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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 

Post Office Crackdown on Filth in Mail 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. HARRISON A. WILLIAMS, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. WILLIAMS of New Jersey. Mr. 
President, our new administration has 
pressed vigorously for action on several 
fronts already. The Camden Courier
Post, Camden, N.J., in an editorial on 
February 18, has called attention to a 
recent statement made by the new Post
master General, J. Edward Day. Mr. 
Day has already started a drive against 
obscene material in our mails; he has 
made it clear that no violation of regu
lations will be tolerated. 

Citizen response to this effort is essen
tial, and I hope that parents and others 
will pay heed to the instructions given 
by Camden Postmaster Edward Praiss in 
the editorial. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have the Camden 
Courier-Post article printed in the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RE.CORD, 
as follows: 
PoST OFFICE CRACKDOWN ON FILTH IN MAILS 

One of the first actions of our new Post
master General, J. Edward Day, is an order 
for an unprecedentedly tough drive against 
filth in the mails. 

Day's order and an accompanying policy 
statement calls for enforcement without fan
fare. The statement was issued in connec
tion with the sentencing on January 27 in 
District of Columbia Federal Court of 
Herman L. Womack, of Washington, and 
Alfred J. Heinecke, of Lakewood. They were 
convicted of conspiring to use the mails in 
the transmission of obscene material. 

Day's statement is as follows: 
"We in the Post Office Department are 

gratified at the sentences given today to these 
serious offenders who have been convicted of 
using the mails to transmit smut material. 

"We have underway plans for the toughest 
crackdown ever conducted for such violators 
of the laws against mailing pornographic ma
terial. Hereafter our approach will be that 
used by the Federal Bureau of Investigation 
and other highly successful law enforcement 
agencies, in that our drive will be conducted 
without fanfare. We will concentrate our 
available manpower and funds on appre
hending violators. 

"Our public statements on the pornog
raphy program will largely be confined to 
comments on actual results achieved and 
convictions obtained. 

"Needless to say, we seek the assistance 
of the public in general in reporting re
ceipt of illegally mailed material. We are 
confident that the general public realizes 
that there are stern laws against this type 
of corrupting activity and that other law 
enforcement agencies throughout the coun
try will cooperate with us in bringing to 
our attention cases that require investiga
tion or action. We will focus on the most 
urgent situations and wm refuse to be di
verted by fringe cases. 

"The inspection service of the Post Office 
Department is the oldest and, Without doubt, 
one of the finest law enforcement agencies 

in the United States, and we count on them 
to hit hard in getting this job done." 

Camden Postmaster Edward Praiss tells 
how the public can assist in this program. 
Pornographic material received should be 
sent to him, together with the envelope 
or wrapper. He will take the necessary 
action to see that the proper authorities are 
informed and investigate. 

Praiss also remarks that the Camden post 
office has been providing speakers to inform 
local groups about the situation that con
fronts the Post Office Department, and what 
they as citizens and parents can do to help 
eliminate this corruption. 

Every decent citizen, and parents especial
ly, will applaud Day and his Department for 
their determination to crack down on ob
scenity in the mails, and will cooperate in 
any way possible. 

OECD 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. W. J. BRYAN DORN 
OF SO~ CAROLINA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

it would be a representative of the State 
Department; and this representative 
would be taking his orders from the 
State Department and not from 
Congress. 

How far would a citizen of this coun
try, a farmer, a working man, or any of 
these in groups or organizations, or in
dustry or mine operators or any other 
vitally affected parties-how far would 
any of them get by complaining to their 
elected representatives in Congress in 
either or both Houses, toward correction 
of injuries caused by the manner in 
which our foreign commerce was regu
lated? They would get nowhere for the 
simple reason that his Representative 
or Senator would be specifically helpless. 

The final effect would be the same as 
disfranchisement of the voter so far as 
his influence on our foreign trade might 
be concerned. It would be more honest, 
in putting forward the proposal to ratify 
the OECD, to call it what it is, namely, 
the deprivation of the American citizen 
of his vote in the field of foreign com
merce, imports and tariffs. 

As the previous speaker has said, the 
claim that the United States could not 
be bound in the OECD against its will 
does not in the least alter the fact that 
the Congress would be unceremoniously 
left out while the State Department, 
staffed by no one elected by the people, 
would speak for the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, as one member of this 
body, I must say that the OECD pro
posal is obnoxious and demeaning. That 

a~yone will say ~ha~ it can do so legally the State Department should make such 
without a constitutiOnal amendment. a monstrous proposal is but another 

Mr. Speaker, I am sorry _to sa~ that · measure of its utmost contempt for the 
t~ere _are other means b~ which this con- elected representatives of the people. In 
st1tutwnal power can m fact be taken my judgment the time has come when we 
from us. T~e OECD is. a good example. should say to the State Department, "We 
If we stand Idly by while the State De- have had more than enough of this" 

Mr. DORN. Mr. Speaker, I am deep
ly concerned about the congressional loss 
of its power over our foreign commerce 
and over the tariff. I do not think that 
the Congress has the power, by treaty or 
otherwise, to divest itself of a constitu
tional function; and I do not believe that 

partment merges the United States with · 
the European countries, later to be 
joined by other countries, as is proposed 
in the OECD convention or treaty, we 
will see our constitutional authority in 
this field taken away from us as surely 
as if the Constitution had in fact been 
amended to that effect. 

Let no one make the mistake of think
ing that such circumvention of the Con
gress is not possible. The device is very 
clear. The State Department would 
commit this country by treaty to de
liver to an international organization 
of which the United States would be a 
member, the very authority that the 
Constitution places on us. What is this 
authority? It is the authority to regu
late our foreign commerce, not as some
one else wants it regulated, but as the 
elected representatives of the American 
people want it regulated. 

The members of the OECD could reach 
decisions that would be binding on its 
members, including this country if it 
were a member. 

What would these decisions be? How 
would they be generated? Would Con
gress be there as a spokesman for the 
United States? Obviously not. 

Who then would be there to make 
decisions for this country? Obviously 

Max Kroll, a Beloved Citizen 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OJ' 

HON. CHARLES S. JOELSON 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. JOELSON, Mr. Speaker, on Mon
day, February 13, 1961, the Eighth 
Congressional District of New Jersey 
lost a beloved citizen, Max Kroll, of 
Clifton, N.J. 

A man of diversified talents, Max 
Kroll made his mark in the field of 
journalism. His weekly publication, 
the Clifton Journal, has been noted for 
its fairness and honesty. 

Max Kroll in his 66 years of ample 
life did not lack civic and fraternal 
recognition. For the past 5 years, de
spite adverse health that would have 
dampened the spirit of less dedicated 
men, Max Kroll served as the city of 
Clifton's representative on -the Passaic 
Valley Water Commission. He was 
president of that body in 1958. His 
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brothers of the press honored Max 
Kroll in 1950- 51 by electing him to the 
presidency of the Pica Club, northern 
New Jersey newspapermen's organiza
tion. 

Max Kroll leaves behind his devoted 
wife of 44 years, the former Bessie 
LeVY, of Passaic; and two sons, Sey
mour and George Kroll, who were as
sociated with their father in the pub
lishing business. 

A Workable Feed Grain Disposal Plan 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. PAUL FINDLEY 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. FINDLEY. Mr. Speaker, the 
American farmer deserves direct sensible 
action to eliminate our price-depressing 
grain surpluses, and all taxpayers
count the farmers among them-deserve 
relief from the cost of storing these sur
pluses. 

Uncle Sam owns $8 billion in surplus 
farm commodities. The cost of storing 
it is $1.5 million every day. This surplus 
hangs over the market and prevents 
farm prices from rising. Many farmers 
in my district want Government out of 
agriculture, but this surplus stands in 
the way. It is a roadblock to farm pros
perity-and a roadblock to freedom in 
agriculture. 

Despite vast giveaway programs, the 
surplus stocks mount rather than di
minish. 

The Committee on Agriculture has just 
passed to the House the administration 
bill intended to reduce the surpluses. It 
will not work; and if enacted, it will 
get the farmer mired down still further 
in Government redtape and controls. It 
has many bad features, and one of the 
least offensive is the fact that it ap
proaches the surplus problem only 
through a weak back-door plan that can 
lead only to trouble. 

What is needed is a new and direct 
approach, such as embodied in H.R. 4944 
which I introduced Monday. 

I propose that the Government sell the 
surplus grain back to the farmers in ex
change for 1-year land retirement agree
ments. 

Producers would have the opportunity 
to buy from Commodity Credit Corpo
ration stocks, at an attractive price, a 
quantity of that commodity equal to the 
producer's 3-year average annual pro
duction of that commodity. In exchange 
the producer would agree not to produce 
any of that commodity during that 1 
crop year, and would also agree to lay 
idle acreage sufficient to produce a like 
amount of the comm3dity. This idle 
acreage would be in addition to acreage 
he normally would leave idle or fallow. 

The program would be voluntary. It 
does not involve price fixing, nor dump
ing, nor giving away. It is simply a plan 
to sell the surplus grain and get the 
Government out of the grain business. 

Before planting time, contracts would be 
negotiated between producers and the 
Secretary of Agriculture, setting forth 
acreage retirement details and price. 
Certificates would be issued at harvest
time under these contracts, and these 
certificates could either be sold or used 
to claim the commodities at the place of 
storage. 

Prices would be established by the Sec
retary sufficiently below the cost of pro
duction to obtain full participation, with 
consideration given to grade, condition 
of grain, and local factors. 

To minimize effects of the disposal pro
gram . on industries related to agricul
ture, my bill provides that the amount 
of Government grain sold back in any 
single year not exceed 30 percent of the 
U.S. 3-year average annual production 
of that commodity. 

The same formula could be applied to 
wheat. 

The bill would eliminate the feed
grain surpluses in about 2 years, con
vert an unwanted surplus to cash, end 
the heavy cost of storage, and stop the 
threat to market prices caused by the 
existence of a Government surplus. 
Grains involved would be corn, rye, bar
ley, oats, and grain sorghums. For every 
bushel of surplus grain brought into 
market channels, production ·would be 
cut back by approximately the same 
amount. Thus, there would be no ad
verse effects on grain and livestock 
prices. 

Mr. Speaker, at stake is something 
greater than party, more important than 
taxes, more vital than a dollar sign. At 
stake is the very freedom of the farmer. 
Unless we eliminate this surplus, we will 
find the American farmer tied up in 
Government redtape forevermore. 

Postmaster Positions at First-, Second-, 
and Third-Class Post Offices 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. GLENN CUNNINGHAM 
OF NEBRASKA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, un
der permission granted previously, I in
clude in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a 
copy of a letter from Postmaster Gen
eral Day to the Civil Service Commis
sioner and the reply of the Commission's 
Executive Director, Warren B. Irons, 
concerning postmaster positions at first-, 
second-, and third-class post offices. 
This correspondence deals with the 
status of the civil service examining pro
gram for such positions, and I believe it 
would be of interest to the public. 

The letters follow: 
OFFICE OF THE POSTMASTER GENERAL, 

Washington, D.C., February 9, 1961. 
U.S. CIVIL SERVICE CoMMISSION, 
Washington, D.C. 

GENTLEMEN: Reference is made to the 
conference on Friday, February 3, 1961, rela
tive to the examining program for fllling 
postmaster positions at offi.ces of the first, 
second, and third classes. 

As you know, we are most anxious to in
sure that we recruit for these positions only 
persons with the experience and training 
necessary to manage and operate modern 
postal establishments. Our preliminary con
siderations of this problem lead us to the 
conclusion that the present qualifications 
standards may not be producing the kind of 
personnel necessary to meet this objective. 
It is requested, therefore, that steps be taken 
immediately to review the current standards. 
We think it likely that such a review may 
point up the necessity to recommend modi
fication of the standards. Representatives of 
the Department will be available to discuss 
these matters in detail with members of your 
staff. 

The Department will review the certifi
cates presently in its possession, which were 
issued by the Commission for filling vacan
cies in these positions. Pending the study of 
the standards, the Department will report to 
the Commission any selections made :from 
these certificates or any changes from pre
viously reported selections. 

If it then be deemed that it ts In the 
interest of the Government to revise the 
qualifications standards, it would be our 
thought that it would be necessary to have 
all pending examinations and existing regis
ters canceled and new examinations an
nounced. In the meantime, pending there
view of standards, it is requested that no 
further examinations be announced for these 
positions; that further actions on examina
tions in progress be postponed; and that no 
certificates be issued from these examina
tions. 

Your immediate consideration of our re
quests will be greatly appreciated. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. EDWARD DAY, 
Postmaster General. 

U.S. CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION, 
Washington, D.C., February 17, 1961. 

Hon. J. EDWARD DAY, 
The Postmaster General. 

DEAR MR. DAY : Consideration has been 
given to your letter of February 9, 1961, re
questing that steps be taken immediately 
to review the current standards for Presi
dential postmaster positions and that, pend
ing this review, we suspend operations. on 
examinations in process. 

We are always anxious to do everything 
possible to improve the quality of eligibles 
for the Federal service. As it has been some 
years since the postmaster standards have 
been considered, it is possible that some re
vision is desirable, particularly in the light 
of the increased use of mechanical processes 
and industrial management techniques in 
the postal system. 

