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

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL: 
H.R. 9716. A bill for the relief of Fran

cisco Balint and Elena Kassay de Balint; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COHELAN: 
H .R. 9717. A bill for the relief of Elwyn 

C. Hale; to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. FARBSTEIN: 
H.R. 9718. A b111 for the relief of Mrs. Esme 

Tenn Fatt; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. HANLEY: 
H.R. 9719. A b111 for the relief of Stama

tios Stelatos; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. PEPPER: 
H.R. 9720. A b111 for the relief of Alberto 

Rey Moran; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. POWELL: . 
H.R. 9721. A bill for the relief of Joan 

Royer; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. ROOSEVELT: 

H.R. 9722. A bill for the relief of Ha.k 
Kyung Kim; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. ROSENTHAL: 

H.R. 9723. A bill for the relief of Antonio 
Laucella; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

PETITION~. ETC. 
Under clau.Se 1 of rule XXII: 
242. The SPEAKER presented a petition 

of Department of Connecticut, Veterans of 
Foreign Wars of the United States, Hart
ford, Conn., relative to proposed closing of 
certain VA fac111ties, which was referred to 
the Committee on Veterans' At!airs. 

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 

Making Cities Fit for People 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS · 
OF 

HON. DONALD J. IRWIN 
OF CONNECTIC'O"l' 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 8, 1965 

Mr. IRWIN. Mr. Speaker, one of the 
most significant steps taken by this Con
gress occurred when the House approved 
a bill creating a Department of Housing 
and Urban Development. 

The need for such a Cabinet-level de
partment is obvious. More than 70 per
cent of our population live in urban 
areas. By 1970 the figure will rise to 75 
percent. And it will not stop there. 
In Connecticut, for example, it is esti
mated that 98 percent of our citizens 
will be living in urban centers of 10,000 
or more by the year 2000. As one per- · 
ceptive critic said, the growth of urban 
areas may qualify the State by the end 
of the century to be known as "the city 
of Connecticut." 

And just think of what this means in 
terms of problems for our suburbs, ex
ploding all over the American landscape, 
and our cities, groping with the prob
lems of decay. 

.We have programs to deal with many 
of these problems: Urban renewal, pub
lic works, open spaces, public housing, 
and transportation, to name a few. But 
when the President meets with his Cabi
net and wants to know how the Federal 
Government is doing overall in assisting 
areas where 7 of 10 Americans live the 
agency most concerned, Housing and 
Home Finance, is not there. 

Perhaps the most cogent explanation 
of why a Cabinet department was of
fered by Vice President HUMPHREY in the 
July 3 issue of the Saturday Review. 
And I know my colleagues, as concerned 
about the problems of urban areas as 
I am, will be interested in the editorial. 
Under leave to extend my remarks, I 
hereby include the editorial : 

MAKING CITIES FIT FOR PEOPLE 

(By HUBERT H. HUMPHREY) 

Robert Herrick said in the 17th century 
that great cities seldom rest: if there be none 
to invade from afar, they will find worse foes 
at home. We know those foes today. They 
are slums, crime, a lack of playgrounds and 

parks, overburdened schools, inadequate 
transportation, crowding, lack of clean air, 
and inequality of opportunity. 

It was only 45 years ago that people in 
American cities first began to outnumber 
people on our farms. By 1960 only 11 States 
had more rural than urban population. 

But most of these States wm not remain 
that way very long. The urban population 
of North Dakota, our "most rural" State in 
1960, jumped 35 percent in the 1950's. Alas
ka's urban population increased 150 pm-cent; 
and three other States-Arizona, Florida, and 
Nevada-more than doubled their urban pop
ulation during this period. 

By 1970 we can expect that three-fourths 
of our people will be living in toW'JlS, cities, 
and suburbs, compared to 70 percent in 1960. 
Most of our people will be concentrated In 
metropolitan areas. At the end of 1964, two
thirds of our population lived in 219 such 
areas, an increase from 59 percent in 1950. 
By 1980 that proportion will increase to 
three-fourths and by the year 2000 to four
fifths. 

There have been several patterns of metro
politan growth. One has been mass migr~
tion from farm to city. One has been mass 
migration of Negroes out of the South-vir
tually all of it to central cities. Another has 
been mass migration of middle and upper 
income people from the core city to the 
suburb. And great growth has come from 
a higher birthrate and from longer life ex
pectancy. 

This growth has imposed new and unprec
edented burdens on local government for 
schools, housing, streets and highways, com
mercial expansion, transit, and welfare pro
grams. 

In the past 10 years, State and local debt 
has more than doubled, while Federal debt 
has risen only 15 percent. 

State and local government employment 
jumped from 4,600,000 in 1953 to more than 
7 million employees in 1963. During the 
same decade, State and local public expendi
tures more than doubl~d. increasing by 132 
percent to $65 billion in 1963. Major among 
these were expenditures on transportation, 
education, highways, sanitation, and parks 
and recreation, with increases from 140 per
cent to 165 percent during the 10 years. In
terest on State and local public debt jumped 
by 258 percent. 

Along with these sharp rises in costs of 
public services and facilities, the growth of 
these urban areas has also created explosive 
racial and economic pressures. 

I remember during my two terms as mayor 
of Minneapolis, at the close of World War II, 
the strains placed on our city by changing 
population patterns. Those strains were 
small compared to those today. Example: 
In the Minneapolis-St. Paul metropolitan 
area, nearly three-fourths of the people lived 
in 1950 within the city limits. Today those 

cities' populations remain constant, whlle 
population in their suburbs has more tha.n 
doubled. The same pattern is common to 
nearly all our major metropolitan areas. 

