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By Mr. YOUNGER: 

H.R. 9635. A bill to amend the tariff 
schedules of the United States to exempt 
from duty certain educational material, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SCHMIDHAUSER: 
H.R. 9636. A blll to amend the National 

School Lunch Act, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. GUBSER: 
H.J. Res. 563. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States relative to equal rights for 
men and women; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAGEN of California: 
H.J. Res. 564. Joint resolution proposing 

an amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States providing that the term of office 
of Members of the U.S. House of Represent
atives shall be 4 years; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

ByMr.ADAffi: 
H.J. Res. 565. Joint resolution proposing an 

amendment to the Constitution of the 
United States; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: 
H.J. Res. 566. Joint resolution proposing an 

amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States relative to equal rights for men and 
women; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROOSEVELT: 
H.J. Res. 567. Joint resolution that the 

United States reaffirms its support of the 
United Nations; to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

H. Res. 444. Resolution providing for con
sideration of the bill (H.R. 1153) to amend 
section 302(c) of the Labor Management 
Relations Act, 1947, to permit employer con-

tributions for joint industry promotion of 
products in ce,rtain instances or a joint 
committee or joint board empowered to 
interpret provisions of collective bargaining 
agreements; to the Committee on RUles. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memorials 

were presented and referred as follows: 
336. By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the 

Legislature of the State of Connecticut, rela
tive to incorporating the Italian-American 
War Veterans of the United States, Inc.; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

337. Also, memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Mississippi, relative to calling a 
convention for the purpose of proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States relating to apportionment of mem
bership of State legislatures; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BRADEMAS: 
H.R. 9637. A bill for the relief of Florencia 

H. Fernandez; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

H.R. 9638. A blll for the relief of Ivo Her
bert Christopher Thomas; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE: 
H.R. .9639. A blll for the relief of Maria 

Angelina Bettencourt deOliveira; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCLORY: 
H.R. 9640. A b1ll for the relief of Walter M. 

Gomez; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. McCORMACK: 

H.R. 9641. A bill for the relief of Dr. Morelly 
Maayan; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McDADE: 
H.R. 9642. A blll for th.e relief of Dr. Nebil 

Deger; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. MATHIAS: 

H.R. 9643. A bill for the relief of Haider 
Raza and his wife, Irene Raza, and their 
children, Afzal Anthony and Haider Ray
mond Raza; to the Committee on the Ju. 
diciary. 

By Mr. O'NEILL of Massachusetts: 
H.R. 9644. A bill for the relief of Hom 

Siu (King) Wong and Lim Chung Huo Wong; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RESNICK: 
H.R. 9645. A bill for the relief of Sy-Chan 

Hwu; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
H.R. 9646. A blll for the relief of Emanuele 

Incorovia; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 

and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: · 

240. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Grand 
Lodge of Massachusetts, Order of Sons of 
Italy in America, Boston, Mass., urging the 
enactment of pending immigration legisla
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

241. Also, petition of Henry Stoner, Fish
ing Bridge Station, Wyo., relative to the 
price of bread and rice; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 

Nation Magazine 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. EDITH GREEN 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 6, 1965 

Mrs. GREEN of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, 
it is :fitting that in an age of discontent, 
abroad in the rising nations, at home 
on the questions of race, of war and 
peace, of education, of lifting the im
poverished, that the Nation celebrates 
its hundredth year. Pick up the Nation 
and it jars the complacency, questions 
haste, defies orthodoxy, discovers the un
common. It is a magazine that has te
naciously outlived its enemies· and stays 
arm's length with its friends. 

For 100 years the Nation has been at 
the front in the struggle for human de
cency and expression. There is no ques
tion but that it is the most consistent 
supporter of civil rights and liberties 
among journals of opinion. There is no 
hesitation to take the unpopular cause, 
to dig into official decision and opinion 
and expose misgovernment and waste. 
For all of this it is a wonder the Nation 
still survives, but however long it clings 
to overthrowing the shibboleths, to un
dermining tyranny and deceit, to defend
ing dissent and minority opinion there 
will be readers and I will be among them. 

The Nation is to be congratulated on its 
long and distinguished history. 

Notes United Arab Republic Publication 
of Book on the Nile by Jew 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. RICHARD L. OTTINGER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 6, 1965 

Mr. OTTINGER. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to call the attention of our 
colleagues to a very wonderful book 
on the Nile River, "Nile: Lifeline of 
Egypt," Scarsdale, N.Y.; Garrard, 1965, 
written by a well-known American au
thor, Mrs. Violet Weingarten. 

No greater tribute could be given this 
work than that paid by the Egyptian 
Government which has purchased the 
rights for its publication in the United 
Arab Republic in Arabic. I believe that 
this is the :first instance in modern his
tory of United Arab Republic purchase 
for publication of a book written by a 
Jewish author. Perhaps it is a presage 
of better relations to come between the 
Arab world and the Jews. I hope so. 
At the least, it is a deserving honor to a 
:fine author and her very worthy book, 
"Nile: Lifeline of Egypt." 

Public Service by KABC-TV 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
011' 

HON. GLENARD P. LIPSCOMB 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 6, 1965 

Mr. LIPSCOMB. Mr. Speaker, station 
KABC-TV, Los Angeles, Calif., recently 
rendered a unique public service to the 
southern California community which I 
am sure will be of general interest to 
communities and cities nationally. 