If, as a result of such a revie.w as you pro
pose, we can improve the quality of the 
eligible candidates it will have been a worth
while undertaking. We are, therefore, pre
pared to comply with your request. However, 
any period of inactivity in the examining 
program such as will be occasioned by the 
review of standards should be kept to the 
s~ortest possible time. It will be necessary 
that the review be completed and the deci
sions made by not later than April 30, 1961. 

We are also complying with your request 
to suspend work on examinations in process. · 
With respect to your comment that it may 
be necessary as a result of the review of 
standards to cancel all pending examina
tions and existing registers, we must point 
out that such action would cause us to be 
faced with a &ignificant problem of work 
scheduling a.nd personnel resources. 

Agreement to cancel existing examinations 
and registers would of necessity, be based on 
an understanding with the Department on 
such matters as the overall period of time 
durtng which we would handle the rean
nouncement program in addition to current 
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workload. For example, if all existing regis
ters and examinations were canceled, it 
would represent an additional worklo'ad of 
approximately twice the normal yearly vol
ume handled by our postal examining staff. 
I am sure you can appreciate the staffing ad
justment problem this would create. 

It should also be pointed out the length 
of the examination process is such that it 
will in all likelihood be impossible to an
nounce new examinations in time to get the 
appointment process completed during this 
session of the Congress. Exception to this 
of course will be those instances where the 
Department wishes to fill a position by the 
noncompetitive appointment of a career 
postal employee. 

If it is determined after review that 
the standards should not be changed we 
shall, of course, proceed to issue certificates 
from examinations already conducted. Be
c·ause of our suspension of operations, how
ever, a backlog will develop which will take 
some time to overcome without additional 
resources. 

We should also mention that, while no new 
certificates will be issued pending the re
view of standards, it may be necessary to 
issue amendments to some certificates al
ready issued to the Department. We do not 
expect this to occur in many instances, but 
it might occur in the following type of case: 
a 10-point veteran has taken a reopened 
examination and has received an eligible 
rating, which has placed his name on the 
register among the top three eligibiles. 

Mr. Henry C. Roberson, assistant chief of 
the examining division, has been designated 
to represent the Civil Service Commission in 
negotiations with your Department. It will 
be appreciated if you will advise us of the 
representative of the Depaa-tment with whom 
Mr. Roberson should work. 

By direction of the Commission. 
Sincerely yours, 

WARREN B. IRONS, 
Executive Director. 

Lincoln: Lesson in Leadership 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. HENRY M. JACKSON 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 
Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, on 

February 14, the junior Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. CANNON], addressed the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars of Illinois, at 
Springfield on the subject of Abraham 
Lincoln and the message that the great 
emancipator had for our troubled gen
eration. 

I think Mr. CANNoN's remarks were 
very appropriate on the 152d anniver
sary of the birthday of Abraham Lincoln, 
and I ask unanimous consent that his 
remarks be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the speech 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
SPEECH OJ' HON. HOWARD W. CANNON BEFORE 

THE VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF ILLINOIS, 
LEGISLATIVE DINNER, SPRINGFIELD, ILL., FEB
RUARY 14, 1961 
It is certainly a pleasure to meet with 

the Veterans of Foreign Wars in Illinois after 
having come to know your leaders in my own 
State and the efficient and conscientious rep
resentatives which the VFW has in the Na
tion's Ospltal. 

I am grateful for this opportunity to com
mend your splendid leadership and mem
bers who, in the last 2 years, have fostered 
such praiseworthy VFW undertakings as the 
"Voice of Democracy" program, the "Loyalty 
Day" program, and your rehabilitation and 
welfare services to the men who have served 
our country. 

And may I also express the sentiments of 
the Nation for the splendid efforts of the 
youth activity committee and the fine work 
being conducted by the national home at 
Eaton Rapids, Mich. 

When, as a Senator from Nevada, I come 
here to Springfield to talk to you about 
Abraham Lincoln and his guidelines for 
leadership in our time, I feel more than a 
little inhibited. 

This city is hallowed Lincoln ground. 
Here, in 1844, Lincoln purchased a home 

and established himself in the practice of 
law, thinking, perhaps, that here he would 
finish his days admid the peace and con
tentment of his friends and family. But 
the times did not permit him to remain in 
Springfield. 

It was from here that he was elected to 
Congress as a member of the Whig Party. 

Here he spoke on the Dred Scott decision, 
and it was here that he delivered his famous 
"house divided" speech. 

Finally, however, having been elected 
President of the United States, Lincoln bade 
farewell to his neighbors and townsmen here 
in Springfield on February 11, 1861-100 
years and 3 days ago-and then was caught 
up in the sweep of history. 

Indeed, here he lived for 25 strife-free 
years, and here he lies buried in the tomb 
of the Great Emancipator that most of you 
visited last Sunday. 

His immortality is beyond anything that 
has happened to any figure in history any
where in the world in the last 500 years. 

So you see why it is that speaking to this 
group, in this environment, just after your 
annual pilgrimage to the tomb of this ex
traordinary American, I feel so much like 
a humble supplicant before a holy shrine. 

And it is in this spirit that I approach my 
subject. It is a spirit that I think Lincoln 
would best have understood. 

You will remember the phrases he himself 
had often used: "This hallowed ground
these honored dead-the last full measure of 
devotion." 

I should like to make the point that when 
Lincoln used these words, he was speaking 
of veterans-the heroes who answered the 
call to their country's need and who have, 
historically, met the challenges arrayed 
against America. 

Indeed, he was speaking of veterans who 
gave their lives in the greatest battle ever 
fought on this soil, and one of the greatest 
battles in all history. 

So, as a veteran speaking to veterans and 
legislators about Abraham Lincoln, here in 
the home of Lincoln's happier years, I feel 
that we are, all of us, on common ground, in 
a unique and uncommon moment. 

Lincoln faced crises in his day: we face 
crises in ours which are at least equally as 
grave, fully as challenging. We have to ask 
ourselves: what would this master of the 
historic moment do with the problems that 
confront us? 

What would he do with these problems
the Soviet Union and communism? The 
economic growth of the United States as 
against Communist slave competition? The 
highly expensive problem of space explora
tion? The dollar crisis? Disarmament and 
the atom bomb? The welfare programs and 
paying for them? Foreign aid-$60 billion 
since the end of World War II? The farm 
situation? Veterans legislation? And other 
multitudinous problems and issues? 

How would Lincoln manage our country's 
prestige and our posture as an historic leader 

of the free world and the bearer of freedom's 
torch? 

We have to ask ourselves what would Lin
coln do today to raise the moral level of the 
American people and to unify us as a nation 
as he unified this Nation 100 years ago? 

I, for one, would not be so brash as to 
suggest that in any given situation Lincoln 
would do thus and so. But we all know, 
from the abundance of evidence he left us, 
of the principles by which he operated and 
which motivated his great decisions. We 
know that he loved, adhered to, and strength
ened immensely the basic institutions of 
our country. 

Isn't this made clear in that most remark
able utterance when he spoke of a nation 
"conceived in liberty and dedicated to the 
proposition that all men are created equal"? 
In his lifetime and while he was President, 
the test had come as to whether "any nation, 
so conceived and so dedicated, can long en
dure." 

What we have to take to heart is the 
realization that just as Lincoln did not pro
pose to solve the problems of the 1860's with 
the answers of 1776, so we cannot hope to 
solve the problems of the 1960's with the 
solutions of the 1860's. In a century, the 
face of the world has changed out of all 
semblance to its former self. 

We have Lincoln's own words on precisely 
this problem of meeting new crises with 
new answers, with tailoring the solutions to 
our problems today according to the ma
terials and circumstances of today. 

Lincoln resolved the issues that confronted 
him with the solutions he was able to com
mand fitted to the needs of the situation 
as they then appeared. 

That, as I see it, is one of the great lessons 
of leadership. 

We respect the past and we emulate it. 
But we do not imitate it, any more than our 
forefathers imitated their forebears. 

Each generation has its own inescapable 
new frontiers. 

The great lesson in leadership we learn 
from Lincoln, as from other leaders of the 
past, is that each age must do for itself what 
these great leaders and their peoples did for 
themselves. 

President Lincoln was confronted by dis
unity and secession. 

When he said, "We must think anew we 
must act anew," he meant simply that he 
could not sit back and say to himself: "Now, 
what would George Washington have done 
in this situation?" 

Lincoln had the gift of leadership, as 
Washington had had it before him. What 
he had to go by, and what we have to go 
by as a guideline from the past, is principle. 
He did not have a blueprint of policy and 
action that could be used as one uses a 
cooking recipe. The letter of policy was 
used by Washington and by the other great 
men of that era as they created it, in rela
tion, and as an answer, to the problems of 
their day. The letter of that policy of more 
than fourscore years before was not precisely 
applicable to the problems that beset 
Abraham Lincoln. 

Nor do Lincoln's blueprints precisely fit 
our day. 

But the spirit and the principle of their 
policy-the philosophy of free government 
that inspired it-that was predicated upon 
eternal truths. And these eternal truths 
ring down through the ages and are the 
essence of human progress. 

Abraham Lincoln never lost his profound 
personal and ideological liaison with this 
American philosophy, these eternal truths, 
this tradition. 

And neither should we. It would be 
calamity for us to abandon history and prin
ciple. 

Thus, when Lincoln spoke of disunity and 
secession, he related it directly to the Ameri-
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can tradition to the principles upon which 
this Government was founded, and he put 
it with a simplicity that has never lost an 
iota of its compelling power. He reached 
into the basic problem to its very roots. 

"Our fathers," he said, "brought forth on 
this continent a new nation, conceived in 
liberty and dedicated to the proposition that 
all men are created equal. Now we are 
engaged in a great civil war, testing whether 
that nation, or any nation, so conceived and 
so dedicated, can long endure." 

There in a handful of words was the whole 
issue. Lincoln held it before the American 
people like a beacon. Rejecting any com
plication, even that of the issue of slavery 
however tempting that was to a politician. 

Just as Abraham Lincoln put first things 
first, so-in being guided by his wisdom
we should, in our time and with our issues, 
likewise put first things first . 

Slavery was an all-pervading evil that 
poisoned the lofty principles upon which this 
free Government was founded. But it was 
not slavery per se that precipitated the Civil 
War. It was not the issue of slavery that 
was the first and primary concern of the man 
who was once a citizen of this Springfield 
community. Lincoln said: "My paramount 
objective in this struggle is to save the 
Union, and is not either to save or to destroy 
slavery. If I could save the Union without 
freeing any slave, I would do it; and if I 
could save it by freeing all the slaves, I would 
do it; and if I could do it by freeing some 
and leaving others alone, I would also do 
that." 

These words were written by Lincoln in 
his letter to Horace Greeley on August 22, 
1862. 

Yet, while saving the Union was the root 
of the problem, it did not diminish Lincoln's 
concept of moral leadership that rested in 
him as a.private citizen and as the occupant 
of the White House. While first things came 
first, it did not obscure the fact that slavery 
as an institution aroused his private sense 
of loathing and eventually made its oblitera
tion from this soil an element of his public 
policy. The element of timing and fitness 
and necessity has its role to play in leader
ship then as now. 

For politics, as we have so often been told, 
is the art of the possible. 

And what crisis needed then, as crisis 
needs it today, is not only statesmanship, but 
something of the acumen and the sense of 
timing and appropriateness, a knowledge of 
the public pulse which is the very special 
province of the political leader. 

We have a historic parallel in leadership 
today in the person of John F. Kennedy. To
day he seeks, above party and, in iny opinion, 
above personal gain, to arouse the Nation 
to the perils of the hour. Whether he suc
ceeds-whether the American people respond 
to his warnings and his counsel-will be the 
pivot point in whether we are to succeed in 
the struggle of the 1960's. 

We shall probably never be able to de
termine whether Lincoln was more a states
man than a politician, or more a politician 
than a statesman. 

We know this: That the combination, 
whatever the ratio of the one to the other, 
placed him among the greatest of all our 
Presidents. 

We are so gratified today for his legacy 
to our generation and to all generations to 
come. For he gave us a standard by which 
to judge ourselves and by which to advance 
freedom and civilization as he advanced it. 

In a speech several years before his election 
to the Presidency, Lincoln told us: 

"What constitutes the bulwark of our 
own liberty and independence? It is not our 
frowning battlements, our bristling seacoasts, 
the guns of our war steamers, or the strength 
of ·our gallant and disciplined Army. These 
are not our reliance against a resumption of 

tyranny in our fair land; all of them may be 
turned against our liberties, without making 
us stronger or weaker for the struggle. OUr 
reliance is in the love of liberty which God 
has planted in our bosoms. Our defense is 
in the preservation of the spirit which prizes 
liberty as the heritage of all men in all 
lands, everywhere. Destroy this spirit, and 
you have planted the seeds of despotism 
around your own doors." 

This high principle today motivates the 
Chief Executive in the White House and, I 
hope, most of those in Congress when we are 
asked to extend liberty at home and abroad 
as the wellspring of our real strength. 

