
with care. It will take years to get new 
facilities fully established with adequate 
teaching staffs. 

The above statistics of full-time enroll
ments emphasize the need for more branches 
or community colleges, enlarging present 
ones, and expanding fac111ties in existing in
stitutions. Branches by their very nature 
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will permit both quick expansion as well as 
contraction. We believe further that the 
growth of existing institutions will assure 
high quality education in a way more eco
nomical than simply a program of new insti
tutions. 

Citizens of Ohio should recognize that the 
cost of any adequate program of expansion 
will be substantial. All of this emphasizes 
the need for imagination so that the cost of 
the new facilities as well as the expenses of 
students can be kept to a minimum. The 
pattern of the future wm doubtless deviate 
somewhat from that of the past. More 
dormitories, of course, will be built, but be
cause of higher living PXpenses, plus an 
increased desire by many to attend college 
while living at home, a larger percentage of 
students are looking forward to attending 
what can be considered commuter colleges. 
Because of this, more attention must be 
devoted to undergraduate facilities on a local 
basis for students wishing to live at home. 

The capacity of all existing facilities should 
be increased whenever possible by better 
scheduling of daily clasEes and their more 
effective use. Limiting the use of classrooms 
to 4Y:z or 5 days a week or to the morning 
hours will be indefensible in the years ahead. 

It is assumed privately financed institu
tions will increase enrollments over the next 
10-year period, within the limits of their 
resources and policies. Provisions for stu
dent aid should help insure a flow of gifted 
students to both independent and public 
institutions. 

A formula should also be devised to give 
municipal universities assistance in facing 
the rapid and inevitable growth in their 
enrollments. 

State universities should continue to ex
pand and modernize as rapidly as possible .for. 
the increasing enrollments; The 103d ses
sion of the legislature, therefore,. should 
m ake the necessary appropriations and ar
rangements so that the State universities can 
plan their physical growth over the next 
decade. 

Branches of State universities are being 
established in a number of areas where 
higher education facilities do not now exist. 
At present no State funds are available for 
the 20 such branches in existence. Certain 
of these branches may continue to be fi
nanced as at present, others, if converted 
into full daytime units will need State and 
more local assistance than they now receive. 
These branches make possible education be
yond the high school at a low cost to stu
dents in the localities where it was previously 
una.vailable. 

Certain branches by permissive legislation 
may become community colleges. A plan 
for financing these in other States is one
third community support, one-third student 
fees, and one-third State support. Buildings 
and equipment are financed one-half by the 
community and one-half by the State. Such 
units for Ohio, we believe, should not be 
limited by city, town, or county lines; rather 
they should recognize the wide use of the 
automobile for commuting. 

One proposal to which we have heard no 
opposition is that several technical insti
tutes and 2-year colleges be established im
mediately in those areas where they are most 
needed. The commission may recommend 
that the legislature appropriate funds to 
help operate these units. 

A summary of the need for expansion of 
facilities in higher education indicates (a) 
that full-time enrollments will probably 
double between 1958 and 1970; (b) that fa
cilities of all kinds must be increased; and 
(c) that new institutions must be more 
widely distributed in the State than they 
are now. 

Your commission, of course, is considering 
:facilities for medical, dental, engineering-, 
and other professional education, although 
this letter has been confined primarily to 

proposals for expanding facili tie~ which will 
be needed at the undergraduate level by our 
rapidly growing population. 

· OHIO COMMISSION ON EDUCATION 
BEYOND THE HIGH SCHOOL, 

JoHN C. BAKER, Chairman. 
CLARENCE E. FICKEN, 

Executive Secretary. 
JANUARY .1958. 

OPEN LETTER No. 5-THE CRITICAL NEED FOR 
COLLEGE TEACHERS 

Early in the study of the Ohio Commission 
on Education Beyond the High School, mem
bers recognized the importance that must be 
attached to the problem of acquiring and 
maintaining adequate teaching staffs. To 
highlight the urgency of the problem the 
commission formally approved the following 
statement: 

"We believe that the most important fac
tor in the maintenance of educational quali
ty is the recruitment, development and re
tention of competent and dedicated teachers 
with adequate compensation." 

With the knowledge, however, that mere 
recognition of a problem does not solve it, 
the commission has given careful attention 
to the question of how best to match the in
creased enrollments in colleges and universi- . 
ties in Ohio in the next decade with a pro
portionately increased number of well-quali
fied teachers. 

Though the problem existed prior to the 
recent international developments which 
have placed so much attention on education 
in this country, the commission is convinced 
that in many ways the adequacy of our col
lege teachers, both in numbers and in qual
ity, has become a prerequisite to national 
survival. 

The· basic problem, we believe, is to focus 
attention on the primary economic and po
litical importance of college teaching to all 
of us. When it is genera1ly agreed that in 
most instances the success of our college 
graduates can be traced to the quality of 
their instruction, then the necessity for su
perior instruction of our future businessmen, 
scientists, diplomats and leaders in all other 
fields becomes increasingly clear. We are 
dealing with the shortage behind all short
ages. 

As a means of meeting the problem of 
providing quality instruction in the years 
ahead the commission has discussed numer
ous possible patterns to follow. 

One very vital step is simply that each in
stitution insist that expansion plans in the 
future with respect to enrollment be accom
panied by adequate financial resources to 
maintain a ccmpetent faculty. An extremely 
damaging alternative to this would be to 
provide increased sitting room for students 
without taking sufficiently into considera
tion the vastly increased funds which will be 
required to double the quantity and improve 
the quality of instructional service; 

Certainly an important item in the attrac
tion of competent persons into the field of 
college teaching is the matter of salaries. 
To assure the flow of talented students into 
teaching, the commission considers it neces
sary that trustees,. the legislature, and all 
others responsible for academic budgets de
vote every effort possible to ra1sing salaries 
of college teachers and administrators to a 
level competitive with other PJ.:Ofessions. 

We realize that items other than salary 
will certainly be involved in competing for 
the services of potential teachers. To tell 
the story of the many attractive aspects of 
college teaching careers it will become nec
essary to · call public attention to them 

·through a widespread cooperative program 
with all mediums of mass communication. 

Even more direct than this, however, is 
personal infiuence through the intimate 
working relationships of teachers and ad
ministrators with outstanding unde~;gradu
ates as well as graduate students. Because 
many able teachers selected their profession 
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on the basis of influence .by professors they 
admired, the commission will encourage all 
colleges to initiate programs in which this 
personal relationship ·is emphasized. The 
commission, of course, commends the wide
spread recruiting efforts already in process in 
Ohio colleges and universities, particularly 
the upgrading of the role of graduate and 
undergraduate assistants. . 

Besides drawing teachers from graduate 
schools recruitment officers of the colleges 
and universities may well explore a greater 
variety of sources of qualified teachers. Some 
institutions are enjoying marked success in 
acquiring teachers and former teachers from 
such fields as business and industry, govern
ment, the Armed Forces, the clergy, home
makers, minority groups, and foreign schol
ars. Qualitative precautions must of course 
be taken. For persons coming from a non
academic background special orientation and 
in-service guidance is often desirable. 

Turning from the question of recruiting 
teachers to the improved utilization of their 
services, the Commission believes that in 
many instances the effectiveness of instruc
tors can be enhanced by the extensive use of 
audiovisual aids, television, and other mod
ern teaching techniques. It also seems de
sirable to relieve teachers from duties and 
chores likely to detract from the concen
tration of their energies on guiding student 
learning. By making the teacher more effec
tive such measures may also alleviate the 
quantitative problem, but they should be 
regarded in the first instance as measures 
for qualitative improvement. 

Another significant contribution ln behalf 
·of teaching would be the increased emphasis 
on having the student accept more and more 
responsibility for his own education. This . 
necessarily presupposes in the student a cer
tain minimum level of intelligence, of reading 
skill, and of willingness to work, so that 
class instruction can safely begin where as
signed reading leaves off. Following the 
adage that "self-education is the best edu
cation," teachers might well encourage stu
dents to increase the amount of time spent 
in independent study. This does not mean 
a mere relapse into a "take or leave it" aloof
ness or arrogance on ·the part of teachers, 
but rather improved skill in inducing in 
the student a sense of purpose, of urgency, 
and of satisfaction in significant hard work 
well done. 

These and other methods of attracting 
talented persons into the field of college 
teaching will be included in the final report 
of your commission during the spring. It 
is our hope that they will go far in helping 
solve this important problem facing Ohio's 
college and university leaders in the years 
ahead. 

OHIO COMMISSION ON EDUCATION 
BEYOND THE HIGH SCHOOL, 

JoHN C. BAKER, Chairman. 
CLARENCE E. FICKEN, 

Executive Secretary. 
JANUARY 1958. 

CAMPAIGN FUNDS 
Mr. ALGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan

imous consent to address the House for 1 
minute, and to revise and extend my 
remarks. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was nocobjection. 
Mr. ALGER. Mr. Speaker, during re

cent days . we have witnessed a terrific 
presentation of the case for foreign aid, 
including fund raising for this purpose, 
all for passage of a specific piece of legis
lation. At the same time scathing at
tacks have been made on a Houston, Tex.; 
fund raising dinner for the alleged pur-

pose of raising money to help in passage 
of another specific piece of legislation, 
the natural gas bill, to o.vercome an 
erroneous Supreme Court decision which 
incorrectly interpreted the intent of 
Congress. 

Without going into the merits of such 
typical American fund raising on the 
merits or demerits of the gas bill which 
I am prepared to do, let me add several 
interesting facts, probably unknown to 
my colleagues. 

Only 28 letters, so sharply criticized, 
were sent out and from these $250 were 
raised. Further, the money would have 
gone into a Congressional fund for all 
Republican Congressmen, regardless of 
their supporting or not supporting any 
piece of legislation. Sober thinkers are 
appalled, I feel sure, by the hasty, bitter, 
and unfair attacks by these critics. 

As I understand our jobs as Congress
men, we are to represent the people of 

·our districts and their interests. In the 
past Members were respected and known 
for their stanch support of the indus
tries in their areas. At their best, Mem
bers present the facts and while most 
sympathetic to these district interests, 
subordinate them when necessary, to the 
overall national good. Certainly this is 
my intention. ' 

As I ~ee it the criticism of this fund 
raising was unfair and may have unduly 
influenced the public and my colleagues 
against the great oil and gas industry 
of Texas. 

THE PROBLEMS OF THE YEARS 
AFTER AGE 45 

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute, and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 
· The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis
consin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, it is 

a sad reflection upon our initiative and 
resourcefulness that our Nation, having 
attained the highest standard of living 
in the world, and standing proud of its 
rich resources and tremendous produc
tive capacity, is not always very consid
erate to its older citizens. 

Advanced years bring many frustra
tions, uncertainties, and hardships into 
the lives of our people. 

It is particularly distressing that the 
problems which confront our older citi
zens begin in some instances very early, 
when some of our people have barely 
reached their full potential. They affect 
men who are healthy, dependable, ex
perienced-men and women who have 
many years of productive effort ahead 
of them, and who can make an impor
tant contribution to the growth and 
well-being of our Nation. 

TWO PROBLEMS 

Two problems, it seems to me, stand 
out · most prominently when we consider 
the well-being of our elder citizens, ~md 
require our further attention and solu
tion. 

In the first place, there is the serious 
problem of age discrimination which af.;. 
fects m·any productive members of our 
society after· they reach age 45; 

Secondly, there are the problems of 
health, housing, and financial costs of 
maintaining a decent standard of living, 
which trouble our older people to a far 
greater extent than is typical of the pop
ulation as a whole. 

AGED POPULATION GROWING 

These problems, and their conse
quences, increase as a growing portion 
of our population moves into the 45-and
over age group. 

During the first half of this century, 
from 1900 ·to 1950, the population of our 
country doubled. But the number of per
sons 45 years of age and older increased 
much faster, rising from 13.5 million in 
1900 to 49.5 million in 1957. During that 
same period, the number of persons 65 
years of age and over increased from ap
proximately 3 million in 1950 to almost 
15 million at the present time, and is ex
pected to reach 21 million by 1975. 

These few figures give us some indica
tion of the problem at hand. 

In the belief that the situation calls 
for positive action, I have joined other 
Members in introducing two legislative 
proposals which warrant early and thor
ough Congressional consideration. 

END AGE DISCRIMINATION 

The first proposal is intended to com
bat age discrimination and-the resulting 
senseless waste of our manpower. It is 
embodied in my bill, H. R. 10979, which 
would forbid any supplier or contractor 
of our Government from imposing "any 
requirement or limitation of maximum 
age with respect to the hiring or employ
ment of persons." 

The original suggestion for such legis
lation was made by the Fraternal Order 
of Eagles, an organization which has 
championed this cause for many years. 
I believe that this is a meritorious pro
posal, and I shall work for its early con
sideration by the House. 

The need for this legislation is plain. 
According to reliable estimates, a man's. 
chance of getting a job are only half as 
good in the years between 46 and 64, as 
they are- before he -reaches age 45. Fur
ther, once out of work, the older workers 
usually remain unemployed longer, and 
often exhaust their unemployment insur
ance benefits before they can find jobs. 

This waste of manpower, which in
cludes many capable, experienced; per
fectly healtl).y men, should not be _ per
mitted to continue. It is not doing our 
Nation any good. It depriv~s our econ
omy. of their services, and it subjects 
many of our elder worl{ers to agonizing 
frustration and hardships. 

CONSTRUCTIVE EFFORT TO DATE 

Very encouraging efforts have been, 
and continue to be expended by labor 
organizations, civic and fraternal groups, 
various individuals and associations, as 
well as local, state, and Federal govern
ments to combat age discrimination. 

The Federal Government, for instance, 
began emphasizing counseling services 
for older workers by allocating special 
grants to the States for this purpose. 
Some $18 million is being spent on the 
program in the current fiscal year, with 
constructive results. The Department of 
Labor reported recently that nearly 300,-
000 workers over 45 years of age were 
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placed during July, August, and Septem
ber of 1957, partly as a result of the spe
cial counseling and placement services 
extended to elder workers. 

These efforts are praiseworthy and 
should be continued with all possible 
vigor. I believe that the enactment of 
legislation along the lines suggested in 
H. R. 10979 will aid these endeavors and 
make them more effective. 

PROBLEMS AFTER AGE 65 

My second legislative proposal deals 
primarily with the problems faced by our 
elder citizens who are 65 years · of age or 
over, with the prevention as well as the 
solution of those problems. 

Many persons in this age group, which 
is constantly increasing, are unable to 
meet their needs. Many do not have 
adequate financial resources to maintain 
a decent standard of living, and find little 
if any opportunity for improving their 
lot. Some are unable to attend to their 
health needs, to live in decent houses, to 
enjoy the normal social contacts, or to 
continue to participate in the organized 
life of the community. Some spend the 
last years of their lives in what has been 
called a prolonged period of dying. 

I am certain that much can be done 
to remedy this situation. In the past, I 
have actively supported efforts to im
prove our social security system, legis
lation affecting the well-being of our 
aged veterans, programs of public assist
ance, and the like. I shall continue in 
these efforts. In addition, however, I be
lieve that we need a new reapprai~al of 
the problems · which advancing years 
bring to our citizens, and positive action 
both to solve those problems and to cur- -
tail their recurrence in the future as 
much as possible. 

SERVICES TO OLDER PERSONS ACT 

The second bill which I have intro
. duced would, in my opinion, help us 
achieve these objectives. · It contains 
these major proposals: 

In the· first place, it calls for a national 
conference on the problems of the aged, 
which could be preceded by similar con
ferences on local and State levels. 

Secondly, it would provide Federal en
couragement and assistance to States for 
the development of new programs, and 
for the improvement of existing pro
grams, which would further the solution 
of the problems of the aged. 

Thirdly, it would provide similar as
sistance for actual projects in this field. 

Fourthly, it would establish a bureau 
of older persons in the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare. 

This proposal also calls for periodic 
reports to Congress, arid contains other 
suggestions for the consideration of the 
Congress. 

I sincerely hope that this legislation 
will receive prompt and thorough study. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to meet on Monday next. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

CALENDER WEDNESDAY 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that the business 
in order on Calendar Wednesday next 
week be dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

. INABILITY OF THE PRESIDENT 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker; I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? -

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, like 

countless other Americans; I read with 
special interest in the newspapers this 
morning of a press conference held yes
terday when the President was asked
about inability legislation and disclosed 
for the first time the fact that he and 
Vice President NIXON had some kind of 
an agreement or arrangement or under
standing. I quote what the newspaper 
said the President said: 

Both Mr. NIXON and I know exactly what 
he should do in the event of a Presidential 
disability of the kind we are talking about. 

The President and ViGe President 
NIXON could ma1ie an agreement or un
derstanding, in my opinion, as two indi.; 
viduals, but not as President or Vice 
President of the United States in a mat
ter of that kind, without letting the 
American public know what it is. It 
seems to me in v.iew of the fact that the 
President has stated there has been an 
understanding or an arrangement or a 
meeting of the minds, or whatever you 
want to call it, in the event something 
should happen, which we all hope will 
not happen, and I know I pray it will not 
happen, that the President ought to take 
the American people into his confidence, 
particularly the Congress of the United 
States, before which important legisla
tion is pending. 

This is not a matter of some under
standing, talk, or agreement betw~en 
two individuals on the personal level, but 
a matter between the President of the 
United States as President and the Vice 
Preiident of the United States as Vice 
President. That is a matter of public 
interest and concern. In view of the in
formation already -given by the President 
of the agreement and the understanding,' 
or the meeting of the minds, whatever 
you want to call it, he ought to take 
the American people into his confidence 
and let them know-what the understand• 
ing or agreement is. 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Illi
no_is? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Speaker, I think 

the statement of the majority leader has 
some semblance of good suggestion, but 
at the same time may I say it would 
appear to me that something should have 

been done toward cooperating with the 
President, who time and again has told 
the American people and indicated to 
the Congress that there should be some 
line of succession set up. 

I think the President is to be com
mended for his press statement, know
ing that life is uncertain, or a person 
may become physically disqualified and 
linger for years. I think he is to be 
commended for having an understanding 
with the Vice President of the United 
States. He ought to be commended, I 
think, by the majority leader for his 
foresight, for his patriotism, for his in
terest in the perpetuity and the proper 
continuity of the departments of Gov
ernment and the leadership of this 
country. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VURSELL. I yield. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I have not criti

cized the agreement; I simply said he 
should take the American people into 
his confidence as to what it is. Can 
the gentleman argue against that or take 

·a position contrary to what I have said? 
Have you confidence in the American 
people? 

Mr. VURSELL. I do not know what 
the gentleman's position exactly is. I 
would ask him if, when the President 
came out with the program, he did not 
oppose it. 

Mr. McCORMACK. What program ·is 
the gentleman talking about? 

Mr. VURSELL. There have been sug
gestions on the part of the President as 
to the succession. The gentleman is the 
majority leader of the House, and it was 
criticized. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Who has criti
cized? 

Mr. VURSELL. It was criticized. 
Mr. · McCORMACK. Just a minute 

now; the gentleman has got to be cor
rect in his statements before he makes 
remarks about the majority leader. He 
has got to be sure when I am on the floor. 
He can say it well enough when I am not 
on the floor, because I do not know what 
he is talking about then, but if the gen
tleman wants to quote my mind and 
quote anything I said while I am on the 
floor of the House, he must be accurate. 
I have never criticized the President on 
this rna tter. 

Does the gentleman take issue with my 
statement that the President and the 
·Vice President ought to let the American 
people know what understanding they 
arrived at? 

Mr. VURSELL. I certainly do disagree 
in this instance. 

. Mr. McCORMACK. Then the gentle
man does not have confidence in the 
American people. 

