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By Mr. SHELLEY: 

H.R. 4966. A bill for the relief of Alejandro 
Clar de Jesus Gutierrez; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VINSON: 
H .R. 4967. A bill to provide for the con

veyance to Carolina Freight Carriers Corp., 
a corporation of the State of North Carolina, 
of certain lands and any improvements 

thereon located in Bibb County, Ga.; to the 
Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. WALLHAUSER: 
H.R. 4968. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 

Maria Kondracki; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, 

By Mrs. WEIS: 
H.R. 4969. A bill for the relief of Michael

angelo Santillo; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PETITION~, ETC. 
Under cia use 1 of rule XXII, 

68. Mr. BREEDING presented a resolution 
of the Reno County, Kans., Farmers Union, 
adopted February 18, 1961, in support of the 
proposed 1960 marketing program for wheat, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 

Veterans' Benefits 

EXTENSION . OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. ELIZABETH KEE 
OF WEST VmGINIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mrs. KEE. Mr. Speaker, I am intro
ducing today a number of veterans' bills 
which I hope will be enacted during the 
87th Congress. In my opinion all of 
them have merit and I will appreciate 
the support of other Members in secur
ing the enactment of these proposals. 

The first bill I am offering today has 
to do with service-connected compensa
tion and, in effect, seeks to provide a 
cost-of-living increase to reflect the 
changes which have occurred in that 
index since the last c-ompensation in
crease bill was passed in 1957. The bill 
also contains amendments of a liberaliz
ing nature, insofar as effective dates of 
awards and other matters are concerned, 
which I believe will have the support of 
the Veterans' Administration. 

I am introducing an insurance bill 
which seeks to provide that veterans with 
service-connected disabilities less than 
total in degree may be eligible to receive 
the total disability income rate of $10 
per month per $1,000 of insurance, rather 
than the existing $5 a month. 

I am also introducing a version of the 
so-called peacetime GI bill which, in 
effect, provides for education based on 
1 day of education for each day of serv
ice to a maximum of 36 months of edu
cation or training. I suppose that the 
ultimate fate of this matter rests in a 
somewhat large degree on the attitude 
of the Administration and plans of the 
Administration insofar as education 
generally is concerned. 

I am also sponsoring a housing bill, 
which has as its main purpose the sup
plying of necessary funds for the opera
tion of this program. Veterans unable 
to obtain a guaranteed home loan from 
a private lender will be eligible to obtain 
a loan from the Administrator of Vet
erans' Affairs. Interest would be at the 
rate of not more than 5% percent and 
the maximum loan under the bill would 
be $17,500. Funds would be provided 
for the operation of this program 
through the sale of veterans' home loan 
securities to the public, the securities to 
mature from 10 to 30 years and have an 
interest rate of not less than 4¥2 percent. 

Our committee has been working for 
several years to develop a long-range 
plan for the modernization and repair 
of the Veterans' Administration hospital 
system. The Veterans' Administration 
operates 174 hospitals and cares for 112,-
000 patients each day. I think this is 
one of the most important benefit pro
grams for veterans. I have had the 
privilege of visiting many Veterans' Ad
ministration hospitals and I am person
ally acquainted with the needs of the 
program. 

I hope that our committee can con
duct an early review of the needs of the 
Veterans' Administration medical pro
gram in order that we can assure ade
quate appropriations for continuation of 
the present level of care and adequate 
appropriations for needed modernization 
and repair. 

There are 200,000 beds in the Veterans' 
Administration hospital system that are 
not now being used. We have legislation 
before us proposed to institute interme
diate care for veterans, using these beds. 
There are many elderly veterans who are 
in need of intermediate care, and I think 
these beds could be profitably used in 
this way. I hope this issue can be ex
plored during this session of Congress. 

Rexford Wright, Citizen of the Year 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. RALPH HARVEY 
OF INDIANA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr: HARVEY of Indiana. Mr. Speak
er, Rexford Wright, 57-year-old super
intendent of New Castle-Henry Town
ship schools, was named Citizen of the 
Year at the 38th annual meeting of the 
New Castle Chamber of Commerce. As 
enumerated at the banquet, Wright's 
credentials for the citation are consid
erable. He was most recently chairman 
of the 1960 Community Fund drive which 
well exceeded its goal of $67,800, the 
highest goal in the city's history. 

He was president of the county's TB 
association in 1958 and is a former mem
ber of the board of the chamber of com
merce. Currently, he is on the board 
of the New Castle-Henry Township Li
brary and YMCA. He is a member of 
the First Methodist Church and Kiwanis 
Club. 

In addition to his public service, Mr. 
Wright's leading role in the progress of 
the city-township school system was 
cited. It was due principally to his in
sistence, and often over considerable op
position, that through a cumulative 
building fund the school system's vast 
building program was put on a pay-as
you-go, debt-free basis. 

The speaker of the evening declared 
that Wright's devotion to his family, his 
church, and his community, and his sin
cerity, integrity, and leadership made 
him an eminent candidate for the cham
ber's 17th civic award. 

Contemplated Authorization for lnvesti .. 
galion of the Federal Highway Pro .. 
gram 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JOHN KYL 
OF IOWA 

IN 'I'HE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. KYL. Mr. Speaker, on tomorrow 
this body will consider authorization for 
various subcommittees of the House. 

I would respectfully call attention of 
the members to the contemplated au
thorization for investigation of the Fed
eral highway program in the amount of 
$772,000. There is ample evidence of 
irregularities in carrying out the gigantic 
roadbuilding plans. At this time I find 
no fault with past work of the commit
tee or with the intent to continue such 
efforts. 

However, it is my contention that 
when the National Government must 
spend almost $1 million to investigate a 
single program, no matter how exten
sive, there is need for improving the 
basic legislation establishing the pro
gram. The irregularities exposed by the 
subcommittee are only a part of the 
difficulty. 

The Federal aid highway program has 
built-in planned inefficiencies which 
violate no law except the laws of com
monsense. 

Further, there must be a clarification 
of responsibility. The Federal Govern
ment furnishes -90 percent of the money, 
but the State ostensibly administers and 
supervises the execution. The Federal 
Government should see that its con
tributions are wisely spe:p.t, but must do 
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this in a manner which will not lead to 
Federal control. Under this arrange
ment a complainant in highway loca
tion or relocation problems never knows 
where to enter a protest and in fact 
finds it difficult to do so. The State acts 
with advice and consent of the munici
pality or county. The Federal Govern
ment must approve State plans, but 
originates none. 

Finally, having heard all testimony in 
the committee hearings on these re
quests, I conclude that the minority 
should have a more proportionate repre
sentation on subcommittee staffs. 
Otherwise, it will be impossible for every 
member of the subcommittee to make his 
maximum contribution. 

Federal Aid to Education 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. FRANK T. BOW 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Speaker, despite the 
great weight of evidence to the contrary, 
it is likely Congress will decide again 
that the States are incapable of financ
ing proper public school systems, and 
that the Federal Government must as
sume the roles of tax collector and dis
bursing officer in a Federal aid to educa
tion program. 

If this is correct, it is imperative that 
we turn our attention to methods of ac
complishing this end without permit
ting the authorities of the Federal Gov
ernment to control our local public 
schools. 

No matter what protests are made nor 
what alleged protections are written into 
the usual Federal aid bill, the fact re
mains that the Federal Government 
controls whatever it subsidizes. This is 
what I seek to avoid. I do not want the 

Office of Education of the United States Let me point out that these pr{)posals 
to interfere in teachers' salaries, or cur- do not require the States to adopt new 
riculums, or · the standards for school taxes to produce matching funds, as do 
construction, textbooks, teachers' quali- most Federal aid bills. I have never 
fications or any other factor of local been able to understand how we can say 
school administration. I do not want my that the States are too impoverished to 
constituent to write to me complaining raise added money for schools; then pro
that a federally aided teacher spanked pose to give them several million pro
her boy, and a federally aided principal vided that they can match the amount. 
refused to do anything about it, and an · Either they are broke or they are not. 
appeal to the Commissioner of Educa- Be that as it may, my proposals impose 
tion was of no avail, and the statute of no greater obligation upon any State and 
limitations has run out so that she can- therefore constitute a greater net gain 
not sue in the Court of Claims. Perhaps than is illustrated in the statistics I have 
that is exaggeration, but that is what prepared. 
happens under other Federal aid pro- Mr. Speaker, I wish to state once again 
grams. my conviction that the people of each 

For these reasons and many more, I State are able and willing to provide any 
have submitted three proposals that amount of money needed for education if 
would provide for Federal collection of they are convinced that they are getting 
additional money for the school systems their dollar's worth of education. This 
of the 50 States, to be distributed to the has been demonstrated time after time in 
States without Federal interference, to recent years. 
be spent by them as the State legislatures I am convinced that the principal 
may direct. sponsors of the Federal aid to education 

The first proposes returning to each program are primarily interested in Fed
State 25 percent of the Federal tax on eral control of education, Federal regi
cigarettes sold in that State. This mentation of teachers and pupils, and 
amounts to 2 cents per pack. A com- Federal imposition of educational theo
mon first reaction to this proposal is the ries that have been rejected in various 
statement that large sums would go to States and communities. 
the tobacco manufacturing States. This 
is not the case. The distribution is based They have unwitting allies in teachers 
upon the number of packs of cigarettes · who are understandably concerned about 
sold in a State. salary schedules and some taxpayers who 

The cigarette tax proposal permits no do not realize that the money comes out 
Federal control. It provides substan- of the same pockets, no matter whether 
tially as much or more to each State than it is the Federal, State, or local govern
would have been provided by H.R. 10128, ment that collects. 
the 1960 Federal aid bill. You will recall I sincerely urge everyone what is in
that it was adopted in Committee of the terested in supporting education to give 
Whole as an amendment in the nature careful consideration to these proposals. 
of a substitute for H.R. 10128, an action Mr. Speaker, under unanimous con
later reversed in the House on a rollcall sent, I include with my remarks a table 
vote. 

A second proposal provides for the showing the amount each State would 
return to the States of 1 percent of the receive under, first, the Bow cigarette 
Federal income taxes collected in each tax bill; second, H.R. 10128 as passed by 
state, a proposal familiar to most of the the House during the 86th Congress; 
membership, and the third would pro- third, the 1 percent of income tax pro
vide for the return of one-half of 1 per- posal; and fourth, the one-half of 1 per
cent, an amount which is substantial, cent proposal. 
indeed. The table follows: 

H.R. 3236 H.R. 3237 
State 

H.R. 1740 
Bow cig
arette tax 

H.R. 10128 Bow 1 per- Bow ~per
(lst year) 1 cent income cent income 

State 
H.R.l740 
Bow cig
arette tax 

billl 

H.R. 3236 H.R. 3237 
H.R.10128 Bow 1 per- Bow U per
(lst year) 2 cent income cent income 

tax bill ' tax bill a billl 

Alabama__________________________ $6,695,000 
Alaska_------------------------ -- - 492, 000 
Arizona_-------------------------- 3, 202, 000 
Arkansas__________________________ 2,174, 000 
California__________ _______________ 43,540,000 
Colorado •------------------------- ------------Connecticut_______________________ 7, 670,000 
Delaware_________ _________________ 1, 404, 000 
District of Columbia 6_____________ 2, 864,000 
Florida____________________________ 13,306,000 
Georgia___________________________ 7, 900,000 
Hawaii_______________________ _____ 884, 000 
Idaho_---------------------------- 1, 318, 000 
Illinois____________________________ 26,840,000 
Indiana_-------------------------- 11, 892, 000 
Iowa______________________________ 5, 910,000 
Kansas____________________________ 4, 612, 000 

ri~~1~========================= ~; ~~: ~ Maryland 6 __ --------------------- 7, 662, 000 
Massachusetts-------------------- 13,330,000 
Michigan_________________________ 19,574,000 
Minnesota --------------------- 7, 200, 000 
Mississippi_______________________ 3, 634, 000 

$5,732,000 
358,000 

2,275, 000 
3, 575,000 

25,090,000 
3,218,000 
3, 933,000 

813,000 
1, 170,000 
7,605,000 
7, 930,000 
1,203,000 
1,333, 000 

16,933,000 
8, 515,000 
5,103,000 
3, 686,000 
6,143,000 
6,468,000 
1, 723,000 
5,493, 000 
8,028, 000 

14,885, 000 
6,338, 000 
4, 680,000 

tax bill 3 tax bill 3 

$5,637,380 
546,370 

2, 958,750 
2,174, 230 

69,764,140 
9, 566,830 

13, 840,460 
8, 173,920 

$2,818,640 
273,185 

1, 479,375 
1, 087,115 

34,882,020 
4, 783,415 
6, 920,230 
4,086, 960 

-13~360~250- ---6~68ii~i25 
8, 871, 020 4, 435, 510 
2, 032, 600 . 1, 016, 300 
1, 511, 070 755, 535 

63, 094, 960 31, 547, 480 
16, 450, 600 8, 225, 300 

6, 941, 510 3, 470, 755 
5, 696, 630 2, 848,315 
5, 965, 090 2, 882, 545 
6, 546, 420 3, 273, 210 
2,034,300 1,017,150 

17, 543,640 8, 771,820 
23, 593, 010 11, 786, 505 
50, 845, 090 25, 412, 545 
12, 981, 920 6, 490, 960 
2, 142, 880 1, 071, 440 

1 Allocations bas_ed upon flscal1960 cigarette tax collections in each State. 
J H. Rept.1426, 86th Cong. 

~ternal Revenue Service report on corporate and individual income taxes, fiscal 

MlssourL ------------------------- $11, 490, 000 Montana__________________________ 1, 544, 000 
Nebraska_------------------------ 3, 138, 000 
New Hampshire_----------------- 2, 290,000 New Jersey _______________________ 16,816,000 