Lincoln was not a radical who turned his 
back on the past. But he said, "The dogmas 
of the quiet past are inadequate to the 
stormy present." And he asked his genera
tion to "rise to the occasion and think anew 
and act anew," as we in 1961 must today ask 
of ourselves. 

Rising to the occasion means meeting the 
problems of Cuba and Laos and the Congo, 
outer space and flying to distant planets
changes in the human condition undreamt 
of in the days of Washington and Lincoln. 

Rising to the occasion means that this, the 
1st session of the 87th Congress, has major 
issues to meet and must meet them with de
cision and finality. 

It means that our deeds must match our 
words, for this is the Congress that must ad
just itself to the new leadership, the leader
ship of the New Frontier. 

We shall have to answer straight out what 
we mean to do about grants for school con
struction and teachers' salaries. We shall 
be confronted with medical care benefits for 
the aged under social security; and we shall 
have to act. Almost at once, we shall have 
to deal, and, indeed, are dealing now, with 
grants and loans for economically depressed 
areas. We must act to meet rising unem
ployment head on. We shall be asked what 
we propose to do about increased mortgage 
purchase authority and a lower FHA interest 
rate. The country will want to know whether 
the Congress will go along with a $1.25 
hourly minimum wage. 

One may prudently ask: How much of all 
this is to be left to the several States? 

Here, again, I turn to Lincoln, for the 
principle is old, even as the problem is rel
atively new in terms of a Nation that now 
has a gross national product of more than 
$500 billion annually. Lincoln said: 

"The legitimate object of government is 
to do for a community of people, whatever 
they need to have done, but cannot do, at 
all, or cannot so well do, for themselves
in their separate, and individual capacities. 
In all that the people can individually do as 
well for themselves, government ought not to 
interfere." 

I for one do not believe that the pro
gram set before this 1st session of the 87th 
Congress in any instance does violence to 
this principle. 

These problems-many of them-were not 
new to the administration of Abraham Lin
coln. The Department of Agriculture was 
created in his administration; the Home
stead Act was legislated in his term; and 
Lincoln, in 1862, signed the Morrill land
grant college bill. 

Lincoln taught no lesson so thoroughly as 
the lesson of unity, a nation united, the 
idea of a whole people bent singly on a 
common goal. 

The legislation which I have just de
scribed was enacted in spite of the turmoil 
of civil war and with full confidence in our 
economic growth. What he did for the ex
pansion of the West by the American settler 
through the Homestead Act, our national 
legislature must do today to expand the 
growth of the American economy. 

In growth, and not in shrinkage, in doing 
more and not less, is the answer to Amerl-

ca's economic well-being. Growth and more 
growth, constantly and consistently, should 
be our reply today to the Soviet challenge. 
If there is to be more taxation, it must be 
more taxation out of more wealth. If there 
is to be expansion of the Federal Govern
ment's social program, it must be paid for 
out of growth and not out of more taxes 
from a stagnant economy. 

And here I should like to add that when 
the President, in 1961, alerts America to its 
peril and to its task, he is not, as some 
partisans are saying, "downgrading 
America." In my honest judgment, he is 
attempting to inspire America to its true 
purpose and destiny. 

It is my conviction that we can meet the 
threat from abroad as Lincoln met the 
threats that confronted him and the coun
try. To do this, we need spiritual and ma
terial resources. What we shall be sum
moned to bring to bear on the overall threat 
to mankind is moral dedication. 

And for that we need the language, the 
thru~t. the example, and the profound sin
cerity that makes Lincoln one of the great
est world personalities of the last 500 years. 
His moral stature shaped and directed pub
lic opinion in his day and made it a weapon 
of flame and iron and infinite compassion. 
His moral stature still shapes world opinion, 
here and in foreign countries. 

It is, for instance, comforting to know that 
there is a Lincoln society in New Delhi. 
High school students in Tokyo in 1958 
ranked Lincoln, and I quote, "The most re
spected of all world figures." China's late 
Sun Yat-sen-before communifm beclouded 
that vast land mass--credited to Lincoln 
some of his own basic democratic thinking. 
India's Nehru, in his best moments, is known 
to depend for many of his ideas of moral 
leadership on Abraham Lincoln. And the 
Russians' great novelist, Tolstoy, said of 
Lincoln that he was "the only giant among 
all the great national statesmen of history." 

That is what is meant by moral stature 
universally accepted. And moral stature to
day is needed to avoid the danger of self
deception, even in the midst of the luxuries 
of our present American si:>ciety. For this 
self-deception can only lead to self-indul
gence and immobility at a time when this 
Nation must move again. 

Given this moral leadership to assist our 
economic strength and potential, our energy 
and inventiveness, there is no limit to which 
we may not rise to meet any crisis. With
out it, we are like a ship drifting without a 
rudder, with it, we are invulnerable. 

Our President today stands at the fore
front in a very critical hour of world his
tory. For me, as I see him, he has demon
strated to an amazing degree precisely the 
moral force of which I speak. He has lead
ership and youth; he has raw physical 
courage, that we know as a matter of mili
tary record. We saw only a few months ago 
his moral and spiritual courage when con
fronted by criticisms directed against him 
from every source. He has profound capac
ity and knowledge, which has been demon
strated in open debate. 

What he needs is the participation of all 
of the American people. I hope that his 
leadership and his counsel will awaken the 
country to its task and to the sacrifices 
which will be necessary at the right time and 
place. Without this awakening, he cannot 
truly lead. 

Of course, it is too soon to make these ex
treme comparisons. Lincoln has his niche 
in history, and Kennedy is just beginning. 
Both men and both ages and their respective 
fields of combat are utterly unlike. 

I ask you to join me in the hope and the 
prayer, but most of all the participation, to 
make this decade one of promise, leadership, 
and fulfillment. In my judgment, the 
American people are ready for moral and 
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active leadership. That will require the full 
genius oi this country a.nd the best efforts 
of all of its inhabitants. 

It 1.& an enonnous a.nd troubled job we 
have ahead. But. as I see it. the horizon 
shows promise for us and for the whole free 
world. 

Thank you. 

What Would You Do? 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. CLARE E. HOFFMAN 
OF MICIUGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 
Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr. 

Speaker, with the Nation running in the 
red threatened with a destructive war, 
by, ' it is said, a nation superior in 
military strength; billions demanded for 
national defense to save us from de
feat· other billions to implement the U.N. 
and' similar agencies, an administration 
calling for a program necessitating ap
propriations, more than a dozen major 
ones, with little or no information as to 
the cost, and many, many requests from 
pressure organizations for appropria
tions, just how would you answer the 
various demands? 

Here is a sample: 
The first mail Saturday morning 

brought approximately 50 letters, about 
equally divided by members of four 
groups. 

Permit me to quote: 
I am asking you to help to obtain a sep

arate and liberal pension for veterans of 
World War I. The present pension falls 
short of what these veterans need and have 
earned. 

It seems to me that Michigan should have 
a national cemetery established at Fort Cus
ter in Battle Creek. We are one of the few 
States not having one. 

From the representative of a teach
ers' organization: 

As an individual who has been working 
in education • • • I request you support 
this program (Federal aid to education). 

Cross-country trucker: 
Losing business to the railroads. 

On the other side, from businessmen 
with employees: 

I am seriously concerned over the pro
gram in Congress to spend money and to 
further the trend to socialism. 

And now a quote typical of many re
ceived: 

Pity the poor taxpayer, at the mercy of 
all the irresponsible Government spending 
agencies. 

We are told by those here in Washing
ton supposed to know that all we need 
is additional purchasing power, more 
money in circulation-obtainable by in
creased Federal spending. Shall we go 
back to the days of the Continental Con
gress when, to meet the then economic 
situation, similar remedies were sug
gested, additional paper currency was 
printed, the purchasing power of which 
continued to grow less-just as today 
the purchasing power of the dollars you 

earn or have saved will buy somewhat 
less than half of what it did a few years 
ago-until Continental money became of 
little value. History tells us that then 
some wag caught a dog, plastered him 
with Continental paper money and 
turned him loose-giving rise to the 
phrase "Not worth a continental." 1 

Now, some 180-odd years later, .the 
same old theory, though demonstrated 
to be ruinous in other nations, is de
manded by the administration's ultra
liberal spending advisers. 

Boiled down, the advice from the ex
perts seems to be-just give us more 
money and then we will all be happy and 
prosperous, forgetting or ignoring the 
sad, sad fact that, as each of us gets a 
greater number of dollars, what those 
dollars will buy grows less and less. 

Sure, with pleasure I could vote for 
every single appropriation suggested by 
anyone, by any organization, were it not 
for my conviction that our troubles can
not all be solved by legislation-that 
sometime, somewhere, someone must 
work, practice thrift, if anyone is to be 

1How did "Not worth a continental" orig
inate? It is supposed that "continental" 
in this connection refers to the worthlessness 
of the paper money issued by the Conti
nental Congress during the Revolution. 
Such notes were popularly known as con
tinentals. Five years after the outbreak of 
the war the Continental currency had fallen 
into contempt. In 1780 $10 in paper money 
was worth only 1 cent. Flour sold in Boston 
for $1,575 a barrel. Samuel Adams paid 
$2,000 for a hat and a suit of clothes. Gen
eral Washington said it took a wagonload of 
money to buy a wagonload of provisions for 
his army. Another form of the phrase is "not 
worth a. continental damn." Richard Grant 
White, the scholar and critic, had a some
what different theory as to the origin of 
these phrases. In "Words and Their Uses" 
he says: "The phrase seems to me a counter
part, if not a mere modification, of others 
of the same sort-tinker's damn, a trooper's 
etc., and as the troops of the Colonies were 
called Continentalers or Continentals during 
the war, and for many years afterward, it 
seems to me probable, that the phrase in 
question was at first a continental's damn, 
from which the sign of the possess! ve was 
gradually dropped.'' If White was correct 
in his supposition, "not worth a con
tinental" may be merely a shortened form 
of "not worth a continental damn." In 
other words, it was the Continental soldier's 
damn, not the Continental Congress' paper 
money, which was referred to as being utter
ly worthless.-source: "Nuggets of Knowl
edge," by George W. Stimpson; 1928; pp. 
232-233. 

"Not worth a continental"-1790: At the 
end of the War of the Revolution the Gov
ernment was virtually bankrupt. Large 
sums of money were owing to France and 
Holland, and the interest on these debts was 
in arrears. Congress could not raise money 
sufficient for the needs of Government or 
for servicing the debt because it had no pow
er to provide revenue by taxation nor could 
it require the States to contribute to the 
National Treasury. Its only recourse was to 
issue paper money, called Continental cur
rency. 

This had been done in the amount of 
$200 million, which had shrunk in value 
so rapidly that it took $40 in this paper 
to buy a dollar in silver. The contempt in 
which this currency was held was reflected 
in the popular phrase expressive of its 
worthlessness.-From "American Sayings," by 
Henry F. Woods, p. 199. 

prosperous and contented-that the Na
tion itself has not a dollar except a very 
few, which it does not take from the tax
payers. As the President said in his 
inaugural address: 

And so, my fellow Americans, ask not 
what your country can do for you: Ask what 
you can do for your country. 

It is regrettable that the administra
tion apparently has accepted the reverse 
of that philosophy and, like the old hen 
of my childhood days, which, at the first 
drop of rain, clucked to all of the chicks 
to come under her wings, we are now 
encouraged to run to Uncle Sam not 
only when bad weather threatens but 
when the sun is shining in a cloudless 
sky. Perhaps the old hen showed better 
sense for there always came a time when 
she got up, went off about her own busi
ness, and the chicks did likewise. 

Once under Federal control, we are 
quite likely to stay there. 

Who Should Determine Military Strategy? 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. CHARLES S. GUBSER 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 
Mr. GUBSER. Mr. Speaker, I 

strongly believe that the State Depart
ment's job is to prevent war. Should it 
happen, and we pray it will not, it is 
the job of the Defense Department to 
fight it. 

Recent events have caused me to be 
concerned that the State Department 
may once again be trying to dictate 
military strategy. 

Accordingly I have written the follow
ing letter to President Kennedy. I hope 
he considers the important points it 
raises. The letter follows: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D.C., February 28, 1961. 
The Honorable JoHN F. KENNEDY, 
President of the United States, 
The White House, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: I am concerned by 
newspaper reports on yesterday which seem 
to indicate that Secretary Rusk is attempt
ing to influence military strategy and is 
urging that we restrict ourselves to the use 
of conventional weapons. 

When you recently directed that military 
men should not make speeches on matters 
of diplomacy, I heartily approved because I 
feel that diplomacy is the proper function 
of the State Department. It seems to me 
that the same policy works in reverse and 
that defense strategy is the proper function 
of the military minds of the Defense De
partment. I strongly suspect that the mili
tary is far more qualified in diplomacy than 
the State Department in military tactics 
and strategy. 

The Korean conflict provides an example 
of what happens when diplomats dictate 
military strategy. Previous announcements 
by the State Department indicating that we 
would not use our full power in defense of 
South Korea may have caused the war. 
Many thousands of young Americans gave 
their lives because of a decision by diplomats 
which prevented the military from ending 
the war. 
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I am not advocating the use of nuclear 

weapons as opposed to conventional. In
stead, I urge against a previous commitment 
which will deny our fighting men the :flexi
bility required to meet an unpredictable 
situation. 