BENSON IS RIGHT 
The SPEAKER. Under previous order 

of the House, the gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BAss] is recognized for 
45 minutes. 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. Mr. 
Speaker, I have listened .and listened to 
my colleagues from the Midwest and 
South as they bitterly attack Secretary 
of Agriculture Ezra Taft Benson. I have 
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heard these Halls ring with violent de
nunciation of the program he has pro
posed for putting our agricultural indus
try on a sound economic basis. That 
these are serious problems we would all 
agree. The program of high price sup
ports for agricultural products which 
these colleagues defend so vigorously has 
been in operation for many years. It is a· 
failure. It has stimulated uneconomic 
production, and yields are rising at a 
fantastic rate. Acreage and marketing 
controls have been inadequate to curb 
production in the face of rising yields. 
The soil bank has been a temporary help 
but only a temporary one. A continuing 
policy of high price supports will mean 
ever-soaring production, bigger Govern
ment-owned stocks, more costly pro
grams to dispose of surpluses, and, tragi
cally, pricing our product out of the mar-

.ket in many instances. This program 
has never and will never solve our farm 
problem. At the same time, it has cost 
the taxpayers untold billions of dollars. 

I represent New England. In our area 
we have economic problems, too. 

The farm price-support program does 
virtually nothing for us. It is not only 
a burden to our taxpayers and to our 
consumers, but it is killing our farming 
industry. 

We have not expected that there 
would be an individual benefit for us 
in every Federal program. We have 
been willing to incur some burden to 
promote the welfare of others. But as 
taxpayers who are expected to pay 
higher taxes, and as consumers who pay 
higher prices in support of a Federal 
agricultural program, we want to know 
whether the benefits of these programs 
to Midwest and southern farmers is pro.
portionate to the immense burden they 
impose on the rest of the country. 

Most Americans would be astonished 
and deeply shocked at what it costs 
them to carry on this farm price-support 
program. 

If they knew what this program cost 
them as individuals they would become 
very curious indeed about what bene
fits, if any, they are getting for this 
money. 

For example, suppose I told a young 
man with an income of $6,000 a year 
that it is costing him $11.50 a year for 
Federal programs to support the price 
of wheat. He would say, "Well, what 
do I get for my money?" And I would 
have to tell him that so far as he per
sonally is concerned the principal effect 
of this program is that the bread he buys 
cost him about $20 a year more than 
it otherwise would. 

The young man would say, "Are we 
crazy? Is Washington operating a pro
gram that costs me one-half percent of 
my annual gross income and gives me no 
benefit whatever? Is the Federal Gov
ernment carrying on a program to lower 
the standard of living of Americans?" 
It sounds like nonsense, but how else can 
we answer the young man who is out of 
pocket $11.50 a year to support the 
price of wheat? 

Or take the wage earner who makes 
$3,500 a year before taxes. If he asked 

me the same question, I would have to 
tell him that this Federal program is 
costing him $6.49 a year just to support 
the price of wheat. If we add in corn 
and ·cotton and other Federal agricul
tural programs, the annual tab for this 
worker is $31.79. Since he does not raise 
any of these products, the only effect on 
this man of these programs is to make his 
bills higher for all the supported agricul- 
tural products which he buys. 

Mr. TEAGUE of California. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield 
to the gentleman from California. 

Mr. TEAGUE of California. May I 
suggest that the gentleman include pea
nuts as one of the supported crops? 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I thank 
the gentleman. I have included peanuts 
in the figure I quoted of $31.79 which 
this wage earner who earns $3,500 a year 
has to pay in Federal taxes. 

Take a successful business executive 
who makes $24,000 a year before taxes. 
He paid $122.42 last year to support 
wheat prices, and $600 for all agricul
tural programs. 

These people have a right to be aston
ished and shocked when they learn what 
these programs are costing them. 

The price-support program is complex 
and the financing difficult for the layman 
to figure. To assist the taxpayer, the 
Department of Agriculture has recently 
published a study called realized costs of 
agricultural programs. 

This study states the net costs of our 
Federal programs to support agriculture 
and shows what each support program 
costs the individual taxpayer. By 
"realized" it means that the true actual 
ultimate net cost to the Federal Gov
ernment of completed transactions of 
the program is computed. The realized 
costs are smaller than the Federal cash 
outlay for agriculture, because some of 
this outlay does come back eventually. 
For example, a loan which will be repaid 
is not a cost. It becomes a cost only 
when, at the final reckoning, the Gov
ernment has sustained a loss. 

This method of stating the costs of 
Federal programs to aid agriculture is 
more conservative and more in accord
ance with ordinary bookkeeping prin
ciples than the usual Federal method of 
pricing programs in terms of budgetary 
outlay. But, even by this conservative 
method, the cost of Federal programs for 

agriculture in· 1957 were astronomic. 
They exceeded $4 billion. Of this, the 
price-support activities accounted for 
more than $3 billion. 

The list of the national bill for these 
programs is as follows: 

[In millions 1 Corn _____________________________ _ 

Cotton---------------------------
Peanuts--------------------------
Rice------------------------------Tobacco __________________________ _ 

VVheat---------------·-------------

$489. 1 
641.2 
18.7 

152.7 
12.3 

827.3 

Total basic-------------------- 2, 141. 3 

Designated nonbasic : 
[In millions 1 

Butter---------------------------
Cheese----------------------------
Milk-----------------------------
Potatoes-------------·-------------
Tung o11-------------·------------'
VVool------------------------------

$62.0 
111.5 
205. o . . 

4. 1 
.2 

66.7 

Total designated nonbasic____ 449. 5 
Total remaining nonbasic____ 193.0 
Total all commodities _______ 2, 783. 3 
Unallocable, net_____________ 471. 6 
Total realized costs (price 

support)------------------ 3,255.4 
Total realized costs (all USDA 

programs)---·------------- 4,054.6 

I am aware that there is a question 
about the Department of Agriculture 
computation of the costs of price-sup
port activities. It may be determined 
that some part of these charges would 
be more correctly charged to foreign aid. 
Pending the resolution of this problem, 
I am using figures of realized costs as 
they have been published by the Depart
ment. 

Immense as these costs are, it is prob
able that they would not mean very much 

. to most taxpayers. They do not tell him 
how much the program costs him in
dividually. 

I think the taxpayer ought to know 
this. We can determine it for him very 
easily. 

The costs listed above are a little more 
than 5 percent of the total Federal ex
penditure. By applying this percentage 
to the contribution to Federal programs 
of the taxpayers in each income bracket, 
we can determine how much the average 
taxpayer in a given bracket pays toward 
the costs of any particular program. The 
answer to this question for the several 
agricultural programs is summarized in 

· the following table: 

Per taxpayer costs in taxes of selected Department of Agriculture activiti1s based on realized 
costs as reported for fiscal year 1957 

Adjusted gross income (in thou-
sands)···············------------ Under $2 $2-$5 $5-$8 $8-$15 $15-$50 $5(}-$200 Over $200 

------
Mean .•••••• -----.---------------- $1,061 $3,460 $6, 159 $10,001 $23,602 $77,387 $417,078 

Price support: 
Wheat._---------------------- $1.67 $6.49 $11.49 $26.48 $122.42 $766.33 $6,313.07 Cotton _______________ ------ ___ 1. 29 5.03 8. 90 20.52 94.88 593.95 4,893. 04 
Corn •••••••••• ----------------- .99 3.84 6. 79 15.65 72.37 453.06 3, 732.34 6 basics _______________________ 4.32 16.79 29.73 68.53 316.87 1, 983.53 16,340.44 
TotaL __ ---------------------- 6. 57 25.53 45.20 104.19 481.73 3, 015. 50 24,841.87 

Total USDA programs·----------- 8.19 31.79 56.30 129.77 599.99 a. 755.82 30,940.70 
---

Total contribution to Federal ~ 

budgetary expense ________ $145 $563 $997 $2,298 $10,625 $66, 510 $547,914 
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At. first glance it may seem that the 

costs of the above programs are high for 
the . taxpayers with large incomes and 
low for the others. But further consid
eration will show that they are high in 
relation to a man's income for every 
taxpayer. 

The above table tells the story of the 
cost in taxes of these agricultural pro
grams, but that is only part of the story. 

Since these programs have as their 
object supporting the price of agricul
tural products and, since they do have 
that· effect, the taxpayer pays for the 
program in two ways. He pays higher 
prices for the end product as well as 
higher taxes for the program. 

The portion of the program cost that 
is paid in higher prices does not progress 
like the portion that is paid in taxes. 
There is not very much difference in the 
amount of wheat a man eats or the 
amount of cotton clothing he wears. A 
man with a low income needs as much 
bread as a man with a high income, and 
therefore pays a higher percent of his 
total income for the program. 

This places a very heavy burden on 
the taxpayer in the low-income brackets. 
The man with an income between $2,000 
and $5,000 pays in taxes averaging $6.49 
for the program to support the price of 
wheat, but in addition it may cost him 
about $20 a year more for the higher 
price of bread. This is a heavy cost to 
impose on a man with this income, and 
especially when he gets no individual 
benefits from the program at all. 

Throughout the United States we pay 
for this Federal high price-support pro
gram and relatively few of us receive any 
benefit. Even a large share of our farm
ers are being hurt rather than helped by 
this program. In my own State of New 
Hampshire, for instance, our poultry 
farmers are caught in a squeeze between 
the high prices for feed grains which 
are supported, and the low prices for 
their produce, eggs and poultry, which 
are not supported. In addition these 
farmers pay, as do all citizens, the higher 
taxes and higher prices caused by the 
program. We are all paying taxes to 
raise our cost of living, and supporting 
programs which lower the national 
standard of living, and as I have indi
cated, by measurable specific amounts. 

We pay our Federal taxes in many 
ways. We pay the individual income 
tax. We pay hidden Federal excises and, 
if we own some stock in a company, we 
pay corporation income taxes indirectly. 
But very few people know how much 
they are paying altogether, nor do they 
balance the value of what they get 
against the value of what they pay . . 

Suppose that, in stead of paying their 
taxes in this confusing way, each Amer
ican walked up to a Federal tax col
lector's window once a year and got his 
bill for the benefits he had received. 
How would he feel about paying these 
big sums out in income tax and in high
er prices for . nothing? · He would say, 
"No, that's one I don't want to pay." 

We who are here in the United States 
Congress and who have the real power 
to say "yes" and "no" for the United 
States taxpayer, ought to look into the 

poke our customers are carrying away 
from the Federal tax window · and see if 
there really is' .... a pig in it, or whether that 
taxpayer has just got what most people 
get when they buy a pig in a poke
namely, nothing. 

There are many Federal programs, in
cluding some of the most costly ones, 
which no thinking citizen would oppose. 
The cost of the national defense is an 
example. Most taxpayers would find 
these expenditures necessary and would 
support them unhesitatingly. 

But I firmly believe that there are 
many programs the taxpayers would re
ject if they knew the facts. If the tax
payer knew the cost to him individually 
of the program on the one hand, and if 
he could evaluate the effect for him of 
the program on the other hand, he would 
often find that the program is not worth 
to him what it costs him and he would in
struct his Congressman to oppose it. 

When our taxpayers realize what 
farm price support programs are cost
ing, and what the costs mean to .them 
individually, when they realize that .they 
are a failure and will. not solve the farm 
problem, then they will be strong for 
Benson's proposals. 

Secretary Benson has courageously 
proposed a way out of this nightmare of 
economic nonsense. It is the way of 
more flexible and lower. agricultural 
price supports. It is the only way that 
leads toward an ultimate solution. 

It is a conservative plan. I myself 
would go much further in the matter of 
price supports than Benson. I would do 
away with them entirely. 

I would remind my colleagues from the 
Midwest and South that it is many years 
now that the people of my State of New 
Hampshire, as well as the rest of the 
country, have be~n underwriting costly 
_agricultural subsidy programs. What 
started as emergency aid to farmers has 
continued to grow into an ever-increas
ing burden, and, after 25 years, offers no 
prospect of relief. 

To you who so violently advocate 
higher price supports and higher prices, 
I ask: 

How many more years are you going 
to demand that we in New England and 
elsewhere subsidize your agricultural 
economy? 

Do you want us to pay for these subsi
dies indefinitely and at ever higher and 
higher costs? 

When are you going to offer some solu
tion to your problems that gives us re
lief? 

We have been generously paying your 
bills for these many years and deserve a 
frank answers to these questions from 
you critics of Secretary Benson. 

Mr. ALGER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr.'BASS of New Hampshire. I yield 
to my distinguished friend and colleague 
from Texas. 

Mr. ALGER. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to compliment the able hard work
ing gentleman from New Hampshire not 
only on the good sense of his statement, 
but his courage. . 

It takes real courage these days to 
oppose any ··Federal handouts in the 
farm program . . 

If I may, I should like to associate my
self with the gentleman from New 
Hampshire in these remarks. 

I might observe one or two other things. 
I myself wonder as a Representative of 
largely a city area, when I listen to the 
critics if there is any special program or 
if there is any man would be so all
knowing as to be a satisfactory Secre
tary._ It strikes me, listening to the gen
tleman's statement today, that any pro
gram that has in it something for doing 
nothing will never ·succeed. 

It strikes me also that wartime in
centives, through the use of which our 
farmers rose to · the emergency and pro
vided the necessary food, have not been 
removed, and as a result we have in ef
fect still wartime economy measures. 
Naturally we are producing surpluses. 

I go further and say something that 
is almost unheard of on this floor, to 
add my small contribution, that because 
of these incentives there are now too 
many farmers on the farms. 

I simply · close by saying then, who 
now is for the taxpayers? Obviously the 
gentleman from New Hampshire is, and 
I commend him and join him in his 
statement. 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I thank 
the gentleman for his contribution. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. I want to 

join in complimenting the gentleman 
from New Hampshire on his fine state
ment, and on taking the floor to make a 
statement on this very important sub
ject. The remarks he has made are in 
conformity with the general findings of 
the Subcommittee on Agricultural Policy 
of the Joint Economic Committee as 
published on February 10, 1958. I call 
the attention of the House at tbis time, 
if I may, to this report. 

Incidentally, that subcommittee was 
chairmaned by Senator JOHN SPARKMAN, 
of Alabama. On that committee were 
tfie gentleman from Texas [Mr. PAT
MAN], the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
TALLE], Senator DOUGLAS, of Tilinois, Sen
ator WATKINS, of Utah, and myself. 

The · manner in which these studies 
were made I think is particularly impor
tant. The committee requested some 60 
specialists from universities, Govern
ment, national farm organizations, q,nd 
elsewhere, to prepare papers on various 
topics of the agricultural problem. Those 
papers were written and published by 
our committee and made public a month 
before we · held our hearings on those 
papers. In other words, the purpose 
was, after the specialists had spent some 
6 months preparing papers, to give any
one in the public, including the panelists 
themselves, an opportunity to read what 
had been said so that they would have 
ar.. opportunity to ask questions at the 
hearing along with the committee mem
bers. 

Then we held these panel hearings on 
this subject with these experts before 
us who had prepared these papers. 

The acclaim that these papers re
ceived and the acclaim we have already 
received on the report throughout this 
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.country from agricultural schools and is trying to deal face-to-face with the 
· people who know the agricult~al prob- economic facts of life and not trying to 

lems convince me this is an-extremely avoid them for political reasons. 
valuable study the Joint Economic Com- . Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I thank 
·mittee has conducted. . my friend and c_olleague, the gentleman 

With that background, I e,gain want from Missouri for his contribution, and 
·to say that the remarks of the gentle- find myself in agreement with the com
man from New Hampspire fit in exactly ments he has just made. I hold in my 
.with the economic conception of this hand a pamphlet which I commend to 
problem. . . the Members. This pamphlet was pre-

May I say also that the President's pared by the Subcommittee on Agricul
economic message on agricultural pol- tural Policy to the Joint Economic Com
icies which was given to the Congress mittee. It points the way, in my opinion, 
a fe~ weeks ago, was in conformity with to the ultimate solution of this farm 
the committee report's appraisal of the problem that faces the country. 
economic situation in our agricultural I again want to emphasize to you 
industry. Secretary Benson .v~ry obvi- critics of Secretary Benson that if you do 
ously understands the economics behind not agree with him, it is up to you to 
this problem. I will say for Secretary come . forward with some constructive 
Benson's critics, when it comes to get- program, other than higher and higher 
ting into the details of the economics of price supports which have been proved a 
the problem they seem to be adopting costly failure. 
the role of ignoramuses and apparently Mr. TEAGUE of California. Mr. 
do not even want to know what the Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
economic factors are. Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield. 

We have a very serious problem, as Mr. TEAGUE of California. I, too, 
I said to the gentleman from North want to commend the gentleman from 
carolina [Mr. CooLEY] when he criti- New Hampshire for a splendid and 
cized the President's message in regard strong statement. I agree with every 
to agricultural policy. He made the single thing the gentleman has said, and 
statement that Secretary Benson wanted I fully agree with all the statements 
to drive the farmers off the farms. made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

I said, "No American wants to . drive ALGER] and the gentleman from Missouri 
the farmers off the farm. But I will tell [Mr. CuRTIS]. I would like to add fur
you who will drive them off the farm- ther support from a different position. 
those who refuse to face up to the eco- I am a member of the Committee on 
nomic facts." We have had a technologi- Agriculture. I represent one of the larg
cal revolution in farming, and it is est agricultura:I districts in this country. 
necessary under those circumstances to I feel, and I know in my own mind, that 
make considerable adjustments. Fur- Secretary Benson is exactly right in 
ihermore, we have shifted from _wa:r to what he is trying to do. He is on a 
peace, and the demand for farm pro~- sound economic basis. I admire his pol
ucts such as existed in World War n 1s icies and I say to him-God bless you and 
not the demand for farm products in . more power to you. I also want to report 
peacetimes. These critics of Secretary this to the House, that I conducted a 
Benson had best answer this- question: poll in my district. A questionnaire 
How do you, indeed, shift from a war went to every Republican and every 
economy to a peace economy? Because, Democrat in my district. Almost 80 per
certainly, we can solve the farm problem cent, some 78 percent, reported to me 
tomorrow by going into a war economy that they were very much opposed to a 
again. But I do not think anyone in this return to the high rigid-price-support 
country or abroad wants to solve eco- principle. I again commend the gentle
nomic problems or problems of agricul- man from New Hampshire. 
ture in that fashion. I want to commend Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I thank 
to the House this bipartisan committee the gentleman. 
report, which was dated February 10, Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, 
1958, and particularly the various p~p~rs will the gentleman yield? 
that were prepared by these farm econ- · Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield 
omists, and I say to Secretary Benson's to the gentleman from New York. 
critics this basic thing, maybe Secretary Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I would like to 
Benson's solutions of the problems may associate myself with my friend and col
not work, but I will say this-at ·least he league and say that he has done two 
is leading from knowledge and trying to things here today. Not only has he 
analyze the problem. The critics of Sec- stood up-I might say this is in effect a 
retary Benson are in control of th~ Com- nonpartisan matter-in defense of the 
mittee on Agriculture of this House, and Secretary of Agriculture and his policy, 
they seem to be in control of the machin- which is a courageous thing to do, but 
ery of the House of Representatives, and he has also spoken for · the American 
have been in control for 4 years. consumer. The American consumer, for 

Now what proposals do they have that some reason, despite the fact that he is 
are going to correct this situation? The represented in· Congress by ~0 per~ent of 
only proposals they seem to have are to the membership, is the true forgotten 
go backward, to the operations that did man. Certain segments of the farm 
not work and which aggravated the farm population of America have been receiv
problem. I again want to say to the ing the equivalent of a handout for any 
gentleman from New Hampshire that he number of years, and no one ha~ stood 
has done a fine thing in taking -the floor up in recent times to criticize this until 
to bring out into the open these prob- you have done so today. 
Iems of agricultural policy and to stand I may say, speaking ~or th~ largest 
behind the Secretary of Ag-riculture who potato-growing county of New York and 

one of the largest in the United States, 
that my farmers are behind the Benso~ 
theory of no handouts. They say that 
at least he is making an attempt to cor
rect the situation. As the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CURTisJ said, maybe 
he does not have the correct answer, but 
at least he is attempting it. 

I want to congratulate the gentleman 
for bringing this to the attention of the 
House. _ 
· Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I thank 
the gentleman for his contribution. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield 
to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman is 
performing an admirable service in 
bringing this question to the floor this 
afternoon. It has been a great indoor 
sport to rise on this floor and elsewhere 
to pillory Secretary Benson. I do not 
stand here today in his defense, because 
I believe he has demonstrated that he 
needs no one to come to his defense. He 
is fully capable of defending himself. 