New Mexico_--------------------- 1, 948, 000 
New York________________________ 48,192,000 
North Carolina •------------------ -----------
North Dakota_____________________ 1, 224,000 
Ohio_----------------------------- 24,440,000 
Oklahoma_________________________ 5, 196, 000 
Oregon'-_------------------------ ------------Pennsylvania _____________________ 26,778,000 
Rhode Island_____________________ 2, 448,000 
South Carolina____________________ 4, 106, 000 
South Dakota_____________________ 1, 372,000 
Tennessee_________________________ 7, 000, 000 
Texas_---------------------------- 19, 910, 000 
Utah______________________________ 1, 210,000 
Vermont__________________________ 948,000 
Virginia e _______ ____ _______________ ------------
Washington_______________________ 5, 838,000 
West Virginia_____________________ 3, 970,000 
Wisconsin_________________________ 8, 836,000 
Wyoming_________________________ 842,000 

$7, 345, 000 $18, 873, 220 
1, 333,000 1, 457, 500 
2, 633, 000 4, 490, 400 
1, 008, 000 1, 714, 960 
9, 653, 000 24, 030, 740 
1, 853, 000 1, 908, 450 

26, 520, 000 150, 986, 780 
9, 328, 000 10, 593, 400 
1, 300,000 974, 340 

17,030, 000 50,657, 140 
4, 193, 000 7, 721, 820 
3, 282, 000 5, 697, 990 

19, 175, 000 57,793, 990 
1, 430, 000 3, 298, 840 
5, 330, 000 3, 421, 680 
1, 365,000 1, 078,940 
6, 825, 000 7, 048, 840 

18,525,000 26,419,870 
1, 853, ()()() 2, 258,790 

715,000 807, 400 
7, 475, 000 9, 367, 420 
5,135, 000 9, 568, 700 
3, 998, 000 3, 030, 450 
7, 248,000 14, 580,010 

650, 000 880, 970 

$9,436,610 
729,750 

2,24.5, 200 
857,480 

12,015,370 
954,225 

75,493,390 
5, 296,700 

487,170 
25,328,570 
3,860, 910 
2, 843,996 

28,896,995 
1, 649,420 
1, 710,840 

534,470 
3,524, 420 

13,209,935 
1,129, 395 

403,700 
4,683, 710 
4, 784,350 
1, 515,225 
7,290, 005 

440,485 

• Colorado, North Carolina, and Oregon have no State cigarette tax. 
6 Tax figures for the District of Columbia and Maryland are combined under 

Maryland. 
• Virginia cigarette tax became effective in mid-1960; figures not yet available. 
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A Power Policy for the Public Interest 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JOE L. EVINS 
OF TENNESSEE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Speaker, Secretary 
of the Interior Stewart L. Udall recently 
announced a policy of maximum devel
opment of public power projects for the 
Nation. 

The Secretary pointed out in his mem
orandum that the electric power aspect 
of the Department of Interior's programs 
is one of its most vital activities. He 
reaffirmed the public power principles 
set forth in previous Democratic admin
istrations and promised that the power 
agencies of the Department of the In
terior will exercise vigorous leadership 
in insuring and promoting maximum 
benefits of public power for the benefit 
of the people of this Nation. 

Because I believe this statement a 
most significant and promising policy 
statement, under unanimous consent, I 
include Secretary Udall's statement in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. Speaker, the "Memorandum on 
Power Policy" statement of Secretary 
Udall follows: 

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, February 13, 1961. 

MEMORANDUM ON PoWER POLICY TO ALL 
STAFFS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF THE 
INTERIOR 

America's future depends upon its ab111ty 
to successfully meet the challenges of today 
and tomorrow-the problems at home as 
well as abroad. 

As an agency of our Federal Government, 
the Department of the Interior is charged 
with grave responsib111ties by law and Ex
ecutive direction in vigorously carrying out 
programs and implementing policies that 
bear direct;ly on the economic and social 
strength of our Nation. Each of us in some 
degree shares in this total responsibility. 

The Department of the Interior is com
mitted to the full development and maxi
mum utilization of the natural resources of 
the country. I am confident that we will 
have the energetic support of employees of 
the Department in furthering this objective. 
We need the cooperation of other govern
mental bodies and agencies and of the many 
public and private organizations, as well as 
individuals who are concerned with our 
natural resources. 

The electric power aspects of the Depart
ment's programs represent one of its most 
vital act;ivities. The furnishing of an ade
quate supply of low-cost power for the 
homes, farms, and industry sufficient to serv
ice a dynamic economy is a matter of basic 
importance to the economic growth and de
fense of the Nation and is, therefore, a mat
ter of governmental concern. Utility sys
tems of all kinds-Federal, State, municipal, 
private, cooperative-must carry out their 
full responsibilities to the public welfare. 

In the development of power policies of 
the· Department, we will be guided by the 
policies enunciated by President Kennedy 
and set forth in the appropriate acts of Con
gress. In 1946 the Department expressed the 
basic principles embraced in the acts of 
Congress dealing with the Government's 
power development activities as follows: 

1. Federal dams shall where feasible in
clude facilities for generating electrical 
energy. 

CVII--174 

2. Preference in power sales shall be given 
to public agencies and cooperatives. 

3. Power disposal shall be for the par
ticular benefit of domestic and rural con
sumers. 

4. Power shall be sold at the lowest pos
sible rates consistent with sound business 
principles. 

5. Power disposal shall be such as to en
courage widespread use and to prevent 
monopolization. 

These fundamental principles form the 
foundation upon which we will build a 
sound power program for the future. 

The power agencies of the Department will 
exercise vigorous leadership to insure that 
the marketing of Federal power will produce 
maximum benefits for the people of each 
area. Among other things, this will require 
increased coordination of planning by the 
Department with customers given preference 
under law by the Congress and other 
utilities. 

I have direct;ed Assistant Secretary Holum 
to take those measures necessary to en
courage this leadership. 

I am also directing that immediate atten
tion be given to: 

1. Determining the proper role of each 
agency in its area; 

2. Expanding the planning activities of 
the Department to make possible the timely 
construction and full development of new 
projects and facilities; 

3. Achieving the maximum practicable 
amounts of firm power for the ultimate user 
from Federal power systems; 

4. Enlarging regional cooperative pooling 
of generation and transmission facilities; and 

5. Planni~g for the early interconnection 
of areas served by the Department of the 
Interior marketing agencies with adequate 
common-carrier transmission lines. 

Every aspect of our democratic society is 
being tested today as never before in his
tory. The challenge to us is a total one, 
calling for total action by a free people. As 
President Kennedy so aptly said: "To meet 
these challenges we must be strong-we must 
summon all our resources, resources of mind 
and spirit, and the resources which lie be
neath our earth, and in our mountains and 
in our rivers, those resources on which we 
have built a great nation, those resources on 
which her continued greatness depends." 

STEW ART L. UDALL, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

Interfaith Day 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. LESTER HOLTZMAN 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. HOLTZMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
today introducing in the House of Repre
sentatives a resolution which will desig
nate the fourth Sunday in. September 
each year as "Interfaith Day." 
. This is a companion resolution to one 

introduced in the Senate by the Honor
able KENNETH B. KEATING. Senator 
KEATING nad introduced a similar reso
lution in the 86th Congress, which sub
sequently had been passed by the Sen
ate on July 15, 1959. It was not reached 
for action in the House. 

I feel that the adoption of such a reso
lution will serve to emphasize to the en
tire world that we here in the United 
States really believe in, and are deeply 

grateful for the freedom of worship 
guaranteed to us in the Constitution. 
Our country was founded and has been 
developed into the great Nation it is to
day on the premise that all men are 
created equal, entitled to the same rights 
and privileges. We haye enjoyed many 
benefits because of the mutual respect 
and understanding reached through the 
years as a result of our regard for the 
individual and his right to worship as he 
chooses. In too many countries today, 
freedom of worship is merely a dream, 
far from reality, as are the other guaran
tees we enjoy so freely. 

In the past there have been attempts 
to cause disturbances between Americans 
of different faiths, and to foment hard 
feelings among us because of differing 
religious views. We have been able to 
turn aside these threats to our well-being 
and will continue to set an example that 
all the world can follow. Interfaith Day 
is observed every year in the city of New 
York, and in the State of New York, and 
in many other cities and States through
out the country, by official proclama
tions. I believe it would be fitting for 
all the people of the United States-of 
all different faiths-to join together on 
one particular day to prove to the world 
that we stand firmly behind our belief 
that freedom of worship fosters mutual 
respect, understanding, and cooperation 
between people. 

Revere, Mass., Interfaith Conclave 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. THOMAS J. LANE 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, on Sunday 
evening, February 26, 1961, it was my 
honor and privilege to be the main 
speaker at an interfaith conclave held 
in the Revere Jewish Community Center 
in Revere, Mass., under the auspices of 
the Revere Interfaith Committee. 

At this conclave, the combined faiths 
representing Protestant, Jewish, and 
Catholic, honored an outstanding lay
man from each one of those faiths. Re
ligious and civic leaders participated in 
this program which was the first of many 
interfaith meetings to commemorate 
Brotherhood Week. 

I wish to include the program of that 
well-attended civic event as part of my 
remarks: 
REVERE INTERFAITH COMMITTEE BROTHERHOOD 

CONVOCATION, SUNDAY EVENING, FEBRUARY 
26, 1961 

PROGRAM 

The National Anthem: Miss Kayla Yampol
sky, ·vocalist; Miss Helen N. O'Connor, ac
companist. 

Invocation: Rev. Neal Fisher, First Meth
odist Church. 

Opening address: Mr. Daniel Feins, chair
man. 

Greetings: Hon. Charles Belinfante, coun
cillor of the city of Revere; Mr. Saul :Kutner, 
representing Jewish Community Center; Mr. 
Belden Bly, representative, National Con
ference of Christians and Jews. 
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Presentation to Mrs. Mary Babcock by Mr. 

John Ripley. 
Prayer: The Reverend Robert Blute, St. 

Theresa's Church. 
Presentation to Mr. Joseph Wade by Mr. 

George McMahon. 
Musical selections: Revere High School 

Choral Club, Mr. William Goss, director. 
Presentation to Mr. Robert Levine by Mr. 

Hyman Kesselman. 
Guest speaker: Han. THOMAS J . LANE, U.S. 

Congressman. 
Benediction: Rabbi Myer Finklestein, Tem

ple B'nai Israel. 

Greetings: Any elected public official, due 
to the nature of his position, must practice 
brotherhood all the time. 

It is not unusual for Governors, Senators, 
and Congressmen to speak to a Protestant 
group, a Catholic group, and a Jewish group, 
separately but on the same day. 

As we travel the circuit, there is always 
the danger of becoming confused. 

This happened to Governor Ross Barnett 
of Mississippi on February 1 of this year. 
During the course of a speech he was giving 
in the city of Jackson in his_ home State, 
he told the people how glad he was to ap
pear, and I quote his words: "before this 
fine Christian gathering." 

There was a slight, nervous stir among 
his listeners. 

Governor Barnett spoke on, referring sev
eral times to his "Christian" audience. 

Finally, the Governor, quite pleased with 
his efforts, sat down. 

Then, Dr. Perry Nussbau·m stood up. 
In good-humored fashion he reminded the 

Governor that he had been addressing the 
congregation of a Jewish synagogue cele
brating the temple's centennial. 

I am confident that this occupational 
hazard of public officials, will not trip me 
this evening. 

In speaking to the Revere Interfaith Con
clave, there is no danger that I will get 
mixed up, because all the three great re
ligious faiths are together at this meeting. 

Our way of life, and our Nation, was cre
ated by people who were seeking religious 
freedom. 

In the Old World, they had lived in coun
tries where there was an established church, 
a.ffiliated with the state. This resulted in 
friction, intolerance, and the denial of re
ligious liberty to m inority groups. 

Our Founding Fathers realized that a pre
ferred status granted to any one religion, by 
government, would be fatal to freedom. 

And so, at the first session of the First Con
gress, the first amendments to the Constitu
tion were proposed and later ratified by the 
several States. 

Amendment No. 1 begins with the funda
mental guarantee that, "Congress shall make 
no law respecting an establishment of re
ligion, or prohibiting the free exercise 
thereof * * * ." 

President Kennedy, speaking at an inter
faith meeting this month, reminded the Na
tion that freedom of religious expression is 
essential to the life and the future of our 
society. At the same time, he said, we are a 
religious people; no matter what faith we 
reverence, we are united when we say: "I 
pledge allegiance to the :flag of the United 
States of America and to the Republic for 
which it stands, one nation under God, in
divisible, with liberty and justice for all." 

As Americans used to say during World 
War II, "There are no atheists in foxholes." 
· Each, in his own faith, found strength 
that enabled him to do his duty, each was 
helped to overcome fear, and to give his life 
if need be. For each was prepared to meet 
the Father of all. 

None of us will forget the sublime ex
ample of the four chaplains on the troop
ship U.S.S. Dorchester, after it had been 
torpedoed and was sinking rapidly. These 

men of God gave up their own lifebelts so 
that soldiers without them could be saved. 

And the last that was seen of these brave 
clergymen before the ship disappeared be
neath the water, was of them standing arm 
in arm praying together. 

A Jewish rabbi, a Catholic priest, and two 
Protestant ministers. 

This was interfaith-supreme. 
You and I are not asked to meet this test 

of spiritual cooperation. 
But it is expected that we shall rise above 

the narrowness of creed that causes some 
men to look down upon, and to discriminate 
against those of other faiths, denying them 
equality before God. 

To "love thy neighbor" is the redeeming 
spirit of all true religions, and he who does 
not do his level best to live up to this divine 
precept, is unworthy of his Creator, and his 
religion. 

Each man must have faith before we can 
have interfaith. 

The strength of each contributes to the 
strength of all. 

We recall the earlier days when millions of 
our immigrant forefathers were coming into 
their adopted country each year. When they 
landed, they sought out others of their own 
kind. Each big city became a cluster of 
colonies, with the Yankees in one ward, the 
Irish in another, the Jews in a third, and so 
on. It was natural that they should gravi
tate toward those who shared their customs 
and beliefs. We want to preserve this rich 
diversity in our pluralistic society. But we 
don't want a segregation that perpetuates 
ignorance, and mistrust of one another. 

Children are not atlllcted by prejudice. 
There are no racial or religious Wil'lls to divide 
their spontaneity. Unfortunately, a few ab
sorb home or group attitudes of inferiority 
of condescension as they grow up. 

But all this is changing with the great 
improvement in communication and educa
tion. 