If I am not justified in my concern, please 
reassure me. 

Yours respectfully, 
CHARLES s. GUBSER, 

Member of Congress. 

Russia's New War Against Free Nations 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. ROBERT C. BYRD 
OF WEST VIRGINIA 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr. 
President, I am grateful to the magazine 
Vital Speeches, for having reprinted in 
its March 1, 1961, edition, a speech which 
I made before the Ravenswood Junior 
Chamber of Commerce, Ravenswood, 
W. Va., on January 26, 1961. Since this 
magazine considered my speech valu
able enough to stand reprinting, under 
its banner: "The Best Thought of the 
Best Minds on Current National Ques
tions," I ask unanimous consent to have 
this text printed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD so that it may also be read by 
those of our fellow citizens who are 
not subscribers of the magazine Vital 
Speeches. 

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
RUSSIA'S NEW WAR AGAINST FREE NATIONS CAN 

THREATEN THE WELFARE OF WORKERS IN ANY 
COUNTRY 

(By Hon. RoBERT C. BYRD, Senator from 
West Virginia) 

In a moment of keen perception, James A. 
Garfield, 20th President of the United States, 
said: "History is but the unrolled scroll of 
prophecy." The truth of these words wm 
become self-evident as I unroll for you the 
scroll of recent history-a history of SOviet 
maneuvering which foretells a new kind of 
Communist warfare upon the free nations 
of the world. It is a warfare patently de
signed to be bloodless, without hydrogen 
bombs or intercontinental missiles. 

The troops in this new and bloodless war 
are the masses of enslaved labor in Soviet 
bloc countries. The strategy for victory over 
the free nations of the world is the produc
tion of an avalanche of low-priced goods, raw 
materials, consumer durables-all to be 
studiously dumped on selected world mar
kets. 

The victories are to be achieved piece
meal-when economic dislocation hits the 
target country, bringing large-scale unem
ployment, hunger and misery-and then rev
olution inspired by planted Red agents. In 
each instance, of course, Yankee imperialism 
will be blamed, and, as in Cuba today, "Hate 
America," will be the encouraged battlecry. 

For the past 3 years, a nervous Federal 
Government has been watching Russia and 
China test out this new strategy. At first, it 
was thought to be a freak occurrence when 
it was used against three economically poor 
countries-Bolivia, Indonesia, and Malaya. 
But now, with the scroll of history unrolled, 
we know otherwise. We know these three 
countries were deliberately selected for this 

new Kremlin directed offensive, because all 
three have one thing in common: Their 
economies are mainly based on the produc
tion of tin. 

The start of the offensive against these 
three countries began 3 years ago, when tin 
prices on the world markets suddenly fell 
almost 30 cents a pound. This was a calam
itous happening, and was followed in Bolivia, 
Indonesia, and Malaya by wholesale shut
downs of mines and processing mills, throw
ing countless thousands of workers out of 
jobs. In the demonstrations and riots that 
followed, as would be expected, Yankee im
perialism was blamed. 

What had actually happened? Why this 
tremendous price break? Russia, heretofore 
an inconsequential producer of tin, had sud
denly dumped approximately 25,000 long 
tons of tin ingots on the world markets. The 
Communist agitators and cheerleaders in 
Bolivia, Indonesia, and Malaya, said nothing 
of this. 

But it was imperialist America and blood
sucking Great Britain who came to the rescue 
of those Soviet smitten countries. Between 
them, it cost over $50 million to fight this 
Kremlin aggression by stabilizing tin prices 
again. There were no "Thank you, America" 
or "Thank you, Great Britain" rallies in Bo
livia, Indonesia, or Malaya when this rescue 
operation brought the unemployed back to 
their jobs. Capitalist imperialism was still 
the fall guy. 

But to get back at America for this rescue 
operation, and at the same time to once 
again test this new economic weapon, Russia 
began dumping aluminum in England at 
about 10 pounds sterling (about $28 in U.S. 
money) per ton under the price being 
charged by United States and Canadian pro
ducers. England, traditionally, has been a 
large volume buyer of North American pro
duced aluminum, and this sudden Russian 
excursion into that market brought im
mediate unemployment in the ranks of Ca
nadian and U.S. aluminum workers at a 
time when unemployment was already a 
headache in this country. 

How was Russia able to dump aluminum 
in Great Britain, of all countries? Through 
a weak clause in the British-Russian trade 
agreement. Canadian pressure quickly 
forced Great Britain to limit Russian alu
minum sales to her to only 15,000 tons per 
year. However, Canadian and U.S. producers 
were forced to cut their prices to Great Bri
tain by 2 cents per pound---or, roughly, by 
$40 per ton-to meet this Russian thrust. 

Then Red China, at the Kremlin's behest, 
got into the act. India, which the Com
munists had hoped to subvert, was pulling 
itself up by its bootstraps via enormous 
American aid. Japan was :flourishing and 
about to agree to a new defense alliance with 
the United States. A Kremlin-directed 
wrecking job was needed. 

Japan and India are large and important 
producers of textiles. This industry is an 
important economic mainstay in both coun
tries. Traditionally, both these countries 
have had the sale of textiles to oriental and 
eastern markets pretty much to themselves. 
About a year ago, however, Red China, like 
a bolt out of the blue, began dumping tex
tiles on oriental and eastern markets at 
prices far below those which Japanese and 
Indian producers could charge even with 
their own cheap labor forces. 

Again, it was the United States who came 
to the rescue by advising countries receiving 
our foreign aid not to use our dollars for 
purchases from Red China. In revenge, the 
Communists directed their Japanese cohorts 
to riot against President Eisenhower's pro
posed visit, using the upcoming new defense 
alliance as an excuse. 

Today, Venezuela and the oil-rich Middle 
Eastern states are the new Kremlin targets
and oil is the commOdity by which the Com-

munist imperialists are seeking to break 
their economic backs. 

When Soviet Deputy Premier Anastas I. 
Mikoyan visited Cuba last year, he arranged 
a "sweetheart" trade agreement with Fidel 
Castro, the Kremlin's South American beard
ed wonder. In a swap for sugar, Russia 
agreed to sell Castro all the secondhand tools 
of war he needed-and all the oil he needed 
at prices substantially below world prices. 

It was a neat deal, wrapped in a pretty 
bow tie, for, with guns, tanks, and cannon, 
Castro could :flex his military might as a 
threat against his Latin neighbors, and with 
Russian oil he could throw a monkey wrench 
into the economy of Venezuela. 

Traditionally, most of the crude oil pro
cessed in Cuba has come from Venezuela. 
For the Venezuelans, this amounted to 
roughly $100 million worth of business an
nually-no small change for so small a coun
try-a country whose economy is mainly 
based on crude oil production. But the 
Kremlin price to Cuba is $1 per barrel 
cheaper than the Venezuelan price--this de
spite the fact that Russia has to deliver this 
crude oil close to 4,000 miles from its Baku 
oilfields, whereas Venezuela is practically 
around the corner from Cuba. And upon 
whom are the Communists in Venezuela try
ing to pin the blame for unemployment in 
that country-unemployment mainly due to 
Cuba's "sweetheart" oil deal with Russia? 
Yankee imperialists, of course. 

What has been happening to Venezuela 
has also been happening to the Middle East 
oil countries. Traditionally, the Arab coun
tries sold their crude and refined products 
to Far Eastern and Oriental countries. India 
was one of their biggest markets, buying 
more than $200 million worth of their prod
ucts each year. But late last year, Russia, 
the friend of the Arab, made a "sweetheart" 
deal with India, offering her oil and oil 
products at prices substantially below those 
quoted by the Arab countries. Now, in those 
oil-rich Middle East countries, unemploy
ment is growing along with misery. And who 
is being blamed for this? Good old Yankee 
imperialism. 

The time for questioning how it is possible 
for Russia and Red China to launch this new 
war against free nations is long past. In
stead, we must recognize them as economic 
juggernauts that can whimsically threaten 
the welfare of workers in any country they 
choose. 

Of course, the real economic target on 
which the Kremlin has its aim is the United 
States. Nikita Khrushchev let the cat out 
of the bag in a speech he made in Moscow 
on May 6, 1959. 

"The main bulwark of the contemporary 
capitalist world," Khrushchev said, "is con
stituted by the United States, which has a 
more highly developed production and a 
higher standard of living. In order to 
achieve victory in the competition between 
the two systems (capitalism versus commu
nism), we must catch up with and overtake 
those barriers to competition with capital
ism-not with ballistic missiles, not with 
atomic or hydrogen bombs, but with our 
organization and unity. With a higher level 
of production." 

The Soviet boss then went on to say, "Hav
ing achieved the level of production of the 
most highly developed state (the United 
States), we will not stop at that, but will 
advance with ever greater drive. We Com
munists say: 'Capitalism will fail as every
thing obsolete fails and dies away.'" 

Well, we cannot say that Mr. Khrushchev 
has not warned us of our ultimate demise-
if we do not take his warning to heart and 
start doing some hard thinking about it. 

Today, although Russian production, by 
and large, is st111 not sumctent to materially 
hurt the United States, it can, by ruthless 
manipulation, be used to kill off friendly 
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countries one at a time. Such actions, 
through accumulation, could hurt us dras
tically by isolating our 'economy and by cut
ting us off from world markets. 

Current figures on Russian production are 
not available. But in 1957, the latest year 
for which we have figures, Russia turned out 
91 percent as much iron ore as we did domes
tically; 58 percent as much cement; 50 per
cent as much pig iron; and its aluminum 
output that year was about 22 percent of 
the world's total. Since 1957, you can bet 
your last dollar, those figures have been sub
stantially increased. 

The threat of Russian production becomes 
more real when you are aware of this fact: 
We Americans produce primarily for our do
mestic market, which takes 95 percent of our 
end products. The Russians and Chinese 
Reds, however, can ignore their domestic 
needs. They can take their entire produc
tion of an item and dump it on world 
markets at fantastically low prices for the 
explicit purpose of causing economic dis
locations in any country of their choosing. 

How soon can the Soviets challenge the 
United States in an economic war? As soon 
as we let them. As soon as we stop thinking 
of ways and means of expanding our econ
omy, of getting rid of the economic drag of 
depressed areas, of revitallzing the education 
of our youth, of helping business to help 
itself, of tlnding means by which to convert 
our vast natural resources into useful every
day products. This is the challenge facing 
us-a challenge we must take up, if we and 
our children are to continue living as free
men. 

If we think and act ln such terms, then 
the scroll of history we write today, and 
which our children will unroll tomorrow, will 
plainly indicate our prophecy in the future 
of America-of a greater and everlasting land 
of human liberty and human dignity. 

Resources Program for the Sixties 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JAMES W. TRIMBLE 
OF ARKANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Speaker, one of 
the highlights of the 19th annual meet
ing of the National Rural Electric Co
operative Association, held in Dallas, 
Tex., last week was an address by our 
colleague, the Honorable FRANK E. 
SMITH, of Mississippi. He has a firm 
grasp of our natural resources program, 
and I wish to compliment him for his 
interest. 

Mr. Speaker, under unanimous con
sent, I insert in the RECORD, as part of 
my remarks, excerpts from his address: 

REMARKS BY HON. FRANK SMITH 
Full development should be the key to 

natural resource development in the sixties. 
Every potential benefit in water projects 
should be fully utilized. This means that 
evaluation standards for multiple-purpose 
projects should be progressive. Potential 
needs must be considered to prevent' their 
having to be met in the future at a cost 
far out of proportion to prudent investment 
at the present time. 

Power needs like that for domestic water 
supply, navigation, and recreation, are among 
those that must be evaluated for future ben
efits as well as for present day considera
tions. Our national goal in the power field 
should be abundant electricity at minimum 

cost to the ultimate consumer whether he 
is served by investor-owned, local, public, or 
cooperative distribution systems. 

The Department of the Interior, in cooper
ation with other agencies, must reassert its 
responsibility to provide long-range plan
·ning of generation and transmission facili
ties to meet future needs, with immediate 
attention to the economic necessity of inter
regional Federal transmission ties. 

Regional wholesale power supply systems 
should be made responsible for meeting the 
expanding wholesale power requirements of 
all retail electric systems at the lowest pos.. 
sible cost, and supplied with as much hydro
electric capacity as is economically feasible 
for low-cost peaking power and reserve ca
pacity. 

I believe also that cooperatives will be 
called upon to play a major role in the de
velopment of atomic power. Atomic power 
has been developed and financed by the peo
ple through the Government of the United 
States, and the benefits of this research 
should be made available to the public as a 
whole. 

I believe the Congress should take steps to 
properly define cost allocation formulas and 
other requirements for water projects that 
have been so much abused by Budget Bu
reau requirements in previous years. 

Some of the ideas originally proposed in 
the Kerr-Trimble bills are the basis on which 
a number of us are presently working on 
legislation which we believe have the back
ing of the administration. The law should 
spell out that the benefits of all projects 
should be measured in relationship to the 
overall national economy as one of our na
tional goals in the field of natural resources. 