I cannot help but think of the old 
axiom in the legal profession that "If 
you do not have a good case, raise Ned 
with the prosecutor." That seems to be 
what a great number of Congressmen 
have done, just that in this case, raise 
Ned with Secretary Benson, when the 
law is weak. 

We stand here today, each one of us 
dissatisfied with the condition of Ameri
can agriculture. If the funds ex
pended for the agricultural program had 
been performing the function of bring
ing agriculture out of the doldrums in 
which it has languished, then possibly 
we would say "Yes." But the funds have 
not accomplished that function. It 
seems that agriculture is sinking deeper 
and deeper because of some of the pro
grams that have been followed. The 
fault lies not with Secretary Benson but 
the fault lies right here on the floor of 
Congress. We are the ones who have 
concocted the· legislative potpourri in 
which American agriculture stews today 
and it behooves us on both sides of the 
aisle to stop the senseless carping that 
rises on the political winds. The daily 
ceremony of burning the Secretary of 
Agriculture in effigy may have short
term political advantages. But it will 
certainly not solve the farm problem. 

We ourselves are the ones who must 
come forward with a program which 
Secretary Benson or any other Secretary 
can follow in order to solve this prob
lem. Mr. Benson or any other Secretary 
of Agriculture is obliged to follow the 
program that is set forth in law by the 
Congress, and the solution lies here and 
not elsewhere. Let us not forget that the 
program Mr. Benson must administer is 
the elaborately outfitted scarecrow which 
he inherited from the previous adminis
tration whose adherents seem outraged 
that time_ has proved th~ir scarecrow 
cannot plow. _ 

The farmers of America are not the 
stupid people that some would like us to 
believe they are. They are men who 
have tremendous intellectual and physi
cal investments in America. They are 
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men who love freedom. · They are men 
who are opposed to controls. · 

I hear daily from farmers of south
eastern Ohio of their feeling concerning 
the farm program. Nearly every letter 
I get says, "Mr. HENDERSON, when are we 
going to get rid of the controls? When 
are we going to get rid of Government in 
farming?" 

In almost every case they ask that con
trols be done away with, and termination 
of the farm program in its present form 
be at an end in the not too distant future. 
The gentleman from New Hampshire has 
done an admirable service in pointing 
out the facts he has pointed out and in 
giving us an opportunity to speak on be
half of the American farmer who wants 
no controls, and on behalf of Americans 
who are regretting the great expense that 
has ·performed no good function for 
America or the American farmers. 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I thank 
the gentleman for his contribution. 

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield 
to the gentleman from Illinois. · 
· Mr. COLLIER. I would like to join 
my colleagues here in commending the 
gentleman on a very fine discourse this 
afternoon. I would like to say for myself 
that I do not think we have ever had a 
Secretary of Agriculture in the history of 
this great Nation who has been more 
dedicated and more sincere in the ap
proach to the farm problem and farm 
matters than Secretary Ezra Benson. 

I think it is well to remember, too, that 
there are those who can be critical of 
anyone, but so frequently they do not 
have the answer or the solution them
selves of the problem at hand on any 
permanent basis. 

Again I say I enjoyed the gentleman's 
remarks and appreciate the approacl:l he 
brings to this difficult matter. 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I 
thank the gentleman.· 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield 
to my distinguished colleague from Min
nesota. 

Mr. JUDD. The gentleman is most 
courteous. I am sorry I was not in the 
Chamber when the gentleman began his 
speech, but from what I have heard from 
him and others who have spoken I think 
I am in complete and wholehearted 
agreement with him in his estimate of 
Mr. Benson and his farm policies. 
. From the beginning I have been one 

of the most vocal supporters of Mr. Ben
son and his program all over the Nation. 
I still am. In fact, I was advocating 
some of them long before he became 
Secretary of Agriculture. I was one of 
only a handful who in 1948 and 1949 
voted against extension of the 90 per
cent fixed parity price supports which 
have led to so much of our trouble with 
surpluses. I am the only Congressman 
from Minnesota of either party that has 
voted for his programs right down the 
line. That is the record. 

But it is not enough for programs to 
be right; they must be attainable. If 
they are rejected, however mistakenly, 
they cannot cure a problem. I am sure 
Mr. Hoover was basically right in his 

economics when he was President, and 
he was one of the finest and most de
voted Christian gentlemen who ever 
lived. But Mr. Hoover was built up by 
his opponents into a devil with horns 
to the point where many people believed 
it. This caricature made him almost a 
liability to his own programs, in that it 
made it harder to get support for them. 

In a speech here in Washington just 
the other day former President Truman 
still was calling it the Hoover depres
sion, as if Mr. Hoover personally 
planned it that way. It paid off polit· 
ically, and all of Mr. Hoover's policies, 
no matter how right, went out the win
dow when his opponents, by campaigning 
against him, won the 1932 election. 

Now, it was not to try to wreck Mr. 
-Benson's program for agriculture, but to 
try to save Mr. Benson's program, that I, 
as you have read in the press, went with 
one of our colleagues to see Mr. Benson 
to discuss with him the several different 
points of view expressed in a meeting of 
Midwest Republican Congressmen on the 
problems of agriculture in that part of 
our country, as they see them. I did not 
report to the press anything about the 
conversation· we had, and some of . the 
things that were reported in the press as 
having been said at the conference were 
wrongly attributed to me, although that 
was not directly stated in most of the 
stories I have seen. 

Probably one reason I was one of those 
chosen by the group to go down to see 
Mr. Benson was because he knows I am a 
good personal friend and do not hold the 
view of some that it is necessary to get 
his scalp. It is a fact that some in the 
group, perhaps a majority, felt he ought 
to resign because they sincerely believe 
his policies are wrong. That was no 
news to Mr. Benson; they have been pub
licly calling for his resignation for a long 
time. 

Others in the group thought his poli
cies might be sound, but were not ac
ceptable to the farmer in his present 
difficulties; therefore they ought to be 
modified. 

Some who agree with his programs felt 
he could perhaps best help those pro
grams by stepping aside personally in the 
belief that if he did so, the attention of 
the farmers would be directed away from 
a person to their basic problems. They 
would be forced to wrestle with what to 
do about low farm prices and big sur
pluses instead of just concentrating on 
Mr. Benson as if he were himself the 
problem. One of this group in the meet
ing put it that while he could sen· Mr. 
Benson's program, he could not sell Mr. 
Benson. 

Still others said that the right course 
was for Republicans to try harder to sell 
his programs rather than to attack him. 
To which came the reply that they could 
not sell what they did not believe in. 

These are some of the facts that have 
not been reported in the press. They 
were all reported to Mr. Benson. He 
told us he appreciated our telling him 
frankly and assured us he would give 
the whole question most careful consid
eration. I am sure he will. 

There was an agreement not to say 
anything about the discussion, because 
obviously that would not do any good. 

But since so much has been written and 
said on only part of the story, I welcome 
this opportunity to report on the two, 
three, or four other sides of the matter 
that have not been published. 

May I add that there was no possible 
political benefit to me in accepting such 
a mission. My district is wholly urban 
and I know a large majority of theRe
publican voters support Mr. Benson, per
haps in part because I have urged them 
to. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Speak
er, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. I simply 

want to make this comment with regard 
to former President Hoover. No one can 
question the sincerity of President 
Hoover. He was unjustly made the vic
tim of very difficult circumstances. 

Mr. JUDD. That is equally true of Mr. 
Benson. As to the farm situation, I have 
been overwhelmingly for Mr. Benson's 
program and have been for a strong farm 
program long before Mr. Benson became 
Secretary of Agriculture. 

This Congress in 1949 when the price
support program that had been set up 
during the war to increase production 
and which worked so admirably during 
wartime, was about to expire, decided 
to extend it. That was the 81st Con
gress. I opposed the extension, not be
cause there was any troublesome surplus 
on hand at that time, but I could foresee 
that surpluses would become trouble
some. 

I recall that only about 26 of us voted 
against it. That was when agricultural 
economics came into operation. I take 
second place to no man in this House in 
my support of the sound economics of Mr. 
Benson's program. I still think that was 
the right thing to do. 

When we reported that a number of 
Congressmen felt he was a Uability, he 
recognized such a thing was possible and 
he was the first to say that if and when 
the day came that he felt he was a han
dicap to the program he would withdraw. 
He was for sound agriculture and for a 
sound American economy, and he said he 
would be the first to step aside in order to 
do the best that he could for his country. 
He is a selfless man. 

Since this whole thing got out in gar
bled form, I thought it was only proper 
to try to get some of it in a correct form. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I would like tO 
ask the gentleman from Minnesota how 
he can say that he believes wholeheart
edly in the programs and that the eco
nomic program is fundamentally right? 
And feeling it is morally right and if it 
is economically right, how can he say 
that the Secretary is a liability? 

Mr. JUDD. I do not think that is what 
I said, although I believe the gentleman 
can think of a good many instances 
where a fundamentally good proposal is 
injured by something about its sponsor 
that irritates or alienates or displeases 
or what have you. That view was voiced 
in the meeting of Congressmen. On the 
other hand, there was recognition that 
if Benson is to be blamed for low prices 
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on wheat and dairy products, then he 
must be given credit for the high prices 
for hogs and cattle. That too was re
·ported to him. 

Some news stories have said that his 
resignation was demanded during our 
visit. That is categorically untrue. 

I am willing to report here the initial 
statement I personally made to Secre
tary Benson. It was substantially this: 

I am a physician. I have had cases 
where I was doing what I was dead sure 
were all the right things ·for a patient; 
all of the textbooks would agree with 
me. But that patient was still going 
downhill. For whatever reason-per
haps his relatives and neighbors per
suaded him for purposes of their own
he began to lose confidence in my treat
ment or in me, and refused to accept 
my measures. At that point I have to 
sit down and carefully review the whole 
picture. Maybe I ought to change my 
treatment radically. Maybe I ought to 
persevere with the same measures but in 
smaller doses over a longer period of 
time. Maybe I should change the fla
vor of the medicine or the color of the 
capsules~ Maybe I should change my 
psychological approach. Maybe I should 
call in competent consultants who I am 
confident will recommend the same sound 
measures but who for some reason may 
be better able than I to make them ac
ceptable to the patient and the relatives. 

As far as I was concerned, that is the 
whole essence of the situation. If a sick 
patient is not doing well, you have to 
review, restudy, and perhaps revise what 
you are doing in order to find the best 
way to save the patient by getting him 
to take the remedial measures you feel 
are best for him. 

That was the fundamental considera
tion I had in mind, and I used that 
medi-cal analogy with Mr. Benson with
out suggesting which of the various pos
sible courses he should follow. I told 
him frankly that I did not know. He, of 
course, would have to make the decision. 
But I do think a new approach to the 
farmers in my area has to be made, 
otherwise we may lose the gains that 
have been made and the things that I 
am in favor of for agriculture-as I 
know the gentleman is, and as Mr. Ben
son certainly is, too. 

I hoped there might be some good 
come out of it for the agricultural econ
omy of our country, which means for our 
whole economy-and I still hope there 
may be. This discussion today and the 
fresh attention to the whole problem 
may help importantly, perhaps marking 
the beginning of a shift in thinking, ap
proach and attitude. 

With the gentleman's permission I 
should like to insert with these remarks 
the following portions of a speech I made 
here on July 1, 1954: 

Mr. JuDD. Mr. Chairman, during the last 
election I campaigned on the basis of what 
the Republican platform said; and the Re
publican platform said: 

"We favor a farm program aimed at full 
parity prices for all farm products in the 
marketplace." 

That is why I support today this amend
ment to establish flexible price supports at 
82 % to 90 percent of parity. It is an essen-

tial step in carrying out what we promised 
to the people. 

Let me say at once that I do not have a 
farm in my Congressional District; but the 
prosperity of the people in my Congressional 
District depends to a large degree upon the 
prosperity and the purchasing power of the 
farmer. Nobody knows that better than I 
do. 

Again, I was born and brought up in a 
wholly farming community in Nebraska. 
With my brother and sisters, we still own 
the family farm, and there is a little income 
'from it each year. 

I think I have done as much as anybody in 
this Congress to move agricultural surpluses 
abroad, because as a member of the confer
ence committee on the mutual security bill 
last year I succeeded in getting section 550 
adopted, under which almost $250 million of 
surplus commodities were disposed of in the 
fiscal year just ended. Furthermore, I intro
duced last year the forerunner of the Agri
cultural Trade and Development Assistance 
Act passed yesterday; and I sponsored the 
provision in the Mutual Security Act, also 
passed yesterday, which earmarked $500 mil
lion for purchasing farm surpluses to be 
shipped abroad. I think, on the record, I 
can claim to be as interested in this whole 
problem as any Member here today. 

I would like to make about three observa
tions. First, the farmer is in trouble; that is 
clear. Second, it is not his own fault. He 
was asked to produce these overabundant 
crops. We must remember that the 90 per
cent price-support program came into being, 
not primarily to help the farmer, but to per
suade him to plow up land that should never 
have been anything but grazing land in order 
to produce more wheat and cotton and corn 
for ourselves here at home during war and 
for our boys abroad, and the many countries 
we were helping. The program was designed 
to expand production, and it worked magnifi
cently. It caused the farmer to produce 
more than he would have produced if he had 
followed his own judgment in the matter. 

Then, after the war, he was called upon by 
his own Government year after year to meet 
artificially high targets. He alone could not 
judge the total need, but the Department of 
Agriculture told him to grow more-and he 
did it as a patriotic duty. The basic mistake 
was ours when in 1949-4 years after the 
war-the Congress voted to continue the 90 
percent supports through still another year. 
I did not vote for it. That was the time to 
slow down production. So the farmer is in 
trouble through no fault of his own. 

Furthermore, it is not the fault of Mr. 
Benson or Mr. Eisenhower, or Mr. Truman or 
Mr. Roosevelt. The farm program, under 
which the farmers are having so much dif
ficulty, was written by the farm bloc in the 
Congress. It did not pay any attention to 
what Mr. Roosevelt recommended, it did not 
pay any attention to what Mr. Truman or 
Mr. Brannan recommended. It does not in
tend to pay attention to what Mr. Eisenhower 
or what Mr. Benson recommend. It always 
wrote its own bills and had enough votes to 
put them through-as it is trying to do today. 
All Secretary Benson has done thus far is to 
obey the laws you gentlemen put through. 
He did not write them. 

Why are they not working? Because the 90 
percent parity support price was designed to 
increase production at a time when the prob
lem was inadequate supply. It succeeded. 

But the problem now is too great supply. 
Does it make sense to advocate that we con
tinue as treatment for the trouble, the same 
formula which caused the trouble? 

What we need now is something to reduce 
the incentive to produce, not something that 
we know frbm experience w111 stimulate it. 

I was a doctor for a long time, and I never 
knew a doctor to recommend to his patients 
the same course that brought on the malady. 
That is what you are asking us to do when 

you want us to continue the fixed 90 percent 
of parity price support program. 

A third observation is that the farmer is not 
the only person in trouble today. In my dis
trict, or at the edge of my district, is a big 
ammunition plant. Formerly, it operated 
three shifts, but in the last few months it 
has cut down to one shift. Four thousand 
workers are without jobs. Why? Because 
the war is ended, and we have too much am
munition. I have just as much right to ask 
you to pay these men to produce ammunition 
which we do not need, as you have to ask my 
taxpayers to pay the farmer 90 percent of 
parity to produce more and more food and 
fiber which we do not need. And the unem
ployed workers do not get 82¥2 percent or 
even 75 percent of parity. They get about 50 
percent as unemployment compensation and 
for 26 weeks only. . 

You cannot ask the ·American people to pay 
the farmer to produce food we do not need 
any more than I can ask you to pay our 
workers to produce ammunition we do not 
need. And surely we do not want to start 
a war so that we will need both more food 
and more ammunition. 

There are only two basic ways to remedy 
this situation: One is to work to expand 
markets both at home and abroad. The 
other. is to reduce production to meet the 
demand. We must shift from the program 
which was designed to get the farmer to pro
duce more, and which worked so well that 
we now have too much. We must shift 
gradually and in such a way that the farmer 
can keep on his feet. The amendment under 
consideration should help do both. 

Mr. Chairman, these two conclusions seem 
clear. First, we need a sound support-price 
program, not to buy the farmer's vote but 
in order to keep our economy in balance; 
second, a fixed support-price system at 90 
percent of ,parity is not a sound program for 
other than emergencies like war. It makes 
steadily worse the very condition that needs 
to be cured. 

* * • • • 
Where is "full parity for all farm products" 

to be found? Where else but in the market 
place? The Government in special situations 
can provide full parity temporarily out of 
tax funds, but the farmer is the first man 
to know that he cannot look to the long 
future with confidence on the basis just of 
getting money from taxpayers. He can be 
sure of getting a proper return for his crops
full parity--over a long period of years only 
if there are adequate markets for those 
crops, at home and abroad. 

• • • * 
The way to get it (full parity) is with a 

total program; soil conservation, research, 
promotion of sales, set aside o.f existing sur
pluses, flexible support prices to prevent 
future surpluses of such magnitude, a sound 
and successful foreign policy giving us a 
Free World with an expanding economy and 
greater purchasing .power for the products 
of both our farms and our factories. 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I thank 
the gentleman from Minnesota, and also 
I am particularly pleased and interested 
to have his clarifying remarks on the 
part he played in the recent conference. 

Mr. HALEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield 
to the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. HALEY. I thank the gentleman. 
I am happy to have the explanation of 
the distinguished gentleman from Min
nesota [Mr. JUDDJ. Actually I find no 
fault with Mr. Benson or his program; 
but some of us on this side are a little bit 
confused about his program and we are 
looking for some sign of leadership from 
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that side in this matter. we-do not yet used to get 57 percent of what the con .. 
know who to go to for leadership, on Mr. sumer paid, and now he gets about 39, 
Benson's program. we have the distin- not quite 40, percent. And, it is decreas
guished gentleman taking one view, one ing by 2 percent a year. That is the dis
side of this controversy, and a lot of the tribution costs. Those are the things we 
other distinguished gentlemen taking ought to be attacking instead of going on 
another view. I understand that a few emotional sprees, and winding up clear 
days ago 25 or 30 of the gentlemen over off the playing field, proposing ideas that 
there asked Mr. Benson to resign. Just will not solve our problem. 
who is wrong or right about it, I would I want to say right here that Mr. Ben-
like to know? son lived in our family home when he 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. May I went to school. The Secretary is a grad
suggest to the gentleman from Florida uate of the agricultural college of which 
that the Members on his side of the aisle I was president. We gave him an bon
are in control of the House. They are orary degree. We had Benson Day in 
in control of the great Committee on Logan, where there were 7,000 people 
Agriculture, but so far we have not had present, and we could have another one, 
one single constructive program other and there would be still more present. 
than advocating higher and higher price- If you took a poll of the people in our 
support programs which we know will State, as the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
not solve the farm problem. DAwsoN] did last year, you would see 

So, I would say to my good friend from some surprising results. This is what 
Florida that perhaps he should consult happened then. Approximately 37 per
with the distinguished chairman of the - cent wanted to get the Government out 
Committee on Agriculture and suggest of farming; another 35 percent favored 
that he come forward with. some pro- a flexible support program, which the 
gram, if he has one, that is better than secretary has submitted to our commit-
what Benson has recommended. tee. 