In the day-to-day contacts of a free society 
we learn to respect our fellow human beings 
for what they are and not according to any 
preconceived and rigid attitudes. 

Even the Communists cannot forever 
maintain an iron curtain to block those 
people-to-people contacts that would dis
solve suspicion and fear, opening the way to 
peace with freedom. 

Although the United States does not em
ploy these extreme methods of control we 
are not altogether blameless. 

There was a jittery postwar sickness from 
which we have since recovered, when some 
fanatics in the United States were calllng 
any American who disagreed with them on 
any issue-a Communist. 

The unfounded suspicions that poisoned 
our national life for awhile have cleared 
away. 

But up until this year, we have made it 
very difficult for people in other lands to 
visit the United States and learn what we 
are really like, and then return home with a 
good word for the friendship and hospitality 
of Americans. 

When these people apply to an American 
consulate overseas for a visitor's visa, we ask 
them so many searching and embarrassing 
questions that they think we regard them as 
conspirators, or at least guilty of moral 
turpitude. 

It seems to me that the FBI, the immi
gration service, and the intelligence agen
cies of the free world are able to weed out 
the few Communists among those applying 
for visas, without subjecting the majority 
of innocent people to such harassment that 
they become embittered against the United 
States. 

The President has sensed this danger and 
has recommended the elimination of the 
redtape curtain so that more people from 
abroad will be welcomed as visitors to our 
country. 

Our Nation must keep alert and strong; 
in its military defenses, in the growth of its 
economy, in the improvement of its living 
standards; and in the development of educa
tional opportunities; but above all, it must 
become strong in spirit. 

The real strength of our freedom is in its 
moral; the understanding respect, and co
operation that we encourage and build in 
every area of our daily lives. 

This is the test of our sincerity and our 
human ity. 

On this we shall succeed or fail, and the 
result depen ds on us. 

Through the Federal Government the 
American people have given tens of billions 
of dollars to aid other countries. 

At home-here 1n the United States-we 
are most generous in supporting many char
itable organizations, both secular and 
religious. 

When disaster falls upon a family in our 
neighborhood, or we read about those made 
homeless by a fire or :flood in the United 
St ates; the refugees from Cuba, or the starv
ing tribes in the Congo, our sympathy be
comes active. 

Unfortunately, our awareness and our 
compassion go to work after the damage has 
been done to make up for our previous 
neglect. 

Our charities are often too little and too 
late-trying to compensate for the failure 
of the charitable spirit in our dally lives. 

Much human tragedy could be prevented 
by a little more kindness and helpfulness 
today instead of a rescue operation tomorrow. 

In the churches and the temples, the great 
religions inspire us to love God and to do 
good in His name, but 1n the hurly-burly 
of life we become so busy that we forget. 

rt is beginning to dawn upon us that 
there must be more cooperation among the 
faiths, if the spiritual potential of freemen 
is to save us from the tyranny of atheistic 
materialism. 

Americans cannot understand why the 
peoples of the emerging nations, and the 
neutral nations, see little difference between 
the materialism of the Soviet Union, and the 
materialism of the United States. 

It is not enough for us to protest that 
they are wrong, and that Communist propa
ganda is responsible for exaggerating the 
contradictions between our ideals and our 
practices. 

As long as there is any racial discrimina
tion, religious prejudice, social or economic 
injustice in the United States, our sincerity 
will be questioned, our prestige weakened, 
and our leadership in danger of becoming 
gradually ineffective. 

Men and women of good will in the United 
States, and in other countries, are disturbed 
by the division and confusion in the free 
world, and its lack of a mobilized faith 
to turn back the advance of godless com
munism on the world front , and godless 
m aterialism on the home front. 

They have organized into a group that is 
dedicated to moral rearmament. 

Whether we agree with this approach, or 
prefer t o do our best as Catholics, or Protest
ants, or Jews, we must admit that the im
portant link-or unifying factor-is miss
ing from our separate efforts. . 

It was Chancellor Adenauer of Germany 
who said: "Communism is a false ideology. 
But it is an ideology and can only be met 
with moral and spiritual weapons. We are 
in an ideological battle. Therein lies the 
decisive task. It may last decades, but it 
must be won. A nation with an ideology is 
always on the offensive. A nation without 
an ideology is self-satisfied and dead." 

A moral rearmament group with its plays 
and films was welcomed in the Catholic 
monastery and convent schools of eastern 
Switzerland last autumn. The abbot pri
mate of the world Benedictine Order, in 
addressing the world assembly of the MRA 
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said: "The ideology of :tnoral rearmament can 
win all men because its standards are uni
versally valid. It has four mighty pillars
absolute honesty, purity, unselfishness, and 
love-on which human living must be based; 
it is a new way designed to forestall a false 
ideology. May it win the world." 

The Governments of France, Germany, 
Greece, Japan, Free China, the Philippines, 
Thailand, and Iran have shown an interest 
in this movement. So have leaders from 16 
African nations, and 97 U.S. Senators and 
Congressmen. 

Material progress alone is not enough to 
solve the problems of our Nation, and the 
problems of life on this planet. 

For the most difficult problem of all is 
man himself-and his relations with his fel
lowmen. 

Because we are freemen and have the 
responsibility that goes with this power of 
decision, we must make a new beginning in 
ourselves, in the family, the office, the store, 
the factory, and the community life. 

At the Revere Interfaith Conclave we give 
testimony to the need for a spiritual re
awakening, whereby men of di1rerent faiths 
will work together in the expanding fellow
ship of all who believe in God. 

In our hearts we sense that artificial bar
riers alone stand in the way of religious co
operation. 

The news of the day is filled with ominous 
accounts of personal and group conflicts, 
and to some people it appears that the 
world is hopelessly divided and bent on 
self -destruction. 

The wisdom and the grace to avert mis
understanding and strife is available, but 
it has not been used. 

Our leaders argue about the missile gap, 
ignoring the far more critical human gap, 
upon which the survival of modern man 
depends. 

We have been accenting the negative, in
stead of the positive. 

The various religions exert the greatest 
influence for good in the United States, but 
they have kept at a distance from one an
other, afraid of compromising themselves, 
even by working together for those truths 
that are a fundamental part of their spirit
ual heritage. 

Inevitably, the peoples of the world must 
:find a way of getting along together, or 
risk the danger of a holocaust that wm 
spare no one. 

The genuine practice of brotherhood, re
leasing the best in man, and bringing in 
turn, a happiness such as he has never 
known before, is the one true way to bridge 
the human gap. 

Tonight you have become partners in 
the creative mission of interfaith harmony. 

The revere interfaith conclave will hearten 
and inspire the whole community to emulate 
your example of real and enduring 
brotherhood. 

Two Major Firms in the 16th Ohio Dis
trict Show Confidence in Our Economy 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. FRANK T. BOW 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Speaker, all is not as 
gloomy as some among us would have us 
believe. There are bright spots on the 
economic horizon. There are business
men who have faith in America and are 

willing to invest to provide jobs for 
Americans. 

Last week two major firms in the 16th 
Ohio District announced plans for expan
sion. 

The Hoover Co., of North Canton, will 
spend $2 million to enlarge its plant and 
increase its production of the vacuum 
cleaner. 

Rubbermaid, Inc., at Wooster, has an
nounced a new plant to cost $1,500,000. 

These plans illustrate confidence in our 
economy and confidence in Ohio. 

Vision and Faith: The REA Co-op Story 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. WRIGHT PATMAN 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, the Na
tional Rural Electric Cooperative Asso
ciation held its 19th annual meeting 
last week in Dallas, Tex. The distin
guished senior Senator from Texas, 
RALPH W. YARBOROUGH, addressed the 
meeting. His message, titled "Vision and 
Faith: The REA Co-op Story," is a stir
ring mesage indeed. I believe that all 
Members of the House will wish to read 
it. 

Senator YARBOROUGH's message is as 
follows: 
VIsioN AND FAITH: THE REA Co-oP STORY 
(By Senator RALPH W. YARBOROUGH, of Texas) 

President Harrison, Manager Ellis, dis
tinguished guests and delegates, ladies, and 
gent lemen; in behalf of all Texans, it is a 
genuine pleasure to welcome you to the Lone 
Star State. Some other States have more 
people, some have more money, one has 
more land (counting ice), but no other State 
has more REA co-ops or consumer members 
than Texas. So you are in a REA heart
land. 

I am glad to be here with your general 
manager, Clyde T. Ellis. You know him as a 
great and effective national manager of a 
great and effective national organization. 
But I work closely with him in Washington, 
and I might know him even better than some 
of you. I know him as a public power-rural 
life statesman, with the abillties and dedi
cation worthy of a Cabinet officer of the 
United States. As we say down here in 
Texas, "He will do to ride the river with." 

One of our proudest Texas accomplish
ments is that we have strung over 153,000 
miles of REA lines along the Rio Grande 
River near the Texas-Mexico border on the 
south, along the panhandle line on the 
north, across the rugged badlands near El 
Paso on the west, and among the towering 
piney woods on the east borders of Texas. 
In all, our 77~ efficient, homeowned REA 
co-ops in Texas serve over 355,000 consumers. 

In this State, we know what rural elec
trification is, what it has done in the past, 
what it means to our future. We whole
heartedly endorse the theme of your meet-
1ng-"Rural Electrification-Good for All 
Americans." So make yourself at home. 
You are among friends. 

You are in a State where the people usually 
elect public officials who believe in and back 
the REA cooperative program. Right now 
we have 23 Democrats serving in Congress. 
The head man of our congressional delega
tion needs no introduction to you. He was 

House leader a quarter-century ago during 
the passage of the REA Act in 1935-the 
highly respected Mr. Democrat himself, the 
Honorable House Speaker SAM RAYBURN, of 
Bonham, Tex. 

Of the 23 Texas Democrats in the Con
gress, there are 3 of us who by your own 
analysis h ave voted 100 percent favorable on 
legislation that you consider to be most 
important. The average REA vote score for 
all 23 Texas Democrats in Gongress is a very 
respectable 88 percent favorable. 

Before I went to Congress, it wasn't hard 
for you to predict that I would be one of 
those three from Texas who would have a 
100 percent voting record, because I was on 
the original Board of Directors of the Lower 
Colorado River Authority of Texas, appointed 
in February 1935, before the REA Act was 
passed by Congress. We started building the 
dams on the Colorado River in Texas to 
generate public power to serve the coming 
REA service, first created by Executive order 
of the late, great, beloved Franklin Delano 
Roosevelt, even before Congress passed the 
REA Act, later in that same year of 1935. 

* • * * • 
Most Texans, like most Americans, believe 

in the REA program. They also know that 
under our system of government by consent 
of the governed, we either elect men who 
vote for things we believe, or we see our 
aims and hopes smashed on the anvil of 
legislative process. 

There is not a group in America which 
should understand better than you that 
vision, belief, and governmental action work 
hand in hand. Today none can dispute that 
the magnificent REA cooperative proil"am 
was one of the greatest advances in the 
history of this Nation. But all too few recall 
those first years-the controversy, the bitt er
ness, the jibes, the charges of socialism. 

The REA was created under the New Deal 
of · Franklin D. Roosevelt, advanced under 
Harry Truman's Fair Deal; now, after 8 
years of dimout under threats of high 
interest rates and being forced into Wall 
Street financing, the New Frontier opens 
before us. It's time to turn up the lights 
again, equip the outriders, mount the scouts, 
and press forward into new areas that beckon 
us onward. 

Those of us who worked for electricity on 
the farm had a vision of something more 
than coal oil lamps and drudgery . • We be
lieve there was a better life and that if we 
worked, we could bring it about. We found 
a way through REA cooperatives that was as 
American as the community quilting bee. 

In the beginning the Lord said, "Let there 
be light," and there was light. Thomas A. 
Edison said, let that light glow from these 
wires, and it glowed from the wires. The 
REA said, let there be lights in the farm 
and ranch homes of America, and there is 
ilight 1n the farm and ranch homes of 
America. 

Those who opposed REA cooperatives were 
the doubters and protectors of the status 
quo-the contented and the fearful. To 
put i:t plainly, they were people who were 
either satisfied with the coal oil lamp era on 
the farm, or they had no confidence that as 
a people we could do better. 

Today, we see their error reflected in the 
millions of lights shining across the face of 
the land. We see a Nation that would not be 
so great today, 1f we had been as contented 
or fearful as they. But we recount the past 
not to condemn them, or to boast of our ac
complishments. We do it to light the way 
for the future. 

My point is this: You who led and have 
continued the revolutionary movement to 
bring electrical power to rural America must 
not call the job finished and abandon the 
paths that lead to greater progress. 

Demands of tomorrow-in a vibrant ex
panding economy-will dwarf the electric 
power requirements of yesterday. The need 
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for expanding REA cooperatives grows daily 
with development of new equipment and ap
pliances. 

But there is something even more impor
tant than your continued advancement of 
the REA cooperative program. You must re
tain your unerring vision and confidence in 
revolutionary ideas of the uses of power. 

Mankind's progress in this age of science 
and technology does not depend alone on the 
success of our research scientists. It depends 
in greater degree on our ability as a people 
to accept change and to seize our opportuni
ties for a. better life for all men. 

We stand near the threshold of a bright 
new world, where nuclear power may cure 
most dread diseases; where salt water may be 
made fresh so the desert may bloom as the 
rose, and where men may travel to the stars 
and bring back treasures more precious than 
Columbus and other explorers found in the 
New World. 

There is a. great challenge before us on 
President John F. Kennedy's New Frontier. 
It is a. challenge not just for the few, but for 
the many; not just for the wise, but for the 
courageous; not just for those wealthy in 
bank accounts, but for those rich in com
passion, hope, and vision. 

Some of the decisions before us will be 
more revolutionary and controversial than 
the REA program was in its beginning, and 
much more important to the destiny of man. 

In the final analysis, we and our children 
will be called upon to decide whether 
Americ~as the torchbearer of world free
dom-will practice the social justice free
dom demands; whether as a. people pro
fessing the Christian ethic, we will find it in 
our hearts to follow the gospel of brother
hood among men to_ feed the hungry and care 
for the ill; whether as men intelligently 
pursuing peace while zealously protecting 
the ideal of human liberty, we can find a way 
to endure in a. world half free and half slave. 