This service, as is often the case, had 
its inception as a project to fill a need 
and, for a variety of reasons, grew into 
something much bigger. It began when 
the station was interested in informing 
the school systems of certain of its com
munity service activities relating to sub
jects such as high school guidance clinics, 
scholarships, dropouts, a search for teen
age reporters, and so forth. Surpris
ingly, it was found that there was no 
listing of institutions of higher education 
readily available for use in connection 
with such a project. KABC-TV itself 
therefore stepped in to fill the breech and 
compiled such information in an attrac
tive and informative booklet "College 
Handbook-A Guide to Schools of Higher 
Education in Southern California." 

The handbook devotes a page to each 
of the institutions of higher education 
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in southern California, including a pic
ture of a campus scene and a brief de
scription of the institution. Also in
cluded is information in outline form 
concerning degrees awarded by the vari
ous institutions, entrance requirements, 
tuition, living accommodations, whether 
it has a religious affiliation, and where 
to write for additional information. 

KABC-TV initially printed 10,000 
copies of the very useful booklet. The 
response has been so enthusiastic from 
educators, libraries, students, parents, 
businessmen, and civil leaders, however, 
that an additional printing of 10,000 
copies has become necessary. 

I believe that station KABC-TV, Vice 
President and General Manager Elton H. 
Rule, and his associates merit commen
dation for this unique and worthwhile 
project. The popularity of the booklet 
attests very well to the success of the 
venture. Certainly it exemplifies too the 
measure of service that can be rendered 
to the public by organizations, whether 
they be private or public, when there is 
motivation and dedication. 

Congratulations on the Nation's Centennial 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OJ' 

HON. ROBERT W. KASTENMEIER 
OF WISCONSIN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 6, 1965 

Mr. KASTENMEIER. Mr. Speaker, 
today marks the 100th anniversary of 
the founding of the Nation. For a cen
tury this outstanding periodical, the old
est continuously published weekly jour
nal of opinion in the country, has peen 
consistent in its policy "to supply opin
ions exactly as we have formed them, 
and not in the shapes in which they will 
be likely to please or encourage or con-
sole." · 

Throughout its history, the Nation has 
maintained a tradition of independent 
thought. As its editors originally stated: 

The Nation will not be the organ of any 
party, sect, or body. It will, on the contrary, 
make an earnest effort to bring to the dis
cussion of political and social questions a 
really critical spirit, and to wage war upon 
the vices of violence, exaggeration, and mis
representation by which so much of the 
political writing of the day is marred. 

Consistent adherence to this policy 
may account for the fact that the Nation 
has never obtained a particularly large 
circulation but 1t also attests to its abil
ity to survive in an area where many 
other journals have failed. From its in
ception, the function of the Nation was 
to take a consistently hard critical view, 
to be scholarly but topical, and to create 
its own small but influential audience by 
consistently maintaining a morally un
assailable position. The Nation has al
ways been concerned with policy and 
performance, and has never been guided 
by the prospect of profit or financial 
success. 

Since the publication of its first issue 
on July 6, 1865, its editorial policy has 

been guided by outstanding editors-in
chief, beginning with founder Edwin 
Lawrence Godkin and continuing with 
its present editor, Carey McWilliams. Its 
list of contributors is a distinguished one 
and includes among them Longfellow, 
Lowell, Whittier, Carl Schurz, Henry 
James, H. L. Mencken and many others. 

Consistently upholding a moral view 
approach to social, political and eco
nomic questions, .the Nation maintains 
a record of unbroken opposition against 
racism, militarism, imperialism, machine 
politics, demagoguery and superpatriot
ism. As the Nation pointed out: 

Our criticisms • • • may be ill-founded 
or ill-judged but are always honest, and 
they shall certainly never be withheld; they 
&hall go before our readers, like testimony 
before the courts, for what they are worth. 

It is this honest approach in the for
mulation of its criticism that has made 
the Nation one of the respected and 
infiuential journals of our day. 

Mr. Speaker, I wish to take this oppor
tunity to congratulate the Nation on its 
centennial and its dedication to inde
pendent liberal thought. 

Centennial of The Nation Magazine 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. RICHARD L. OTTINGER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 6, 1965 

Mr. OTTINGER. Mr. Speaker, 100 
years ago today "a weekly journal de
voted to politics, literature, science, and 
art'' began publication. Since that time 
the Nation, the oldest continuously pub
lished weekly of opinion in the United 
States, has gained a respected position 
in American journalism as well as in 
domestic affairs. 

The Nation was the first, and has been 
the most consistent supporter of civil 
rights. Its sixth editor, Oswald Gar
rison Villard, for example, was a founder 
of the NAACP. Also, this organization 
was first housed in the Nation's offices. 

Since its beginning, the Nation has 
championed and has been the forum 
for the causes of freedom and progress 
and has sought to expose those forces 
which it felt were damaging not only 
to this country but to the free world 
as well. The Nation, however, has taken 
not the ideological view so much as the 
moral view against racism, imperialism, 
political machines and super-patriotism. 
It criticized the U.S. Marine occupation 
of Haiti, exposed the Black and Tan 
terror in Ireland, fought McCarthyism 
and assorted "witchhunts." It was 
among the first American publications 
to illuminate the evils of Mussolini and 
Hitler. 

This policy was first begun by E. L. 
Godkin, its founding editor. Godkin, a 
Manchester liberal, deeply believed in 
"peace, retrenchment and reform." 
What he mainly attempted to reform was 
American journalism, particularly the 
daily press which he believed to be in-

accurate and immoderate. For his 
models, he chose two outstanding publi
cations-the Spectator, an English publl
cation of opinion, and the American 
Saturday Review. Godkin thought the 
Nation's function would be to take a 
consistently hard critical view, to be 
scholarly but topical, and to create its 
own small but infiuential audience by 
maintaining a consistently virtuous posi
tion. 