Mr. HALEY. Has the Secretary oi I am proud of our Utah f;:umers who, 
Agriculture presented any progr::tm here despite the difficulties they have had, 
that the Congress could act on, or have .still want to solve their own problems to 
you on your side presented any pro~ram? the extent possible, rather than become 

Mr. DIXON. Mr. Speaker, Will the dependent upon Federal largess. I am 
gentleman yield? sure our -Utah farmers are typical of 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield farmers -in many other States. 
to the gentleman from Utah. Rome and other civilizations have 

Mr. DIXON. The Secretary has sub- crumbled when the citizens failed to rely 
mitted ~ I?rogram which you could act on their own energies, and looked to a 
on, and It IS a very good pr~gram. As a paternalistic government for "bread and 
matter of fact, .he h~~ su!Jmitted several. circuses." It is terribly important that 
The first one IS utilizatiOn research to we prevent this from developing in 
extend ~~dustrial uses of. agricultural America. 
commodities. That defimtely would I submitted a bill, as did the gentle
consume much of our surpluses and re- man from Colorado [Mr. HILL] with 
duce our troubles. But, can we get that . . ' 
out? I introduced a bill last year. I can- flexible P::Ice supp~rts fr?m 60 to 9~ per-
not get it out . . The President's com- cent, Which defimtely 1s eco~omically 
mission recommended it, but evidently it sound, as. anyone who considers the 
has not enough political sex appeal, even problem. Will know. 
though it would be a basic solution. You JUSt cannot repeal the law of 

The Secretary has started the rural supply and demand, ~nd no nation. is 
development program for the low-income w~althy ~nough to do It. We ha~e ~ned 
counties. That is working beautifully. this foolish system so long and 1t 1s so 
If we give some attention to that, that topheavy that it came down on our 
would be one solution for the small heaas. 
farmer who receives almost nothing· You heard what was said about the 
from p~ice-support programs. But, can soil bank here yesterday. It is a traves
we get publicity for that? Can we get ty on justice. I would just like to hear 
the people to understand that? Of the comments from some of the counties 
course we cannot. Those are definitely where they are making the greatest 
basic things. complaints. I would like to have the 

We have a wool program that is de- newspapers publish what individual 
clared by the growers, the mill operators, farmers received from our Government. 
and the merchants of wool, altogether, They never received so much Federal 
as one of the finest programs in agricul- money in history. It would make quite 
ture. we have not got that out of com- a different picture if people could see 
mittee yet. That is the only farm pro- that the farmers who complain the loud
gram that I know of where everybody est are frequently those who receive the 
is in complete accord, and whose cost greatest amount of Federal tax money. 
comes entirely from import duty on wool. Furthermore, today's Washington Post 
It is wonderful. reports that 1957 per capita farm income 

I could go on down the line, and there was the highest in history, 10 percent 
are many fine things about the Secre- higher than in 1956. 
tary's program which have not been Secretary Benson is a man of princi-
given attention. ple and honor, and because he is a man 

Then again take this reduction of costs of principle and because he does not 
to the consumer. We should fight this believe you can repeal the law of supply 
spread between what the farmer gets and demand, he is standing up for what 
and what the consumer pays, which is he thinks is right for this great country. 
growing at a vicious rate. The farmer You will live to see the day and I will 

live 'to see "the day that his policies will 
definitely be vindicated. 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I thank 
the gentleman from Utah for his con
tribution. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BASS of New Hampshire. I yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I 
think the gentleman from Utah [Mr. 
DrxoN] gave a specific answer. I would 
·add that the Secretary of Agriculture 
·does one more thing in the field of lead
ership. He, almost alone, stands for 
some form of cutback on what has gen
erally been referred to--to use slang
-as a handout. It takes a lot of courage 
to do that. I think fundamentally the 
gentleman from Florida would, and 
should, agree with that. 

STATEMENT IN DEFENSE OF 
SECRETARY EZRA TAFT BENSON 
Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I 

·ask unanimous consent to extend my 
remarks at this point in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
tbe request of the gentleman from Utah? 

There was no o'Qjection. 
Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 

for 2 days I have sat quietly by and lis
tened to Members from both sides of the 
aisle attack our Secretary of Agricul
ture, Ezra Taft Benson. They all seem 
to agree he is honest. They all admire 
his sincerity. They all remark on his 
energy. Most of them commend him for 
his courage. They are right, and I am 
happy to join with them in their accu-. 
rate analysis of the Secretary's char-
~cter. . 

Why, then, the cry "Get Benson"? It 
is simply because our farmers in some 
areas have not shared in prosperity to 
the degree that some of us would like. 

For that, Ezra Taft Benson has been 
made the whipping boy. His legacy as 
Secretary of Agriculture was a mess of 
agricultural surplus brought on by un
sound or unsuccessful farm policies. But 
''Get Benson" because he has not led 
the way out. "Get Benson", even though 
the methods he advocated have been 
blocked at every turn by many of the 
very Members of Congress and the 
highly vocal farm groups which are his 
severest critics. · 

Without ever unshackling his program, 
they denounce it as a failw·e, and in its 
place offer only the proven failures of 
the past. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has of
fered the only realistic program for a 
lasting solution to the farm problem. 
It is time to put principles above politi
cal expediency, and work for the real 
benefit of the Nation and the American 
farmer. "Getting Benson" is not going 

. to solve a thing. 

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES DEALING 
WITH SPACE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. MEADER] is 
recognized for 30 minutes. 
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Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise. and ex
tend my 1·emarks and to include extrane
ous matter. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich
igan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, Monday 

of this week I introduced H. R. 10912, a 
bill to create a 16-member bipartisan 
commission to study the multitude of 
agencies, both executive and independ
ent, dealing with space, in the atmos
phere and beyond. 

It follows closely another bill which I 
introduced in the first session of this 
Congress, H. R. 1201, which deals with 
matters of duplication and overlapping 
responsibilities in t:b.e area of atmos
pheric space only. 

Both bills were referred to the House 
Committee on Government Operations 
and H. R. 1201 was referred to the Sub .. 
committee on Legal and Monetary Af
fairs, of which my able colleague, the 
Honorable JOHN A. BLATNIK, Of Minne
sota, is chairman, and on which I have 
the honor to serve as the ranking mi
nority member. 

Historically, detailed matters of avia
tion, airspace and air-traffic control 
have been left by the Congress to the 
executive department and independent 
agencies. Congress in many respects 
has delegated its policymaking function 
in the field of aviation to those depart
ments and agencies with the result that, 
like Topsy, a multitude of 'boards, com
missions, and agencies have grown up 
whose interests, authority, and opera
tions frequently are in conflict with each 
other. 

H. R. 10912 would create a bipartisan 
commission of 16 members to study the · 
multiplicity of Federal aviation agencies 
and agencies dealing with the utilization 
of space and to recommend suitable re
forms to clarify their responsibilities and 
their relationships to each other. Eight 
of those members would be appointed 
by the President, four from within the 
executive branch of the Government and 
four from private life. Four are to be 
appointed from the Senate and four 
from the House of Representatives. 

I include at this point a copy of the 
bill, H. R. 10912, and urge the Members 
to study it. 

H.R.10912 
A bill to amend section 104 of the Budget 

and Accounting Procedures Act of 1950 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 104 of the 

Budget and Accounting Procedures Act of 
1950 (31 U. S. C. 18a) is amended to read 
as follows: 

"IMPROVED ADMINISTRATION OF EXECUTIVE 
AGENCIES 

"SEC. 104. (a) The President, through the 
Di.rector of the Bureau of the Budget, is 
authorized and directed to evaluate and de
velop improved plans for the . organization, 
coordination, and management of the execu
tive branch of the Government with a view 
to etncient and economical service. 

"(b) (1) In order to provide for a study 
to be made to determine appropriate meth
ods of eliminating the present multiplicity 
of departments, administrations, commis- . 
sions, committees, boards, consultants, and 
other similar agents and agencies having re
sponsibil1ties or engaging in activities with 

respect to aviation, the control and use of 
space and outer space, and related activities; 
eliminating the present conflicts, duplica
tions, and overlapping .of functions and ac
tivities, and lack of coordination, be"tween 
and among such agencies, as well as between 
such agencies and State and local govern
mental bodies and foreign governments and 
international organizations; and eliminating 
the present impediments to the prompt, effi
cient, and effective resolution of aviation, 
space, and related problems arising from 
such conflicts which hamper and delay nec
essary progress in and development of avia
tion, the effective use of space and outer 
space, result in waste and inefficiency, and 
threaten safety, there is hereby created a 
commission to be known as the Commission 
on Reorganization of Aviation and Space 
Agencie:s (hereafter in this subsection re
ferred to as the 'Commission'), which shall 
consist of 16 members, 8 appointed by the 
President (4 from the executive branch and 
4 from private life), 4 Members of the Sen
ate appointed by the Vice President (of 
whom not more ·than 2 shall be of the same 
party), and 4 Members of the House of Rep- · 
resentatives appointed by the Speaker of the 
House (of whom not more than 2 shall be 
of the same political party). Any vacancy 
on the Commission shall riot affect its pow
ers, and shall be filled in the same manner in 
which the original appointment was made. 

"(2) In order to carry out the purposes for 
which the Commission is created, the Com
mission, after a full and complete investiga
tion and study, ·shall formulate and recom
mend to the President for transmittal to the 
Congress, specific programs and policies cal
culated to eliminate conflicts, duplication, 
lack of coordination, and overlapping of 
functions and activities in the field of civil
ian and military aviation, the use of space 
and outer space, and related activities, and 
more effectively to discharge the responsi
bilities of the United States, in conjunction 
with State and local governments and for
eign governments and international organi
zations, in the promotion of aviation and 
the use of space and outer space for the 
common welfare and national defense. 

"(3) The Commission shall elect a Chair
man and a Vice Chairman from among its 
members. Nine members of the Commission 
shall constitute a quorum. The Commission 
shall have the power to appoint and fix the 
compensation of such personnel as it deems 
advisable, without regard to the provisions 
of the civil-service laws and the Classifica
tion Act of 1949. 

"(4) Members of the Commission who are 
Members of Congress shall serve without 
compensation in addition to that received 
for their services as Members of Congress; · 
each member of the Commission who is in 
the executive branch of the Government 
shall receive the compensation which he 
would receive if he were not a member of 
the Commission, plus such additional com
pensation, if any, as is necessary to make his 
aggregate annual salary $12,500; members of 
the Commission from private life shall re
ceive $50 per diem when engaged in the per
formance of duties vested in the Commis
sion. Each member of the Commission shall 
be reimbursed for travel, subsistence, and 
other necessary expenses incurred by him in 
the performance of his duties as a member 
of the Commission. 

"(5) The service of any person as a mem
ber of the Commission, the service of any 
other person with the Commission, and the 
employment of any person by the Commis
sion shall not be considered as service or 
employment bringing such person within the 
provisions of sections 281, 283, or 284 of title 
18 of the United States Code, or of any other 
Federal law. imposing restrictions, require
ments, or penalties in relation to the em
ployment of persons, the performance of 
services, or the payment or receipt of com-

pensation in connection with any claim, pro
ceeding, or matter involving the United 
States. 

"(6) The Commission may create such 
committees of its members with such powers 
and duties as may be delegated thereto. The 
Commission, or any committee thereof, may, 
for the purpose of carrying out this subsec
tion, hold such hearings and sit and act at 
such times and places, and take such testi
mony, as the Commission or such committee 
may deem advisable. Any member of the 
Commission may administer oaths or affir
mations to witnesses appearing before the 
Commission or before any committee 
thereof. 

"(7) The Commission, or any committee 
thereof, is authorized to secure directly from 
any executive department, bureau, agency, 
board, commission, office, independent es
tablishment, or instrumentality information, 
suggestions, estimates. and statistics for the 
purpose of this subsection; and each such 
department, bureau, agency, board, commis
sion, office, establishment, or instrumental
ity shall furnish such information, sugges
tions, estimates, and statistics directly to the 
Commission or any committee thereof, upon 
request made by the Chairman or Vice 
Chairman of the Commission or of the com
mittee concerned. 

"(8) The Commission, or any committee 
thereof, shall have power to require by sub
pena or otherwise the attendance of wit
nesses and the production of books, papers, 
and documents; to administer oaths; to 
take testimony; to have printing and bind
ing done; and to make such expenditures as 
it deems advisable within the amount ap
propriated therefor. Subpenas shall be is
sued under the signature of the Chairman 
or Vice Chairman of the Commission or 
committee and shall be served by any person 
designated by them. The provisions of sec
tions 102 to 104, inclusive, of the Revised 
Statutes (2 U. S. C. 192-194), shall apply in 
the case of any failure of any witness to com
ply with any subpena or to testify when 
summoned under authority of this section. 

"(9) The Commission .established by this 
subsection shall cease tQ exist on June 30, 
1960." 

I call attention to page 180 of the 
hearings conducted by the Legal and 
Monetary Affairs Subcommittee of the 
Committee on Government Operations 
in June and July of 1956, entitled . 
"Federal Role in Aviation" for a pictorial 
representation of the multiplicity of 
boards, commissions, departments, and 
committees involved solely in aviation 
resear9h and development. 

Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand this 
chart of the various agencies in the 
executive branch of the Government, 
committees, subcommittees, panels, and 
departments which have responsibilities 
with .respect to research · and develop
ment in aviation. There are 56 of them, 
some having statutory authority, others 
merely deriving their authority from the 
President. 

The Harding report, included as an 
exhibit in the hearings to which I have 
referred, said this, and I quote: 

There are now over 75 committees, sub
committees, and special working groups ad-· 
dressing themselves to aviation facilities 
matters. The existence of so many groups' 
is not in itself an evil, but it is increasingly 
apparent that the process of coordination 
is becoming more and more time-consuming 
and that preoccupation with current issues 
tends to obscure forward vision. 

The report continues: 
It seems evident that there is need for 

forceful high-level direction of the studies 
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leading to a national aviation program. 
Inasmuch as the regular departments of the 
Government are fully occupied with heavy 
operating responsibilitiE!s which are diverse 
and sometimes con:fllcting, and as the inter
departmental committees are fully occupied 
in resolving day-to-day conflicts, it seems 
logical to conclude, as we have done, that· 
the direction of the study necessary for in
telligent future planning should be estab
lished elsewhere in the Government. 

Both the chart which I described and 
the findings of the Harding committee 
concern only the situation in that por
tion of atmospheric spaee reaching 
above our heads to a level of about 
50,000 feet. But with the advent of the 
use of outer space, instead of clearing 
the jungle, as it were, we are taking 
steps to plant more trees by adding new 
agencies, boards, and commissions de
signed to deal with the stratosphere, 
space, and outer space. 

In an effort to eliminate the confusion 
and conflict in Federal aviation agencies 
and to establish clear lines of govern
mental responsibility, I introduced H. R. 
11065 in the 2d session of the 84th 
Congress, which I discussed on the floor 
of the House on May 9, 1956. Similar 
to H. R. 1201 and H. R. 10912, that bill 
also was referred to the Committee on 
Government Operations and in turn to 
the Legal and Monetary Affairs Sub
committee. 

The subcommittee, then under the 
able chairmanship of the Honorable 
Robert H. Mollohan~. of West Virginia, 
held hearings on the bill to which I 
have referred. Those hearings corn
prise 1,418 printed pages. They in
cluded a broad committee study of the 
duplication, overlapping, and conflict of 
Government functions and responsibil
ities in aviation, and also gave consider
ation to H. R. 11065. · 

Those hearings, in my opinion, resulted 
in the most comprehensive and penetrat
ing study by any Congressional commit
tee on the general subject of aviation in 
the history of the Congressional investi
gating process. I declined to press the 
subcommittee to report H. R. 11065 to 
the full committee because a Presidential 
study under Edward P. Curtis already 
was under way. It was hoped that study 
might help solve aviation organizational 
problems and result in clearer lines of 
responsibility and authority. In its re
port, House Report No. 2949 of the 84th 
Congress, filed with the House on July 27, 
1956, entitled "Federal Role in Aviation," 
our subcommittee offered these conclu
sions: 

First, that the executive agencies in 
the field of aviation be reorganized. 

Second, that the Curtis study be expe
dited. 

Third, that membership on the Air 
Coordinating Committee of the Civil 
Aeronautics Board and the F.ederal Com
munications Commission, which are in
dependent agencies not within the exec'!' 
utive .branch of the Government, be ter
minated. 

Fourth, that the role of the Air Coor
dinating Committee itself in the regula
tion of aviation be clarified. 

Fifth, that the predominance- of the 
military departments on the Air Coor-

dinating Committee and the Air Naviga
tion Development Board be avoided. 

·sixth, that the 5-year Federal airway 
plan be accelerated·. 

Seventh, that the TACAN-VOR/DME 
controversy be resolved. 

And, last, air traffic control re
quirements within the Civil Aeronautics 
Administration be reviewed before air
port-aid projects are finally approved. 

The results were these: 
The Airways Modernization Board was 

created by statute to take the place of the 
two-member Defense and Commerce De
partments-created Air Navigation De
velopment Board, and a third member 
was added. 

That was the one specific recommen
dation of the Curtis study reported in 
May of 1957. and we in the Congress 
promptly adopted the law which created 
the Airways Modernization Board. 

The Curtis study took much longer 
than it was planned to take and, in my 
judgment, accomplished much less than 
had been hoped. Aside from the bill to 
which I referred, creating the Ajrways 
Modernization Board, the study made 
some broad general statements on the 
creation of a permanent Federal avia
tion agency, but left the writing of the 
blueprint of that organization to stili 
another study. 

Membership of the Federal Communi
cations Commission and the Civil Aero
nautics Board on the Air Coordinating 
Committee has not terminated. How
ever. those agencies and particularly the 
Civil Aeronautics Board-because of the 
study of our subcommittee and because 
of the comments in our committee's re
port-has adopted a policy of greater 
care in participating in the deliberations 
and decisions of the Air Coordinating 
Committee to avoid being bound by the 
conclusions of the Air Coordinating Com
mittee in any subsequent proceeding 
which might come before the Board in 
its quasi-judicial capacity. 

Other executive agencies have shown 
greater willingness to reassert some func
tions originally conferred on them by 
Congress, but heretofore eclipsed by the 
Air Coordinating Committee. 

Now, since some of my colleagues may 
not be familiar with the Air Coordinat
ing Committee, I would like to develop 
in greater detail the creation of this com
mittee, its ~unctiQJ1 and the role that it 
may be expected to play in col).nection 
with aviation -and the control of space 
in the future. -

The Air Coordinating Committee has 
no statutory foundation. It was created 
by Executive order of President Tru
man shortly after tbe close of World _War 
II. Its charter is a very brief one. Rep
resentation on the Committee is assigned 
to nine departments and agencies. 

The Air Coordinating Committee es
tablished what it calls panels. For in
stance, there is the airport-use panel 
created by the Air Coordinating Commit
tee and there is an airspace panel. 

I first became aware of the existence 
and authority of this executive Commit
tee, functioning without the sanction. of 
Congress, when a . controversy arose 
over the use of airports in the Detroit 
metropolitan area. The . airport-use 

panel conducted hearings in the city of 
Detroit in June 1955. On that panel 
there was a representative from the Civil 
Aeronautics Administration, who hap
pened to be chairman of the panel, a 
representative of the Civil Aeronautics 
Board, and then one representative 
each from the Defense Department, the 
Army, the Navy, and the Air Force. 
Military representattion on that panel 
outnumbered civilian representation by 
2 to 1. 

Now, what is the effect of a decision 
by the airport-use panel of the Air Co
ordinating Committee? First, they can
not do anything unless they all agree. 
You might say that would preclude any 
intemperate action. Any assumption of 
that kind is not well founded, however. 

Furthermore, I found that the Com
mittee, which must operate by unani
mous consent, is at some disadvantage 
in arriving promptly at a decision. 
Nevertheless, in the instance affecting 
my Congressional District they had no 
difficulty in arriving at a decision which 
ordered, if you please, that the airport 
owned by the University of Michigan at 
Willow Run, Mich., now the term.inal for 
commercial airlines serving Detroit, 
should be converted to military uses, and 
that the airlines should conduct their 
operations at an airport several miles 
away called the Detroit Wayne-Major 
Airport. · 

You might say the panel could be ig
nored because it had no authority to 
carry out its decisions. But when it 
makes a decision that decision is bind
ing on the entire executive branch of 
the Government. From that time on 
the powers which we vested in the Secre
tary of Commerce over the national air
port program are to be governed by the 
decision of the Air Coordinating Com
mittee, on which there is military domi
nation at the ratio of 2 to 1. The Con
gress never gave the Defense Department 
any authority to spend money for civil
airport construction. The Secretary of 
Commerce now is bound by this kangaroo 
court with no statutory authority. 