These are some of the grave challenges 
before us on the New Frontier. But with 
Americans like you, leaders who h ave dem
onstrated vision linked with faith, I have no 
doubt we can meet these trials, and more, 
so long as we do justly, love mercy, and walk 
humbly with God. 

Obscene Literature 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. WILLIAM C. CRAMER 
OF FLORIDA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. CRAMER. Mr. Speaker, some 
progress has been made in the all-out 
struggle against the .nationwide peddlers 
of :tilth, but the battle is far from over. 
Lewd material is still being sent into 
millions of American homes despite all 
that local law enforcement agencies, the 
Post Office Department, and the Depart
ment of Justice have been able to do. 
This business of trafficking lewd material 
has been estimated as being in excess of 
a half billion dollars a year. 

I have today introduced a bill which 
deals specifically with section 1461 of 
title 18 of the United States Code. That 
section provides a criminal penalty for 
use of the mails to sell and distribute 
obscene literature and medicines and de
vices designed to prevent conception or 
produce abortion. So far as it goes, the 
present statute is entirely commendable. 
However, ·the paragraph pertaining to 

obscene literature has proved to be en
tirely inadequate. Accordingly, while 
my bill would retain and preserve the 
other paragraphs of section 1461, it would 
drastically amend and greatly strengthen 
the obscene literature paragraph. In so 
doing, it treats the problem in four sep
arate parts: 

First. The first part concerns the mail
ing of obscene literature to schoolchil
dren and other children under the age of 
19 years. 

Second. The second part concerns all 
persons other than such children. 

Third. The third part concerns those 
who use the mails for transporting ob
scene literature to middlemen or retail
ers for further circulation or disposition. 

Fourth. The fourth part applies to 
those who receive the literature from the 
mails for such future circulation or dis
tribution. 

While my bill effectively covers every 
link in the filthy chain of depraved smut 
merchants who employ the U.S. mails as 
the vehicle for their despicable trade, it 
also maintains the continuing offense 
concept whereby violators can be prose
cuted either, first, in the judicial district 
in which the obscene literature was 
deposited in the mails, second, in any 
judicial district through which the mails 
passed, or, third, in the judicial district 
where the literature was delivered. This 
is the concept which Congress originally 
wrote into section 3237 of title 18, but 
which the 1958 Supreme Court decision, 
in the case of United States against Ross, 
repealed. The concept was revived and 
refortified in the 85th Congress, with 
the enactment of legislation similar to 
my bill, H.R. 1185, which became Public 
Law 85-796. 

One of the most important features 
of my bill is its more comprehensive and 
more specific definition of obscene mat
ter. It includes not only literature, but 
any article, matter, thing, device, or 
substance of any kind which would sug
gest, induce, arouse, incite, or cause, 
directly or indirectly, first, lewd libidi
nous, lustful, indecent, obscene, immoral, 
or depraved thoughts, desires, or acts; 
second, the use of such things for any 
illegal purposes or in any illegal manner, 
or third, cause a corruptive, depraved, 
or immoral effect. 

The argument might be espoused that 
this definition is too broad and overly 
restrictive and might outlaw the use of 
the mails for the transportation of cer
tain legitimate medicines and devices. 
However, my bill contains a saving clause 
which exempts such mailing for bona 
fide medical, educational, and research 
purposes. 

There is also the argument that there 
is no statutory test to apply to the inter
pretation of the definition of obscenity. 
However, my bill does contain such a 
test, one which grew up with the formu
lation of common law and case law, 
viz, the so-called reasonable man test. 
There can be no conviction and no pen
alty under this bill unless the literature 
or device in question is obscene "in the 
opinion of the normal, reasonable, and 
prudent individual." 

There are those who would contend 
that this legislation would make the 

Government an arbitrary censor and 
would violate the freedom of the press 
and speech clause of the Constitution. 
Such an argument is entirely without 
foundation. With respect to censorship, 
the Supreme Court has frequently inter
preted the first amendment, and Mr. 
Justice Murphy in 1942 said, Chaplinsky 
against New Hampshire: 

There are certain well-defined • • • 
classes of speech, the prevention and punish
ment of which have never been thought to 
raise any constitutional problem. These in
clude the lewd and obEcene • • • which by 
their very utterance inflict injury or tend 
to incite an immediate breach of the peace. 

This, of course, applies with equal 
force to the publication of obscene ideas 
and speech or pictures. 

My bill provides a penalty of $5,000 or 
5 years' imprisonment, or both, for the 
first offense and $10,000 or 5 years, or 
both, for each subsequent offense under 
this new subsection. The records of the 
Post Office Department disclose repeated 
convictions of the same violators operat
ing under assumed names, aliases, or dif
ferent trade names. These indecent 
people follow the practice of incorporat
ing their businesses under the laws of 
their State of domicile. As soon as the 
corporation is convicted, they simply 
dissolve the corporation and form a new 
one. The penalty provisions of my bill 
would constitute a substantial deterrent 
and a just punishment. I have only 
praise for the postal authorities and the 
enforcement officers of the Justice De
partment-they have done a good job 
with the tools they have. However, they 
need more tools and better tools. I sin
cerely believe those tools have been 
forged in my bill-possibly they need 
more polishing and sharpening, but it is 
up to the Congress to finish the task, 
and, I urgently feel, should proceed to do 
so immediately. We have here some
thing of paramount national interest. 
Every year, a horde of criminals, using 
the mails as a vehicle of extortion, fleece 
thousands of our people of millions of 
dollars with a variety of fraudulent 
schemes which defy the ingenuity of the 
honest man. We cannot afford it, and as 
a moral matter we cannot tolerate it. 
We must stop the flow of obscenity. 

Rural Electrification: Today and 
Tomorrow 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. H. CARL ANDERSEN 
OF MINNESOTA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. ANDERSEN of Minnesota. Mr. 
Speaker, under permission to extend my 
remarks, I have the privilege of calling 
to the attention of the membership the 
attached copy of a speech, in part, made 
by my colleague, the Honorable WALT 
HoRAN, of Washington, to the National 
Rural Electric Cooperative Association's 
annual meeting at Dallas, Tex., on Feb
ruary 14, 1961. I would like to urge all 
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Members to study. this speech carefully 
as it gives in a very few words the ob
jectives and accomplishments of REA 
during the last 26 years. 
RURAL ELECTRIFICATION: TODAY AND TOMORROW 
(Address of Representative WALT HORAN, 19th 

annual meeting, National Rural Electric 
Cooperative Association, Dallas, Tex., Feb
ruary 14, 1961) 
I am delighted to be here today and hon

ored by your invitation to address the annual 
meeting of the National Rural Electric Co
operative Association. 

This beautiful city in the great Sta·re of 
Texas is an appropriate place for a meeting 
of this organization. One of the first REA 
loans was made in September 1935 to the 
Bartlett Electronic Cooperative in Bartlett, 
Tex., down near Austin. · Texas today has 
more REA cooperatives with more miles of 
lines serving more consumers than any other 
State. As of November 30, 1960-97 Texas 
borrowers had built 156,000 miles of lines 
to serve 418,000 consumers in this large 
State. 

My own State of Washington can modestly 
claim the highest per member consumption 
of electricity in the Nation and the lowest 
per kilowatt cost for wholesale purchases. 
Also 7 of our 13 Washington REA coopera
tives have completely discharged their fi
nancial obligations to the REA. 
· Texas has a much more important reason 
for pride in REA, however. It was a great 
Texan, with whom I have had the privilege 
to work in the Congress, who in 1936 au
thored and sponsored the first Rural Electri
fication Act in the U.S. House of Representa
tives. 

I refer, of course, to the admired, respect
ed, and beloved Speaker of the House, SAM 
RAYBURN. It has been said by others, and I 
repeat, that had the service of Mr. SAM in 
the House been limited to the joint author
ship and sponsorship of this act alone, it 
would h ave been sufficient to give immor
tality to his name. Certainly the legisla
tion could not have been passed without 
the Speaker's special talent for winning ac
ceptance of a controversial measure by rec
onciling the judgments of men of strong 
conviction but of opposite views. 

Another great statesman who always 
fought valiantly for the public interest spon
sored the REA bill in the senate, Senator 
George Norris, of Nebraska. There have been 
some great names in rural electrification. 
Among them, Gifford Pinchot, Franklin 
Roosevelt, George Norris, Sam Rayburn, and 
Morris Llewellyn Cooke, the first REA Ad
minist rator. Bipartisan in its original spon
sorship, REA has enjoyed bipartisan support 
ever since. 

There is little need to review here the 
history of the success o-f REA. During the 
25th aniversary last year, it was recited in 
the Halls of Congress and throughout the 
country, but you people have lived this his
tory. Some repetition is not amiss, however, 
for if we are to look intelligently and con
structively to the future , we need to keep in 
mind where we are today and how we got 
there. Rural electrification is not merely a 
xnatter of mechanical technology, but is a 
social force helping to mold the culture o-f 
rural life. The program has exercised a pow
erful social and economic influence in our 
rural society for 26 years. With imagination, 
courage, and intelligent planning, it should 
continue to be just as constructive a force 
Sn the future. 

We are all familiar with that repeated 
figure that less than 11 percent of our farms 
·were receiving electricity from a central sta
tion. Similarly when the telephone loan en
lll.bling law was enacted in 1949 approximately 
-'0 percent of farms had telephone service
practically unchanged since 1920. As a 
measure of the REA's continuing growth, 

let's take a look at some of the most recent 
statis-tics. 

In July 1960 over 4¥2 million farms, or 97 
percent, were electrified. More than ·half of 
them get their electricity from REA-financed 
systems. 

A total of $4.4 billion has been authorized 
by the Congress for this program. As of 
November 1960 the REA has approved loans 
of $4.2 billion to 1,087 P,orrowers and 93 per
cent of REA loans went to cooperatives. 

Nearly 5 million consumers in 46 States, 
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands were 
receiving electricity through 1 Y2 million 
miles of lines. It is estimated that by 1975 
the number of consumers will increase to 
more than 6 million. 

Speaker Rayburn's prediction that farm
ers would become large consumers of elec
tricity has certainly proved accurate. Farm
ers have found more than 400 uses for 
electricity, and monthly average use has 
increased from 40 kilowatt-hours in 1937 to 
146 in 1950 and to 345 kilowatt-hours in 
1959. By 1970 it is estimated that this figure 
will almost double. As early as 1948, Edison 
Institute found that average kilowatt con
sumption per month for all residential or 
domestic services (chiefly urban) was 36 
kilowatt-hours less than average monthly 
consumption on farms. 

Of considerable significance is that the 
average cost per kilowatt-hour for residential 
rural electric consumers is about 2¥2 cents. 
Contrast this with the 15 to 25 cents cost 
to farmers before the rural electrification 
program started. 

On the financial side also the program has 
been successful. By November of 1960, the 
Government had received a total of $1.3 bil
lion in repayment. This included $435 mil
lion in interest and $160 million paid on 
principal ahead of schedule. Only one bor
rower was overdue in payments and seven 
cooperatives had repaid their loans in full 
from revenues. 

The rural telephone program has also 
made progress during the past 10 years. 
Congress has authorized a total of $759 mil
lion and REA has approved loans of $732 
million to 727 borrowers-less than 30 per
cent of these borrowers are cooperatives. 
Nearly $41 million has been repaid including 
$18 million in interest and $4 million in ad
vance payments. More than 370,000 miles 
of line have been built and the number of 
subscribers has increased from less than 
17,000 in 1950 to 1¥2 million in November 
1960. 

I am proud of my record, along with a 
bipartisan majority of consistent defense of 
REA and support of a continuing improve
ment in electric and telephone service to 
our farmers at prices which they can afford 
to pay. Contrary to the impression the 
special interest groups are trying to give 
the American people, the REA cooperatives 
represent free enterprise at its very best 
and strengthen our democracy. American 
cooperatives, including rural electrics, are 
owned by 14 million families. There are 
only half that number-some 7%. million
American stockholders of noncooperative 
corporate shares, according to a recent Uni
versity of Michigan study. 

Let us now take a look at the future and 
the responsibility and place REA should 
assume in that future. 

Obviously we must move ahead, as rapidly 
as possible, with the rural telephone pro
gram. In this modern age, communication 
is so important that no rural home should 
be without the use of a telephone. The 
completion of the rural electrification pro
gram should also be pushed, although I sus
pect that the lack of electricity on many of 
those remaining farms is the result of eco
nomic conditions rather than availab1lity o! 
a nearby line. 

The bringing of electricity to the farmer 
has undoubtedlY. solved many problems. It 

has provided the comforts of the city dwell
er to the rural areas and it has reduced 
the drudgery of the farmer and his family 
by mechanizing the farm. 

In solving these problems, however, others 
have been created. More power must be 
put on the lines to operate the milking 
machines, water pumps, silo fillers, chicken 
brooders, heat lamps, television sets, wash
ing machines, irons and the other hundreds 
of uses for electricity on the farm. Power 
demands have been doubling every 5 to 7 
years. In 1940 REA borrowers distributed 
300 million kilowatt-hours and the amount 
has increased to over 25 billion kilowatt
hours in 1959. By 1964 REA estimates input 
of power (excluding sales from one REA bor
rower to another) at 44 billion kilowatt .. 
hours. 

Because of the nature of power trans
mission, the increases in number of cus
tomers with higher levels of utilization re
quire heavier cables, transformers and the 
like. The present load on rural lines was 
not envisioned when they were built--and 
even if it had been, adequate construction 
would hav~ been too costly to consider then. 

Automation has caught up with the farm
er as it has with the miner, the factory 
worker, and all other production operations 
in our land. Today we produce more food 
with less manpower than ever before-the 
labor o-f one man can provide food . and 
:fiber for 25 instead of the 3 or 4 of a quar
ter of a century ago. As a result we are 
piling up farm surpluses, and increasing 
underemployment on the farm. The De
partment of Agriculture, using 1957 data, 
estimated that 1.2 million farm males
nearly one-fourth of the total number of 
farm males with any income-were under
employed. The number must be even 
greater at the present time. Some econo
mists estimate that industry could recruit a 
million workers each year from our farms 
without creating food or fiber shortages. 
Underemployment is a major problem for 
which some solution must be found. In 
my opinion the solution lies in increased 
rural industry which will necessitate even 
larger power supplies than now contem
plated. 