From its inception, the Nation has 
taken an independent position. The 
original prospectus for the publication 
stated, for example: 

The Nation will not be the organ of any 
party, sect or body. It will, on the contrary, 
make an earnest effort to bring to the discus
sion of political and social questions a really 
critical spirit, and to wage war upon the vices 
of violence, exaggeration, and misrepresenta
tion by which so much of the political writ
ing of the day is marred. 

A review of the 200 bound volumes 
comprising the Nation's history reveals 
contributions by a roster of distinguished 
writers and editors such as James Rus
sell Lowell, Henry W. Longfellow, John 
G. Whittier, Francis Parkman, Lord 
Bryce, Henry James-Senior and Jun
ior-William James, Charles Francis 
Adams, Carl Schurz, and many others. 

Thus, this fine publication has made an 
outstanding contribution to American 
journalism, domestic politics, and inter
national affairs. Its independence is 
particularly noteworthy and has been 
consistently maintained. As its current 
editor, Mr. Carey McWilliams, has stated: 

The Nation belongs to no one • • • you 
cannot own it. 

It is with great pleasure, Mr. Speaker, 
that I congratulate the Nation on suc
cessfully completing 100 years of con
tinuous and exceptional publication. 
Knowing that it begins its second cen
tury with the same spirit and goals that 
motivated its sponsors in 1865, I wish it 
all success and good fortune. 

Local Government and Training Local 
Officials Key to Effective Government, 
Charles F. Moore, Jr., Indicates 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. THOMAS B. CURTIS 
OF MISSOURI 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, ·July 6, 1965 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, there is a 
crying need in this country for the most 
competent men and women available to 
participate actively in local government. 
There is naturally a tendency for people 
to try for the more glamorous but often 
superficial positions on the Federal level 
and the result is that villages, towns, 
counties, and State governments suffer. 
It is really the people who live there who 
suffer the most from this because private 
initiative and enterprise are not encour
aged and a full faraway government 
takes the place of interested local partic
ipation. 
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For several months there has been 

a quiet success story in Orleans, 
Mass., which merits national attention. 
Charles F. Moore, Jr., who has had enen
sive experience on the State and national 
level, as well as in private and civic enter
prise, ran for and won, first, a selectman 
in Orleans on the cape in Massachusetts. 
He went into this because of his very real 
belief that if a genuine job is to be done 
at the grassroots level, a great deal of 
the trouble that plagues us periodically at 
the top might be eliminated. Few people 
at first could grasp that he was really 
serious about it all and that he meant 
what he told them of the importance of 
good citizens taking an active part in 
such affairs and at the lowest rung of the 
ladder, if necessary. He obtained 72 per
cent of the total vote based on a positive 
local program. Now the most amazing 
side reaction has been the correspond
ence he has had from many quarters, 
which clearly indicate that others have 
taken careful note of this and have be
come moved to do likewise in other up
coming local elections. One man has an
nounced that he will leave his rather spe
cial job at Harvard and run for office 
in his home town; a young minister from 
the New Bedford area is planning to do 
likewise; except that he will continue to 
hold his church position. Mr. Moore has 
set up a public information committee 
of 40 men and women to bring them 
closer to what local government is doing. 
When they reviewed the town budget this 
last month he put together about 100 
slides explaining the whole assessment 
process. When a substantial tax rate in
crease was mentioned it was actually ap
plauded-the first time in any local his
tory. He is having good citizenship 
medals made up for three town civic 
figures who have come up with bright 
new ways to encourage local initiative 
and service. He has also started a schol
arship from Nauset Regional High in 
this field. Because I believe that this sort 
of citizenship participation at grassroots 
level by qualified people who may have 
spent their previous years in other lines 
of endeavor, needs encouragement and 
discussion, I hope that Members of Con
gress, the press, and other careful stu
dents of the REcORD wm be on the look
out to encourage this kind of pioneering 
in the improvement of local government. 

The Keystone of the Democractic Arch 
Is Education 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JOHN J. GILLIGAN 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 6, 1965 
Mr. GILLIGAN. Mr. Speaker, on 

Friday, July 2, President Johnson de
livered an address to the convention of 
the National Education Association 
meeting in New York City. This is an 
exceedingly important statement and 
program outline of interest not only for 

every practicing and prospective teacher 
but for each citizen of this Nation. 

It cannot be overemphasized that the 
future of education in this country and 
the Nation's future itself are indistin
guishable. Because of this it is incum
bent upon each of us to lend our talents 
and experiences in searching for answers 
to the questions raised by the President. 

I greet you as the shapers of American 
society. 

Emerson said, "The true test of a civiliza
tion is not the census, nor the size of the cit
ies, nor the crops, but the kind of man the 
country turns out." 

Education, more than any single force, will 
mold the citizen of the future. That citizen 
in turn will determine the greatness of our 
society. And it is up to you to make that 
education equal to our towering expectations 
of the America to come. 

I am here to reaffirm your Government's 
intention to help in that task. 

MEASURES PASSED 

In the last 19 months your President and 
your Congress have worked together in the 
most fruitful partnership for education in 
American history. 

We passed the Higher Education Facilities 
Act. 

We passed the Library Services Act--to im
prove our libraries as storehouses of learning. 

We passed the Vocational and Technical 
Education Act. 

We passed the Nurse Training Act. 
We passed the poverty measure, the Eco

nomic Opportunity Act, offering millions of 
young people training to help them escape 
from poverty. 

We passed the $1.2 billion Elementary and 
Secondary Education Act of 1965-the broad
est, most meaningful, and sweeping Federal 
commitment to education ever made. 