I would like to refer to another exam
ple. I want to refer to the Committee's 
report and quote a passage regarding 
airspace utilization. My whole think
ing on this subject has come around less 
to emphasis on aviation and more to a 
broader concept of the utilization of air
space. That is what concerns me at this 
time. We are beginning now to go be
yond the atmosphere. Three satellites 
have been launched. The Defense De
partment has set up an agency called the 
Advanced Research Projects Agency, and 
they are in a sense taking control of 
outer space right now. 
. If we in Congress leave it up to the 
executive branch of the Government 
on a day-to-day basis to establish pat
terns of organizations and vested inter
ests in the control of space and outer 
space, and do nothing about it, we will 
find that those patterns and those inter
ests in space and outer space will have 

"become so fixed, that it will be almost 
impossible for Congress to change, re
peal, or affect whatever structure has 
been established·. 
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That is why I say it is ·important that 

we be alerted to this problem in the be· 
ginning so that our policies with respect 
to the utilization of space and outer space 
can be made by the policymaking branch 
of the Government, or that at least the 
Congress can have a hand in formulating 
policies. We should not permit all of 
the planning and policymaking to be 
done within the closed doors of the 
executive branch of the Government only 
to be handed to Congress as a fait 
accompli. 

Here is another example of the im· 
portance of control of space and outer 
space: The Interior Department, as you 
know, has responsibility with respect to 
offshore oil. We had a good deal of 
controversy over the tidelands measure. 
The States were given a limited amount 
of the Continental Shelf and a still 
greater amount was vested in the United 
States as a national resource to be de· 
veloped by the Department of the In· 
terior for the benefit of all the people 
of the United States. 

I quote from page 5 of our committee 
report on aviation the statement: 

It is impossible to estimate the known or 
predicted oil reserves in that area. However, 
it is apparent that there are substantial 
natural resources on the shelf, the develop
ment of which conceivably will be impaired. 
Since adoption of the Outer Continental 
Shelf Lands Act, vesting in the Department 
of Interior development of oil reserves, ap
proximately $253,500,000 in bonuses and 
rentals has been received by the United 
States Government. 

Now, the Defense · Department has 
come along and said, "We want to shoot 
missiles over the Gulf of Mexico." 
Thereupon the Department of the Inte· 
rior was precluded from developing some 
of these oil resourc'es on the Continental 
Shelf. · Here, then, is ·a problem of con
flicting use of airspace. It was not that 
the Interior Department wanted to stop 
the use of airspace for testing purposes; 
but that such use was inconsistent with 
its use for oil drilling on the Conti
nental Shelf. It was also inconsistent 
with the use of sealanes by steamers. It 
was inconsistent with recreational uses 
of the surface of the water; it was in· 
consistent with fishing rights. 

When you start using the airspace for 
a purpose which is inconsistent with 
another use either of the airspace or 
of the land or water beneath it, someone 
ought to be there to say which program 
has priority. Neither the Department 
of the Interior, primarily interested in 
the oil in the Gulf of Mexico, or anybody 
interested in protecting recreational 
rights or civilian uses of that area, were 
members of the Air Coordinating Com
mittee or its airspace panel, yet the 
decision of the Air Coordinating Com
mittee, if unanimous, binds the entire 
executive branch of the Government. 

These are not easy problems; they are 
difficult ones, but the considerations in· 
volved are tremendously important. If 
we in Congress just stand -still and do 
nothing, some aggressive agencies will 
move in, and we will find a situation 
fastened upon us and it will be too late 
to do anything about it. · 

A vast portion of the air space over 
the continental United States already 

has been preempted by the military for 
testing uses or otherwise. 

We know that with the expansion in 
air travel, with the speed of jets· that 
will come into commercial use shortly, 
it will be difficult to find air routes which 
do not have to skirt all the warning areas 
and all other areas that have been pre· 
empted by one department or another 
of the Government, prirparily the De· 
partment of Defense. 

Nowhere in the Government is there 
a .court where fair hearings on space use 
can be had? The Air Coordinating Com
mittee is the only thing we have today. 
It is anything but a fair and impartial 
court, and Congress has done nothing 
about it. 

I wish I knew the answer right now. 
I wish I could blueprint the proper or
ganizational structure in the Govern· 
ment to assure fair and impartial con· 
sideration of all conflicting interests in 
the use of air space and the use of land 
or sea underneath the air space, to de
termine either the priority of use or 
specify the maimer in which the space 
may be used or the time for which it 
may be used, so as to minimize the harm 
to other programs. 

The bill I have introduced recently 
has already been referred to the Com_. 
mittee on Government Operations, and I 
am hopeful it will be referred to the Sub
committee on Legal and Monetary Af
fairs; of which my colleague and friend 
from Minnesota [Mr. BLATNIK] is chair· 
man. 
_ I believe that o.ur committee .in study· 

ing the progress ·. being made in setting 
up a permanent aviational organization, 
and studying steps already taken and 
those contemplated by executive agencies 
to stake out claims to outer space, can 
focus tne attention of tne Congress on 
this most important problem. 

If our committee can solve the prob
lem, I say go ahead and solve it, but I 
think it is going to be far too difficult for 
that. We have had study after study by 
the executive branch of the Government 
which have said, in effect: "Our aviation 
and space organizations are in a mess. 
We have to do something about it." 

For years now we have been waiting 
for the executive branch to come for· 
ward with a solution to this problem. 
We have waited long enough. It is time 
for the Congress to step in and express 
its will. 

I do not like to see these decisions on 
long-range matters that affect the entire 
future of our country and, indeed, the 
world, to be decided in some back room 
in the executive branch of the Govern· 
ment and then handed to Congress to 
accept without sufficient knowledge even 
to amend the proposal intelligently. Let 
the Congress get into this program and 
this problem from the beginning, and let 
us assert our policymaking functio.ns in 
this regard. 

Mr. BLATNIK. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MEADE:Et. I yield to the gentle .. 
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. BLATNIK. I want to most en.;, 
thusiastically, genuinely, and sincerely 
commend my colleague and my friend 
from ;M:ichigan for the initiative and 

leadership he has taken in calling the 
attention of the Congress to this tre· 
mendously complex, involved, and im
portant problem that is becoming in· 
creasingly more involved and more com
plex. Not enough attention is being 
given to this serious matter by the Con
gress, and I do hope that the legisla· 
tion which he introduced will be sent to 
our subcommittee. 

I should like to point out for the 
RECORD the splendid body of testimony 
which was compiled under the leadership 
of the gentleman from Michigan the year 
before last, when day after day and week 
after week he was compiling all the facts 
and testimony on this problem that he 
could. It is _obvious what is happening 
in the age of this rapid development of 
transportation, jet propulsion, and mis
siles. The main stream of progress in 
that area has just_ swept by. It is largely 
through default that the military seems 
to be on the move with an utter disre· 
gard of the wishes of the Congress. 
Frankly, there is a great deal of lack 
of interest on our part, too. 

I commend the gentleman for calling 
this to our attention, and I hope we will 
proceed quickly with a thorough study 
and extensive hearings in the considera
tion of this most important problem. 

Mr. MEADER. I thank the gentleman 
from Minnesota for those remarks. 

Mr. LIBONATI. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MEADER. I yield to the gentle· 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. LIBO~A.TI-. I am just wondering 
if the gentleman would not develop the 
international situation of comity between 
countries relative to the control of outer 
space. Have there been any suggested 
military groups· that have sat on any 
allied commissions df any ·kind for that 
conanaon purpose? 

Mr. MEADER. The gentleman has 
raised a most important point, particu
l:;trly with respect to outer space. The 
bill does call for a study to be made of 
the relationships between our agencies 
having responsibility in the field ef avia
tion and State and local agencies hav .. 
ing some responsibility in the field and 
also international bodies, and the ques
tion of outer space is one that is most 
acutely in the field of international rela .. 
tions. 

I might say that another example 
which rather intrigued me was the asser
tion of ownership over a block of the 
high seas, which I- observed when I visited 
Guantanamo Bay to see some Navy dem· 
onstrations of Terrier missiles. There, 
a block at least 100 miles long and 50 

. miles wide on the high seas had been 
marked out as the property of the Navy 
of the United States. No one could fish 
in those ·waters; no one could fly through 
that area. He might find a Terrier mis
sile headed his way if he did. And, no one 
could use that area for any other purpose. 
Ships could not proceed across the Car
ribean through that area. Now, by what 
right did the Navy of the United States 
assert the use ()f a block of space on the 
high seas totally inconsistent with any 
other use of that area during that 
time? I say in this field, particularly in 
the field of airspace over the oceans and 
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outer space, we are in a state of anarchy, 
and the rule seems to be that whoever 
seems to get there firstest with tlie most
est has possession and, for all practical 
purposes, ownership of the territory. I 
am just asserting that those decisions 
should be made by law, by a properly 
constituted body, which will assure that 
all interests are considered and then 
proper priority be given to uses which 
may be inconsistent with other uses. 

Mr. LIDONATI. Have there not been 
some claims made against the Govern
ment for damages suffered ·by fishing 
fleets in certain waters where atomic mis
siles were used, and so forth, and de
struction as the result of that? 

Mr. MEADER. I believe the gentle
man is referring to the Japanese fisher
men. 

Mr. LIDONATI. That is right. 
Mr. MEADER. I believe the gentle

man is correct. 
Mr. LIBONATI. Is that covered by 

any enactment that is in the future con
templated in your legislation? 

Mr. MEADER. Well, the legislation 
creates a study commission. I might say 
the reason I have suggested a study be 
undertaken by a commission is that it 
will permit all interests to participate in 
policy formulation. It will permit pri
vate industry, it will permit the execu ... 
tive branch of the Government, it will 
permit the Congress to participate. If I 
thought it would be successful, I would 
recommend that a committee of the Con
gress make the study, because it is the 
policymaking body. 

But, I have come rather regretfully to 
conclude that the Congress will not 
spend sufficient funds on itself to make a 
penetrating study. We have been very 
generous in providing substantial sums 
of money to study commissions, such as 
the Hoover Commission and the Kestn
baum Commission and so on. I believe 
that the study required is of such magni
tude that it cannot be attacked success
fully by any committee of the Congress 
unless a tradition is departed from, and 
we can spend adequate amounts on com
mittees of Congress to hire the staff to 
make the study required. And, the bill 
contemplates that the commission will 
consider the underlying international 
implications of this problem. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. DORN of New York. Mr. 

Speaker, on rollcall No. 13 on yester
day I was unavoidably absent because 
I was with the Assistant Secretary of 
the Navy discussing with him the in
crease in salary for certain men at the 
New York Naval Shipyard in Brooklyn, 
working for the people of Brooklyn. 

SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE 
BENSON'S FARM POLICY 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from South Dakota [Mr. McGov
ERN] is recognized for 30 minutes. 

Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I had 
no intention of making a partisan 
speech this afternoon, but our friends 
on the other side of the aisle have so 
vigorously attacked those of us, both 

Republicans and Democrats alike, who 
have taken issue with Secretary Benson, 
that I find myself constrained to say 
at least a few words in explanation of 
our position. ·I had thought earlier this 
week that Mr. Benson's own political 
party was about to take his scalp, but 
apparently the President's press con
ference of yesterday has signaled a new 
change in strategy. 

Let me say first of all, as a long-time 
critic of Secretary Benson that I fully 
recognize the sturdy moral character 
and the religious fervor of Ezra Taft 
Benson. Even his name has always 
sounded a little bit religious to me. But 
strangely enough it seems that every 
time any one of us objects to Mr. Ben
son's farm theories his defenders from 
the President on down tell us that Mr. 
Benson is a religious man. I wish that 
the Secretary's defenders would realize 
that we are not objecting in any way 
to Mr. Benson's theology or his religious 
views, but it is his farm economics that 
we oppose and with which we take issue. 

I think to the farmer who is being 
put through the wringer and who has 
had that experience for the last 5 years 
it does not make much difference to him 
whether the wringer is being turned by 
a Christian or by a heathen. In fact 
it only confuses the victim to know that 
he is being given the squeeze by a re
ligious man. But rather than probe any 
further this afternoon into the theologi
cal foundations of flexible price supports 
I think we ought to look at the economic 
results of Mr. Benson's farm program. 

First of all we have been told that the 
flexible price support theory as advanced 
by the Secretary would result in a reduc
tion in cost of the farm program to the 
taxpayers. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire [Mr. BAss], who was on the 
floor a few minutes ago, suggested that 
one of the reasons that he opposed the 
Democratic price support theory-and I 
should say a bipartisan theory that has 
had the support of some of the able 
Members on both sides of the aisle-is 
because that program resulted in such 
excessive cost · to the taxpayers. The 
truth of the matter is that under the 
administration of Secretary of Agricul
ture Benson we have tripled the cost of 
the Government farm program and of 
the price-support program. As a matter 
of fact, the record will show that three 
times as much has been lost under the 
price-support program during the period 
that Mr. Benson has been directing that 
program as was lost during all the pre
vious 20 years. 

Furthermore, it has been suggested 
that the flexible price-support program 
would reduce food costs. Here again the 
record indicates the contrary. We have 
had about a one-fourth drop in farm 
prices since 1951, but the cost of food has 
continued to rise. 

If we will look at this problem for just 
a minute we will realize that there has 
been no benefit to the consumer 
through falling farm price supports dur
ing the period that Secretary Benson has 
been handling our farm program. So 
this idea that Mr. Benson has been a 
boon to the consumers in the cities sim
ply does not stand up in the face of 
accurate statistics. 

Furthermore, we have been told that 
the Benson program would result in re
ductions of farm : surpluses, but here 
again as we meet her~ this afternoon the 
Government-held surplus is some three 
times as large as it was the day Mr. Ben~ 
son set out to reduce the surplus back 
in 1953. 

The final test of a good farm program, 
what it has done to farm income, will 
show that on this score the net income 
of our farni families has dropped by some 
23 percent during the period the present 
Secretary has been handling our farm 
program. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield to the gen
tleman from California. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Is the gentleman re:. 
!erring to the net income p~r capita? 

Mr. McGOVERN. I am referring to 
the net income of all farm families in 
the United States in 1957 as compared to 
1952. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Then the gentleman 
is referring to the gross, total figure but 
not the actual income received by the 
average farm family? 

Mr. McGOVERN. It is not the gross 
figure, it is the net income I am talking 
about. 

Mr. BALDWIN. _ What I am driving 
at is, the gentleman is referring to the 
total net income but not the actual per 
capita net income per farm family, as 
I understand. 

Mr. McGOVERN. That is correct. 
Mr. BALDWIN. Does the gentleman 

have the figures on the net per capita 
farm income for that period? 

Mr. McGOVERN. Yes, I do. The net 
per capita income was around $900, as I 
remember it, for the past year. 

Mr. BALDWIN. How does that com
pare with the other year with which 
the gentleman was making the com
parison? 

Mr. McGOVERN. I cannot cite the 
exact figure on that. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The argu
ment of the gentleman from California 
[Mr. BALDWIN] does not take into con
sideration the fact that the number of 
farm people in the United States has 
decreased quite a bit the last few years. 

Mr. McGOVERN. That is correct. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Naturally, 

if we take the net total income of the 
farmers of the United States, which has 
been falling, and relate that to the num
ber of farm families which is also falling, 
certainly the per capita net income does 
not show a true picture. 

The fact remains, as the gentleman 
from South Dakota has well stated, that 
the net farm income of agriculture has 
dropped-that is simply a matter of sta
tistics-continuously from 1951 to this 
date. I think it is up to the Congress 
of the United States to try to do some
thing on· it, seeing as how we do not 
have the sort of Secretary of Agricul
ture who has the ability or the desire to 
do so. '!'hat is ~Y personal opinion. 
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I commend the gentleman for trying 

to bring out .here today these facts, and 
I hope we will have a factual presenta
tion of the case and keep away from 
partisan politics. 

Mr. McGOVERN. May I also com
mend the gentleman from Minnesota. A 
few minutes ago the point was made 
here on the floor of the House that it 
takes considerable courage to defend 
the Secretary of Agriculture. I for one 
admire the courage of the gentleman 
from Minnesota in speaking out on the 
House floor yesterday and stating his 
criticism of the Secretary of Agricul
ture, in spite of the fact that he had to 
do that in the face of the President's de
fense yesterday of Secretary Benson. I 
think that takes considerable courage 
and it bespeaks the fact that the gentle
man from Minnesota has always been 
more interested in the family farmer and 
his well-being than he has been in parti
san politics or partisan gain. We have 
had events of tremendous significance 
to agriculture take place in the last few 
days and I am just going to comment on 
that brie:fiy and then I hope to suggest 
a farm proposal here today that I believe 
will be of interest not only to the farm 
families of the Nation but to those who 
are looking at agricultural proposals from 
the standpoint of the consumer and the 
taxpayer. 

A week ago Tuesday an election was 
held in Minnesota that I think is related 
to some of the problems that we are 
dealing with here today. In the First 
Congressional District in Minnesota 
which by all odds was regarded as an 
entirely safe district in ordinary years 
for the Republican Party, we saw aDem
ocratic candidate for the Congress come 
within 600 votes of election. Now some 
of the Members of Congress have as
sumed that the Minnesota election can 
be interpreted as a revolt against the 
Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Benson, 
in spite of the fact that both the Repub
lican candidate and the Democratic 
candidate in that election vigorously 
condemned the Benson farm program. 
Nevertheless, believing Mr. Benson was 
the root of the trouble several distin
guished Republican Members of the 
House called on the Secretary and sug
gested that he would perform a great 
service to his party if he resigned. It 
seems significant to me that the delega
tion visiting Mr. Benson did not ask him 
to resign because of what he had done 
to agriculture but because of what he 
has done to the political chances of Re
publicans running in the Farm Belt next 
fall. One of the most distinguished 
members of that delegation that called 
on the Secretary stated that it was not 
so much a case of the Secretary being 
wrong, but that he was too rigid. I 
think that we can comment on that by 
saying that never before has a man so 
rigid advocated so much :flexibility for 
so many. In any event while some 
-spokesmen have denied that there is any 
.cause for economic gloom in America, 
they have indicated very plainly there 
may be cause for political gloom for 

. those who must carry the burden of 
Mr .. Benson .in the agricultural sections 
of the Nation. I personally sympathize 

with some of my Republican colleagues 
and especially oilr able and distinguished 
colleague the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN] WhO was kind 
enough to be here this afternoon, who 
have watched these bipartisan programs 
steadily destroyed by the present Secre
tary of Agriculture. I just want to make 
the record clear on one thing in view of 
the discussion which was offered here 
on the :floor of the House this afternoon. 
In the closing weeks of the Congressional 
session of 1956, the Congress passed a 
good farm bill which would have secured 
farm prices at the 90-percent-of-parity 
level. That measure was passed with 
the overwhelming support of about 90 
percent of the Democratic Members of 
the House while almost an equal percent
age of the Republican Members of the 
Congress were voting to kill the proposal. 
We all know the result--with one stroke 
of the pen the White House killed this 
program with a veto, a program that 
had been in the making several months. 
Since that day the agricultural problem 
has steadily worsened. Farm income 
has continued to drop. Farm costs have 
continued to rise. Farm surpluses have 
mounted and the costs of the experi
ments of the present Secretary of Agri
culture have gone beyond anything that 
·could have been imagined by any pre
vious Secretary of Agriculture. I think 
the time has come regardless of whether 
we are viewing this problem from the 
standpoint of the man on the farm or 
from the standpoint of the consumer in 
the city for us to recognize that our en
tire economy is very seriously threat
ened by this farm depression. I heard 
one of the gentlemen here on the :floor 
earlier today refer to the fact that the 
farm program was of no benefit to his 
district. The truth of the matter is that 
there is a very definite relationship be
tween the loss of farm purchasing power 
and the 5 million unemployed men and 
women about whom we are so much con
cerned today. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I think 
the gentleman has made a basic and fun
damental statement of fact when he says 
what he just said, and that is that the 
welfare of agriculture relates itself di
rectly to the prosperity of the people in 
the big cities. 

That is certainly proven by the fact 
that today the automobile manufactur
ers in Detroit are unable to sell their 
surplus automobiles. Why? Simply be
cause sales throughout the agricultural 
Midwest have fallen down. Likewise, 
the sale of farm machinery. But, until 
the Congress of the United States and 
the people of the United States realize 
that the basic economy of the Nation is 
tied up with agriculture and that every
body down the line will suffer if agricul
ture does not get a fair shake, I do not 
think we will really achieve anything in 
the Congress of the United States. 