Bulgarian Liberation Day 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. VICTOR L. ANFUSO 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. ANFUSO. Mr. Speaker, under 
leave to extend my remarks, I wish to 
insert into the RECORD the text of a mes
sage I sent to the Bulgarian National 
Front of America in connection with 
their annual banquet and ball commem
orating Bulgarian Liberation Day on 
March 3. The message reads as follows: 

FEBRUARY 27,1961. 
Dr. KALIN KOICHEFF, 
Secretary, Bulgarian National Front of 

America, Grand Central Station, New 
York, N.Y. 

DEAR DR. KOICHEI'F: Please extend my 
greetings and best wishes to all those at
tending the annual banquet and ball of your 
organization in commemoration of Bulgarian 
Liberation Day. 

I join with all of you in hope and prayer 
on this historic day, which began as a day 
of freedom for your people in Bulgaria, and 
has since turned into a nightmare of op
pression for them. , 

Since 1944 your ancestral homeland has 
been su:trering under the yoke of commu
nism. The people of Bulgaria are today a 
silenced people, unable to speak their minds, 
a_nd unable to live as a free and independent 
nation. Their indomitable will for freedom, 
however, has not been crushed and will never 
be crushed. They are waiting silently and 
grimly, yet patiently and hopefully. for a 
better tomorrow, for a brighter future. 

This indomitable will, this patience and 
hope, must be kept alive under all circum-

stances. To lose courage means to lose all 
hope for the future. By holding aloft the 
torch of freedom. Bulgaria becomes another 
great symbol, together with all other captive 
and oppressed nations, who are joined in the 
struggle against mankind's greatest and 
most ruthless enemy. 

The anniversary of your people's liberation 
day occurs at a time when the United States 
is embarking on a new era and under a new 
leadership. Let us hope it will prove to be 
an era of freedom for all peace-loving na
tions, including the enslaved nations of 
Eastern Europe. 

Sincerely yours, 
VICTOR L. ANFUSO, 

Member of Congress. 

Medical and Dental Applications of 
Atomic Energy 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JAMES E. VAN ZANDT 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. VANZANDT. Mr. Speaker, at the 
annual meeting of the Altoona District 
Dental Society held at the Penn Alto 
Hotel, Altoona, Pa., on Monday, Febru
ary 27, 1961, it was a pleasure to deliver 
the following address on the subject of 
"Medical and Dental Applications of 
Atomic Energy." 

The address follows: 
ADDRESS BY REPRESENTATIVE JAMES E. VAN 

ZANDT, MEMBER OF CONGRESS. 20TH DISTRICT 
OP PENNSYLVANIA, ALTOONA DisTRICT DEN
TAL SOCIETY AT ALTOONA, PA., FEBRUARY 27, 
1961 
I appreciate this opportunity to speak to 

you on some of the medical and dental ap
plications of atomic energy. 

As a member of the Joint Congressional 
Committee on Atomic Energy since it first 
began its operations in 1947, I have had a 
continuing interest in this subject. 

As you know-the Joint Committee has 
important responsibilities in promoting the 
development of atomic energy for peaceful 
uses of all kinds-as well as in the applica
tion of atomic energy to military purposes. 

In the 17 years since man first constructed 
an atomic reactor, nuclear technology has 
surged forward at a pace unparalleled ln 
the history o:f mankind. 

It has been said that generations of prog
ress have been telescoped into this relatively 
short period of time. 

The tentative hypotheses of only a few 
years past have become well-established 
principles on which more far-reaching under
takings are now based. 

In my judgment, no greater progress has 
been made in any area of atomic energy 
than in the field of medical applications. 

Certainly, more has been achieved in this 
area than in any other peaceful application. 

The long-established uses of X-ray for 
diagnostic and therapeutic purposes have 
been overtaken and indeed virtually eclipsed 
in some cases by the rapidly increasing uses 
of radioisotopes and other sources of 
radiation. 

Members of the medical and dental pro
fessions are becoming more conscious of the 
progress being made 1n the medical uses of 
atomic energy. 

The professional literature today abounds 
with information on important discoveries 
and developments. 
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But, by and large, I believe the many 

specific achievements in this area have not 
been sufficiently publicized so as to create 
a public awareness of this progress. 

Medical and dental applications as well 
as other peaceful uses have been over
shadowed by spectacular achievements in 
the military uses, including weapons devel
opment, remote power reactors for military 
uses, and nuclear submarines and surface 
ships, as well as research related to possible 
applications to space exploration. 

I may say also that full appreciation of 
the great strides being made in the medical 
uses of atomic energy has been clouded at 
times by a preoccupation with possible com
mercial uses, including the development of 
electric-power-generating reactors, and with 
possible peaceful uses of nuclear explosives, 
an undertaking appropriately dubbed "proj
ect plowshare." 

In promoting the beneficial uses of nuclear 
reactor byproducts we have in many cases 
had to contend with public hostilities en
gendered by a fear of radioactivity. 

The thousands of radiation victims of 
Hiroshima and Nagasaki have created a 
spector which we have not yet fully over
come in terms of public acceptance. 

It is difficult to allay these fears even 
though the same byproducts of nuclear re- 
actions that meant suffering and lingering 
death in the wake of those historic first 
atomic weapons now hold forth such great 
promise for the future well-being of all 
mankind. 

This is not to say that public concern 
over the hazards of radiation is not well 
founded. 

You and I know very well that exposure to 
even low doses of radiation can cause harm
ful biological effects. 

Without going into the precise dose-effect 
relationships-which have been the subject 
of considerable discussion within the scien
tific community-we can say that all 
exposures to radiation carry at least a risk 
of harmful biological effects. 

This is a basic characteristic of radiation. 
The ability to cause changes in body tissues 

and biologic systems is a characteristic 
which makes radiation a valuable tool of 
medicine. 

It is interesting to note that within a year 
after Roentgen discovered X-rays in 1895, 
injurious effects of exposure were detected 
among the workers in the field. 

Early symptoms included infiammation of 
the eyes-loss of hair-and similar effects. 

Later more severe symptoms were noted 
and there was an increase in incidents of 
malignancy. 

Just as normal tissue is damaged or 
destroyed by radiation-we can also turn 
radiation toward the destruction of abnor
mal tissue--including malignant growths. 

The more we have learned about radia
tion, the more uses we have found in the 
medical field. 

I shall not recite to you at this time a long 
list of radiation and radioisotope uses-many 
of which are already familiar to your profes
sion-but I think it is worthwhile to men
tion some of the more important recent 
developments in the field of medicine and 
particularly in dentistry. 

I think it is especially important to note 
the tremendous flexibility with which radia
tion can be used in medical applications. 

The principal uses of radioisotopes and 
other forms of radiation in medicine today 
are for diagnostic purposes-although sub
stantial and increasing therapeutic uses are 
being developed. 

The basic advantage of using radioisotopes 
derives from the fact that tagged compounds 
may be used to follow the life processes of the 
body. 

This enables us to observe and take advan
tage of the tendencies of certain elements to 

concentrate in "Certain organs and in ab
normal aggregations of cells-tmch as tumors. 

Naturally, in using radioisotopes for diag
nostic purposes, due care must be exercised 
to avoid unnecessary irradiation of healthy 
body tissues. 

This may account for the large percentage 
of cases in which iodine 131 is used and may 
also explain why thyroid disorders thus far 
have been more subject to radioisotope diag
nosis than any other. 

Like other forms of iodine, the isotope 
iodine 131 tends to concentrate in the 
thyroid. 

The beta radiation of this isotope pene
trates only a small fraction of an inch into 
the tissue, and it has a relatively short half
life--that is it decays very rapidly. 

By the time it leaves the thyroid it is 
largely inert and thus has little effect on 
other body tissues. 

The wide variety of diagnostic and thera
peutic uses to which radioisotopes can be 
applied has been underscored in recent years 
by the development of tracer techniques 
within the body which permit us to carry 
out highly advanced blood-volume studies, 
water-content analyses, and studies of the 
vascular blood fiow. 

These developments wlll go far in helping 
us to get at the causes of many basic 1lls 
affecting man. 

As a layman, I am extremely fascinated 
by these remarkable achievements in the 
medical uses of radioisotopes. 

Over the years I have supported and en
couraged the isotope development program 
of the Atomic Energy Commission, but I 
must confess that in the early days of the 
program I may have been infiuenced more 
by blind faith than by understanding. 

Aside from the extremely versatile radio
isotope being applied to medical purposes 
today, there is a rapidly expanding use of 
special devices employing radiation. 

Included among these devices are reactors 
and accelerators, which produce radiation, as 
well as various types of equipment used in 
conjunction with radiation sources. 

While radioisotopes are used largely for 
diagnostic purposes, these special devices are 
used primarily in the treatment of ailments, 
most of which involve abnormal tissue de
velopment. 

The first reactor built especially for med
ical purposes is located at the Brookhaven 
National Laboratory. 

That facility, built within the past 2 years, 
has been used extensively in the treatment 
of brain tumors and other abnormal tissues. 

Accelerators provide a flexible source of 
radiation for tumor treatment. 

Because of the intense, narrow beams and 
the deep penetration possible, accelerators 
can do many things that reactors and other 
radiation devices cannot do. 

These beams can be aimed precisely at 
localized tumors and thus avoid damaging 
healthy tissues. 

In some cases, accelerators are equipped 
with a scanner which permits the narrow 
beam to cover a specified tissue area in 
much the same way that a television picture 
is formed. 

The use of radiation in the practice of 
dentistry, of course, is not new, although 
some of the applications available today 
bear little resemblance to those of the pre
atomic age. 

We have come a long way since the first 
dental X-ray was made some 65 years ago. 

I understand those early X-ray pictures 
required an exposure of about 25 minutes 
each. 

In the years since that time the X-ray 
machine has come to be the backbone of 
dental practice. 

It has also played an important role in 
other areas of medical practice and has set 
the pattern for a great many uses of radio
isotopes and atomic radiation devices. 

In recent years 1·adiation has been used in
creasingly in the treatment of oral cancer 
as well as in research on the prevention and 
control of dental cavities and in studies of 
calcification of teeth and the effects of 
dental medicaments. 

About 10 years ago the American Dental 
Association established a subcommittee on 
atomic energy to study some of the possible 
uses of radioisotopes in dental research. 

Since that time considerable study has 
been devoted to this subject by researchers 
at the National Institute of Dental Research, 
at the National Institutes of Health, and at 
other institutions. 

Recent investigations carried out by the 
National Institute used sulfur 35 in the 
study of cartilage formation and cleft 
palate studies. 

Various radioisotopes have been used in 
testing the leakage of dental fillings, and 
neutron activation techniques have been 
used to measure tooth solubility in various 
solutions. 

Studies such as these are constantly point
ing the way toward more useful applications 
of the versatile radioisotope to the practice 
of dentistry. 

I venture to say that before too many 
years have passed the dentists of America 
will be using atomic radiation sources on a 
routine basis in the practice of their profes
sion. 

You may be interested to know that the 
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy will soon 
be examining some of the more recent de
velopments in the use of atomic energy in 
medicine and dentistry. 

Within a few weeks we plan to conduct a 
series of hearings entitled "Applications of 
Radioisotopes and Radiation in the Life of 
Sciences." 

At these hearings we will receive detailed 
testimony from some of the outstanding 
medical researchers in the country. 

It will be interesting to see the contrast 
between the material presented at these 
hearings and that presented 5 years ago 
when we conducted a similar program of 
hearings. 

The information we have developed in 
preparation for these hearings suggests that 
tremendous progress has been made. 

And when our forthcoming hearings are 
concluded, I believe it will be apparent 
that, despite the enormous breakthroughs 
achieved to date, we are merely on the 
threshold of this important frontier. 

I am personally convinced that the mar
shaling of our atomic energy resources to 
attack the wide range of human ailments 
that have so long affiicted mankind--Cancer, 
heart disease, and some of the various perni
cious chronic ailments--will prove more re
warding than any other application of 
atomic energy. 

The versatility of the atom lends itself to 
the ingenuity and resourcefulness of the 
researcher. 

It remains now for our talented scientists 
to take full advantage of the opportunities 
presented by atomic energy. 

Congressman Gilbert's Annual Report 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JACOB H. GILBERT 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, at the 
close of the present session of Congress, 
I shall prepare and include in the CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD my annual report to 
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my constituents. The report will cover 
legislative work done by the Congress, 
and my efforts in behalf of the people 
I represent. 

A Tribute to S. Hobart Lockett 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. CHARLES S. JOELSON 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. JOELSON. Mr. Speaker, in this 
day and age when fuller appreciation 
of our American heritage has become 
an essential element in our program for 
survival and the preservation of a free 
world, I believe it appropriate that we 
take a moment to note and mourn the 
passing of a man dedicated to historical 
research and the promulgation of a finer 
and broader recognition of the signifi
cance of our traditions. 

I refer to S. Hobart Lockett, of Pack
anack Lake, Wayne, N.J., whose untimely 
death deprived one of our most his
torical north Jersey communities of a 
public official whose civic accomplish
ments are without peer in hts area. 