And this is the first week, of the first fiscal 
year, in which funds, under this act, will be
gin to flow to States and communities in 
every part of America. 

OTHER GOALS NOTED 

We are going to pass the higher education 
bill to provide help to colleges and to stu
dents. 

We are going to pass the Federal Arts and 
Humanities Foundation bill-to help those 
engaged in the study of the humanities and 
in the practice of the arts. 

Next year, in my next state of the Union 
message, I intend to offer more new proposals 
to improve the education of all Americans. 

And we are not going to stop until every 
child in this land can have all the education 
of the highest quality, which his ambition 
demands and his mind can absorb. 

So I come here not to speak of our tri
umphs but our tasks, not of the success we 
have had but the sacrifices to be made, not 
of the achievements of yesterday, but the 
aspirations of tomorrow. 

For this is not an occasion for self-con
gratulationS. It is rather a time to reflect on 
our mounting needs and our present deficien
cies. 

More than 1 million students a year drop 
out of school-their talents wasted, their 
intelligence lost to the Nation, their futures 
shadowed by their failure and ours. 

NEEDS ARE STRESSED 

In the next 5 years, attendance in elemen
tary and secondary schools, at 48.1 million in 
the fall of 1964, will increase by 4 million
almost a million students a year. We will 
need 400,000 new classrooms to meet this 
growth; while a half million of our present 
classrooms are already more than SO years 
old. 

And beyond 1970 the demand for educa
tion, a.t every level, will continue to increase. 

We will need more classrooms, more books, 
more teachers, and more schools on a scale 
undreamt of even a decade ago. 

Nor is it enough to give a student a place 
to sit and a. teacher to learn from. We must 
make sure that the quality of that educa
tion is equal to his capacity to learn-that it 
stimulates creativity rather than stifling 
it--that it enlarges the mind rather than 
narrowing it--that he receives not merely a 
diploma but learning, in its broadest, most 
meaningful and humane sense. 

In pursuit ·of these goals I have sent out 
invitations for the White House Conference 
on Education. It will take place on July 20-
21. It will bring together educators and in
formed citizens from all over the country. 
It will seek the answer to the immense 
question: How can a growing nation in a.n 
increasingly complex world provide educa
tion of the highest quality for all its people? 

The search for this answer radiates into 
every corner of American life. It must deal 
with educational opportunity and techniques 
from preschool age to the most advanced 
of studies. And it must look beyond the 
classroom to the family and the surroundings 
of the student. For the process of learning 
is not a carefully defined and isolated seg
ment of a person's life. It is part of an 
organic whole, embracing all the forces 
which shape the man. If we ignore these 
forces, we do so at the peril of learning it
self. Nothing is more dangerous than the 
easy assumption that simply by putting more 
money into more schools we will emerge 
with an educated, trained, and enlightened 
Nation. 

It is this assumption I want you to chal
lenge. I want you to bring all the tools of 
modern knowledge, from physics to psychol
ogy, to bear on the increase of learning. 
And if these tools are sttil inadequate, we 
must fashion new and better ones. 

To guide discussion we are formulating a 
series of questions. I hope you will give 
them your most careful thought and boldest 
imagination in the weeks to come. 

They include: 
How can we bring first-class education 

to the city slums and the impoverished rural 
areas? The children of 5 million families 
are now denied it. 

How can we stimulate every child to catch 
the love of learning so he wants to stay in 
school? One million students a year now 
drop out. 

How do we guarantee that new funds will 
bring new ideas and new techniques to our 
school system, not simply expand the old 
and the outmoded? 

How can local, State, and Federal govern
ments best cooperate to make education the 
first among our Nation's goals? 

GOVERNMENT ACTING 

These are only a few of the important ques
tions which I hope the White House con
ference examines. I would like to mention 
one other: Our country today is among the 
leaders in the community of nations. How 
well is our education system preparing our 
citizens for this responsibility? 

But even as we prepare for this con
ference, your Government is acting. 

We are now completing a thorough reor
ganization of the Office of Education, equip
ping it to deal with its new and future re
sponsib111ties. 

We have also established: 
A national center for educational statistics. 
An office of programs for educating the dis-

advantaged. 
An office of equal educational opportunity. 
And we are, at this moment, preparing 

more, exciting new programs. 
In the next few days I will propose a Na

tional Teachers Corp to enlist thousands of 
dedicated American!! to work alongside local 
teachers in city slums and areas of rural 
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poverty. They will be young people, pre
paring for teaching careers. They will be 
experienced teachers willing to give a year 
to places of the greatest need. 

They can bring the best in our Nation to 
the help of the poorest of our children. 

FELLOWSHIPS PLANNED 
I announce today that your President will 

support a program of fellowships for ele
mentary and secondary school teachers so 
they can replenish their knowledge and im
prove their abilities. This program will also 
assist teachers, displaced by the process of 
school integration, to acquire the skills nec
essary to new and challenging jobs. 

For you and I are both concerned about 
the problem of the dismissal of Negro teach
ers as we move forward with desegregation 
of the schools. I applaud the action you 
have taken. 

For my part I have directed the Commis
sioner of Education to pay special atten
tion, in reviewing desegregation plans, to 
guard against any pattern of teacher dis
missal based on race or national origin. 

When upgrading of teaching staff is re
quired in newly integrated districts, I have 
instructed education officials to provide funds 
for teacher institutes from National Defense 
Education Act, and to assist the school dis
tricts through title IV of the Civil Rights Act. 