I want to compliment the gentleman 
on his statement . 

Mr. McGOVERN. I thank the gentle
man for his contribution. 

On yesterday the House acted to pro
vide some $250 million of additional ap
propriation for the acreage-reserve fea
tures of the soil bank. I want to take 
this opportunity to warn that this action 
on the part of the House, as necessary as 
it was, and it was necessary if we are to 
keep faith with the farmers who expect 
to be covered by this program, cannot be 
regarded as an adequate substitute for a 
comprehensive farm program. 

I have stated publicly, even before be
ing elected to the Congress, that the soil 
bank is a conservation measure-not a 
price-protection program for agriculture. 
The conservation-reserve section of the 
soil oank has much to commend it, but 
the acreage reserve has been of little or 
no benefit to most of the family-sized 
farmers of the Nation. Farmers have 
gone into the program primarily because 
Secretary Benson has depressed farm 
prices to the point where farmers have 
found it almost impossible to work their 
land at a profit. I have gone along with 
the additional appropriation for acreage 
reserve simply because it is the existing 
program that is now on the statute 
books, and as long as the program is 
there we have to provide sufficient funds 
to keep faith with people whom we ex
pect to benefit by that program. 

FAMILY FARM INCOME IMPROVEM·ENT ACT OF 
1958 

Mr. Speaker, across the Nation's farm 
belt, much of the fertile land still sleeps 
under a blanket of snow and ice. 

In the Southland, 'however, the grow
ing season has already begun and in the 
northern plains, farmers anticipating 
the arrival of another planting time, are 
formulating their crop plans for 1958. 

Hope springs eternal in the soul of a 
. farmer as winter gives way each year 
to the warmth of spring. Each planting 
season is a new start with new plans, 
new seed, freshly turned soil, and prayer
ful hopes that providence will supply 
essential rain and favorable growing 
conditions. 

Deep in the heart of every farmer is 
the desire to be a good farmer. He 
wants to produce food abundantly for 
the tables of America and the world. 
His strong moral sense is troubled by 
the specter of human hunger in most 
parts of the globe. 

Always, however, the farmer must be 
a gambler, pitting his luck and skill 
against weather conditions, insectS, rust, 
and crop disease. 

There is another hazard that plagues 
the agriculturist--the hazard of low 
farm prices and uncertain markets. 

Even now, as farmers begin another 
year of operation, the threat of a dou
ble-edged price cut is in the offing. Un
less this Congress acts to reverse the 
Secretary of Agriculture's proposed price 
cuts, wheat prices this year will be re-
duced 22 cents a bushel and milk will 
be trimmed back 25 cents a hundred
weight on April 1. Both cuts were ar
bitrarily decreed by the Secretary with
out warning or justification. That is 
~why I introduced legislation on the 
opening day of Congress last Ja~uary 

. to prevent the Secretal','y from making 
these cuts. 
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-· It is a depressing experience to watch 
helplessly while a hot, searing wind kills 
a promising crop of grain, or to walk 
through a waving field of spring wheat 
and experience the devastations of rust 
as one rubs the empty heads through 
his hands. But it is equally dishearten
ing for a farmer to be confronted with 
an inadequate return for the commodi
ties he has successfully brought through 
to harvest. 

This point has been painfully drama
tized in recent years as farmers have 
watched their earnings decline with each 
successive year. While the income of 
the Nation as a whole has increased since 
1951, the income of farm families has 
dropped 23 percent. 

Based on an index of 100 percent in 
1951, income from interest has risen to 
150 percent, from dividends 137 percent. 
Corporation profits have climbed to 115 
percent, and the average per person dis
posable income through 1957 rose to 111 
percent. In sharp comparison, farm in
come has skidded to 77 percent of the 
1951level. 

Comparing per person income of the 
farm population with nonfarm elements, 
those living on farms received an 
average of $902 in 1956. Nonfarmers 
received an average of $2,018. 

Gross farm income has dropped $4 
billion since 1951. Such gross income 
figures, however, do not tell the whole 
story of the farmer's plight. They fail 
to- reflect the mounting expenditures 
farmers must make for equipment and 
operating costs. In 1957, for instanc~. 
gross farm income totaled $34.5 billion. 
-But farmers spent $23 billion of this 
amount to operate their farms. 

Net farm income, which is the true 
measure, dropped from $16.1 billion in 
1951 to $11:6 billion in 1957-a drop of 
$4.5 billion. This drastic curtailment of 
farm purchasing power not only affects 
the people on the land, but all business, 
industry, service firms, laboring and pro
fessional men, who are directly or indi
rectly dependent upon farmers for their 
own livelihood. The 5 million unem
ployed of the Nation today can find a 
large part of the cause for their unem
ployment in the lost purchasing power 
of American agriculture. 

Another measure of the mounting 
crisis on the farms is the parity index 
of prices and costs. This Department of 
Agriculture index indicates that farm 
prices averaged 81 percent of parity in 
1957, while costs for gasoline, fertilizer 
and the like stood at 105 percent. 

All of this portrays to some extent the 
age-old economic dilemma of farmers. 
When a farmer hauls his commodities to 
market, he automatically bargains from 
a position of weakness. He has the 
choice of taking the price that is offered, 
or of hauling his produce back to the 
farm. Because he has pressing obliga
tions to meet and a family to feed, clothe, 
and house, he sells at the quoted price, 
which is subject to wide fluctuations, 
depending upon supply. 

On the other hand, when he buys a 
tractor or a pound of coffee, he pays the 
amount listed on the price tag, which in 
most cases is an administered price not 

always based on factors of supply and 
demand. 

Perhaps in some cases, a good old
fashioned haggling will lop a few dol
lars off the list price of big items like 
tractors and combines, but the business
man must make a profit, too. There is 
a limit below which he dare not go. 
Actually, many implement dealers and 
other merchants are being squeezed to 
the limit as rising factory prices and 
increased costs of operation cut into 
their profit margins. 

In any event, the farmer pays the pro
duction costs of his tractor and other 
necessities, from the time the raw prod
uct is taken from its source until it is 
delivered as a manufactured retail item. 
All the transportation, labor, processing, 
taxes-everything, plus a profit to the 
raw materials producer, the manufac
turer, the distributor, and the retail sales 
operator, are wrapped up in the price 
to the farmer. 

This is the American system of busi
ness enterprise, and the farmer does not 
quarrel with it. He knows, however, that 
he must have price protection if he is 
to compete and survive. 

He needs no further proof of this eco
nomic fact than the farm-led depres
sions which have periodically struck this 
country in the past 100 years. In full 
realization of his position, the farmer 
has turned to his Government and his 
representatives in Congress for assistance 
to help him do what he cannot do acting 
alone. Both industry and labor have 
established historical precedents for the 
farmers' case. Throughout our history, 
for example, American industrial prices 
have been supported by the tariff system. 
Labor, in recent years, has achieved a 
national minimum wage. 

In seeking Federal farm price protec
tion, agricultural leaders have recognized 
that such a program places certain re
sponsibilities upon the producer, such 
as acreage controls. Farmers have re
peatedly demonstrated that they are 
more than willing to accept this restric
tion in exchange for a fair price. By 
convincing margins, they have approved 
crop production controls in every refer
endum that has been held. 

These facts have been completely 
ignored by those persons who insist that 
farmers want to return to a free market 
economy, with its philosophy of the sur
vival of the fittest. 

Furthermore, free market advocates 
have been most inconsistent. While 
they deplore crop surpluses on one hand, 
they advocate uncontrolled, all-out crop 
production on the other. 

The farm problem has been the subject 
of much debate, with many honest and 
sincere persons taking positions on both 
sides of the issue. · 

It is my belief, however, that the time 
is long overdue for us to compare the 
various economic theories of the Depart
ment of Agriculture with the actual 
record. 

It has been Mr: Benson's theo:ry that 
a sliding scale or flexible price supports 
on farm commodities would reduce crop 
surpluses, cut farm costs and raise farm 
income. 

· The evidence of recent years shows 
conclusively that the so-called sliding 
scale has -been a colossal failure on all 
three of these fronts. Crop surpluses, as 
well as farm program costs, have tripled, 
while farm income has been cut by a 
fourth. 

Farmers have also been sold that they 
could find their salvation in greater ef
ficiency of operation. Again, the record 
proves this wrong. The President's 
Council of Economic Advisors has pointed 
out that between 1952 and. 1956, farmers 
increased their efficiency 17 percent in 
per man-hour output. In the same pe
riod, nonfarm groups increased their 
efficiency by only 11 percent. 

The fruits of increased efficiency eluded 
farmers, however. Their reward was a 
23 percent drop in income, while non
farm groups received a 12 percent income 
increase for their improved efficiency. 

We have been told, too, that consum
ers would benefit in the form of lower 
food prices under Mr. Benson's sliding 
scale. 

Actually giant processing firms and 
nationwide food chains have greatly in
creased their profits since 1952, but the 
farmer's share of the consumer's food 
dollar has declined from 47 cents to 39 
cents. 

Ten years ago, farmers received $3 for 
their wheat; bread sold for 16 cents a 
·pound loaf. In 1957, wheat sold for 
only $2 a bushel and the same pound 
loaf of bread retailed at 22 cents a pound. 
It should be noted that only 3 cents' 
worth of wheat goes into a loaf of bread. 

Finally, farmers have been urged to 
work with the factors of supply and de
mand. Unfortunately, this is advice 
that is comparatively easy for industry · 
to apply but virtually impossible for 
farmers to apply, except through an in
telligent Government program. 

Last year, United States Steel earned 
more profits running at an average of 
only 85 percent of capacity than it has 
ever made before in its history. Why? 
Simply because, when United States Steel 
cut its production, it increased prices. 
This is standard industrial procedure. 

In sharp contrast, farmers were not 
only forced to cut production, but to ac
cept lower prices at the same time. 

The need for a broad revision in farm 
programs was brought forcefully to my 
attention recently by a private survey 
made of 615 farms in 6 good farming 
counties in South Dakota. This survey 
was of better-than-average farms and 
covered the operator's statement for 
1956. 

On an average investment of more 
than · $41,000, the income per farm, be
fore payment of income tax, totaled 
$1,933. This is less than a 5-percent re
turn on investment. 

The hours of work put in by the op
erator and his family average an esti
mated 3,400 hours per farm. 

These farm families worked for noth
ing, in other words, while earning less 
than 5 percent on their investment. 
How long can we allow this situation to 
exist? 

I believe we must enact into law a long
range program suitable primarily to the 

' 
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needs of family farmers. Farmers de
serve the same opportunities to gain a 
decent living as their city friends and 
cousins. 

On Tuesday of this week I introduced 
H. R. 10966, a comprehensive farm pro
gram for the consideration of Congress 
that I firmly believe is in the interest of 
agriculture and the Nation. My able 
colleague from CaUfornia [Mr. RoosE
VELT] has joined with me in sponsoring 
an identical measure. 

I urge your thoughtful consideration 
and support of this measure. An analy
sis and explanation of my proposed bill 
follows. 
.ANALYSIS OF THE FAMILY FARM INCOME IM• 

PROVEMENT ACT OF 1958 

I have entitled my proposal the ''Fam
ily Farm Income Improvement Act of 
1958." Briefly its major provisions are: 

First. Benefits are limited to family
farm production, thereby sharply reduc-
ing the cost. · 

Second. Maintains farm income and 
returns to family farmers at a net effec
tive level of not less than 80 percent of 
a full parity of income, thus making a 
first major step in the direction of the 
goal of full parity farm income provided 
in existing· law, which is to provide the 
economic opportunity for farmers to 
earn gross and net farm incomes from 
their labor, management, investments, 
and risk taking, equivalent to the returns 
on such resources in average nonfarm 
employments. This would enable farm 
people to attain a standard of living en
joyed by people in other walks of life. 
The parity-of-income concept provides a 
better return to the farmer than the 
older concept of parity prices. 

Third. In return for such protection 
of their income, farmers would be re
quired to exercise the necessary self -dis
cipline under marketing agreements and 
orders and a comprehensive system 
of marketing quotas and;or other forms 
of market-supply adjustment and pro
ration, to prevent the program from 
costing any expenditures to the Federal 
Treasury during years of full employ-

-ment and full prosperity. 
Fourth. Provides farmer referendum 

for program adoption or rejection. 
Fifth. Allows market prices of farm 

commodities to drop when the consumer 
incomes and purchasing power falls ow
ing to increasing unemployment in an 
economic recession or depression. The 
farmer is protected during a period of 
falling prices by income deficiency pay
ments up to a maximum of $3,500. 

Sixth. Assures consumers of a con
tinued balanced supply of farm food and 
fiber commodities. 

Seventh. Makes maintenance of an 
expanding full prosperity, full produc
tion, full employment economy the basis 
of the program. 

The above is a brief summary outline 
of the major features of the proposed 
program, and the following paragraphs 
are a section-by-section analysis of the 
bill. 

Section 1 authorizes and directs the 
Secretary of Agriculture and the Federal 
Farm Income Improvement Board to 
maintain the returns to farmers from 
sale of all farm commodities at a level of 

not more than the parity-income equiv
alent prices of farm commodities and not 
less than 80 percent thereof, provided: 

<a> That producers of the commodi
ty or commodity group have not disap
proved marketing quotas or other mar
ket adjustment programs; and 

(b) That no producer will be eligible 
for protection on a volume of commod-: 
ities greater than his actual production 
or the maximum of a family-size farm, 
whichever is smaller. 

(c) The Secretary and the Board are 
authorized and directed to use parity in
come-deficiency payments direct to 
farmers as a method of farm-income 
protection under conditions specified in 
other sections of the act. Such payments 
are authorized to be used in workable 
combinations with the price-supporting 
loans, purchase contracts and purchases 
authorized and used in the current pro
gram under existing law. No farmer 
shall be eligible to receive more than $3,-
500 in parity income-deficiency payments 
in one calendar year. 

Section 2 amends the parity definition 
and formula provisions of the Agricul
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amend
ed, by repealing the various price-ratio 
calculations and formulas now provided 
and substitutes in lieu thereof use of the 
parity-income formula provided in that 
law as the basis for measuring and guid
ing the farm-income-improvement pro
grams. This places the calculations on 
current income considerations in a full 
employment economy rather than price 
ratios based upon a 1910-14 base period. 
This change in existing law has been ap
proved as a legislative goal by National 
Farmers Union, the National Grange, 
and the 35 or so individual commodity 
producer associations that make up the 
National Conference of Commodity Or
ganizations. 

Section 3 provides for a comprehen
sive system of market supply adjustment 
and proration devices that will enable 
farmers to keep the market supplies of 
farm commodities in balance with full 
prosperity and full employment levels of 
consumer demand and exports needs so 
that in years of full employment the 
program can provide the income protec
tion level established for farmers and do 
so without requiring expenditures by the 
Federal Treasury. These are of two 
types: 

First. The authorization to farmers to 
organize and establish marketing orders 
would be extended from the small num
ber of commodities now covered to the 
producers of all commodities. Thus, 
any commodity producers who desired to 
do so and were able to develop the re
quired devices would be authorized to set 
up a Federal marketing order program 
under the Agricultural Marketing Agree
ments Act of 1937. 

Second. A comprehensive system of 
farmwide, all-commodity, commodity
group, and individual commOdity mar
keting quota programs somewhat similar 
to the successful marketing quota and 
payments programs now in effect for 
sugar, wool, and tobacco. Several fea
tures of the proposed system of market
ing quotas deserve special note·: 

(a) The system could not be 'used to 
reduce the total market supply of all 

farm commodities, of any group of com
modities, or of any individual commodity 
below the volume of total domestic con
sumer demand and export needs that 
would clear the market in a year of full 
prosperity and full employment. 
· <b) Operation of marketing quota sys
tem would make the farm income pro
tection program per se cost free to the 
Treasury in years of full employment 
and full prosperity by requiring farmers 
to exercise the self -discipline required to 
keep market supplies in balance. 

<c) Larger producers would be re
quired to take greater cuts than smaller 
producers and each family would have a 
minimum from which its farmwide all
commodity quota would not be reduced. 

<d> The individual farm quota would 
not be assigned permanently to either 
the farm or the farmer, but would in 
effect be annually renewable. Thus it 
would not be transferable, would not 
acquire the character of real or personal 
property, and its discounted future bene
fits would not become capitalized in land 
values. 

(e) The overquota sales of a produc
er would be subjected to a penalty of 75 
percent of the parity-income equivalent 
price which should be sufficient to dis
courage all but a bare minimum of sucn 
sales. Within-quota sales certificates 
would be sold for fees amounting to not 
more than 2 percent of the parity income 
equivalent price, thus providing the 
funds to enable the Secretary and the 
Board to pay all or nearly all of the nec
essary costs of payments required to 
make up for forecasting errors and to aid 
in keeping the volume of hog and cattle 
marketings within the marketing quotas 
established for such commodities. 

Section 4 amends the authority in 
existing law for parity payments to make 
it adaptable and effective to carry out 
the purposes of the act and spells out 
specifically the uses and purposes for 
which such payments will be made. As 
amended, parity income deficiency pay
ments would be in the nature of con
sumer subsidies to enable farmers to 
continue producing a volume of food and 
fiber equivalent to what consumer de
mand would be in a year of full prosper
ity and full employment even if con
sumer incomes and purchasing power 
should drop owing to growing unemploy
ment and reduced incomes in a period of 
national economic recession or depres
sion. Such payments would be anti
recessionary in effect and purpose and 
thus would contribute to attainment of 
national general welfare purposes and 
goals as well as helping to maintain 
farmer income and purchasing power. 

Section 5 would renew and extend for 
4 years the provisions of the National 
Wool Act, which is a combination import 
control and income deficiency-incentive 
or production-payment program. 

Section 6 is the specific authorization 
for making of special marketing pre
mium payment~ for marketing of more 
desirable weights. of hogs and cattle. 

Section· 7 provides for converting the 
Commodity Credit Corporation and its 
Board of the United States Department 
of Agriculture to a Federal Farm Income 
Improvement Corporation and Board. 
The section ·changes the makeup of the 
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Board J:>y adding to its membership 5 
farmer members, to be elected by elected 
members of the State farmer committee~ 
who in turn would have been elected by 
the members of the county farmer co:n:t
mittees who are elected by farmers 1n 
each county. 

Section 8 provides that all the provi
sions of the bill shall expire on Decem
ber 31, i962, ~o that C_ol).gress can give 
the operation and its results a full re-
view after a fair trial. · 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield. 
Mr. ROOSEVELT. I want to congratu

late my colleague from South Dakota 
for his very constructive approach and 
the forward-looking program he has out
lined and I offer the hope that all groups 
may work together to produce effective 
legislation soon. 

I listened a little earlier to the criti
cism or the challenge which was pre
sent~d by those who previously spoke. 
They repeatedly stated that it was time 
somebody came forth with a constructive 
program. If they will be willing to look 
and listen to the suggestion which comes 
from the gentlema.n from South Dakota 
and which I had the honor and privilege 
of supporting him in introducing, they 
will find ther~ are some challenging 
features to this program. It needs not 
only to be discussed further, but needs 
to be fully understood by every Member 
of the House whether they come from 
an agricultural district or a city district. 
It so happens, of course, that I come 
from a city district. · 

As the gentleman froin Minnesot~ [Mr. 
H. CARL ANDERSEN] so well puts it, the 
farm problem is of vital importance to 
those who live in the cities and to those 
who have manufacturing or nonagricul
tural pursuits. I cannot help but feel 
that if you will examine these bills, H.~· 
10966-and my bill H. R. 10967-you w11l 
find they are based upon the sound theory 
that agrjcultural prosperity must be tied 
into full employment. Certainly when 
agricultural prosperity and full employ
ment go hand in hand, the entire coun
try will have an era of solid prosperity, 
and we will have gone a long ways to
ward eliminating the signs· of depression 
we have been seeing. 