Rural electrification has caused the devel
opment of a great modern dairy industry 
and fishing industry-both dependent on 
refrigeration. It has been in the past a 
boon to many small businesses and has even 
saved some small towns. New main street 
businesses and factories have been created 
by the vast new markets, methods, and pro
duction made possible by rural electricity. 
New recreational sites have been developed 
and old ones expanded. Summer homes, 
camps, fishing and hunting lodges and other 
facilities have sprung up on lakes and 
streams to be enjoyed by city and country 
dwellers more than ever before. Filling sta
tions line the highways of the Nation even 
in remote areas and automobiles have be
come a primary means of travel. 

All of these, however, have been inciden
tal to the promotion of rural electrifica
tion for the benefit of the farmer and rural 
dweller which was the positive program es
tablished by the act of 1936. 

The success of the rural electrification 
program can be a beacon light to guide the 
way to the development needed to achieve 
for our rural population a standard of liv
ing of which we can be justly proud. We 
know from our experience of 26 years with 
REA that what needs to be done c~n be done 
by cooperation. 

There will be many obstacles, but these 
can be overcome by understanding. Essen
tial to the entire effort is a continuous in
formation and educational program for the 
farmer, the nonfarm rural dweller, and for 
the Members of Congress. Full knowledge 
and understanding of the program by these 
people cannot be taken for granted. Th~y 
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are continually subjected to the propaganda 
of those who seek to weaken, to curtail, and 
even to . destroy, the, REA. You in this 
organization have the best medium in the 
world With which to combat opposition
the membership of cooperatives, and satis
fied customers. The job requires a well 
organized, all out program of serious, imag
inative, factual information to all present 
and future customers of REA financed sys
tems, explaining the REA program, its ac
complishments, its purposes, its goals, and 
most of all the benefits of a program which 
gives consumers electricity at a minimum 
cost. This is a tremendously important as
signment, and the NRECA should assume 
major responsibility for carrying it out ef
fectively and suc~essfully. 

In conclusion, let me summarize in three 
sentences: 

In my opinion, meeting the demands for 
more power and developing small industry 
throughout our rural ~eas to absorb under
employment, are the crucial problems con
fronting our rural society in the future. 
They are so interrelated that the solution 
of the one depends upon the other. The 
manner in which these problems are solved 
will determine whether the REA and the 
rural electric cooperatives of the future will 
be the progressive socla.I and economic force 
in rural America which it has been in the 
past. 

Washington Report 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. BRUCE ALGER 
OF TEXAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. ALGER. Mr. Speaker, under 
leave to extend my remarks in the REc
ORD, I include my Washington Report of 
February 25, 1961: 

WASHINGTON REPORT 

(By Congressman BRucE .ALGER, Fifth District, 
Texas) 

FEBRUARY 25, 1961. 
Temporary unemployment compensation 

(TUC) and aid for dependent children 
(ADC) kept the Ways and Means Committee 
busy this week. Both the emergency desig
nation and first administration bills gave 
an urgency to our deliberation. Meanwhile, 
other committees, now fully organized, con
sider other legislation for later House action. 

TUC would provide 13 additional weeks (at 
50 percent the weekly benefits) of compen
sation reimbursable by the Federal Govern
ment beyond the respective States' present 
programs, provided the States now grant 26 
weeks' compensation or take legislative action 
to do so. At present, unemployment com
pensation is financed by a State payroll tax 
paid by employers of up to 2.7 percent of 
the first $3,000 paid each employee and by a 
0.3-percent Federal tax on the same amount. 
The TUC now proposed would be financed 
by the increase of the Federal tax by 0.4 per
cent on $3,000 payroll or $12 per employee 
paid by the employer if he has 4 or more 
employees. Example, Texas has a 24-week 
maximum. Texas could now receive an ad
ditional 10 weeks of Federal compensation 
Without State legislative change (12 weeks 
more, totaling 36 weeks, is 10 weeks beyond 
the 26 required). By legislative change to 
a State maximum of 26 weeks, Texas' cov
ered workers could then receive an addi
tional 13 weeks. Whether Texas takes the 
Federal help or not, the employers Will be 
forced to pay the tax. 

My criticism includes the following: (1) 
The need for a Federal TUC has not been 
clearly established. Exhaustions of unem
ployment compensation is running welLbe
low the 1958 recession level when a ditferent 
Federal loan-type TUC was adopted. Fur
ther, industrial production and plant and 
equipment expenditure are well above that 
period. ·Personal income is running $50 bil
lion annual rate higher than December 1957. 
Finally, GNP (gross national product) is run
ning at $503 billion, a high level; (2) unem
ployment compensation basically is an insur
ance program, not a relief program. TUC 
providing relief Will jeopardize what is a 
sound State planned and administered pro
gram; (3) the TUC coerces the States, re
spect! vely, to take the Federal program in 
trying to get back tax money through the 
proffered Federal reimbursement; (4) in
creased taxes will increase prices and cut con
sumer's purchasing power. Should the 
employer not be able to absorb the cost or 
pass it on in higher prices, there will be more 
unemployment a.nd business failure; ( 5) 
Federal standards are a clear danger replac
ing State planning. ·Duration of compensa
tion is here prescribed: (6) States are al
ready taking positive action. Fifteen have 
set up trigger or automatic TUC programs 
since the last Federal TUC program. This 
Federal intrusion will upset the happy Fed
eral-State balance that has resulted in a 
$6.6 billion States' trust funds accumulation. 
The States have this on hand now for unem
ployment compensation without Federal aid. 

Aid for dependent children (ADC) is a 
Federal-State matching program (60:-40 per
cent). At present children can receive aid if 
the parent is dead, disabled, or absent. Fed
erally, unemployment is not reason for such 
aid, and this bill would so provide. Many 
States now care for such children under 
general assistance. The issue in this aid 
for dependent children is not concern for 
needy children. We are all believers in help
ing the needy. The question is how best to 
do the job, which means, what level of gov
ernment is best suited for the job. Nor do I 
eliminate the real and continuing role of 
private organizations and people which make 
a contribution that must be taken into 
account. 

As for government, I believe this is a case 
of the government closest to the people serv
ing the people best. Local and State gov
ernments are now providing aid for depend
ent children of the unemployed beyond pri
vate agencies. Yet we are told that general 
assistance without Federal funds must be re
placed by ADC no matter what the local 
relief facilities. Indeed, the Federal Gov
ernment does not even know the extent of 
aid at the local level. This is outside their 
area of jurisdiction and knowledge. It is 
easy then for some to jump to the conclu
sion that such relief is not available because 
it isn't Federal and duly accredited. Nor 
can I agree with the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare who positively stated 
that the national conscience is more acute 
than State or local in such relief matters. 
There is no concern, certainly not the Federal 
Government, greater than that of the citi
zens of a community where the hardships 
exist which are seen and known. The 60:-40 
percent matching basis, while tempting to 
many States, is not assurance of a better 
program than now exists in the various com
munities. True, it is financial coercion on 
the States to accept the program. This pro
gram will cost, as estimated, and this could 
be too modest, $305 mllllon. To this extent, 
the budget will be unbalanced. No States 
asked for this program but were talked into 
it, so far as we know. Since the reason given 
is to stimulate the national economy, we are 
picking a peculiar area in which to legislate 
for that purpose. We are simply back to a 
basic decision, whether local and State or 
Federal Government is to do the job. Aid to 

education, the abov'8 bill, a.nd other Kennedy 
proposals demonstrate clearly the adminis
tration solutions to all problems is to spend 
and tax, spend and tax, the solution found 
wanting in the past. 

Statement of Representative James 
Roosevelt, of California, Before the 
House Administration Committee on 
Requested Appropriation of the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities, 
87th Congress, 1st Session, February 
21, 1961 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JAMES ROOSEVELT 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, ·February 27, 1961 

Mr. ROOSEVELT. Mr. Speaker, on 
February 21, at the invitation of the 
House Administration Committee, I pre
pared a statement concerning the re
quested appropriation of the House Com
mittee on Un-American Activities. In
asmuch as this matter will be before 
the House on Wednesday, March 1, I in
clude it herewith for the information of 
my colleagues: 

Mr. Chairman, distinguished members of 
this committee, as you know, on the last 
day of 1960 I sent a letter to other Mem.;; 
bers of the House suggesting that public 
hearings should be held by the House Com
mittee on Administration regarding the 1961 
budget request of the House Committee on 
On-American Activities. I followed that 
letter with a formal request to the chair
man of this committee to hold such hear
ings. Shortly thereafter, he replied that it 
was not customary to hold such hearings on 
a budgetary request by a committee of the 
House, but he invited me to appear before 
this committee and to present my views. 

I am here today in response to that invi
tation. While I thank this committee for 
the opportunity to appear, I must respect
fully add that it is no substitute for the 
kind of testing budgetary hearing to which 
we generally subject executive agencies. Nor 
can I understand why we should exempt 
ourselves and our committees !rom similar 
hearings when a serious challenge is made to 
the budget request of one of our commit
tees; of course, I hope to convince you that 
my challenge to the budget request of the 
Un-American Activities Committee is a se
rious one, raising serious questions. I think 
we invite the criticism that we treat the 
House as a club, privileged to a degree when 
we do not concede to others, if we set a 
double standard for approving budget re
quests-a standard which favors the legisla
tive over the executive branch, procedurally 
and substantively. Therefore, I urge this 
committee to reconsider whether custom is 
a sufficient reason for treating ourselves 
more leniently and superficially than others. 
I simply leave that question with you and 
pass on to my main purpose in appearing 
today. 

I believe I have been frank in my criticism 
of the Un-American Activities Committee. I 
have repeatedly pointed out that I consider 
it a bad institution which has tended to 
grow worse in its depredations on our liber
ties as well as on our democratic reputation 
in the world today. I do not pretend to think: 
that its continued existence can be justified 
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merely by reducing its appropriations. 
Careful cost accounting cannot transform an 
inherently bad institution into a good one. 
What is really needed is a root and branch 
excision of the committee itself from the 
body of this House. 

Still, I must and do recognize the practical, 
political difficulties in accomplishing such 
surgery today, and I equally recognize the 
limited concern of this committee in invit
ing my views today. Therefore, with the 
brief preliminary statement that I believe 
the main reason for drastically reducing the 
requested appropriation for the Un-Ameri
can Activities Committee is the fact that 
virtually every cent given to it is spent in 
injuring our citizens and weakening our 
democratic institutions, I intend to turn to 
more detailed and empirical criticisms of 
the way the committee spends its money. 
That is, I intend to apply to the committee
as I shall call it, for brevity's sake here
after-the same tests of economy in opera
tion, jurisdictional self-restraint, perform
ance of delegated functions, and the like, 
which we regularly apply to other govern
mental agencies which appear before us to 
justify their budget requests. Since these 
criticisms are all of them secondary to the 
Ultimate criticism of the committee, I have 
not made any attempt to list them in order 
of gravity. As I have in the past, I will 
take as my text the committee's own sum
mary of its activities during the past year. 
This is its "Annual Report for the Year 
1960." I have several extra copies of that 
report-which I shall call "the 1960 report" 
hereafter-for the use of this committee. 

Every committee of this House must basi
cally justify its cost to the country-indeed, 
its very existence-by its work in evaluating 
the need for legislation and by maintain
ing inte111gent oversight of the executive 
agencies which implement our laws. Such 
other functions as they perform are second
ary to these. It is, therefore, astonishing to 
see how little the committee has accom
plished in these basic matters entrusted to 
it and what a very large proportion of its 
entire costly work last year was devoted to 
nothing more or less than justification of its 
own existence. I remind you gentlemen 
that the reference point for these remarks is 
the fact that the committee last year was our 
third largest in budget appropriation. 

As nearly as I can determine, during the 
86th Congress, the committee spent a total 
of over $850,000, composed of the following 
amounts: 
Salaries paid committee statu-

tory employees ______ ________ $211, 762. 52 
Stationery supplies____________ 2, 414. 90 
Stamps-------------- ·--------- 480. 00 
Printing (estimated costs by 

resolutionP----------------- 17,361.33 
Expenditure from funds au-

thorized for studies and in-
vestigations ($654,000 appro-
priated, $33,776.32 unexpend
ed)------------------------- 620,223.68 

TotaL ___ ______ - - ------- 852,242.43 

l (In addition, those printing items which 
are printed on direct requisition from the 
committee, such as staff studies, hearings, 
reports, committee prints, etc., in amounts 
of 1,000 copies under the printing and bind
ing ·regulations are not shown.) 

From this, it can be seen that the commit
tee left unexpended $33,776.32, and for such 
small favors we should be grateful. Final 
figure, according to the CONGRESSIONAL REC• 
oan, February 17, 1961, was $37,878.22. 

Now, if mere number of legislative recom
mendations-sheer activity without value or 
likely result-were our test, I concede the 
committee would meet the test passably. 
This quantitative test leaves much unsaid, 
however. 

I invite your attention to pages 121 to 137 
of the 1960 annual report where the commit
tee discusses its legislative recommendations. 

First of an, you will note that the com
mittee recommends further study of pass
port control legislation. However, this is 
not even a matter entrusted to the com
mittee under its basic legislative authoriza
tion (Public Law 601 , 79th Cong., and House 
rule XI, par. 18). I remind you of the 
language of that authority, which is identi
cal in both the law and the rule and which 
authorizes the committee: "• • • to make 
from time to time investigations of ( 1) the 
extent, character, and objects of un-Ameri
can propaganda activities in the United 
States, (2) the diffusion within th~ United 
States of subversive and un-American propa
ganda that is instigated from foreign coun
tries or of a domestic origin and attacks the 
principle of the form of government as guar
anteed by our Constitution, and (3) all other 
questions in relation thereto that would aid 
Congress in any necessary remedial legisla
tion." 

Let me emphasize that propaganda is the 
keyword in this mandate. It is the basis 
and also the limit of its authority. 