Where an integrated school system re
quires fewer teachers than those required 
to operate two segregated school systems, I 
have directed Federal officials to provide spe
cial reemployment services through a nation
al program carried out by the U.S. Employ
ment Service. 

When unemployed teachers need and de
sire refresher training, I have ordered Fed
eral officials to provide this training under 
the Manpower Development and Training 
Act. Such a training program has already 
proven its worth in this city, sponsored by 
the Urban League at Yeshiva University. 

In these and many other ways, we continue 
to pursue this central goal of our adminis
tration. 

But the baste thought, and programs of 
future action, must come from you. And 
the deeds which give meaning to the law 
must also come from you. For a Federal law 
is not an education. A national program is 
not a developing child. A Presidential speech 
is not a trained nation. But as a teacher 
who has labored with you through the years, 
I remind you we have talked and dreamed 
and philosophized about the need for all 
these things for 30 years or more. We urged 
that they be put in the annual party plat
forms. But this is a different day. 

The time for talking and dreaming and 
philosophizing and writing platforms is gone 
and the time for doing is at hand. These 
things are empty and sterile without the 
wm and the effort at every level of our 
national life needed to transform intention 
into· reality-the mandate of law into the 
fulfillment of life. 

In this, too, the hopes of our Nation rest 
on you. 

I do not need to talk to this audience 
about the importance of education. No 
strain 1n our national life is more deeply 
rooted or more enduring than this faith 
in learning. It is a pathway to opportunity 
and the good life. It is the key to wise and 
satisfying use of our leisure time. It is the 
door to each man's highest use of his highest 
powers-which is happiness. It can bring 
fulfillment to the many; and, to the happy 
few, those transcendent achievements which 
enrich the race. 

And if these things are true for every 
society, how much more important they are 
for a free society. 

In every corner of the world, not only our 
democracy but the idea of democracy itself 
is being challenged. As the world grows 1n 
danger and complexity, as ht1manity seems 

dwarfed by the forces it has lossed, man's 
abi11ty to govern himself is again being 
questioned. 

We will not prove democracy's . strength 
by faith or by the experience of the past. 
We will prove it by the works of the future. 
And that future-hopeful but still un
known-is today struggling to be born in 
millions of young and waiting minds, 1n 
thousands of . classrooms in this restless 
continent. 

Wheat and Bread 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. HAROLD D. COOLEY 
OF NORTH CAROL~A 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, July 6, 1965 

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
believe that any Member of this House 
intends to take a position against the 
farmer receiving something near a fair 
income for the contribution he makes to 
our health, to our economy, and to our 
well-being as a Nation. Our farm peo
ple are very important to all of us. 

Agriculture has not shared in the Na
tion's prosperity, along with other great 
segments of our economy. 

Over the past 17 years, prices received 
by farmers have dropped by 15 percent, 
while prices paid by consumers for food 
have increased 31 percent. During the 
last year, farm prices declined by an
other 3 percent in relation to 1947 prices, 
while consumer prices climbed another 
2 percent. 

Expenditures per person in the United 
States for food increased from $312 in 
1950 to $417 in 1964. Of the $105 more 
each person spent on food in 1964 than 
in 1950, marketing firms received $104 
and farmers received only $1. 

This is a very serious situation for our 
farmers, especially when we consider the 
great increases that have occurred in the 
cost of things they must buy to make 
their crops. For instance, in 1950 the 
farmer sold 1,185 bushels of wheat to 
buy a 30- to 39-belt-horsepower tractor 
which then could be had for $2,370; now 
it takes 2,053 bushels of wheat to pay for 
the same horsepower tractor which in 
1964 carried a price tage of $3,470. 

In the House Committee on Agricul
ture, we have been working for days, 
weeks, and months, trying to devise ways 
of improving the farmers' position, at the 
least possible cost to our taxpayers and 
the Government. It is the only fair and 
equitable thing that we in the Congress 
can do. 

But, Mr. Speaker, our task has been 
made exceedingly difficult. A great deal 
of erroneous and misleading information 
is being circulated around the country, 
confusing our citizens. 

Along with the other people in agricul
ture, we are trying to improve the posi
tion of our wheat farmers. They now 
are getting less for their wheat than 
they did 15 years ago. But some people 
are spreading the word that when we 
improve the price for wheat farmers we 
are actually imposing a bread tax upon 
our consumers. 

This question presents itself: Are we 
to repress and hold down our farmers 
forever, in the fear that by boosting 
their meager income, however slightly, 
someone will charge us with imposing a 
tax upon food? 

Mr. Speaker, I have made these re
marks by way of introducing into the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a letter I have 
received from the Secretary of Agricul
ture, which takes a very sharp look at 
the record where the wheat farmer and 
the wheat program are concerned. I 
recommend the very careful attention of 
each Member of this body to what the 
Secretary has to say. The text of his 
letter to me follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, July 1,1965. 
Han. HAROLD D. CooLEY, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.O. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The wheat Certificate 
program completed its first year June 30, 
with these results: 

Wheat farm income for the 1964 crop year 
will be about $450 million higher than would 
otherwise have been possible; 

Program costs to the taxpayer were over 
$300 million lower than in the previous fiscal 
year; 

Publicly owned wheat stocks stored at 
public expense will total 725 million bushels, 
or some 150 million bushels fewer than at the 
end of the previous marketing year. Total 
wheat stocks currently are about 840 million 
bushels; 

Profits to wheat users thus far in 1965, 
according to recent Standard & Poor surveys, 
are higher in nearly every case than for the 
same period in 1964; 

Consumer prices for wheat products have 
remained stable. Bread prices in the past 12 
months have averaged around 21 cents a loaf 
or less, virtually unchanged from the period 
before the certificate program went into 
effect; and 

Wheat exports in the 1965 fiscal year are 
the second largest in history. Only the 1964 
fiscal year, which included substantial sales 
to the Soviet Union, was larger. 