I think it is of interest also to know 
that the issue which was raised a few · 
minutes ago by my colleague from Cali
fornia [Mr. BALDWIN], of farm income, 
based on per capita figures, simply p·oints 
up the fact that we have a lesser number 
o::: farm families and a larger number of 
corporation farmers. I think that is ex
actly what has happened during the past 
fewyears. . 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield. 
Mr. BALDWIN. The only reason t 

raised the point at the time was that I 
felt the facts should be clear as to 
whether the speaker was referring to 
a per capita change or a · change in gross 
total. I was not contending that there 
was not a reduction in the number of 
farm families; neither was I supporting 
the fact that there had been a reduc
tion in farm families. 

CIV--194 

. Mr. ROOSEVELT. I am very happy 
to hear the gentleman say that, and I 
think perhaps he then will join us in 
developing a new program, not the same 
old program which has been going on 
and on and driving people into a fur
ther impossible situation. Here we have 
a new program, a program which is 
based upon the small family farm and 
the prosperity of that farm and its prob
lems. This is an answer to the chal
lenge and gives us something on which 
we can move forward fighting the reces
sion and regaining national prosperity. 

Then, Mr. Speaker, I would like to em
phasize-and I am sure I speak also for 
the gentleman from South Dakota-that 
we are not pretending that this is the 
complete answer to the farm program_. 
.We do think it offers · a new approach, 
one in which the consumer has just as 
important an interest as those who live 
on the farm. As the bill has been put 
'together I think you will agree it will 
remove one of the paradoxes we are 
now witnessing, falling employment, yet 
continued high food prices for the con
·sumer. This is a situation which needs 
to be looked into. 

In this new bill I will later propose 
a section which will call upon the De .. 
partment of Justice to initiate an anti
trust investigation in order to find out 
why there is this tremendous spread be
·tween the return to the grower and the 
actual price paid by the consumer. This 
has been mentioned often here in the 
Congress, but unfortunately very little 
has been done about it. I believe a di
rection to the Department of Justice 
or perhaps to the Federal Trade Com
mission that this should be gone into 
on a thoroughly complete basis would 
result in our getting some information 
which would eliminate that tremendous 
spread which has deprived the grower, 
the producer on the farm, of his fair 
share of what the consumer ultimately 
has to pay. 

Together with the provisions of the 
bill of the gentleman from South Da
kota, I am convinced that we would 
then be on our way to a real solution 
·which at least deserves a try from both 
Republicans and Democrats alike. I 
hope that the members of the Commit
tee on Agriculture will take this pro
posal seriously and give us an oppor
tunity to fully explore it and present to 
the House for action. I again offer my 
sincere congratulations to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. McGOVERN. I thank the gentle
man from California for his contribu
tion. I think the specific suggestion 
that the gentleman made to incorporate 
a provision in the bill calling for an in
vestigation of the price spread between 
what the farmer receives and the even
tual cost of the food on the grocery 
shelves is a welcome addition. As a 
matter of fact, my first official act as a 
Member of Congress was to introduce a 
:resolution calling for just such an in
vestigation. That investigation has 
been carried out by a subcommittee of 
the great Committee on Agriculture. 
l3ut I think· the gentleman from Cali ... 
fornia is suggesting that further studies 
are needed along that line, and I com
mend him for his suggestion. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. May I add to that . 
I think perhaps the power now exists in 
the executive branch and that the ma
chinery is there. Perhaps it would be 
easier for the executive branch under 
the direction of the Congress to proceed 
more rapidly to ascertain the facts, and 
then suggestions could come to the Con
gress as to what additional legislation 
might be necessary to produce the de
sired result. 

Mr. McGOVERN. The gentleman's 
point is well taken. I know many of us 
have been disturbed by the efforts ()f the 
Secretary to convince consumers in the 
cities that the farmer is responsible for 
the rising cost of food. I was somewhat 
surprised earlier this afternoon to hear 
one of our colleagues blame the rising 
cost of bread on the wheat price support 
program. Of course, the true facts are 
that 10 years ago when wheat was sup
ported at a price of around $3 a bushel, 
bread ·was selling for considerably less 
per loaf than it is today with wheat at 
$2 a bushel. You could buy a loaf Of 
bread when wheat was s~lling for $3 a 
bushel for 16 cents for a 1-pound loaf:. 
That same 1-pound -loaf of bread has 
gone up to 22 cents at the same time 
that wheat has dropped from $3 to $2 a 
bushel. 

We need very de:fini_tely to carry on 
the kind of a continuing study that has 
-been suggested by the gentleman from 
California. 

There is one other point I would like 
to make here today. In the earlier dis
cussions it was suggested by the gentle.:. 
man from New Hampshire that there 
were certain public costs that he felt all 
of us would be willing to pay, such as 
·national defense, which every citize1:1 
and every Member of Congress knows we 
must have. 

I would like to state here, as I have in 
·many past instances, that a sound agri
-cultural economy is a very vital part of 
our total national defense. For many 
weeks we have been reading about the 
amazing strides of the Soviet Union in 
.the field of missile and satellite develop
ment, in the field of nuclear-powered 
-submarines, even in the field of eco
nomic and technical assistance where 
Russia is beginning to challenge our 
leadership. The one area where we 
have completely putdistanced the Soviet 
Union is in the production of food. The 
efficiency and the productive power of 
the American farmers have left the So
viet Union in the dust; figuratively 
speaking. I submit one of the great 
advantages we ought to be using in this 
cold war struggle with the Soviet Union 
is our food productivity. We ought to 
be using more imagination and more 
·courage than we have in the past about 
food. Especially is this true in a world 
where two out of three of all inhabitants 
do not have enough to eat. 

Mr. BALDWIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. McGOVERN. I yield to the gen
tleman from California. 

Mr. BALDWIN. - It is my understand
Ing that there have ·been recommenda
tions made by a commission or a com
mittee that the possibilities of industrial 
utilization of food should be given much 
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more attention. Is the gentleman in fa
vor of that possibility as one medium by 
which we might make greater use of our 
farm surpluses? · 

Mr. McGOVERN. Yes, I think that is 
a proposal that ought to be given very 
careful study and investigation by the 
Congress. I was thinking more specifi
cally about Public Law 480 and our food
·use program in connection with our ef
forts to assist needy people in other 
'parts of the world and our needy citi
zens here at home. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield further? 
. Mr. McGOVERN. I yield. 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. I have recently 
had the opportunity of gathering the 
facts on the Government's program for 
the disposal of surplus crops, and I in
tend shortly to try to make them avail
able to my colleagues in the House, be
cause it reveals, I think, the most 
jumbled administrative setup that I have 
ever encountered, and the fact that it 
'has worked at all is a miracle under the 
circumstances. And, it seems to me that 
as a part of a rounded program, which 
certainly has not been forthcoming from 
the Secretary of Agriculture-a rounded
out program of these weapons of food, 
as the gentleman from South Dakota 
has well put it, could accomplish the 
disposal of these surpluses and at the 
same time help our foreign-policy pro
grams. If we incorporate this into this 
overall picture ·which is encompassed· in 
the gentleman's bill, I think we would 
have not only an immediate solution of 
our present problem but we would be do
ing much to defeat communism as we 
are meeting it in the world. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from South Dakota has expired. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Speak
er, I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Mc
GovERN] may proceed for 10 additional 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Min
nesota? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ANDERSON · of Montana. Mr. 

Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McGOVERN. I yield to the gen· 

tleman from Montana. 
Mr. ANDERSON of Montana. First I 

would like to congratulate the gentleman 
from South Dakota both on his fine 
presentation this afternoon and even 
·more for the fact that he has taken a 
very constructive step in offering the 
Congress this positive plan for meeting 
our agricultural problems. With respect 
to your comments on farm net income 
the Agriculture Department announced 
Tuesday "preliminary estimates show 
farmers realized a net income of $11.5 
billion in 1957, a half-billion dollars less 
than in 1956." I do not want to lead 
the gentleman from South Dakota too 
far from his main channel of thought in 
his discussion this afternoon, but this 
matter of agricultilral surpluses has 
many interesting facets. Might I ask 
the gentleman if he does not agree that 
'perhaps these surpluses could very well 
be important to us from a strategic view
point? We have expended a great deal of 
money in piling UP minerals and metals 

and various other strategic materials for Public Law 480 a vast quantity of food. 
warfare, and it seems to me that per- All of that is charged against the Com
haps some of our agricultural commod- modity Credit Corporation and in turn 
ities could be regarded also as a neces- comes in here ·as a so-called subsidy 
sary reserve for the national defense. I which the Congress must make good in 
mention this particularly in view of the behalf of agriculture. · On the other 
calamitous results envisioned in the field hand, at least half of that amount 
of chemical and biological warfare. The should be considered as a direct appro
potentialities are such the Communists, priation in behalf of foreign aid. Would 
by delivery of plant diseases or viruses the gentleman not agree with me on 
on air currents, might possibly be able that? 
to stop entirely the production of an Mr. McGOVERN. I certainly would. 
entire crop of wheat or some other com- Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Instead of 
modities; or by propagation of a plague being charged as a so-called subsidy to 
or disease epidemic wipe out our live- agriculture. 
stock. In such an eventuality, certainly Mr. McGOVERN . . I would also like to 
it would appear to our strategic advan- suggest to the gentleman -that some of 
tage to have a substantial stock of food the food reserves that we hold back in 
supplies on hand. this country ought to be chalked up to 

Mr. McGOVERN. I do not think the national defense budget. 
there is any question but what that is Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The gen
true, I might say to the gentleman from tleman is absolutely correct. Several 
Montana. Certainly if war should de- years ago I suggested that it is high time 
velop, which we all pray will not be the ·that we think of creating storage capac
case, one of the most critical items would ity 50 or 60 miles out from large metro
be food, as it was in all the previous con- politan centers, to be filled with food, so 
tests in which we have become involved. that in case of a cataclysm in an area 
We have heard the slogan advanced both such as this, the hundreds of thousands 
in the First World War and in the ljecond of people leaving this target area would 
World War that food will win the war, have enough to eat. They would not 
and I think in a very real sense that have enough to eat unless we looked for
that was true. And, it can be true in ward and provided such supplies, made 
this cold-war contest in which we are them available to feed these people. 
engaged. As I said here a moment ago, The same would apply to any of the 68 
living as we do in a world where most target areas in America. I believe the 
of the people are hungry and never know ·gentleman in this section of his speech 
what it is to have enough to eat at any is touching upon· a very vital issue, and 
time in their lives, we have a tremendous I compliment him. 
instrument for peace and good will in Mr. McGOVERN. I thank the gen-
the form of food abundance. Then, as 
the gentleman has suggested, in terms of tleman. · 
our own national security, we ought to Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, will 
have a food reserve on deposit in this the gentleman yield? 
country. Mr. McGOVERN. I yield to the gen-

We ought to have food reserves on tleman from California. 
deposit in the allied countries in the Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, if I 
event of international conflict, famine, may, I should like to direct the attention 
or pestilence. of the gentleman from Minnesota again 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. to the bill of the gentleman from South 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? Dakota. I think he will be interested in 

seeing that the stress is not upon the 
Mr. McGOVERN. I yield to the gen- cutback of acreage. Indeed, it looks to 

tleman from Minnesota. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. What has the fullest ·utilization of our productive 

been said here this afternoon relative to capacity which will be geared to the 
the benefits which would accrue to the rounded full-employment program of 

the economy. I think this is most im
Nation as a whole because of the fact portant because I agree with the gentle-
that we have surplus foods has not been man that all our statistics show that the 
called sufficiently to the attention of the time is coming in the not-too-distant 
American people. I throw out this future when our problem will be how to 
question to these people who bemoan, as raise enough food for our own popula
our Secretary of Agriculture has too tion. And if we follow the path we have 
.often bemoaned, the fact that we do 
have a reasonable surplus of food in the been following, we may have a very diffi-
United states of America. Those people cult time to meet that crisis when it 
forget what might possibly happen if ·comes upon us all of a sudden some 15 
this blessed country of ours ever gets to or 20 years from now. 
the point where we do not have enough Mr. McGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I 
food for our people. Then you would would like to stress, in conclusion, the 
see this great Nation in great danger of point that I mad~ ea~lier, that the pr?
falling right into the Communists' hands gram we are cons1dermg here today 'Yill 
because empty stomachs are the easiest . enco~rage gr~ater food . c~nsump~IOn 
prey in the world for Communists. 1 herem .t:t~e Umted States durmg peno~s 
·h h d th . h M of declmmg employment or economic 

ave a ~ore an enoug • r. Spea~- recession because it is at that point that 
e~, of hear~ng people talk ~bout subsi- farm prices would be permitted to drop 
dies ~o agnculture. Eve~ m the pre~- under the terms of this program, and 
entatiOn to my Subcommittee on Agn- the difference between ·what the farmer 
culture of the Committee on Appropria- receives at this reduced level and what 
tions no credit is given to the farmer he needs to receive in order to protect 
because of the fact that he has made his parity income will be paid to him in 
available to foreign countries, under direct cash benefits. · · 
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This saves the consumer from the di-

. 'lemma of being confronted with high 
.prices at a time of nnemployment and 
economic recession and at the same time 
beirig forced to cover the cost of a price
supporting action. 
- I think that is one feature of the pro
gram that our friends from the industrial 
areas who look at this problem primarily 
from the standpoint of the consumers 
ought to welcome. We challenge them 
at this point to join with us in support
ing the kind of farm program which their 
remarks here during the last few years 
would lead us to believe is the kind they 
.want. This is a program that ought to 
appeal to people who are tax conscious, 
.yet it is a program that will fully pro
-tect and encourage the full development 
of our resources on the family-size farms 
of this Nation. I stress that the protec
tion of this program ceases at that point 
where any producer's operation goes be
yond what can be defined as a family
size operation. 

In terms , of income-deficiency pay
·ments, that means that no one producer 
will receive at any time more than $3,500 
in cash grants in any one given year. 

I believe that the proposed farm pro
gram offered by Congressman RoosEVELT 
·and myself medts the closest considera
tion of farmers, consumers, and taxpay
ers. I trust that the Members of the 
House and other interested persons will 
give me the benefit of their criticisms 
and suggestions with regard to this 
lamily farm income improvement plan. 

LACK OF LEADERSHIP 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

previous order of the House, the gentle
man from West Virginia [Mr. STAGGERS] 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. STAGGERS. Mr. Speaker, 
"Where there is no vision, the people 
perish"-recorded in the Book of Prov
erbs, chapter 29, verse 18, the Holy Bible. 

The current administration's lack of 
vision, with collateral failure in leader
ship, is responsible for both the interna
tional ·and the economic dilemmas into 
which this country has drifted. Only 
positive action can reverse the trend and 
restore confidence at home and abroad. 

America's place under the sun-and 
nnder the satellites-is threatened by 
forces from beyond our borders. The 
danger is greater than at any other time 
in our history. When leaders in Wash
ington spoke emphatically and carried a 
big stick, the world respected America 
and Americans were welcomed every
where and peace reigned. In the present 
climate of hesitancy and indecision, even 
those nations that have always been 
closest to us are left in doubt and with 
suspicion. 

Here at home unemployment is near
ing the five-million mark. Other mil
lions are working only part-time, and 
the situation is growing worse. The 
cost· of living has been spiraling from 
month to month and is now almost be
yond the reach of the ordinary family. 

Small business failures are at the high
est rate since the early 1930's. The small 
family-sized farm-the foundation upon 
which America was built-is rapidly dis
appearing from the national scene. Yet, 

in the midst of this swelling sea of eco- HUNGARIAN REFUGEES · 
nomic disaster, there is an island of The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
plenty for a select few. It produces lu-
crative profits for big business, and large previous order of the House, the gentle-
commercial firms are thriving. What is man from Ohio [Mr. FEIGHAN] is recog-

nized for 10 minutes. 
the reason for this economic paradox? 
The administration must be held an- Mr. FEIGHAN. Mr. Speaker, today I 
swerable, for there is no justification in have introduced a bill which would have 
a system which confines prosperity to .._ the effect of setting up a procedure 
a small segment of the population while whereby the bona fide refugees of the 
millions are faced with poverty and desti- .Hungarian freedom revolution who have 
tution. In an era when Government ex- been paroled into the United States may 
penditures are fantastically high, the acquire lawful permanent residence. 
highest in all peacetime history, the dis- On October 23, 1956, the Hungarian 
parity reflects even more glaringly upon people, led by students and workers, 
those responsible for it. began the day with peaceful demonstra-

In reply to our appeals for a remedy tions in Budapest through which they 
to the inequitable and iniquitous situ- called for a return of their basic human 
ation, the administration merely asks .rights which had been taken from them 
that we have patience and courage. I by the Russians and their handful of 
contend that we must first have confi- Hungarian collaborators. It will be re
dence, and there can be no confidence in called that at that time the Russian 
leadership when there is no leadership. leaders of the Communist conspiracy 
Our people ask only to be shown the way were busy blaming Stalin for all the 
out of the dungeon of unemployment crimes and inhumanities committed by 
and des:Rair, but the administration is the Communists. Moscow had launched 
either unable or unwilling to blaze the a full-scale propaganda campaign in an 
trail or even point in the proper direc- effort to cleanse itself of the guilt of 
tion. their crimes against humanity. In the 

As you, my colleagues, know we have process, many people were led to believe 
provided the administration with money that the Communist movement was un
and authority to strengthen and expand dergoing basic and fundamental changes 
our defense, our economy, and the spir- and likely would give up the terroristic 
itual welfare of all. I am sure you feel and violent methods of conquest and 
as I do that it is now up to the executive control of nations which had been its 
branch to improve its leadership and tr~demark for almost 40 years. It was 
use the tools which have been provided in these circumstances that the peaceful 
by this Congress to regain for this Na- demonstration began in Budapest as the 
tion its natural place under the sun. Hungarian people gave public expression 

In the words of the great American, to their yearnings for liberty and free
Abraham Lincoln, ours is a Government dom. 
of the people, by the people, and for the All the world knows that these peace
people-not exclusively for big business fu1 demonstrations were turned into a 
and the privileged classes. The Ameri- bloody freedom revolution by the Rus
can people want to know how long the sian-controlled secret police of Hungary 
present situation must be tolerated. who machinegunned these demonstra
Does the administration have a long- tors, killing hundreds of people in a mat
range program for its economic and in- ter of minutes. What followed stands 
ternational policies? If and when our as one of the most inspiring chapters in 
people are informed of the plans which man's eternal struggle to be free and 
will guide our national destiny, they will independent. During the next 6 days 
be willing to make sacrifices and do the the Hungarian patriots drove the Rus
job necessary to preserve our country's sian occupiers from their soil, unaided 
integrity and security. by any outside assistance and strictly 

There can be no further delay in pro- through their heroism and bold determi
mulgating a program in which we may nation. Then for 4 historic days the 
have trust and confidence. We cannot Hungarian nation enjoyed its freedom 
remain complacent. We must not ap- and national independence as it stood 
proach the future with fear. We must before all the world as victor over the 
have faith in the righteousness of our much-heralded might of the Red army. 
way of life-a faith that Almighty God From October 30 to November 3, 1956, 
is on our side. We must have courage- the stunned Kremlin waited to see what 
the courage which Americans have al- the free countries of the world would 
ways exhibited when the necessity has do to help the newly independent Hun
arisen. garian nation, which by proclamation 

When will the administration at least had disassociated itself from the War
attempt to provide vision, and faith, and saw Pact and any connection with the 
courage? . 

None of us knows what the future Russian-Communist empire. When 
holds. We must rest our faith in the the free nations hesitated to take any 
Almighty. But is it too much· to ask for action, the Russians invaded Hungary 
and receive that which is justly due- once again in the early hours of No
~ leadership which can be looked to with vember 4. The Hungarian nation had 
confidence and with the constant hope already spent itself winning its freedom 
that something will be done now to aile- and, failing help from the Free World 
viate the problems facing us today and was soon again under the occupatio~ 
which, t'Jnder the present administration, of the Red Army. In the wake of this 
promise to become even worse. Action great tragedy thousands and thousands 
must be taken-now. of .Hungarians fled their homeland in 

"Where there is no vision, the people fear of their lives, and knowing that 
perish.~' with the return of the Russians their 
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liberties and freedoms would be denied 
them. 

It was in these circumstances that the 
United States Government took emer
gency action to admit some of these 
refugees into the United States on a 
parolee status. As the most powerful 
country of the Free World, in the eyes 
of most of the people, such humanitarian 
action was in concert with our stated 
objectives. 