Mr. Lockett, among other civic duties, 
served as chairman of the Wayne Town
ship Historical Commission, one of the 
few official municipal boards of its type, 
from its formation in .1947 until his 
death on December 14, 1960. This his
torical commission grew out of the cen
tennial celebration of Wayne Township 
as a separate corporate entity in 1947. 
During that year, Mr. Lockett, aided by 
other citizens also determined to empha
size Wayne's historic significance, un
earthed documents, artifacts, and sites 
which otherwise might have been lost in 
antiquity. His zealous leadership in re
search and preservation inspired indi
viduals and organizations to cooperate 
in a program that has been unique in its 
effect. 

He loved Wayne and Wayne's glorious 
past. He revered the part it played in 
the Revolutionary War when in 1780 it 
was the headquarters of Gen. George 
Washington and General Lafayette. 

Wayne Township was settled in 1696 
by Capt. Arent Schuyler. His direct de
scendants, the Schuyler-Colfax family, 
live there still in the home he built. In 
this house was born Schuyler Colfax, 
Vice President under Gen. U. S. Grant, a 
fact not noted in works of history, who 
credit him to New York City. Establish
ment of the fact that Schuyler Colfax 
belongs to Wayne was one of Mr. Lock
ett's many research accomplishments. 

Yet Hobart Lockett did not live in the 
past. He played an equally prominent 
role in the dynamic present. He served 
with distinction as chairman of both the 
board of zoning adjustment and the 
planning boards which prepared Wayne 
for its rapid growth from a farming 
community into the modern town it is 
today-a town whose rural charm ·has 
been enhanced, not impaired, by thou-

sands of new residences and over $20 
million· in new industry. Mr. Lockett 
also organized and expanded and di
rected a civil defense organization which 
is the pride of the town, and was an im
portant factor in his church and in youth 
activities. 

Of S. Hobart Lockett it can truly be 
said: 

The inspiration he gave others to appre
ciate the past, manage well the present, and 
plan for the future is seed sown on fertile 
soil that will produce future crops of better 
Americans. 

Mr. and Mrs. Gerald R. Smith: Good 
Samaritans From Indiana 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. DANIEL K. INOUYE 
OF HAWAII 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. Speaker, on Feb
ruary 22, 1961, in Washington, D.C., Miss 
Carol Ogata, of Hawaii, was named the 
national winner of the 14th annual Voice 
of Democracy contest. This is a great 
honor to Carol and, of course, Hawaii is 
very proud of her achievement. 

Behind Carol's success, however, is the 
story of a couple from the State of In
diana whose timely intervention on be
half of Carol assured her presence in 
Washington to receive the award and 
recognition she justly deserved. 

This is a story of genuine kindness
a trait too often neglected in this busy 
world of ours and seldom brought to 
public attention. I wish to show my 
personal appreciation for this couple's 
act of selflessness by sharing it with 
my colleagues through the medium of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. and Mrs. Gerald R. Smith come 
from Wabash, Ind. They had gone to 
visit their daughter and son-in-law, Lt. 
and Mrs. Richard L. Thompson who live 
at Aiea on the island of Oahu. Mr. 
Smith returned to Los Angeles for a 
business conference several days before 
Carol Ogata departed for the Nation's 
capital to participate in the Voice of 
Democracy contest as Hawaii's repre
sentative. Mrs. Smith remained behind 
for an extended visit, returning to the 
mainland on the same flight as Carol
as seat partners, in fact. Upon arrival 
in Los Angeles, the airlines strike 
caught Carol in its midst and she found 
her American Airlines flight grounded. 

The young girl had no idea what to 
do. Mr. and Mrs. Smith took charge 
of the problem, and spent some 2% 
hours calling and trying to arrange a 
seat for Carol on another flight. They 
had no success, so they did the next 
best thing, and arranged for Carol to 
spend the night in the home of their 
friends. The next day, Mr. and Mrs. 
Smith came up with the solution to 
Carol's problem. Mrs. Smith gave her 
seat on the United Airlines :flight to 
Chicago to Carol; thus leaving herself 
in Los Angeles without a ticket, and the 
possibility of a long delay in getting one. 

Mr. Smith took over from there, and once 
in Chicago, again . used his time and 
wonderfully big heart tq get Carol on 
to Washington. He was successful in 
helping her to reach her destination in 
time for the contest. 

The Smith's are a couple who derive 
great pleasure and self-satisfaction from 
helping others. In their hometown of 
Wabash, Ind., they work with various 
youth organizations, including the Boy 
Scouts and Girl Scouts, as well as many 
welfare organizations. They are both 
very active in their church, and devote 
much time to its activities. To give you 
another example of the kindness of these 
people: Each year at Christmas, Mr. 
Smith puts on his own quite authentic 
Santa Claus outfit-complete with 
lambswool beard that does not come off 
when pulled. Then he and Mrs. Smith 
go around to various homes of friends 
and neighbors to visit the children and 
deliver cookies and candy. He dresses 
the part so well that many of the parents 
do not even know who he is. 

This past summer, they found a Boy 
Scout troop stranded near their farm. 
They immediately began work helping 
the boys and their leaders set up a camp 
in their garage and yard for the night, 
and then prepared a meal for the boys. 
The Scouts stayed the night and then 
continued on their cross-country hike. 
All of the things they do quietly, asking 
nothing in return. 

Their way of living exemplifies the 
principles and ideals of the American way 
of. life. They are living proof of the 
people-to-people program within our 
own country. Hawaii has a wonderful 
daughter to be proud of in Carol Ogata. 
Wabash, Ind., and our country, has a 
Smith family of which we can all be 
proud. 

Thank you, Mr. and Mrs. Gerald R. 
Smith, of Wabash, Ind.-and aloha. 

Water Problems in the Eastern United 
States 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. FRANK E. MOSS 
OF UTAH 

IN THB SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

Tuesday., lFebnJtzry 28, 1961 

Mr. MOSS. Mr. President, the Sen
ate Select Committee on National Water 
Resources, which on January 30 filed its 
final report with the Senate, made many 
contributions to our national thinking 
on the subject of water. One of the 
most significant may well have been the 
attention the report drew to the fact 
that clean and abundant water is now 
a matter of critical concern to the East, 
as well as to the West. 

On February 9, 1961, the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. HART] enlarged on this 
point at the winter meeting of the ln,ter
state Commission on the Potomac River 
Basin. It seems to me that his speech, 
which was well received, deserves a 
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larger audience. I ask unanimous con
sent that it be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 

as follows: 
WATER PROBLEMS IN THE EASTERN UNITED 

STATES 
(Remarks by Hon. PlULIP A. HART at the win

ter meeting of the Interstate Commission 
on the Potomac River Basin) 
Whoever chose the topic of my remarks 

for tonight, "Water Problems in the Eastern 
United States," hit upon the only aspect of 
this vast subject on which I could have 
even the remotest claim to authority. I am 
not a specialist in evapotranspiration, in 
hydrometeorologic forecasting, or in dis
posal of radioactive wastes. However, I was 
one of two members from east of the Mis
sissippi on the Senate Select Committee on 
National Water Resources, and thus my 
specialization was clearly indicated: the east
ern half of the United States. 

At first even this concept of my assign
ment did not impress my constituents back 
1n Michigan. We ln Michigan boast on our 
auto license plates, as you may know, that 
we are the "Water Wonderland," and we 
have indeed been singularly blessed by na
ture in this respect. But as the 2 years 
of the existence of our committee have gone 
by, and as we have traveled around the 
country holding public hearings in 24 States 
North, East, South, and West, we have all 
learned what should have been obvious from 
the start: that there is no section of the 
United States that does not have its water 
problem, that the demands are going to 
double by 1980 and triple by 2000, and that 
it behooves all of us-local, State, and Fed
eral Governments, and nongovernmental 
bodies-to get on With the job of water 
resource management. 

Many of you have seen the report of our 
committee which was filed with the Senate 
last week. Together with three of my col
leagues-Senators ENGLE, Moss, and Mc
GEE-! filed supplementary views. We filed 
these supplementary views not in dissent 
but rather to stress more sharply certain 
aspects of the water problem which we re
garded as fundamental. 

In our views we had this to say about the 
stake of the East in. this matter: "There 
long has been recognition of the special re
quirements and special problems of the 
Western States arising out of their critical 
dependence on extremely limited water sup
plies. Now, in addition, there is groWing 
recognition of the special water resource 
problems of the Eastern and Midwestern 
States. The special problems of the humid 
regions are a compound of several factors: 
Supply-requirement problems stemming 
from the enormous growth of municipal and 
industrial uses; extreme pollution loads; 
concentrated recreation pressures; and the 
difficulty in providing essential storage reser
voirs at sites that are increasingly pre
empted by intensive residential and indus
trial developments." 

If I may, I would like to pull out for dis
cussion two principal areas which are men
tioned here--pollution and recreation. 

We found that pollution resulting from 
municipal and industrial wastes is the most 
serious water problem confronting the coun
try. According to projections made for the 
committee, about 60 percent of the increase 
in total reservoir storage required by 1980 
is needed for waste water dilution. It ap
pears that under the same projected "mini
mum cost" plan for 1980, over 80 percent of 
the total investment contemplated will be 
required to maintain water quality. 

In the Washington area, as you well know, 
water quality is impaired not only by munic
ipal and industrial waste but by siltation, 
which is quickened. by our rapid urbaniza-

tion: Trees go down to the ground for hous
ing developments, highways cut through acre 
after acre of open land, and flood plain oc
cupancy further aggravates the problem. 
All this is accelerating even more rapidly in 
the East, where land is scarce, than in the 
West. This points to the urgent need for 
expanding our watershed protection pro
grams here. 

Pollution is also the key to our outdoor 
recreation problem. Outdoor recreation has 
become one of the most important uses of 
lakes and rivers. A major reason for pollu
tion abatement is to provide suitable water 
areas for this purpose. It is becoming in
creasingly clear that the public demand for 
outdoor recreational opportunities accessible 
to our urban population is going to be so 
great in the foreseeable future that we will 
be obliged to place a higher value on this use 
of our land and water; in other words, some 
so-called "economically justifiable" water 
developments may actually have to take 
second place to an intangible benefit result
ing from recreation. 

Let me expand on this just a little. A 
newcomer to the water field is soon con
fronted with the apparently immutable and 
sacred cost-benefit ratio which is used to 
evaluate water development projects. Now 
I agree that we need to study carefully be
fore we spend money for water projects, and 
I am as anxious as anyone that we receive 
the fullest possible return for our public 
moneys-especially since there are many 
more demands than there are funds to carry 
them out. We need to assess the worth of 
each and every one and make a judgment. 

What I suggest, however, is that there are 
some values that you and I prize second to 
none that are very difficult to measure in 
dollars. For example: In a study which was 
conducted last summer, during which family 
camping groups in one of our midwest na
tional forests were interviewed, it was dis
covered that these campers were predomi
nantly young couples in their twenties and 
thirties. with children. It further developed 
that over 75 percent of them were there be
cause there was a family problem which they 
hoped to wash away through this outdoor 
experience. 

Do we measure this sort of contribu
tion to our society in the thousands of 
dollars or in the millions? How do you 
put a price on it? 

And what about the demand for outdoor 
recreation, which in other marketplaces is 
supposed to determine the price? Early last 
Labor Day weekend the Wisconsin radio sta
tions were announcing that all State and 
Federal camping grounds were filled to ca
pacity and no one should start out who was 
planning to use such facilities. Over and 
again we have instances of camping areas 
designed to accommodate 50 families trying 
to accommodate 200. 

In short, wholly new approaches must be 
taken to deal with the new conditions of our 
increasingly urbanized and industrialized 
Nation. Water resource program deficiencies 
are attributable, in part, to obsolete concepts 
that are ill suited to guide present-day 
programs. This unsuitability is strikingly 
evident in the mathematical benefit-cost 
formulas which discount the human value 
of the non-revenue-producing aspects of 
water resources, aspects such as recreation 
and fish and wildlife conservation. 

What are some of the solutions that sug
gest themselves, to cope with the pollution 
problem? First of all, as I see it, we need to 
double or triple the present Federal water 
pollution program being carried out under 
Public Law 660. In Michigan in the past 2 
years, we have had four times as many com
munities eligible for participation in this 
program, and desiring to be included, as we 
have had Federal funds. But the Public 
Law 660 program, fine as it is, does not solve 

the industrial -pollution problem which 1s 
key to the cleansing of our rivers and 
streams. 

We are going to need a crash program to 
eliminate or reduce the dilution dexnands of 
industrial sewage. We will need stepped up 
research; and we will need the cooperation 
of industry itself. Either industry must re
frain from degrading water quality beyond 
tolerable limits, or in due course public 
opinion can be expected to demand that 
they be required to do so. 

Given present technology, increased quan
tities of water Will stlll be needed for dilu
tion of waste during low river stages, through 
construction of reservoirs to store the flows 
and by other flow regulation works. The 
usual comment following this statement is 
that "particularly in the East, major con
flicts between the use of land for reservoir 
storage and other land uses can be antici
pated." That statement hardly needs to be 
made in this company. 

What all of this suggests to me is: we in 
the East have to start incorporating water 
resource development into our economic 
thinking and into our political thinking. We 
have to think in terms of water development 
in the East as a life and death matter, as it 
has so long been regarded in the West. Our 
reclamation program is pollution control, for 
if our pollution and recreation problems are 
solved, the municipal and industrial needs 
will be met. The battle cry should be: "Let 
us reclaim the rivers of the East as we are 
reclaiming the lands of the West." 