In every respect the predictions which the 
administration made last year in support of 
the wheat certificate program have been 
borne out. 

The same, however, cannot be said for the 
predictions of wheat users and others who 
opposed this legislation when it was under 
consideration by the Congress last year. 

Let me quote some of those statements 
as they were made then: 

A key opponent of the b111 on the Senate 
floor said, "Under this bill, what, in effect, 
is being said by the Government is: 'Add 1 
cent per loaf, no matter • • • how you do 
it.' .. 

The New York Times editorialized that 
"What all this means is higher costs for 
the consumer." 

Interstate bakeries, whose per share earn
ings are currently running almost 65 percent 
higher than a year ago: "The consuming pub
lic • · • • will be victims of inevitable price 
increases." 

Continental Baking Co. said this legisla
tion "can mean nothing but an increase in 
the price of bread to the consumer." 

The Northwestern Miller editorialized that 
"Wheat prices Will rise. And so flour will 
cost more." 

These are only a few of the calamitous 
statements heard a year ago in an effort to 
defeat a bill, and all of them have been 
proven false by the most effective test possi
ble-a year of practical operating experience. 

I quote them now because the same dire 
predictions are being heard once again, this 
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time in regard to the proposals now before 
the Congress to extend the wheat certificate 
program. 

We have stated repeatedly that the new leg
islation would provide the wheat farmer an 
additional seven-tenths of a cent for the 
wheat used in a loaf of bread by domestic 
bakers. It will be the first time in 15 years 
that the wheat farmer has had an increase 
in his share of the returns from a loaf of 
bread. Since 1949, the cost of wheat in a 
loaf of bread has been 2.7 cents or less even 
though the cost of that loaf has increased 
from 14 to 21 cents currently. 

Yet, the wheat users have threatened that 
if the share of the farmer is increased seven
tenths of a cent, the price of bread will be 
increased 2 cents a loaf. 

This statement must be viewed in the con
text of the experience of the past year. The 
results of practical experience have borne 
out the position of the administration, just 
as future experience will bear out the state
ments which the administration is making 
in support of the current proposal. 

Sincerely yours, 
ORVILLE L. FREEMAN, 

Secretary. 

High-Speed Ground Transportation 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. HUGH SCOTT 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES 

Tuesday, July 6, 1965 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, recently 
I have called upon the administration, 
in a research and development program 
to be undertaken pursuant to legislation 
presently pending in Congress, to give 
equal emphasis to the objective of im
proving existing conventional passenger 
railroad transportation in the northeast 
corridor as to the objective of develop
ing more exotic and unconventional 
forms of high-speed ground transporta
ton. Specifically, I favor the develop
ment of passenger trains capable of 
speeds in the range of 150 miles per 
hour-initially on the existing New 
York-Washington line, then in the Bos
ton-Washington corridor and other con
gested urban transportation corridors. 
My position was outlined in a statement 
I gave recently before a subcommittee of 
the Committee on Commerce on S. 1588 
which I am cosponsoring. 

I, for one, do not believe that rail
roads are obsolete. On the contrary, 
they are the hope of our cities. While 
airports and expressways serve outlying 
areas rather than established urban cen
ters, it is the railroad which can facili
tate the access of people to center cities. 
I have felt that it is sound public policy 
to revitalize the cores of our cities, and 
I believe that this can be done quickly 
only by railroad or buses. 

I support the development of conven
tional high-speed railroad systems capa-· 
ble of achieving speeds of 150 to 160 miles 
per hour, and see in the proposed north
east corridor, with service from Boston 
to Washinrton, hope for the extension 
of other congested urban transportation 
corridors throughout the Nation. 

I ask unanimous consent that my 
statement and an editorial from the 

Philadelphia Inquirer on this subject be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the state
ment and editorial were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
STATEMENT BY U.S. SENATOR HUGH ScoTT, 

REPUBLICAN, OF PENNSYLVANIA, BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION SUBCOMMITTEE OF 
THE SENATE COMMERCE COMMITTEE, JUNE 1, 
1965 
Mr. Chairman, as a cosponsor of S. 1588, I 

appreciate this opportunity to testify in sup
port of this legislation to authorize the Sec
retary of Commerce to undertake research 
and development in high-speed ground trans
portation. This is an important bill which 
should be promptly enacted. 

I am appearing before your subcommittee 
today not only to express my support of S. 
1588, but also to outline my views as to how 
we can most productively proceed in the de
velopment of high-speed ground transporta
tion, first in the northeast corridor between 
Boston and ·vvashington, and then in other 
heavily populated intercity transportation 
corridors. 

S. 1588 authorizes such sums of money as 
m ay be necessary to carry out the purposes 
of the bill. The President has asked for an 
appropriation of $20 million for fiscal year 
1966 for this project, and the Secretary of 
Commerce has said that he will seek an ad
ditional $70 million for fiscal 1967 and 1968. 

The Department of Commerce intends to 
spend its fiscal 1966 appropriation as fol
lows: $2 million to improve transportation 
statistics so that the Department can acquire 
detailed knowledge of present transportation 
patterns and preferences to predict future 
transportation needs and to ascertain the 
most efficient ways of meeting them; $8 mil
lion for demonstration projects on the Penn
sylvania and New Haven Railroads to test 
the public's reaction to improvements in 
the speed, comfort, and convenience of pas
senger service; and $10 million for the study 
of other possible high-speed ground trans
portation sytems of a more unconventional 
and exotic nature. 