The bill which I have introduced, H. R. 
11033, has had the very careful con
sideration and approval of the distin
guished chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Immigration and Nationality [Mr. 
WALTER]. The chairman has been very 
much concerned with the Hungarian 
refugee problem from its very inception. 
He has always been anxious to help the 
bona fide refugees from communism just 
as he took the lead in bringing about 
the passage of farsighted legislation to 
meet and resolve the displaced persons 
problem following World War II. 

Due to his initiative all the members 
of the subcommittee have approved the 
bill which I have introduced. 

This bill directs that any such refugee 
paroled into the United States under 
section 212 (d) (5) c~ the Immigration 
and Nationality Act subsequent to Octo
ber 23, 1956, shall be examined and in
spected for admission into the United 
States in accordance with the provisions 
of the basic law. This contemplates a 
primary inspection by an immigration 
officer, and if necessary, a hearing by a 
special inquiry officer of the Immigra
tion and Naturalization Service. If, .pur
suant to such inspection or hearing, the 
alien is found by the immigration officer 
or the special inquiry officer to have 
been and to be presently admissible, as 
an immigrant, except for the fact that 
he was not and is not in possession of 
the necessary passport and visa, the 
alien shall be regarded as lawfully ad
mitted for permanent residence as of the 
date of his arrival in the United States. 

Obviously, if he is not admissible on 
those terms, the alien's exclusion and 
deportation would necessarily follow in 
accordance with the existing provisions 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act. 

The bill makes it very clear that noth-. 
ing contained therein affects the duties, 
powers, -and functions of the Attorney 
General granted by the Immigration and 
Nationality Act or any other immigra
tion or nationality law. 

It is to be observed that except for 
the matter of causing certain of these 
parolees to be regarded as lawfully ad
mitted for permanent residence, some
thing new, this bill merely expresses the 
original Congressional intent with re
spect to parolees, their status, and the 
handling of their cases regarding termi
nation of parole. In that respect this 
bill restates the substance of existing 
law-that a parolee, when returned to 
the custody of the Immigration Service 
and found inadmissible under the ex
isting law; has automatically lost his 
status as a parolee, and is required to be 
excluded and deported just as any other 
excludable alien applying for admission 
to the United States. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab

sence was granted to: 
Mr. WALTER <at the request of ¥r. 

STAGGERS), for March 3 and 4, 1958, on 
account of official business. 

Mr. VINSON, for 10 days, on account of 
official business. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House, following the legis
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

Mr. STAGGERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. FEIGHAN, for 10 minutes, today. 
Mr. PowELL <at the request of Mr. Mc-

CORMACK), for 30 minutes, on Wednesday 
next. . . 

Mr. BAILEY, for 30 minutes, on Monday 
next. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

extend remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks, 
was granted to: 

Mr. RIVERS on the subject of the book 
entitled "Masters of Deceit" by J. Edgar 
Hoover. 

Mr. BoGGS and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. VURSELL. 
Mr. REED and to include a statement 

on the Interparliamentary Union's 46th 
Conference in London in 1957 notwith
standing that the cost is estimated by 
the Public Printer to be $567. 

Mr. MAILLIARD <at the request of Mr. 
BALDWIN) and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. MuLTER <at the request of Mr. Mc
CORMACK) and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. McCoRMACK. 
Mr. JuDD, his remarks in the House 

today and to include two speeches made, 
one in 1949 and one in 1954. 

Mr. BYRD <at the request of Mr. 
FEIGHAN). 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM of Nebraska (at the 
request of Mr. BALDWIN) in two in
stances and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. AsHLEY <at the request of Mr. 
LIBONATI) in two instances and to in
clude extraneous matter. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. LIBONATI. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly 

(at 2 o'clock and 56 minutes p. m.), 
under its previous order, the House ad
journed until Monday, March 3, 1958, at 
12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 

communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as :Y.,llows: 

1649. A letter from the Acting Direct01', 
Bureau of the Budget, Executive omce of 
the President, transmitting a report that the 
appropriation to the Department of ,Health, 

Education, and- Welfare for ''Salaries and 
expenses, Bureau of Old Age and Survivors' 
Insurance," f01' the fiscal year 1958 had been 
apportioned on that date on a basis indicat
ing_ a n~ed for a supple~ental estimate of 
appropriation, pursuant to section 3679 of 
the Revised Statutes, a5 amended; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

1650. A letter from the Administrator, 
Federal Civil Defense Administration, trans
mitting a draft of proposed legislation en
titled "A bill to extend the provisions of 
title III of the Federal Civil Defense Act of 
1950, as · amended"; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1651. A letter from the Secretary of Labor, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
entitled "A bill to provide for the registra
tion and reporting of employee welfare and 
pension benefit plans, and for other pur:
poses"; to the Committee on Educat~on and 
Labor. , 

1652. A letter from the Acting Secretary 
of Commerce, transmitting a report for par
tial restoration of the balance withdrawn 
from the appropriation "Maritime training, 
maritime activities," 1956 (1361707), pur
suant to Public Law 798, 84th Congress; to 
the Committee on Government Operatio.ns. 

1653. A letter from the Secretary, Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt Memorial Commission, 
transmitting the interim annual report of 
the Franklin Delano Roosevelt Memorial 
Commission, pursuant to title 69, Statutes 
at large, page 694; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

1654. A letter from the Chairman, Federal 
Communications Commission, transmitting 
a report on backlog of pending applications 
and hearing cases in the Federal Commu
nications Commission as of December 31, 
1957, pursuant to Public Law 554, 82d Con.: 
gress; to the Committee on -Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

1655. A letter from theSecretary of Labor, 
transmitting a report of claims paid by the 
United States Department of Labor during 
the year ending December 31, 1957, relating 
to the administrative adjustment of claims 
of $1,000 or less, pursuant to title 28, -sec
tion 2673, United States Code; to the Com~ 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia: Committee on 
Rules. House Resolution 490. Resolution 
for consideration of S. 49'7, an act authoriz-. 
ing the construction, repair, and preserva
tion of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors for navigation, fiood control, and 
for other purposes; without ~mendment 
(Rept. No. 1408). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. PATMAN: Joint Economic Committee. 
1958 Joint Economic Report (Rept. No. 
1409). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. JONES of Alabama: Committee on 
Public Works. S. 728. An act to authorize 
the acquisition of certain property in square 
724 in the District of Columbia for the pur
pose of extension of the site of the additional 
omce bUllding for the United States Senate 
or for the purpose of addition to ·the United 
States Capitol Grounds; without amend
ment . (Rept. No. 1430). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union. 

Mr. GARY: Committee on Appropriations. 
H. R. 11085. A bill making appropriations 
for the Treasury and Post Otnce Departments 
and the Tax Court of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1959, and for -
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other purposes; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1431). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRI
VATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
S. 2498. An act for the relief of Matthew 
M. Epstein; with amendment (Rept. No. 
1410). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. 'poFF: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 5424. A bill for the relief of Thomas 
Helms and other employees of the Bureau 
of Public Roads; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1411). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 6963. A bill for the relief of 
Mrs. Elba Haverstick Cash; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 1412). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. ASHMORE: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 7203. A bill for the relief of 
Dwight J. Brohard; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 1413). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. POFF: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 7267. A bill for the relief of Charles 
J. Jennings; with amendment (Rept. No. 
1414). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. MONTOYA: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 7684. A bill to provide that 
the Secretary of the Navy shall transfer to 
David J. Carlson and Gerald J. Geyer cer
tain interests of the United States in an 
invention; with amendment (Rept. No. 
1415). Referred to the Committee of the 
W}lole House. 

Mr. POFF: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 8015. A bill for the relief of the 
Harmo Tire & Rubber Corp.; with amend
ment (Rept. No. 1416). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on the Judi
ciary. H. R. 8316. A bill for the relief of 
Warrens. Boggess; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 1417). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 8407. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Margaret N. Meister; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 1418). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 8444. A bill for the relief of Lloyd 
Lucero; with amendment (Rept. No. 1419). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 8448. A bill for the relief of Willie C. 
Williams; with amendment (Rept. No. 1420). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 9012. A b111 for the relief of Alexander 
Grossman; with amendment (Rept. No. 
1421). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 9109. A bill for the relief of John A. 
Tierney; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1422). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on the Judici
ary. H. R. 9317. A bill for the relief of 
Oshiro Shako; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1423) . Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H~ R. 9395. A bill for the relief of Cornelia V • . 
Lane; with amendment (Rept. No. 1424). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
H<:>use. 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 9397. A bill for the relief of the William 
T. Manning Co., Inc., of Fall River, Mass.; 
with amendment (Rept. No. 1425). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. POFF: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 9514. A bill for the relief of Valleydale 
Packers, Inc.; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1426). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on the Judici
ary. H. R. 10094. A bill for the relief of the 
Western Union Telegraph Co.; without 
amendment (Hept. No. 1427). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. BURDICK: Committee on the Judici
ary. H. R. 10260. · A bill for the relief of 
Natale H. BeUocchi and Oscar R. Edmond
son; without amendment (Rept. No. 1428). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. LANE: Committee on the Judiciary. 
S. 1331. An act for the relief of John P. 
Souvaldzis; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1429). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows; 

By Mr. FEIGHAN: 
H. R. 11033. A bill to authorize the crea

tion of record of admission for permanent 
residence in the case of certain Hungarian 
refugees; to the Committee on the Judi· 
ciary. 

By Mr. ABERNETHY (by request): 
H. R. 11034. A bill to make unlawful the 

sale of merchandise on Sunday, to regulate 
the same, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ASHLEY: 
H. R. 11035. A bill to increase annuities 

payable to certain annuitants from the ci-vil
service retirement and disability fund, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM of Nebraska: 
H. R. 11036. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to permit schoolteach
ers and administrators to deduct from gross 
income certain expenses for additional edu
cation or training; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FINO: 
H . R.l1037. A bill to amend the Veterans• 

Benefits Act of 1957 to provide that gratui
tous veterans' benefits shall not be paid or 
furnished to any Communist; to the Com
mittee on Veterans' Affairs. 

H. R. 11038. A bill to provide that the hos
pital at San Patrico, P.R., presently operated 
by the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs, 
shall be transferred to the Administrator of 
Veterans' Affairs; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

By Mr. GARMATZ: 
H. R. 11039. A bill to promote the national 

merchant marine policy by providing for the 
construction of 30 merchant vessels; to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. 

By Mr. GRIFFIN: 
H. R. 11040. A bill to amend the Federal 

Coal Mine Safety Act so as to provide further 
for the prevention of accidents in coal mines; 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. GUBSER: 
H. R. 11041. A bill to provide that the 

United States shall furnish the services of a 
chaplain to conduct certain graveside rites in 
natio!lal cemeteries; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. HAYS of Ohio: 
H. R. 11042. A bill to revise the laws relat

ing to depository libraries; to the Committee 
on House Adm.inistration. · 

By Mr. JENNINGS: • 
H. R. 11043. A bill to amend section 313 

(g) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as amended, relating to tobacco acreage 
allotments; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. JONAS: 
H. R. 11044. A bill to provide that the Blue 

Ridge Parkway shall be toll free; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. KILDAY: 
H. R. 11045. A bili to authorize additional 

appropriations for the School of Avration 
Medicine, Brooks Air Force Base, Tex.; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. LONG: 
H. R. 11046. A bill to provide a residence 

for pages of the Senate and of the House of 
Representatives, under the supervision of a 
Capitol Pages' Residence !Board, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on House Ad
ministration. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: 
H. R. 11047. A bill to prohibit the Presi

dent from calling out the National Guard 
and from using Federal troops to assist in 
the enforcement of an order of any Federal 
court which would either directly or indi
rectly bring about racial integration in a 
public school in the United States; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. MILLER of California: 
H. R.11048. A bill to amend the Federal 

Trade Commission Act, as amended, so as to 
equalize rights in the distribution of iden
tified merchandise; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commoerce. 

By Mr. MOSS: 
H. R. 11049. A bill to authorize the con. 

veyancc of certain real property of the United 
States to the county of Sacramento, Calif.; 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. MULTER: 
H. R. 11050. A bill to amend section 3 of 

the Securities Act of 1933 so as to remove 
the exemption of securities offered for sale 
and sold in orily one State; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. NIMTZ: 
H. R. 11051. A bill to extend the loan guar

anty program for World War II veterans for 
2 years, extend the direct loan program for 
a like period, authorize an interest rate on 
guaranteed and direct loans commensurate 
with that applicable to mortgages insured 
under section 203 of the National Housing 
Act, to increase the maximum direct loan 
to $13,500, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. PRICE: 
H. R. 11052. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to provide that in
terest on obligations of educational institu
tions shall be exempt from income tax; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

H. R. 11053. A bill to prohibit discrimina
tion because of age in the hiring and em
ployment of persons by Government con
tractors; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REUSS: 
H. R. 11054. A bill to amend title VI of the 

Public Health Service Act, so as to permit 
transfers of allotments from part C to part 
G and from part G to part C, and to permit 
additional transfers of allotments between 
the several categories of part G; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: 
H. R. 11055. A bill to provide that the 

Blue Ridge Parkway shall be toll free; to the 
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. SISK: 
H. R. 11056. A bill to amend section 8e of 

the Agricultural Adjustment Act (of 1933) , 
as amended, and as reenacted and amended 
by the Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act 
of 1937, as amended, so as to provide for 
the extension of the restrictions on im
ported commodities imposed by such section 
to all imported limes, grapefruit, lemons, 
mandarins, all types of oranges including 
temples, tangerines, murcotts, and tangeloes, 
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dried figs, fig paste, ·sliced dried figs, shelled 
walnuts, dates with pits, dates :with pits re
moved, and products made entirely 0! dates; 
to the Committee on Agriculture. · 

By Mr. ZABLOCKI: 
H. R. 11057. A bill to provide for the estab

lishment of the · Bureau of Older Persons 
within the Department of Health, Education,· 
and Welfare; to authorize Federal grants to 
assist in the development and operation of 
studies and projects to help older persons, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Education and Labor. 

. By Mr. WATTS: 
H. R. 11058. A bill to amend section 313 

(.g) o:f the Agricultural Adjustment Act -of 
1938, as amended, relating to tobacco acre
age allotments; to the Committee on .Agri
culture. 

By Mr. SILER: 
H. R.11059. A bill to amend section 313 

(g) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as. amended, relating to tobacco acre
age allotments; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: 
H. R.11060. A bill to amend section 313 

(g) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of. 
1938, as amended, relating to tobacco acre
age allotments; to the Committee on Agri-: 
culture. 

. . By Mr. PERKINS: . . 
H. R. 11061. A bill to amend section · 313. 

(g) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as amended, relating to tobacco acre
age allotments; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. SPENCE: 
H. R. 11062. A bill to amend section 313 

(g) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act o! 
1938, as amended, relating to tobacco acre
age allotments; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. CHELF: 
H. R. 11063. A bill to amend section 313 

(g) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as amended, relating to tobacco acre
age allotments; to the Commit~ee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. NATCHER: . 
H. R . 11064. A bill to amend section 313 

(g) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
.1938, as amended, relating to tobacco acre
age allotments; to the Committee on Agri
culture.1 

By Mr. GREGORY: · 
H. R. 11065. A bill to amend section 313 

(g) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 
1938, as amended, relating to tobacco acre
age allotments; to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. ANFUSO: 
H. R. 11066. A bill to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 to increase the 
mileage of the National System of Interstate 
and Defense Highways, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H. R. 11067. A bill to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 to increase the 
mileage of the National System of Interstate. 

and Defense Highways, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. DELANEY: 
H. R. 11068 .. A bill to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 to increase the. 
mileage of the National System of Interstate 
and Defense Highways, and tor other pur- · 
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. DOLLINGER: 
H. R. 11069. A bill to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 : to increase the 
mileage of the National System of Interstate 
and Defense Highways, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works . 

By Mr. FARBSTEIN: 
H . R. 11070. A blll to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 to increase the 
mileage of the National System of Interstate. 
and Defense Highways, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. HEALEY: 
H. R. 11071. A bill to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 to increase the mile
age of the National System of Interstate and 
Defense Highways, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Public Works. · 

By Mr. HOLTZMAN : 
H. R. 11072. A bill to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 to increase the 
mileage of the National System of Interstate 
and Defense Highways, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mrs. KELLY of New York: 
H. R. 11073. A bill to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 to increase the 
mileage of the National System of Interstate
and Defense Highways, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. KEOGH: 
H. R. 11074. A bill to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 to increase the 
mileage of the National System of Interstate 
and Defense Highways, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. MULTER: 
H. R. 11075. A b111 to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 to increase the 
mileage of the National System of Interstate 
and Defense Highways, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. ROONEY: 
H. R. 11076. A bill to amend the Federal

Aid Highway Act of 1956 to increase the 
mileage of the National System of Interstate 
and Defense Highways, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. LANE: 
H. R. 11077. A bill to incorporate the Vet

erans of World War I of the United States 
of America; to the Committee on. the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr.. BONNER: 
H. R . 11078. A bill to promote boating 

safety on the navigable waters of the United 
States, its Territories and possessions; to pro
vide coordination and cooperation with the 
States in the interest of uniformity of boat
ing laws; and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish
eries. 

By Mr. TOLLEFSON: 
H. R. 11079. A b111 to promote boating 

safety on the navigable wate-rs of the United 
States, its Territories and possessions; to 
provide coordination and cooperation with 
the States in the interest of uniformity of 
boating laws; and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish
eries. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Callfornla: 
H. R. 11080. A bill to promote boating 

safety on the navigable waters of the United 
States, its Territories. and possessions; to pro
vide coordination and cooperation with the 
States in the interest of uniformity of boat
ing laws; and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

ByMr.GARY: 
H. R. 11085. A bill making appropriations

for the Treasury and Post Office Departments 
and the Tax Court of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1959, and 
for other purposes. 

· By Mr. HEBERT: 
H . J. Res. 554. Joint resolution to authorize 

the President to designate the third Sunday 
in October of each year as Old Folks Day; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND . RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced 
and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURNS of Hawaii: · 
H . R. 11081. A bill for the relief of Venan

cio Topinio; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. · 

By Mr. BYRD: 
H. R. 11082. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Elsie Ruth Garcelon; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RAINS: 
H . R . 11083. A bill for the relief of Edward 

G. Anderson; to the Committee on Veterans' 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ROOSEVELT {by request): 
H. R. 11084. A bill to authorize the revest

ment of certain interest in land at the 
· United States Naval Ammunition and Net 

Depot, Seal Beach, Calif.; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affair&. 

ByMr.KEAN: 
H. J. Res. 555 . . Joint resolution to provide 

for the compensation -to United States citi
zens for certain property vested under the 

· Trading With the Enemy Act; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, 
447. Mr. NIMTZ presented a petition of 

Mrs. Lulu L. Saylor and other citizens of 
New Carlisle, Ind., urging support of the 
Siler bill, H. R. 4835, the Langer advertising 
bill, S. 582, and other similar measures; 
which was referred to the Committee on In-. 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 

Lithuanian Independence 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. GLENN CUNNINGHAM 
OF NEBRASKA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, February 27, 1958 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM of Nebraska. Mr. 
Speaker, I join niany of my colleagues 

in a salute to the freedom-loving people 
of Lithuania in their celebration of the 
40th anniversary o-f Lithuanian Inde-
pendence Day. It is a shameful thing 
that these people find their homeland 
once again under the domination of a 
foreign nation. 

Forty years ago this month the people 
of this Baltic nation threw off the chains 
of oppression and knew freedom. It was 
a day to be remembered and celebrated 
within the nation and by its citizens ancl 
former citizens around the world. It 

culminated a centuries-old struggle for 
freedom and liberty. 

In those dark days of 1939, when so 
much of the world lost freedom, Russia 
moved into Lithuania, and independence 
was gone. Still today the Soviet armed 
might controls the nation. But the 
freedpm once known by the people of 
this nation remains as a memory and 

·as a dream for the future. Despite 
murders, intimidation, deportations, and 
all manner of pressures by the Red 
leaders, the people of Lithuania are still 
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