To those of you from West Virginia, Mary
land, and Pennsylvania, who are especially 
plagued With labor surplus areas-as we are 
in Michigan-! underline that water resource 
development is a key to economic develop
ment. We need to utilize to the fullest the 
opportunities presented by the small water
shed program (Public Law 566), the Capper
Cramton Act and even the highway program. 
In some areas of the country imaginative 
planning for highway construction is under
way to permit roadbeds to be used to assist 
in damming water for recreation and fiood 
control purposes. All of these activities 
provide employment in the execution, and 
upon completion help attract both people 
and industry to the area; they enrich the 
region. 

In the spirit of the New Frontier, when for 
a moment in our history we are again being 
encouraged to dream, I make bold to say 
out loud: "How would it be if our Senate 
Interior Committee had a member on it from 
the East?" And is it not time for the execu
tive branch of our Federal Government to 
have a mechanism whereby all resource de
velopment, whether East or West, is looked 
at in a single package? Not even the spirit 
of the New Frontier emboldens me to breathe 
out loud the possib111ty of a single resource 
development agency-this seems to be be
yond the temerity of anyone. 

But I believe firmly that in order to get 
action we are going to require executive lead
ership and that this in turn is going to re
quire governmental machinery which at least 
permits coordinated study, appraisal and 
planning. When the American people make 
up their minds that they want something, 
they are a very potent force and I have a feel
ing that the American people are ahead of 
us on this one. 

In exploring as I have been doing the 
Federal responsibility in these matters, I do 
not intend in any way to slight over or un
derevaluate local, State, regional, and non
governmental obligations. As I said at the 
outset, it is going to take the best eft'orts of 
all of us, working cooperatively. Estimates 
made for our committee indicate that ap
proximately $220 billion will need to be in
vested between now and the year 1980 
through all government levels and through 
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private instrumentalities, in the develop
ment of our water resources. 

There is more than enough for all of us 
to do. We will need to gear up all existing 
instrumentalities for action and perhaps de
vise additional ones. For example, would it 
be useful to have an agency to assist the 
States and cities to develop their recreation 
potential? Or an agency to administer a 
revolving fund to be available to the States 
for water development purposes? Or should 
programs of existing agencies, such as the 
Community Facilities Administration, be ex
panded? 

Our water problems in the East are com
plex because we are highly urbanized and 
highly industrialized; they are expensive be
cause we are thickly settled; and they are 
interstate which complicates decision mak
ing. 

The water is there, many of the techniques 
are at hand and additional ones will un
doubtedly be developed. What is required 
now is improved water management. This 
is a political challenge-a matter of the sci
ence of government, to which we must all 
lend our clearest thinking and most incisive 
action. 

Eulogy to Dr. Arthur H. Ruggles 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JOHN E. FOGARTY 
OF RHODE ISLAND 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Speaker, on 
January 2, Rhode Island lost one of its 
most beloved citizens with the death of 
Dr. Arthur Hiler Ruggles in his 80th 
year. His passing was a profound loss 
to the profession of psychiatry, and a 
personal bereavement to his many col
leagues, students, friends, and patients. 
To us in Rhode Island his death brought 
a sharper sting of sadness for he had 
become almost a legendary figure after 
40 years as superintendent of Butler Hos
pital. Although he was a native of New 
Hampshire, Rhode Island had been his 
home for the past 55 years. 

In the sunset of life, Dr. Ruggles could 
look back over a career of more than 
half a century in the healing sciences of 
medicine and psychiatry. Wherever 
there is knowledge of mental health re
search, training, and high-level treat
ment, the achievements of this beloved 
physician are known and will be re
membered. He was equally as well 
known for his pioneer participation in 
the synthesis of the first citizens' mental 
hygiene movement-so closely was he 
identified that his long and productive 
career parallels the history of the na
tional mental health program from its 
first halting steps. 

As a trailblazer in child guidance and 
college mental health, as the venerated 
superintendent of Butler Hospital, as 
forerunner in the citizens' mental health 
movement in this country, as consultant 
to the Secretary of War in time of crisis 
as president of the American Psychiatri~ 
Association, as scientist, author, scholar, 
gentleman, and kindly mentor to all who 
sought his help and guidance-all of 
these suggest but do not adequately con
vey the full scope of his contributions to 
the psychiatric profession and to his 

country.- In the words of Dr. Robert H. 
Felix, president of the American Psy
chiatric Association, "The profession of 
psychiatry has suffered the loss of one 
of the greatest among its leaders for 
more than a century since the founding 
of the American Psychiatric Associa
tion." 

I have a special pride in eulogizing this 
grand old man of psychiatry for we 
shared a mutual tie as friends, as fellow 
Rhode Islanders, and a lively interest in 
the progress of mental health affairs. 
But only Dr. Ruggles, from his vantage 
of fourscore years, could clearly view the 
cavalcade of mental health in its prog
ress over the years since 1909 when, as 
a young psychiatrist, he pledged himself 
to Butler State Hospital. The concern 
that we Rhode Islanders have today for 
the mental health of our fellow citizens 
is a heritage nurtured by Dr. Ruggles in 
a half century of tireless toil at the 
hospital that he made famous. Here it 
was that this humane healer learned to 
sense intimately the plight of the men
tally ill. To him, his patients were peo
ple first and always, and he used every 
forum to propagate the doctrine of 
humaneness in the care and treatment 
of the mentally ill. This was a novel 
philosophy two generations ago, and it 
is a measure of the herculean task that 
lay ahead of this pioneering humani
tarian-for he had to unchain preju
diced minds before he could help to un
shackle the mentally burdened. 

The first citizens' mental hygiene 
movement materialized from the efforts 
of Dr. Ruggles and his colleagues to en
list volunteer truth squads to refute 
the canards and misconceptions that 
largely prevailed about insanity. His 
perseverance quickened the early trickle 
of public interest into a stream and jus
tified the formation of the National 
Committee for Mental Hygiene of which 
Dr. Ruggles was president for some 
years. When the public's quest for en
lightenment and hope swelled into a 
torrent, Dr. Ruggles and other volunteer 
groups fused their efforts into a mighty 
clearinghouse of mental health educa
tion and information that we know today 
as the National Association for Mental 
Health. This voluntary army of devoted 
lay citizens serves as the most substan
tial auxiliary to the profession of 
psychiatry in acquainting the American 
public with its No. 1 public health prob
lem. This was one fond dream that Dr. 
Ruggles was privileged to see come true. 

In World War I, Dr. Ruggles served as 
psychiatric adviser to the Secretary of 
War and as chief psychiatrist of the 
2d Infantry Division of the AEF. Per
haps it was at this period that Dr. 
Ruggles and other caretakers of the 
Nation's mental health realized that 
nothing less than a federally mounted 
program of research, training, and pre
vention, could ever hope to turn back the 
mounting flood of emotional and mental 
illnesses. . 

Tragically, the lessons taught by that 
war were forgotten in the complacency 
of peace. Not until World War II re
vealed an even more disheartening pic
ture was the public alerted to the need 
for a national mental health program. 

When the Congress of the United States 
approved the National Mental Health 
Act in 1946, Dr. Ruggles was in his 65th 
year. Another of his visionary ideas of 
long ago was now the law of the land. 
But this sage of psychiatry had no time 
to rest on his laurels. The enormous job 
that lay ahead was a challenge that he 
accepted-there was even more to do. 
He labored on-to share his judgment 
and wisdom as a consultant to the Na
tional Institute of Mental Health that 
had been established by the Federal 
Government to implement the National 
Mental Health Act-to occupy the most 
honored position in psychiatry as presi
dent of the American Psychiatric Asso
ciation. Yet he still found time in his 
crowded hours to minister to the needs 
of his charges at Butler Hospital and at 
the Emma Pendleton Bradley Home 
which has such a distinguished record in 
the treatment of children. 

\Vhat a great man he was and yet 
withal, a modest kindly man who sought 
no accolades but only the enduring satis
faction of a lifetime dedicated to illum
inating the dark night of mental illness. 
And it can truly be said that Dr. Ruggles 
trod the footsteps of St. Luke the Great 
Physician. How else can one account 
for the reverence in which he was held 
by his brother psychiatrists, the venera
tion that we in Rhode Island had for the 
"grand old man" at Butler, and the 
warmth and humanity that pervaded 
every gathering when he was present. 
He won distinction for himself yet all 
that he accomplished for his fellow men 
flowed from a philosophy that was based 
on an inner conviction that he was his 
brother's keeper. 

New Vitality for Rural America 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. GEORGE D. AIKEN 
OF VERMONT 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, on Febru
ary 13, the 19th annual meeting of the 
National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation was held at Dallas, Tex. One 
of ~he speakers was our colleague, the 
seruor Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
YouNG]. I ask unanimous consent to 
have his address printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the excerpts 
from the address were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

NEW VITALITY FOR RURAL AMERICA 
{Address by Hon. MILTON R. YOUNG, of 

North Dakota, to 19th annual meeting, 
National Rural Electric Cooperative As
sociation, Dallas, Tex .• February 13, 1961) 
I deeply appreciate the invitation to be 

with you folks at another REA national con
vention. I have most pleasant memories of 
my last appearance at one of your national 
conventions. It is always nice to visit with 
farm folks. You know, I am one of only 
three actual farmers left in the U.S. Senate. 
Perhaps I should be classified as a sidewalk 
farmer now, but before coining to the Sen
ate I had lived on a farm 47 years and farm
ing was my only source of income. 
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The past 16 years, or the period in which 

I have been serving in the U.S. Senate, has 
witnessed the phenomenal development of 
the REA program. During the comparatively 
short period of time since World War II 
you have been able to extend REA coverage 
to all but a very small percentage of the 
farmers, and in every area of the United 
States. This 1s an accomplishment that 
even the most optimistic would never have 
dreamed possible only a few years ago. 

The operation of these REA systems is very 
involved. At least it seems that way to me. 
I am always amazed at the knowledge that 
farmers and their managers everywhere have 
gained of one of the most complex of all 
business operations. This great success is 
attributable to your dedication to this won
derful program, your foresight, and your 
good sound judgment. 

As a member of the Senate Subcommittee 
on Agriculture Appropriations, I have 
listened to the testimony of your witnesses 
for the past 14 years or more. Your wit
nesses always do a superb job. They know 
the program from A to z and always have an 
uncanny foresight as to what the financial 
needs of the next year will be. Your esti
mates have been far more accurate than 
those of either the REA Administrator or the 
Bureau of the Budget. This accuracy and 
good judgment, together with the excellent 
repayment record of loans, is almost en
tirely responsible for the satisfying results 
that you have obtained from Congress. 
Much of this credit must go to Clyde Ellis, 
your general manager. 

I think all of you have heard many times 
about the $6 b1llion cost of operating the 
Department of Agriculture. The costs have 
been high in recent years. It has been dis
gusting to me though to have charged as 
expenditures of the Department of Agricul
ture such items as money loaned to REA 
when there is a repayment record of nearly 
100 percent, money for loans to Farmers 
Home Administration borrowers, food for 
famine relief around the world, the school 
lunch program, and a great many others. I 
hope that some day the Department of 
Agriculture can get up a budget that will 
not include items such as this as expendi
tures. 

You people gathered here today are di
rectly responsible for the affairs of your own 
rural electrification system. This is at con
siderable variance with big industrial organ
izations where a few members of the board 
of directors of a giant concern pretty much 
control an entire industry. They were elect
ed to their positions by the votes of a 
few people who usually control the ma
jority stock of such an industry. This rural 
electrification program has no absentee own
ers. You who control the policy and pro
gram of the· REA are right on the scene 
serving yourself and your neighbors. 

You are met here today in this convention 
to seek ways and means of solving your 
problems and strengthening the rural elec
trification program. You are here to discuss 
problems of concern to each of you in your 
own communities--to exchange ideas, to 
contribute to this meeting the benefit of 
your own experiences at home, and to get 
from this meeting the benefit of the experi
ences of your fellow managers and directors 
throughout the United States. 

The responsibility, as I have said, is 
yours. You and the millions of others who 
get their electric power from rural systems 
have been rightfully applauded for helping 
yourselves. And that is what you are doing 
here in Dallas--helping yourselves to find the 
ways and means to make your program 
stronger-to make rural America stronger. 

By your splendid work in the past 25 
years, you have-through rural electrifica
tion--changed the face of rural America. 
You have changed your own lives and the 
lives of millions of farm families. It must 

be very helpful and satisfying to visit with 
other REA people from all over the United 
States. By your words and deeds here in 
Dallas you can make an ever greater con
tribution to the prosperity and well-being 
of your own community and of all rural 
America. 

Your general manager, Clyde Ellis, painted 
a vivid picture this morning of the drastic 
changes that are sweeping rural America. 
We seere to be caught up these days by 
forces of change that are beyond our com
prehension. It's not just rural life that's 
changing, of course. Our metropolitan, 
urban society is straining at the seams with 
pressures on housing, traffic, law and en
forcement, schools, and public health. 