In outlining their plans for railroad dem
onstration pro3ects, Commerce Department 
officials have declared that no commitment 
to a future development of railroad trans
portation is implied. This is an understand
ably prudent position to adopt at the outset 
of a major undertaking of research into a 
wide range of technological possibilities of 
high-speed ground transportation in the 
decades to come. 

But I am here today to urge that serious 
consideration be given to the proposition 
that there is a place in the scheme of things 
for high-speed railroads (perhaps of Japan's 
Tokaido variety) and that first priority be 
assigned to the development of high-speed 
passenger railroad service in the congested 
urban corridors of the Nation. 

I do not intend to dismiss or downgrade 
the necessity of studying the feasib1lity of a 
more advanced and exotic system such as, for 
example, a jet-propelled passenger train rid
ing on air-cushion pods at a speed approach
ing 400 miles-per-hour through an under
ground tube. Indeed, such systems should 
be explored, with the only restrictions being 
the limits of human imagination and 
ingenuity. 

Let me point out, however, that despite 
the recent and awe-inspiring walk in space 
by Major White, we have not yet reached 
the era of Buck Rogers, nor are we likely 
to reach it soon in the area of high-speed 
ground transportation. This point must be 
emphasized, I think, because considerable 
concern has been voiced by knowledgeable 
observers that the Department of Commerce 
may already be committed to concentrating 
on the Buck Rogers phase of its research 
and development undertaking at the expense 
of the more pressing need for investigating 

the full range of possibilities available in 
the field of conventional high-speed pas
senger rail transportation. I feel strongly 
that assurance is needed that the here and 
now will receive as much attention as the 
hereafter. My approach is to go faster now 
and fastest later. 

This is a legitimate concern. Say what 
you will about the promising vistas opened 
by a preview of some of the exotic systems 
that are being discussed in transportation 
circles. I think it is reasonable to say, how
ever, that we are talking of modes of high
speed ground transportation that cannot be 
developed before 1985 at the earliest. A con
ventional railroad and an exotic system 
both will be needed by 1985. If the latter 
has not been developed by then, we would 
be forced to do what the Japanese have 
done and add a second complete railroad. 
Let us by all means investigate the feasi
bility of these various systems, but let us 
also devote equal attention to the more im
mediate and pressing problem of improving 
door-to-door ground passenger transporta
tion in the congested Boston-Washington 
and other interurban corridors. 

I propose, therefore, that we follow the 
step-by-step approach instead of the great 
leap forward. The first major step would 
be the development of conventional high
speed railroad systems capable of achieving 
speeds of 150 to 160 miles per hour. In this 
context, I attach great significance to the 
planned demonstration projects to be un
dertaken on the railroads between Boston 
and Washington. While I can understand 
the Commerce Department's reluctance to 
commit itself to the future development of 
railroad transportation, I, for one, do not 
accept the notion that railroads are obso
lete, and I urge the Secretary of Commerce 
to reconsider his uncommitted position to 
the extent of assuring the American people 
that he has no intention of bypassing the 
improvement of railroad passenger service 
and, instead, putting all our eggs in the 
Buck Rogers basket. If he adopts the step
by-step approach I have just outlined, I 
would hope that he reexamine his proposed 
allocation of funds for the railroad demon
stration project to make sure that $8 mil
lion and the period of time reserved for the 
projects are adequate to produce meaning
ful and useful results. The Department of 
Commerce might consider expending a larger 
portion of its $20 million appropriation than 
that presently earmarked for the rail demon
stration project, or it could ask Congress for 
additional funds for this purpose. 

Some people might say that a step-by-step 
approach to developing a high-speed ground 
transportation system will be more expen
sive than proceeding directly to developing 
an unconventional Buck Rogers system. I 
doubt this very much. I understand that 
the Department of Commerce's studies indi
cate that the present railroad between New 
York and Washington could be improved 
to provide a speed capability of 125 miles 
per hour at a cost of $329 million. The cost 
estimate for a 150-mile-an-hour railway be
tween the two cities 1s $750 mlllion. A pas
senger train with speeds of 150 to 160 miles 
per hour could make the run between New 
York and Washington, including the inter
mediate stops, in 2 hours, which competes 
favorably with the airplanes in terms of 
door-to-door transportation between these 
cities. It would seem impractical to exceed 
these speeds since the return in time savings 
at higher speeds diminishes considerably. 
Moreover, 150 miles per hour is fast enough 
to compete favorably with other modes of 
transportation on the short intercity runs 
that are involved. Of course, the railroads 
should also give serious thought to better 
competition with the airlines in the area of 
meals and other services. 

The principal technological problems in
volved in developing speedier passenger 



15704 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD -HOUSE July 6, 1965 

service in the northeast corridor are two: 
designing cars capable of riding safely and 
comfortably at these high speeds, and 
straightening out the curves. With regard 
to the latter problem, Commerce Department 
studies indicate that for 125-mile-per-hour 
trains between New York and Washington 
three major curves would require straight
enlng. These problems are soluble within 
the existing state of the art. 

Now Mr. Chairman, these sums of money I 
have mentioned are not small. But think of 
the sta:ggering cost of expenditures during 
the next two decades by reason of concen
trating solely on the development of rain
bow-chasing schemes at the expense of the 
existing railroads. This would mean the 
continued decline of rail passenger service, 
since the major eastern railroads have made 
it abundantly clear that they want to get 
out of the passenger business. We would 
then be faced with the choice of doing noth
ing as we bide our time awaiting the results 
of the Buck Rogers research enterprise while 
watching our expressways and airports be
come congested, or of building more express
ways and airports to keep up with the 
rapidly growing passenger demand in the 
northeast corridor. 