Passport legislation is a matter we have 
entrusted to other committees of this 
House-Foreign Affairs and Judiciary-for 
reasons too sound to argue. Therefore, 
when the Un-American Activities Commit
tee spends time and money on this matter, 
it has not only gone beyond its basic con
cern with propaganda, but it has wastefully 
duplicated the work of one and, perhaps, 
two other House committees. 

This twin theme of jurisdictional excess 
and wasteful duplication runs through a 
great portion of the committee's perennial 
work, and particularly its purported legisla
tive work. 

Thus, I ask you to note in reading on 
pages 126 through 136 of the committee's 
1960 report in which it sets forth its other 
legislative recommendations that the vast 
majority of them are simply not the com
mittee's business. 

For example, it seems clear to me that 
Smith Act questions are properly the concern 
of the Judiciary Committee (as they are in 
the Senate). The Federal employee security 
program is the business of the Post Office 
and Civil Service Committee, industrial se
curity is within the purview of the Armed 
Forces, Atomic Energy, and Education and 
Labor Committees, and that the other pro
posed laws listed on page 136 are variously 
referrable to the Merchant Marine and Fish
eries, Judiciary, and Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committees. 

One bill, H.R. 12753, 86th Congress, dealing 
with foreign political propaganda, I will con
cede ·falls within the Un-American Activities 
Committee's purview, but this seems to me 
to be pretty slim pickings. 

To all this I expect it will be replied first 
that a second view on these matters cannot 
hurt, but that is precisely the sort of waste
ful double work and interfering confusion 
for which we so severely criticize executive 
agencies, as in the case of simultaneous de
velopment of the same weapons by two de
partments. Surely we must hold ourselves 
to the same standard when the public's 
money and our limited energies are involved. 
Moreover, the committee's concern with 
matters properly belonging to other com
mittees implies a lack of mutual confidence 
which is hardly flattering to the House. 

Nor is the 86th Congress an exception to 
the committee's far-ranging and apparently 
unlimited jurisdictional aggrandizement. 
In the publication entitled "Legislative Rec
ommendations by House Committee on Un
American Activities," released December 30, 
1960, the committee itself proudly lists in 
the foreword the subjects in which it has 
made recommendations. They include, to 
name but a few such far-ranging legislative 

areas as "Refusal ·of Foreign Countties To 
Accept Deportees"; "Statutory Period for 
Revocation of Naturalization"; "Limitation 
of PrOsecution for Passport Frauds"; "Pen
alty for Contempt of Congress"; "statute of 
Limitations in Espionage Cases"; "Single Es
pionage Statute for Peace and War"; "Immu
nity for Congressional Witnesses"; "Techni
cal Surve1llance (Wiretapping)"; "Registra
tion of Persons With Training in Espionage"; 
"Contradictory Statements Under Oath To 
Be Punished as Perjury"; "Clarification of 
Certain Terms in the Smith Act"; "Fraudu
lent Use of Social Security Cards"; "Statute 
of Limitations for Perjury." 

Now, I do not mean to imply that the 
other subjects listed that I have not men
tioned fall within the committee's juris
diction. I just chose the most flagrant cases 
on their face. If words mean what they seem 
to mean, what possible justification can there 
be for the committee to roam in these Ely
sian fields of legislative treasure, other than 
the desire to self-perpetuate itself by means 
of providing copy for sometimes rather tired 
headlines. For example, the rules of the 
House clearly state that espionage is within 
the jurisdiction -of the judiciary. Yet, in 
Congress after Congress, the committee 
holds hearings, using taxpayers' money to 
come up with recommendations in thls 
field. · 

Wiretapping has been another fertile field 
for committee interest. No matter what view 
is taken of wiretapping, there is just no 
justification for the committee feeling that 
it is its baby as it did in the 8lst, 82d, 83d, 
84th, 85th, and 86th Congresses. 

It should be pointed out that the . com
mittee itself notes-with what I assume to 
be some chagrin-some of the proposals it 
has made in the past. In the footnote on the 
bottom of page 1 of "Legislative Recom
mendations," it states: "Mention of any bill 
introduced in any session of Congress, 1n this 
report, does not constitute eJ?.dorsement or 
recommendation of the b111 by this com
mittee." Such reticence on the committee's 
part is. indeed, a refreshing note. 

However, let me at this time go over in 
detail its claim of legislative accomplish
ments. 

In June 1958 the House Un-American Ac
tivities Committee first published a report 
entitled "Legislative Recommendations by 
the House Committee on Un-American Ac
tivities-Subsequent Action Taken by Con
gress or Executive Agencies." _ The foreword 
states that the report "summarizes every leg
islative recommendation offered by this com
mittee from 1941 to 1958." 

The report contains 79 recommendation's. · 
(Taking into account identical recommenda
tions made in more than one session of Con
gress, the number is actually 45.) Subse
quent legislative or executive action that was 
taken (impliedly on the basis of the commit
tee's recommendations) is listed beneath 
each recommendation. Of the 79 recom
mendations, relevant legislation was adopted 
in 35 instances. In addition, making adjust
ment for duplication, 31 b1lls were proposed 
upon which Congress failed to act. (There
port states that as of July 1958, 26 of these 
b1lls were still pending before Congress.) 

Analysis of the 35 recommendations 
adopted by Con.gress shows that 30 of them 
were included in 6 statutes: The Internal 
Security Act of 1950; the Immigration and 
Nationality Act of 1952; the Espionage and 
Sabotage Act of 1954; the Immunity Act 
of 1954; the Communist Control Act of 1954 
(amending the Internal Security Act of 
1950); and the act of August 1! 1956, pro
viding for the registration of individuals 
trained in foreign espionage schools. (The 
other five reCommendations, all of which 
were reported out of the Judiciary Commit
tee, concern either the statute of limitations 
of, or penalties for, various criminal 
offenses.) 
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Of these six acts, only two were dealt with 

by the House Committee on Un-American 
Activities: The Internal Security Act of 1950, 
and the Communist Control Act of 1954. 
The other four were referred to the Judi
ciary Committee. The 2 acts account for 
only 14 of the recommendations submitted 
by the House Committee on Un-America.n 
Activities. Of the 14 recommendations, 5 
were contained in the Internal Security Act 
of 1950, and subsequently were repealed and 
made part of the Immigration and Nation
ality Act of 1952. It is interesting to note 
that these five recommendations, which con
cern the entry and deportation of alien 
subversives, wer e not included in the House 
version of the Internal Security Act of 1950 
(H. Rept. 2980, Aug. 22, 1950), but rather 
were proposed in the Senate (S. Rept. 2369, 
Aug. 17, 1950). 

The only legislation for which the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities was 
directly responsible was the Internal Se
curity Act of 1950, and its 1954 amendments. 
Note that only that part of the Communist 
Control Act which amends the Internal Se
curity Act to include Communist-infiltrated 
organ1zations, is attributable to the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities. That 
part of the Communist Control Act outlaw
ing the Communist Party was proposed in 
the Senate, and adopted without committee 
hearings in either House. Indeed, for what 
it is worth, the House Un-American Activi
ties Committee's report on the Internal Se
curity Act of 1950 expressly stated its ob
jections to outlawing a specific organization 
(H. Rept. 2980, Aug. 22, 1950, p. 5). 

Substantively, the Internal Security Act 
and its 1954 amendments are open to serious 
constitutional objections. Perhaps the most 
persuasive objection is that made by the 
present chairman to the 1954 amendment. 
Speaking of this Communist-infiltrated sec
tion of the 1954 bill, Mr. WALTER said: 
"• • • It seems dangerous to us to report a 
far-reaching bill which may, as the Wall 
Street Journal pointed out, 'chip away at 
the very rights we seek to save from that 
(Communist) menace'" (H. Rept. 2651, Aug. 
9, 1954; minority report). 

On December 30, 1960, the Committee on 
Un-American Activities published a revised 
edition of its publication "Legislative Rec
ommendations by the House Committee on 
Un-American Activities." This document 
includes all the recommendations made by 
the committee in 1958 and for the entire 
86th Congress (195~0). For the period of 
1958--60, the committee lists 50 recommenda
tions (pp. 31-48). The report cites 31 bUls 
that were introduced in the House as evi
dence of the legislation initiated by its rec
ommendations. Not a single one of these 
31 bills was enacted into law. 

Throughout the entire report, the com· 
mittee tendentiously claims that each of the 
31 bills introduced in the House of Repre· 
sentatives as a direct consequence of the 
recommendations made by the Un-American 
Activities Committee. If this were so, it 
would be fair to conclude that the subject 
matter a.f the bills would warrant their being 
referred to the Un-American Activities Com· 
mittee for its consideration and report. The 
facts, however, are to the contrary, for only 
11 of the bills were referred to the commit· 
tee. Sixteen were referred to the Judiciary 
Committee, three were referred to the Com· 
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service, and 
one bill was referred to the Foreign Affairs 
Committee. The relevancy of the commit. 
tee's work to the entire legislative process 
is made more graphic when it is realized 
that out of approximately 12,000 b1lls tued 
1n the House of Representatives during the 
86th Congress, the 11 bills that were re· 
!erred to the House Un-American Activities 
Committee constitute nine-tenths of 1 per
cent of the total legislative work product. 
In proportion to the funds granted to and 

used by the committee in the 86th Con· 
gress-t852,000--this minute figure hardly 
justifies its large expenditures. The hard 
work of the Congress is done in the com
mittees which are charged with the duty of 
holding hearings on referred b1lls and re· 
porting them to the House for the guidance 
of their colleagues. This is the real test 
of the usefulness of any congressional com
mittee. The work of the Un-American Ac· 
tivities Committee 1n that respect does not 
pass the test. 

This slim workload of the committee 
is not restricted to the 86th Congress. Dur· 
ing the 6-year period covered by the 83d, 
84th, and 85th Congresses, only 10 bills 
out of over 36,000 filed in the House were 
referred to the Un-American Activities Com· 
mittee. Nothing was heard of them after· 
ward. 

More particularly, in the 1st session of the 
83d Congress, 5,471 bills were introduced 
in the House. At least 30 related in some 
way to the subject over which the Com
mittee asserts jurisdiction. Nonetheless, 
only one of these bills was referred to the 
Un-American Activities Committee. In the 
second session, 3 out of 4,814 bills were 
referred to the committee. One of those was 
tabled and the other two were never reported 
out. It is particularly interesting to note 
that it was the 83d Congress which consid
ered the Communist Control Act, but even 
this bill was not referred to the Un-American 
Activities Committee. Rather, it went to 
the Judiciary Committee. 

The pattern was repeated in the 84th Con· 
gress. There, out of approximately 12,000 
bills filed, only a single one was referred 
to the Un-American Activities Committee. 

And, in the 85th Congress, 5 out of ap
proximately 13,500 bills were referred to the 
committee. Hearings were held on none 
of them. Indeed, from 1947 through 1960, 
the committee held hearings dealing with 
specific legislation in only seven cases. 

The committee, unt111960, held no further 
hearings in connection with specific legisla· 
tion·-at which time it did so with respect 
to H.R. 11580 concerning vessel and port se
curity. Of these seven bills, only one--the 
Internal Security Act--was ever enacted into 
law. That the constitutionality of the In· 
ternal Security Act is questionable is not 
only obvious on its face, but is supported by 
the fact that it is now pending before the 
Supreme Court for the second time. 

In fairness to the committee, it must be 
recognized that three b1lls (H.R. 8121, H.R. 
8429, and H.R. 12753) -which were referred 
to it in the 86th Congress-did pass the 
House. Each of them, however, died in the 
Senate. 

Next, I expect the rejoinder that the com
mittee's jurisdiction is not merely limited 
to propaganda matter. Over the years in 
point of fact, as I have shown, it has arro
gated to itself far broader fields. I think 
that should be stopped here and now. A 
fairly typical and gross example of this legis· 
lative interloping last year was the commit· 
tee's stepping into the controversy over the 
Air Force Training Manual allegation of 
Communist infiltration of churches. Now, 
so far as the House was concerned, the ques· 
tion there was whether this was proper ma· 
terlal for a service training manual or any 
Government publication, regardless of the 
accuracy of the manual. Our Armed Services 
Committee and the Joint Committee on 
Printing were the only committees properly 
concerned with this question. The un. 
American Activities Committee instead 
simply rushed in, ignoring the limitations 
of its mandate. 

Purther examples of this practice are pro
vided by the committee's study of the sus· 
ceptib111ty of the Conelrad radio fac111ties to 
Communist infUtration (1960 report, pp. 
7D-73) , and its study of the defections last 
year of two National Security Agency em· 

ployees to the Soviet Union ( 1960 report, pp. 
75-76). Now, in each case other House com
mittees were already entrusted with oversight 
over both these general subjects. 

However, in each case, the committee 
blithely ignored its mandate and dealt with 
aspects of the matter which were not in any 
event its legitimate concern. In the Conel· 
rad study, it concerned itself with the possi
bility of espionage a.nd physical acts of 
subversion, which have nothing to do with 
propaganda matters. In the case of the 
National Security Agency, it dealt with the 
strengthening of the personnel security pro· 
gram which is equally far outside its 
jurisdiction. More of our money was thus 
misspent on what was none of the commit
tee's proper business. 

The committee's mandate, as I said be
fore, is solely concerned with propaganda. 
Now, of course, this is not the forum in 
which to question whether any agency of 
the Government armed with coercive legal 
powers should be empowered to inquire into 
speech or thought--which is what propa· 
ganda is, after all. But, I think we are at 
least entitled to insist that money appro
priated for the committee having such an 
explosive commission be spent precisely 
within the terms of its mandate. On the 
contrary, the committee has an almost un· 
believable record of branching out into mat· 
ters and activities having nothing to do 
with its mandate. 

Typical is the series of consultations en· 
ti tied "The Crimes of Khrushchev," which 
deal with the inhumanity of the Communist 
regime behind the Iron Curtain ( 1960 re· 
port, pp. 95-102). Another example is the 
expensively printed pictorial summary en. 
titled "Lest We Forget," which is a collection 
of pictures depicting atrocities and misery 
which have occurred behind the Iron Curtain. 