We seem to be suddenly menaced by the 
product of our own technology and pros
perity. There are too many automobiles 
for our urban tramc systems to handle, as 
they are presently designed. 

Even the skies above our cities are threat
ening, filled with airplanes going to and from 
airports located too close to heavily popu· 
lated areas--airports which are obsolete in 
terms of their capacity and facilities. If our 
present airports and air control systems 
can't handle the number and speed of the 
planes now in the skies, how are we going 
to cope with the 2,00"-mile-per-hour aircraft 
already on the drawing boards? 

I mention these urban problems, not to 
suggest that we who are primarily con
cerned with rural areas should throw up our 
hands, but to demonstrate and emphasize 
that there are dynamic forces of change at 
work in every part of America. 

Our contribution to the 1960's-to this 
century, to the generations who follow us
will be measured by our ability to control 
and direct these forces. To control the 
forces that wm guide our destiny, we must 
first recognize and understand them-and 
then with dedication, with vigor, with imag
ination, we must seek the solutions to
gether. 

The changes in rural life in the past 
quarter of a century are truly amazing. 
Even more amazing is the fact that the rate 
of change is apparently increasing. Clyde 
Ellis has called your attention to symptoms 
of far-reaching economic, social and cul
tural changes in rural life throughout this 
country. You may have observed these 
changes in your own communities. 

Today there are only half as many people 
engaged in farming as there were 30 years 
ago. Total overall production 1s far greater. 
Total net farm income is shrinking. All 
this has a direct and adverse effect on the 
rural electrification program. 

The tremendously high cost of machinery 
and other industrial goods necessary for 
mechanized farming lends itself to bigger 
operations. An economic farming unit, par
ticularly in the grain farming business, must 
embrace considerably more acres than only 
a few years ago. This is a necessary transi
tion. What we don't need are huge farming 
operations. This trend to bigger farming op
erations has been accelerated in my opinion 
by the failure of Congress to do much of 
anything to help keep the smaller operators 
on the farm. 

There is much that can be done to at 
least slow up this migration from the farms. 
If we were only looking toward low cost 
production, then I suppose only a handful 
of farmers in each country in this Nation 
could take care of all America's food needs. 
This is one kind of economy I am not for. 
It does nothing to solve our most pressing 
problem-that of surpluses. Mass produc
tion type of agriculture would make un
necessary, too, most of our little towns and 
cities with their churches, schools, and all 
that has done so much to make America 
what it is today. Yes, we would not even 
need many of our present State and county 
road systems. 

I firmly believe that you stand today at 
the brink of a brilliant new stage in the 
evolution of the rural electrification pro
gram. You can look back on the accom
plishment of having immeasurably bettered 
rural living by bringing electricity to farms 
and farm homes. But it is not enough 
merely to live with this accomplishment and 
defend the ground you have gained. You 
must use this program you have built to 
serve the economy and society of rural 
America. The times demand your contri
bution and leadership. 

The future potential of rural electrifica
tion in this country is as impressive and as 
immeasurable as your contribution in the 
past. It is limited only by your imagination 
and your capacity for leadership in your 
communities. Rural America desperately 
needs men who have proved themselves in 
conceiving and administering dynamic pro
grams. 

What can be done now to stimulate a lag
ging economy in your area? What can be 
done to restore and replace the economic 
deficit in rural areas caused by the decline 
of farm population? The answers to these 
challenging questions are being sought by 
you and other leaders of rural America. 

One of the most promising answers to 
these critical questions-promising in terms 
of the economic well-being of the entire 
community, as well as your own-is the de
velopment of small rural industries. This 
does not mean simply building the loads of 
existing industrial customers, but the crea
tion of new industries in your areas. It 
means taking the lead in your community 
to attract and develop the new industries 
that will stimulate the economy of your area. 

Many rural electric systems in several 
States have already made remarkable prog
ress in developing small industries in their 
service areas. They have discovered that the 
economic potential to themselves and their 
community far exceeds their investment of 
time and money in their efforts to attract 
new industries. You may get many new 
ideas from visiting with people from such 
communities at this convention. 

In Arkansas, for example, the Arkansas 
State Electric Cooperative evaluates its con
tribution to a program of industrial devel
opment in this statement: "Rural areas of 
Arkansas are getting their share of the 
50,000 new jobs created during the past 
5 years by the promotion program of the 
Arkansas Industrial Development Commis
sion through location of 348 new industrial 
plants and expansion of 185 others in the 
State. And this means, of course, that the 
rural electric cooperatives are benefiting, 
too, both financially and through a better 
way of life for many of their members." 

Of course, you cannot serve new industrial 
customers if you don't have the power. 
Your power supply is critical, as your gen
eral manager has emphasized. 

We in North Dakota certainly know the 
crucial importance of an adequate supply 
of power at a reasonable rate to a success
ful and growing program 01! rural electri
fication. Thanks to the imagination and 
boldness of rural electric leaders in North 
Dakota, we have the generation and trans
mission cooperatives that enable our rural 
electric systems to serve their members with 
low-cost power from the Bureau of Rec
lamation. Without these facilities, rural 
electrification in North Dakota would prob
ably still be in the "Dark Ages." 

I am proud to have been able to contrib
ute to this program in my home State by 
supporting at every opportunity Federal ap
propriations for construction of Garrison 
Dam, Bureau of Reclamation transmission 
lines, and G & T plant const.ruction by the 
cooperatives. 

Here again, the responsi~ility for initia
tive, for conception of the idea, for action._ 
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was with the managers .and directors of our 
rural electri~ systems in North Dakota. The 
Federal Government loaned them the mon
ey to execute the -plan that was so essential 
to them and to the prosperity of the whole 
State. 

One o! the most essential things in at
tracting new industry is cheap power. REA 
omcials in North Dakota, including those 
!rom REA generating cooperatives, are pres
ently working with private utilities looking 
toward the construction of huge steam gen
erating fac111ties utillzing our cheap lignite 
coal. These proposed plants will be used in 
part to firm up Missouri Basin dump power. 
North Dakota alone has 600 billion tons of 
lignite coal, and where steam generating 
facilities can be placed close to open pit 
mines, power can be developed at a very low 
cost. Programs such as this have a great 
future. 

Whenever REA is in a position to offer 
abundant cheap power, they are bound to 
attract new industries to their area. The 
problems o! attracting and establishing new 
industries in North Dakota are, in my opin
ion, typical of the problems of many so
called predominantly rural States. One new 
industry which will be expanding year after 
year is that o! food processing plants. I 
think it has been pretty well determined 
now that such plants can be more economi
cally operated in the smaller towns and 
cities adjacent to the producing areas. The 
shelves of our stores today are filled with 
pr~pared packaged foods of all kinds. Our 
rural communities, too, are ideal for the 
establishment of small companies for the 
manufacture of special items of farm ma
chinery. One of the great advantages such 
manufacturers have is the winter employ
ment of some farm people. They are people 
who are used to work, natural mechanics, 
and handy with any kind of machinery. 

Another problem you are rightfully con
cerned about is protecting your existing ter
ritories. Certainly you need strong utilities 
commissions in your own States, not to 
mention the Federal Power Commission on 
the Federal level, to protect your systems 
against piracy and raiding. 

Perhaps in addition to legal restraints 
against such competitive tactics, one of the 
best ways to protect your territory is to go 
out and develop it-to serve well those cus
tomers you now have, and to develop new 
customers. In this way you are not only im
proving your own business; you are estab
lishing your rural electric system as an in
stitution that is essential to the economic 
health and well-being of the entire com
munity. 

Consider for a moment what one new in
dustry means to your community; new jobs 
in the construction and operation of the 
plant, whether it is a small manufacturing 
or farm product processing operation; new 
taxes for the community; new supplemen
tary income for the people who are still 
farming on a small scale in your area; new 
business for the entire community from the 
workers in the plant; new residences in the 
community for the new workers. Never un
derestimate the importance of the growth 
in residential power consumption that ac
companies creation of a new industry which 
brings new workers to the community, or 
bolsters the income of present residents. 

The estimate that the rural electric mar
ket for util1ty equipment will be about $300 
million in the next 12 months gives us some 
idea of how new wealth is created in every 
segment of the economy. 

Use your imagination, and consider the 
effect on the rural economy of the creation of 
small, new industries throughout your serv
ice area, throughout your State, and 
throughout the Nation. Here is the chal
lenge that calls you to bring new energy and 
prosperity to rural America. 

Of course, rural industry development can
not be accompllshed at the expense of the 
farmers who need your service to be able to 
operate emciently. There is still much work 
to be done on the farm by electricity
irrigation, labor-saving machinery, as well 
as devices and equipment to reduce profit
destroying losses to plants and animals. 
Rural electrification research will show the 
way to dramatic new uses of electricity on 
the farm. It will be up to you to apply 
new techniques and machinery to further 
improve the prosperity and comfort of the 
American farmer. 

But the great challenge for you is to ex
ert your best efforts to keep your rural com
munities, all of rural America, apace with the 
changing times- to make our rural areas 
better places in which to live now as in 
the years to come. 

New industry means new vitallty. You 
can start your campaign right now, if you 
haven't already done so. You have a panel 
discussion scheduled later in this conven
tion entitled: "Developing Rural Industrial 
Loads." I suggest you go to this meetJng 
and get new ideas as to how the job has 
been done in other parts of the country
how you might do the job in your area. 
What are the new industries that are par
ticularly adaptable to rural areas? What fa
cilities do they require? What sort of a 
labor force? 

With this information go back home and 
talk with the people in your community and 
in your State who share your interest. In 
almost every community, any such program 
needs leadership-your leadership. 

Appoint a member of your staff, if you will, 
as a rural industrial development specialist. 
Train him, and have him work with the busi
ness leaders of your community and with 
your State industrial development omces. It 
probably won't be an easy task but none of 
your tasks have been easy. 

Just as it was your challenge 25 years ago 
to bring rural America out of darkness, so 
is it your challenge today to come to the 
aid of your country with new vigor and 
strength for rural America. 

I have the most complete confidence in 
those qualities which have brought you and 
your program of rural electrification to where 
it proudly stands today. 

Social Security 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JACOB H. GILBERT 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, February 28, 1961 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, I have 
reintroduced my bill to remove the limi
tation upon the amount of outside in
come which an individual may earn while 
receiving benefits under the Social 
Security Act. My bill also provides that 
full benefits under the act, when based 
upon the attainment of retirement age, 
will be payable to men at age 60 and to 
women at age 55. 
. Fifteen million elderly American cit
izens are suffering humiliations, frustra
tions, and real hardships under our pres
ent mixed-up discriminatory social 
security law. Under existing law, social 
security annuitants are permitted to earn 
only up to $1,200 per year; if they earn 
more than this sum, they are penalized; 
deductions are made from their social 

security payments, and in certain cases 
they can lose the social security benefits 
completely for long periods of time. This 
ceiling of $1,200 stems from 1937, when 
$1,200 had four times the purchasing 
power of today. 

The law as it stands now hurts the 
very people for whose benefit it was 
originally enacted-those who work for 
their living. If the morale and well
being of our older citizens is to be re
stored, the limitation must be removed. 

No one can possibly support a home 
on his social security check. When social 
security payments represent a pension
er's entire income, if he wishes to enjoy 
a dignified, comfortable existence and 
not become an object of charity, he must 
find employment to splice out his income. 
Skyrocketing living costs, high rentals, 
increased cost of medical care, medicines, 
high taxes, are a terrible burden, and 
our senior citizens are suffering anxieties 
and discomfort and lack of proper 
medical attention in their later years. 

Circumstances have combined to pre
vent them from reaping the harvest of 
pleasant days and leisure time toward 
which they labored for so long. The 
vast majority have dependents or other 
family obligations, and so they must find 
employment. Under our present unfair 
law, the pensioner has great difficulty in 
finding employment, because employers 
do not want him walking off the job 
when his earnings have reached $1,200. 
If he assures the employer that he will 
remain-then .he takes a financial loss, 
after the $1,200 mark has been reached. 

We deny him the right to hold a 
steady job when we limit his earnings; 
we are now inflicting hardship upon 
millions of pensioners who prefer to 
work rather than be forced into sub
standard living conditions. 

A paradoxical situation exists in that 
if a pensioner makes a fortune from 
investments or annuities or prizes, or 
even gambling, he can still receive his 
full social security payments-we only 
prevent his receiving "wages" or 
"earnings." 

Another important amendment pro
vided in my bill would enable men to 
collect full social security benefits at 
the age of 60; women could collect at 
the age of 55. 

Many workers who wish .to retire at 
an earlier age and are financially able to 
do so, when they can include social secu
rity payments, should be given that op
portunity. They are entitled to enjoy 
their later years in leisure after many 
years of toil. Also, by retiring, they 
provide vacancies for the younger men 
and women who need employment. 

There are many workers in poor 
health and barely able to do so, who 
must struggle to work in their last years 
because they cannot afford to quit, 
looking forward to the advanced age of 
65 and their social security benefits and 
a lessening of their hardships. A real
istic approach to the problem of assist
ing our senior citize::ts is to reduce the 
age limits as provided in my bill. 

I urge the Congress to take speedy 
action on this legislation; I trust that 
it will be passed in this session of 
Congress. 
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