The second option certainly would be ex
pensive. Rights-of-way for additional ex
pressways are becoming more scarce and 
their costs are rapidly going up. Moreover, 
drastic increases in automobile speeds with
in the next 20 years seem unlikely because 
of driver limitations and highway conges
tion. As for airports, land acquisition costs 
would likewise be high for the same reason 
as for highways, and I doubt that we shall 
see any signific-ant reduction in flying time 
in short-haul intercity air transportation. 
Let me point out that these costs I have just 
mentioned would be borne in Large part by 
the Federal Government and, in turn, the 
taxpayers. 

Think, too, of the social costs of concen
t:r:ating airport and highway construction in 
our congested urban corridors while waiting 
for the development, still many years ahead, 
of an exotic high-speed ground transporta
tion system. I can testify to the disruptive 
hue and cry that goes up in communities 
when large tracts of land are earmarked for 
major highway construction because I have 
been the recipient of vigorous protests 
against many such projects. More critical, 
in my mind, is the fact that airports and 
expressways serve outlying areas rather than 
esta:blished urban centers. I have felt that 
it is sound public policy to revitalize the 

cores of our cities. One way of doing this 
is to facilitate the access of people to center 
cities. This can be done quickly only by 
railroads or buses. 

And so, Mr. Chairman, while I do not sug
gest that the cost of developing high-speed 
railroad transportation between major urban 
centers will be cheap, the cost of developing 
rapid and convenlent door-to-door intercity 
transportation on the ground is likely to be 
greater if we wait for the fruits of research 
into the unconventional systems that are 
under consideration. 

For these reasons, I strongly urge the De
partment of Commerce to take the prudent 
step-by-step approach in the research it will 
undertake. First priority, as I previously 
said, should be given to developing high
speed passenger rail services on the order of 
150 to 160 miles-per-hour. While this phase 
of the project necessarily would focus ini
tially on the Boston-to-Washington corridor, 
which is the most heavily congested one in 
the Nation today, the results of this applied 
research, demonstration and testing would 
be readily applicable to other urban corri
dors. Here, Mr. Chairman, let me point to 
my own State, the Commonwealth of Penn
sylvania. The Scranton administration has 
under active consideration a proposal sub
mitted last fall by the Governor's Council on 
Science and Technology for the development 
of a high-speed "Keystone Link" to the 
Boston-Washington line which would run 
from Philadelphia to Pittsburgh. I have 
previously proposed, and now rel.Jterate it, 
that a high-speed passenger service be de
veloped between Pittsburgh and Cleveland. 
Other possibilities, I am sure, could be men
tioned. The point here is that one of the 
benefits of the northeast corridor project in 
terms of the development of faster and more 
modern rail services between Boston and 
Washington is its easy applicability to other 
congested urban transportation corridors 
throughout the Nation. The Japanese have 
demonstrated the utility of a truly modern 
railroad. We could have similar railroads if 
this were to be our goal. 

Another byproduct of proceeding with the 
development of high-speed rail transporta
tion is the progress it would represent to
ward the eventual development of a more 
advanced and exotic mode of ground trans
portation. In addition to meeting the im
mediate problems of improving intercity 
transportation in congested corridors, it does 
look forward to another system. Both the 
railroads and a more advanced system will 
be needed by 1985 when, according to best 

available estimates, traffic in the northeast 
corridor may even be tripled. 

Finally, Mr. Chairman, at the risk of being 
premature, I think that a word should be 
said as to who should build and manage the 
forthcoming interurban ground passenger 
transportation system, be they railroads, un
derground tubes or other exotic systems, or 
both. Let me cite the Communications Satel
lite Corp. as a point of reference and suggest 
that serious consideration be given to the 
idea of chartering a mixed public-private 
corporation along the lines of Comsat to do 
the job of building and managing the new 
ground transportation systems that most 
surely will result from the research author
ized by S. 1588. While this suggestion is 
not immediately relevant to our considera
tion of S. 1588, it merits serious attention 
for we are going to be called upon to decide 
this matter before long. 

A proper judgment now may save untold 
costs later. 

F.UGH-SPEED TRA~S 
The promise of 150-mile-an-hour passen

ger train service between Philadelphia and 
Washington and Philadelphia and Boston 
has adv·anced a step toward fulfillment with 
the proposed designation of a 20-mile stretch 
of trackage near Trenton for testing purposes. 

At the same time, a Department of Com
merce official has disclosed the advance com
mitment of a $9 million Federal Government 
loan to the Pennsylvania Railroad to help 
finance the experiment. 

President Johnson has already approved 
the high-speed project and has recommended 
to Congress an appropriation of $20 million. 

The idea behind the plan is to provide f·ast, 
comfortable rail service in the northeast cor
ridor area between Boston and Washington, 
with convenient service to New York, Phil
adelphia and Baltimore. It has been sug
gested that this line can generate sufficient 
passenger volume to make for profitable op
eration by the Pennsylvania Railroad, and 
in the northern section by the New Haven. 
It is believed that the high-speed service 
could induce many persons to ride the trains 
instead of using other forms of intercity 
transportation. 

The Boston to Washington run is a logical 
testing ground for this project. Senator 
HUGH ScO'IT has pointed out that the plan, 
if successful, might be extended to take in 
Philadelphia to Pittsburgh, and Philadelphia 
to Cleveland service. As the Senator says, 
"population needs and traffic congestion are 
runnlng ahead of planning." 
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