The point I am making is twofold. First, 
none of these committee activities and pub
lications--however reliable they are and 
however horrible the facts they depict-has 
the slightest thing to do with "un-American 
propaganda • • • in the United States," 
which is the committee's mandate. 

Secondly, the committee seems to have 
arrogated to itself the role of being an un· 
defined roving commission as a voice for 
anti-Communists. Native fascism, Ku Klux. 
ism, and other domestic phenomena, which 
some might think were also its business, have 
simply been ignored. Now, whether the 
committee should or should not be an ag· 
gressive anti-Communist voice is highly de· 
batable. The quality of its work, its reputa· 
tion among our allies, the interference with 
aspects of our foreign policy, all suggest a 
negative answer. But it seems perfectly 
clear that the committee should not under· 
take these activities without our prior ap. 
proval any more than, say, the Committee 
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries should 
undertake, without our approval, a survey 
of the missile race. To spend the taxpay· 
ers' money beyond its mandate, and in such 
dubious ways, is indefensible. 

Presumably we would be annoyed, if not 
angered, to find the Army Department at· 
tempting to run the national parks or the 
Securities and Exchange Commission inter· 
vening in labor disputes. Moreover, the 
proof that such jurisdictional trespassing 
is not good or efficient government is right 
here. Out of seven major legislative rec· 
ommendations in 1960, only once did this 
committee stay in its own bailiwick and 
hence only once did it fall merely to dupll· 
cate the inquiry of another committee of 
the House. I suggest that this is a proper 
criterion of its worth and cost to the tax· 
payers of this country. 

A related committee expense was the pub· 
llcation of the lengthy document I referred 
to before entitled, "Legislative Recommenda· 
tions by House Committee on Un-Amerlcan 
Activities." This brings me to the fact that 
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a very large portion of the committee's 
work and expenditures is devoted to justify
ing its existence. Let me suggest to you 
that this formula is foolproof if you accept 
the premise that self-advertisement is a suf
ficient reason for the existence of any Gov
ernment agency. In budgetary terms, I 
think it is about as bad a proposition as can 

' be found. Yet, the self-perpetuation formu
la which can be built on this premise is 
simple: Devote yourself to answering criti
cism and you cannot fall to find further 
need for your own existence. It 1s a sub
species of Parkinson's law. 

Now, the document I have just referred to 
is clearly based on this formula. Indeed, 
only 3 years ago the committee published 
an earlier version of this same document 
with the foreword statement that it an
swered claims that the committee had no 
legislative purpose. (See the 1960 report 
at p. 121, where this is quoted.) The new, 
updated document bas the same purpose
as. its foreword shows. 

I have already suggested how much of this 
supposed legislative activity was duplication 
and also beyond the committee's jurisdic
tion. The numerology of these lengthy 
scorecards is reflective of this fact in that 
most of the claimed legislative achievements, 
in fact, ol'iginated with other House com
mittees which had proper concern with 
them. But it is the cost of these committee 
documents to which I call your attention. 
The committee seems to have taken as its 
theme the title of a recent novel by the 
author, Norman Maller, "Advertisements for 
Myself." How can it be justified unless self
justification itself is our business as legis
lators? 

Self-justification dominates much of the 
committee's work and. therefore, its ex
penditures. Two years ago, it produced a 
document entitled "Operation Abolition," 
which was nothing but a sexies of dossiers of 
people who were members of groups seeking 
the abolition of the committee. The 1960 
report indulges in more of this paranoid and 
inexcusably costly concern and, moreover, 
each reference in the 1960 report itself is 
merely a precis of more detailed coverage 
elsewhere in a separate report or printed 
hearings (virtually every hearing of this 
committee gets printed at the taxpayers' 
expense) , or what are quaintly called con
sultations (also printed, one and all). Re
member that much of this costly and time
consuming activity is concerned solely with 
critics of the committee and is justified on 
the principle that if "you're against us, 
you're un-American." Thus. two separate 
reports on the San Francisco riot incident, 
which the committee's own conduct largely 
precipitated, were deemed necessary because 
of the fact that the public demonstration in 
question was aimed at the committee itself 
(see 1960 report, pp. 77 to 87). Added to 
this, a separate :film was produced and dis
tributed privately for profit and then made 
a House document, at the committee's be
best, although at no public expense because 
of its commercial profitability to the dis
tributor. (Of course, this raises serious 
ethical and legal questions, since the :film 
is distortive and defamatory, but they con
cededly do not concern the committee's 
budget as such.) I suppose we should be 
thankful, though, because the committee's 
prior excursion into the motion picture :field 
in 1958 did cost the taxpayers almost $2,200, 
which was paid to the Army Pictorial Service 
for a film depicting the committee's activi
ties. 

Similarly,. several years ago, the committee 
printed at public expense a document en
titled "The House Committee on Un-Amer
ican Activities: What It Is;. What It Does," to 
explain itself to the public. Again I ask, for 
what other committee do we provide such 
expensive taxpaid insurance against public 
misunderstanding? The trouble, of course, 

is that "by their works shall ye know them," 
and the committee has thus become well 
known and justifiably criticized in a man
ner no other standing committee of the 
House has experienced. Yet, that does not 
justify our paying for costly brochures and' 
public relations efforts. It would be far 
better to support a cut in the committee's 
budget to Jnsure its confinement to work 
which does not require endless self-extenua
tion, name-calllng counterattacks, and the 
like. I think we need not fear criticism if 
we are doing our jobs. But if we spend a 
great part of our time and money just an
swering critfcism, clearly we are not doing 
our jobs. To spend taxpayersr money ex
plaining to them why you are spending It 
is an act of self-levitation; the process Is 
endless and the formula, as I have indicated, 
is perfect. 

Let me point out that in all of this, es
pecially, in the tone and content of its self
glorification work, the committee becomes a 
partisan, rather than the impartial, monitor 
it should be. And, as the tone becomes more 
querulous, more money is spent in the com
mittee's fight against its critics, rather than 
in the execution of its mandate. Thus, as is 
faithfully reported at page 87 of the 1960 
report, one member of the committee so far 
lost his sense of proportion as to claim that 
the angry students in San Francisco were 
toying with treason, literally. Undoubtedly, 
he believed what he said for he said it in 
the committee document film. Now ali this 
is sought to be justified by the claim that 
he who dislikes the committee is either un
American or a dupe. Well, gentlemen, I 
could have brought with me an immense 
supporting chorus of respectable newspapers, 
leading citizens, and impeccable groups to 
echo my views. Most of us know the com
mittee quite wen, I assure you. But the 
point is that however the committee views 
me and others of its critics, its ad hominem 
counterattacks do not constitute real leg
islative activity, nor oversight of the execu
tive branch. They are marginal, petty works 
at best, not worth a cent of tax money, and 
degrading to the dignity of the House. 

Lastly, even taken on its own terms, the 
committee rarely does more than redun
dantly recite what the FBI or another agency 
has already reported. 

For example, when the two National 
Security Agency employees defected this past 
year, the committee rushed into action and 
the headlines, despite the fact that the 
National Security Agency, the FBI, and an
other committee of the House were all con
cerned with the case-actively investigating 
it. 

I have dwelt on this self-justification be
cause it constitutes such a large and striking 
part of the committee's efforts. But let me 
turn to the questions of banality or, at best, 
mere republication of what is generally 
known and freely available elsewhere, which 
figures even more largely in the committee's 
work. A typical example of what I mean
one which repeats itself from year to year
is the committee's concern with so-called 
Aesopian Communist language. By this, the 
committee means generally that Communist 
political expressions are keyed to their 
ideology, rather than Western democratic 
ideals, which is hardly a revelation, even to a 
junior high school student. A typical exam
ple of this belaboring of the obvious can be 
found at the bottom of page 8 of the 1960 
report; it goes a bit far in that it transforms 
Communist Aesopianfsm into committee 
Alice-in-Wonderlandfsm, but I won't burden 
you with more than the page reference. 

Now this kind of banality and pointless 
recapitulation of what others have already 
noted can be done on a large and far more 
expensive scale, as exemplified by two costly 
1960 committee publications, entitled "Facts 
on Communism, Volumes I and II." To
gether, these two publications total 589 pages 

whfch the Congress could well have decided 
not to publish since virtually all of the infor
mation was either well known already or 
available elsewhere for the serious student. 

The same can be said of most of' the com
mittee's ex parte hearings· with friendly wit
nesses and also of its consultations. This last 
novel institution involves the interviewing 
of either an expert on communism or a ren
egade from it, whose testimony-together 
with opening sermon and closing apostrophes 
of committee members;_is then printed. To 
what value? This year, even the chairman 
has conceded in one such case that the 
friendly testimony had merely reminded 
again what we all know about the Soviet 
Union-that it is a threat to world peace. 
Why should we ask our citizens to pay for 
such redundancies?' 

And, speaking of redundancies, let me cite 
one of the most amazing ones that has come 
to my attention as a Member of the House. 

The committee has had one witness appear 
before it at least 11 times in public sessions 
in different cities throughout the country to 
obtain great headlines as committee members 
greeted his testimony as new and revealing. 
The star of these roadshow performances was 
Irving Fishman, deputy collector of customs 
at the port of New York, who is in charge of 
intercepting mall from abroad which the 
Government believes is pornographic or po
litical propaganda. Each time Fishman ap
pears, he drags in unopened mail sacks and 
before the awe-struck eyes of members of 
the coiiUitlttee he pulls out Communist 
propaganda. He has even gone through the 
same act. twice in the same city. 

At the times Fishman has performed these 
tasks, he was receiving his regular salary as 
a customs official, in addition to receiving 
travel and per diem expenses from the com
mitte.e. Admittedly, these sums from the 
committee (and from the taxpayers• pockets, 
ultimately) are not large, but that isn't the 
criteria. Should any committee of this 
House be spending money for roadshows of 
this kind for public performance? 

Now these matters raise another serious 
question about the committee's budget
namely, is the committee properly set up 
to conduct the kind of really fruitful study 
of communism which we need? Its own 
fondness for vituperation, rather than com
prehension, the superficiality of its work, 
the repetitiousness of its publications strong
ly indicate that it is not. If our other 
committees put on similar blinders and 
studied the agricultural surplus, the cold 
war and other such major problems in the 
same shallow, a priori manner, they would 
be helpless to recommend useful legisla
tion or even accurately describe the chal
lenges we face. Thus, it is shocking to note 
what an extraordinarily high percentage of 
the committee's recommended legislation is 
not only of doubtful constitutionality, but 
also likely to alienate our democratic allies. 

In sum, gentlemen, perhaps 20 percent of 
the time does this committee really stick to 
its last. Even in that small portion of its 
activities it engages in alley-cat fights, 
shrill accusations, and produces results of 
such low quality that most people would 
be ashamed to publish or publicize them. 
It is unbelievably repetitious and wordy in 
reporting these platitudinous :findings. All 
too frequently, it recommends what is either 
clearly unconstitutional or has already been 
studied far better by other House commit
tees. The rest of the committee's work 
strays far outside its mandate, also du
plicates the work of other committees and 
tends to assume an aggressive counter
propaganda quality which is only doubtfully 

· appropriate to a congressional committee in 
any event, and is certainly intolerable when 
done without our advance sanction. 

Many of these deficiencies in the com
mittee~s work stem in large part from what 
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I consider its inherently defective character 
as an institution. However, as I have indi
cated, I have not come here today to ex
pound on that larger and more basic prob
lem. The matters I have discussed and 
documented bear directly on the committee 
as a spender of public money which we 
appropriate. They, therefore, are a direct 
concern of the Committee on House Admin
istration. 

My thesis today is that one effective way 
to stop the committee's excesses is to deny 
it the money which it spends on them. That 
money is as excess as the committee work 
which it supports. Give the committee what 
it really needs and will, therefore, use in the 
execution of its mandate. That, as I have 
indicated, is about 20 percent of what it 
requested last year and has again requested 
for this year. 

Gentlemen, that is what we do with an 
executive agency which shows a perennial 
inabiilty to do its job and do it fruitfully. 
That is what we do to an agency which merely 
stands still in one place, repeating itself. 
That is also what we do to an agency which 
repeatedly overreaches itself and tries to take 
over the work properly committed to other 
agencies. The committee is guilty of all 
these vices and more. If there is any doubt 
about what I have said, then I believe hear
ings should be held on this matter, and I will 
document my case in detail. 

There lurks here, as I suggested, the ques
tion of whether we are to treat ourselves as 
a legislative body more favorably than we 
treat the Executive in budgetary matters be
cause of mistaken notions of congressional 
courtesy. 

The new administration is pledged to econ
omy, but it is also morally committed to 
undertake large new works in the public in
terest. We have an equal obligation, par 
ticularly those of us in the majority party, 
to review our congressional appropriations 
with an eye to economy, and also to see that 
what we appropriate for our own use is well 
spent in the service of honest public need. 
There is no need and, hence, no justification 
for the wasteful 80 percent of the commit
tee's budget. I submit to you that its 1961 
appropriation should be reduced accordingly. 

Thank you for your courtesy in hearin g me. 

Freedom for Lithuania 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. HAROLD D. DONOHUE 
OF MASSACHUSETTS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, February 27, 1961 

Mr. DONOHUE. Mr. Speaker, on 
February 19, last, a committee, repre
senting 68 organizations from the 2 Lith
uanian parishes in Worcester, Mass., 
St. Casimir's and Our Lady of Vilna, 
sponsored exercises in the parish hall of 
Our Lady of Vilna marking the 43d an
niversary of the Declaration of Inde
pendence by Lithuania. 

I should like to insert at this point a 
report of this observance which appeared 
in the Worcester (Mass.) Telegram 
newspaper issue of February 20, 1961. 

I have been asked to include, also, the 
address I delivered on this occasion, to
gether with the remarks made on a radio 
program by Anthony Miller, Esq., a 
prominent attorney in the city of 
Worcester of Lithuanian descent. 

The newspaper article and addresses 
follow: 

GROUPS OBSERVE LITHUANIAN ANNIVERSARY 
U.S. Representative HAROLD D. DONOHUE, 

told 1,200 persons representing 52 local 
Lithuanian organizations yesterday, that 
public opinion will someday force the Soviet 
Union to free Lithuania. 

DoNOHUE was principal speaker at the 43d 
anniversary observance of the founding of 
the Republic of Lithuania, held in Our Lady 
of .Vilna parish hall. 

"With the continued fight on our part, 
freedom-loving nations, and the United Na
tions, and by holding meetings like this one 
today, public opinion all over the world 
will arouse Russia to relinquish control over 
all these small countries which it has sub
jected," he said . 

He noted that public opinion has resulted 
in Western powers relinquishing control 
over colonies in Asia and Africa. 

Peter Viscinis, of Brockton, director of 
the radio program "Liberty Bell," outlined 
Lithuania's history from its birth as a re
public following World War I, to its subjuga
tion by the Soviet Union in World War II. 
He urged continued effort by Lithuanian 
groups to support the United States and 
other countries in efforts to restore an in
dependent Lithuania. 

Earlier, delegates from St. Casimir's 
Church, and Our Lady of Vilna Church, the 
Lithuanian Aid Association, and the Lithu
anian Community of the United States of 
America, Worcester branch, adopted sev
eral resolutions. 
- They were: 

"That the United States continue to re-· 
fuse to recognize the unjust annexation of 
Lithuania by the Soviet Union; 
· "That the Soviet Union be compelled to 
leave Lithuania and to arrange for the re
turn of Lithuanians forced into exile; 

"That the Soviet Union permit Lithuania 
to hold a free ple:biscite with a secret ballot 
·supervised by the United Nations; 

"That all free nations realize true peace 
cannot exist as long as the one main prin
ciple of communism is directed to mastery 
of the entire human race; and 

"That Lithuania be admitted to the United 
Nations." 

Rt. Rev. Msgr. Constantine A. Vasys, pas
tor of Our Lady of Vilna Church, gave the 
invocation. 

Masses earlier in the day were celebrated 
in both churches for Lithuanians behind 
the Iron Curtain. 

Joseph Glavickas was general chairman, 
and Stanley Wackell, program chairman. 

SPEECH OF CONGRESSMAN HAROLD D. DONO
HUE ON LITHUANIAN INDEPENDENCE, FEB
RUARY 11, 1961 
It is a particular honor, as your Repre

sentative in the U.S. Congress, to again take 
part in these exercises marking the 43d an
niversary of Lithuanian independence. 

Unfortunately today we still have no rea
son to be joyous on this anniversary. How
ever, we do have great reason and a real 
duty to salute the spirit, the courage, and 
hope exemplified by the people of Lithuania, 
who steadfastly retain their original desire 
and pledge to forever work for their even
tual freedom. 

When we even briefly recall the past 
heroic record of Lithuania and her brave 
people we can easily understand why she 
will and she must, with God's help, one 
day regain her liberty. 

Lithuania, in the Middle Ages, was a great 
and powerful nation. She successfully 
turned back the warring Germans, Mon
gols, and Tartars. Finally, in 1795 she lost 
her freedom to czarist Russia and from that 
date to 1918 she continuously defended her
self against Russia and Germany in per
sistent effort to overcome their oppression. 

When that victorious day came, Lith
uanians everywhere thought that the hor
rible burden of slavery had been everlast
i·ngly removed. On that February day in 
1918, the United States, Russia, Germany, 
and other nations recognized Lithuania's 
sovereignty. The Russians gave up all 
claims upon her. 

The few short years of her · new liberty ' 
once more gave to the world her age-old 
culture and the fruits of her industry. No 
one could believe that the flame so re
cently relighted would once more be extin
guished by the barbarous actions of Soviet 
Russia. The renewed occupation of Lith
uania by Red Russia was in direct viola
tion of the treaty of 1926-in direct 
violation of the peace pact, the nonaggres
sion pact, and the mutual assistance pact 
with Russia which guaranteed Lithuanian 
independence. 

That treaty and those pacts were never 
repealed and legally they are still in force 
between Lithuania and Soviet Russia. As 
we have repeatedly found out since that 
time it appears that treaties and pacts with 
Russia mean nothing. By the Communist 
repudiation of this treaty all the free world 
received warning that there is little hope of a 
peaceful coexistence with Communist Rus
sia if the Kremlin leaders think a nation 
is helpless against their aggression. 

It is to the everlasting credit of all the 
free nations as well as our own beloved 
country that this forceful incorporation of 
Lithuania has never been recognized. In
stead this act of open aggression has been 
denounced for what it truly is. 

Since this illegal and tyrannical subju
gation ,of a once free nation has occurred
what are the current conditions? 

Today in Lithuania hundreds of thousands 
of Lithuanian men, women, . and children 
have been annihilated or deported to Russia 
to build up Soviet industries, under the false 
cloak of volunteer labor. Few Lithuanians 
are permitted to leave their country and 
many have been forced into Soviet slave 
labor camps. Visitors are not allowed to ob
serve the atrocious conditions under which 
the once free but still proud people of Lithu
ania must try to exist. All in a vicious at
tempt to destroy their religious faith and 
love of liberty. But love of God and love of 
country is the heritage of the Lithuanian 
people and attempts to destroy this heritage 
have been made before. They have failed 
and these will fail. 

Down through the centuries this heritage 
has been courageously preserved by her peo
ple in their native country. They have also 
brought their great culture and talents to 
every other part of the globe. As one who has 
lived among and worked with Lithuanian
Americans all my life, I have personally ob
served and admired their practice of these 
hereditary .virtues. They are recognized and 
acclaimed for their religious zeal, patriotic 
loyalty, family devotion, neighborly concern 
and community cooperation. 

Here in the United States the Lithuanian
Americans have made many and distinct con
tributions to the progress of our . country. 
They have held up for our example unswerv
ing dedication to their ideals, and a high 
sense of personal responsibility. 

We are grateful for their contributions to 
all phases of our national life and for the 
infusion of their nationality virtues among 
their fellow Americans. 

Moral and spiritual factors play the major 
part in the building and maintenance of any 
society, and in the promotion of its progress. 

The rekindling of and rededication to the 
practice of these virtues and ideals is the 
only thing that can now save the United 
States herself from Communist domination 
and help this country to lead the world into 
a new era of peaceful freedom for all peoples 
of the world. 
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We. here and the rest of the civilized world 

could have no- better inspiration in pursuing 
this objective than the glorious history and 
record of brave· Lithuania and her still em
battled people. The continuing persecution 
and subjugation of Lithuania, and the other 
small nations, 1s a grave chalienge to the 
moral conscience of America and the United 
Nations. It will remain so until the cooper
ative efforts of all free nations have reestab
lished the great basic principles of liberty 
everywhere in the world. In simple justice, 
and for self-survival our Government must 
perseveringly insist. that the Lithuanian peo
ple be restored in their inalienable right to 
govern themselves as they themselves see 
fit. If we ever neglect this obligation the 
same thing could happen to us here. 

Therefore, we, as fellow Americans, and 
you as Lithuanian descendants, must pledge 
today, to undergo any necessary sacrifice to 
preserve the freedom of the United States 
against Communist tyranny and restore such 
freedom to your beloved homeland. In this 
joint cause we should have and we will have 
the full support of decent people all over the 
world. They will join in our prayers and our 
efforts, under God, to keep the remaining 
citadels of liberty alive and to insure that 
your native country will be free to live again 
in the spirit of her ancient motto: "Be what 
may, Lithuania will always stay." 

ADDREss oF ANTHoNY J. Mn.LER, EsQ. 
As your fellow American of Lithuanian 

descent, it is a special privilege for me to 
join with you, and with our great Congress
man, HAROLD DoNOHUE, in this program com
memorating the 43d anniversary of the decla
ration of Lithuanian independence. 

This annual program is dear to the hearts 
of all Lithuanians because it is held in 
remembrance of that day in February 1918, 
which marked the end of over 100 years of 
suffering under a hostile foreign rule. 
Lithuania, on that day, stood forth as an 
independent free Republic. There was cause 
for rejoicing and hopes for the future were 
bright. The· people in our native country 
were happy and content in their own 
sovereignty. 

Unfortunately, in this year of 1961 our 
exercises are touched with sorrow. The fond 
hopes for Lithuania's freedom are yet 
covered over by tyrannical restriction. We 

SENATE 
TuESDAY, FEBRUARY 28, 1961 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
and was called to order by the Vice 
President. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D.D.. offered the following 
prayer: 

0 Thou who art from everlasting to 
everlasting, in Thy providence it is our 
appointed lot to live and toil when, as 
never before, humanity has struck its 
tents and is on the march. 

We are pilgrims. We cannot go back 
to any past. We cannot call a halt at 
any spot where we fain would stay. 

Our divine commission is. to discard 
that which has been outgrown, and 
which, with wider vision, is seen now to 
be unworthy; and at the same time it 
is ours to maintain and conserve that 
which is vital. 

Give us to see, we pray, that the price
less wisdom gained in the experience of 
the yesterdays is to be woven into the 

. dwell with sadness .. upon the· continuing 
tragedy of the suffering enveloping Lithu
ania under ruthless· dictatorship; today 
Lithuanfa fs a crommuni'st slave state. 

The principles of political independence 
set forth in the declaration by the United 
Nations and the Atlantic Charter· are a 
shameless sham in vie.w of the present suf
focation of Lithuanian liberty. Our native 
country and her people are undergoing the 
extreme hardships of brutal conquest by a 
tyrannical giant. 

However, our thoughts of the sufferings 
of our people at home are comforted by our 
knowledge that Lfthuanians are a race of 
proven character, courage, and culture. 

Our people have a lasting faith that the 
Russians cannot destroy. 

Our people have· a persevering courage that 
the Communists can never conquer. 

You and I well know, and history shows, 
that Lithuania has a national character 
that will survive when all the force and 
brutality of Kremlin persecution has van
ished from the face of the earth. 

Although we are indeed sorrowful about 
the unhappy conditions existing in our na
tive land we have no real cause for despair. 
Consistently, through her history, Lithuania 
has shown that her people will always and 
eventually overcome the passing and tempo
rary dictatorships that have been visited 
upon her. The Christian faith which, in 
1399, repulsed the Tartar invasion and saved 
all Europe from barbarism is still with her 
today. It gives her the spiritual vigor to 
survive any tyranny. From the knowledge of 
our own Lithuanian. heritage we know, as 
Lithuanian-Americans, that deep in the 
heart of every native Lithuanian there is a 
passion for liberty and freedom which will 
never die. There is no earthly power that can 
forever hold in slavery a Goo-fea'ring people 
who are determined to be free. 

Today Lithuanians are gathering all over 
the world to renew their vow to ceaselessly 
work for the independence of our homeland. 
Here in the United States I earnestly believe 
that most of our fellow Americans are in
creasingly concerned about the fate of Lith
uania and the other Communist-dominated 
states which stand in graphic testimony of 
our failure to move and act in accord with 
the principles for which our people have 
fought and died in two World Wars. 

changing patterns of the tomorrows. 
Ordain us anew as custodians of the 
treasures inherited from the past, and 
also as stewards entrusted to join ex
perience and adventure to make a better 
future. As Thy servants, who are the 
representatives of the pe0ple, stand at 
the great divide between the past and 
the future, may their gaze these sacred 
weeks be upon the Christ of the ages, 
who came, not to destroy, but to fulfill, 
and in whose arms are all the treasures 
of ancient good and all the hope of the 
untried and untrodden days. In His 
spirit send us forth, not knowing whither 
we go, but as travelers with . high as
surance as we follow Him, whose goal 
is the Kingdom of Righteousness, for 
whose coming we pray.. in His ever
blessed name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. MANSFIELD, and 

by unanimous consent, the reading of 
the Journal of the proceedings of Fri
day, February 24, 1961, was dispensed 
with. 

It is, therefore, our duty as loyal Lithua
nian-Americans to publicize on every occa
sion throughout the year. not iusttoday, the 
harsh facts of the suffocation of self-govern
ment that is being thrust upon Lithuania 
and other states by the Russian Government 
in their policy of expansion through fraud, 
f'orce, and threats. We must, as a duty, con
tinue to remind all peoples tha~ World War 
rr was fought with the clear understanding 
and pledged purpose that common victory 
would bring restoration of self-government 
and territorial integrity to the oppressed na
tions of the world. 

We cannot conceive of that war being jus
tified until that pledge has been fulfilled. 
The great world powers, including our own 
America, must constantly be urged to com
bine their efforts for the release of Lithua
nia and the other nations from the cruel 
domination of Russian imperialistic terror
ism. It is a terrorism which defies and de
nies every decent concept of self-determina
tion and democracy. 

Beyond evidence of our Christian concern 
for the people in our native Lithuania, this 
commemoration program serves· an even 
more useful and practical purpose. 

It is a vivid reminder to the world of the 
tragic fate of Lithuania and the other coun
tries who used to be free but are now bound 
by the chains of Communist dictatorship. 

We can and we should make this occasion 
far more than a temporary expression of our 
sympathy for our own people and the un
happy people of the other countries barely 
existing in the darkness of the Iron Curtain. 
Let us make It a time of reinspiration and 
rededication in the eternal fight for the 
freedom and independence of all mim every
where. 

These exercises here and throughout oth
er lands where people of Lithuanian descent 
are living will be heard and become known 
behind the Iron Curtain. It will clearly 
demonstrate to our home people that they 
are not forgotten, that their struggles are 
the struggles of the freedom-loving world. 

It will surely help to keep burning. in their 
hearts and minds the flames of hope for the 
day of liberation. 

Let us then never relax our efforts on be
half of our people, and let. us pray that God 
will grant that glorious day of freedom to 
be soon realized. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages in writing from the Presi

dent of the United States were com
municated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, 
one of his secretaries. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before 

the. Senate messages from the Presi
dent of the United States submitting 
sundry nominations, and withdrawing 
the nomination of Arthur Alden Kim
ball, to be a member of the National 
Labor Relations Board, which nomi
nating messages were referred to the 
n.ppropriate committees. 

<For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
· A message from the House of' Repre

sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its 
reading clerks, communicated to the Sen
ate the intelligence of the death of Hon. 
WALTER M. MuMMA, late a Representa
tive from the-State of Pennsylvania, and 
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