The picture is clear: There has been a 
shift of middle and higher income groups 
into the suburbs, out of the taxing jurisdic
tions of the inner city, while too many of the 
poor and disadvantaged have remained be
hind or moved in from the poorer rural areas. 

Although the suburbs have provided 
cheaper land and lower-cost housing for 
many middle-income families, as well as for 
the more prospe·rous, they have been popu
lated largely by those able to afford better 
housing. Those at or near the poverty level 
have remained concentrated in the slums 
and poorer sections of the central city. Faced 
with deterioration and decay, the inner city 
has found itself with greater tasks to under
take and with fewer ready sources of money. 
At the same time, the subur'banltes have had 
their hands full creating public fac111ties 
and services in _pommunitles that were open 
grass fields a few years ago. 

Behind the statistics and population pat
terns have been thousands of personal and 
community tragedies, many of them created 
by those of good intention. There are the 
impersonal housing projects that in many 
cases have displaced families and aestroyed 
the traditional fabric of neighborhOOd life. 
There are the freeways that have torn 
through people's homes and businesses, cut 
through parkland, and done no more than 
add to the noise in our streets and polson in 
our air. There are the shortsighted zoning 
decisions that have blighted neighborhoods 
and reduced property values. 

Because of these discouraging experiences, 
it would be easy to say that many of our 
metropolitan problems stem from apathetic 
or inept looal government. In a few places 
this is true. But in most it is not. 

I have been working, at President Johnson's 
request, with the Nation's mayors, county 
officials, and city managers. Almost without 
exception I have found these men and women 
to be dedicated, competent, and deeply con
cerned with the problems pressing on their 
constituencies. Most of them have long since 
initiated constructive programs of their own 
in an attempt to keep pace with the urgencies 
facing their cities. But they have been fight
ing massive problems with dwindling re
sources. And they have not had any single 
place to turn for counsel and assistance. 

One of their major difficulties, they tell me, 
is that no one Federal department or agency 
has had either authority or responsibility to 
work with mayors and county officials in areas 
where they need most help. Our mayors 
and county officials have not, in many in
stances, been able to get advice or a rapid 
answer in Washington-much less Federal 
funds. 
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In 1963 the Advisory Commission on Inter

governmental Relations identified over 40 
separate programs of aid for urban develop
ment, administered by some 13 Federal 
departments and agencies. Small wonder . 
that the committee reported that "the effect 
of inconsistencies is felt most keenly in urban 
areas where programs of all kinds at all levels 
of government most frequent ly come 
together." 

It cited particularly inconsistency and con
flict between policies, or lack of them, in 
relocating people displaced by public activi
ties. While a community plans for the relo
cation of people displaced from a renewal 
area, not infrequently still another public 
project, undertaken with Federal help, dis
places additional numbers with no rehousing 
plan-and may even eliminate some of the 
housing urgently needed to meet the problem. 

Jet airports may be announced in resi
dential growth areas, driving down values of 
homes financed with Federal mortgage insur
ance or guarantees. A right-of-way for a 
federally aided highway may be purchased, 
cutting through an area that another ~;Lgency 
is seeking to acquire and preserve as public 
parkland. 

One test of democratic government is its 
ability to respond rapidly to changing 
conditions. 

In 1953 the Department of Health, Educa
tion, and Welfare was created to provide top
level Federal policy and direction in meeting 
the human and social needs of our citizens. 
HEW treats, to a large degree, the symptoms 
of urban disease. 

But until recently there has been no simi
lar recognition of the need for a top-level 
Federal department to help meet the physical 
and environmental problems of metropolis
in many cases the causes of urban disease. 

Today most of the key programs having 
to do with urban development, improvement, 
and housing are lodged at a secondary level 
of Government, in the Housing and Home 
Finance Agency. This independent agency 
was created in 1947, under President Truman, 
to administer the housing programs of the 
FHA and the Public Housing Administration 
as continuing peacetime activities. 

Since that time all m.anner of programs 
have been added to HHFA's responsibilities, 
including urban renewal, urban planning, 
mortgage supports, public works, coUege 
housing, mass transportation, open space, 
and housing for the elderly. Its broad major 
responsibilities now cover at least 10 distinct 
and definable areas of activity. If you add 
the many special programs administered 
under the agency, the number would more 
than double. Its programs today involve 
some type of Federal support for more than 
$70 billion in private and public investment 
in housing and urban development. · 

About 77 percent of this-more than $54 
billion-is private-housing mortgage invest
ment insured by the FHA. Public housing 
accounts for about 10 percent--$7 billion
in capital investment by local public bodies, 
secured by annual contributions pledged by 
the Federal Government. Federal grants re
served or committed for renewal of our urban 
areas total about $4.5 billion, and loans for 
college housing ·nearly $3 billion. Lesser 
amounts include loan ·or grant commitments 
for such programs as housing for the elderly, 
public works planning and construction, 
open space acquisition, urban planning as
sistance, mass transportation, and mortgage 
financing support for G.I. home loans. 

The Housing and Home Finance Agency 
was never intended to fill its present job. It 
is a loosely knit instrument. According to 
law, three of its officials are appointed by the 
President and report directly to him. In a 
legislative sense, at least, there is no one 
official in command. 

When the President meets with his Cabinet 
he cannot find out what or how the Federal 

Government is doing overall in assisting 
towns, cities, and metropolitan areas. The 
agency most concerned with these areas is 
not even represented at the Cabinet table. 

In the past several years much has been 
done through executive cooperation and 
coordination to mesh various urban-related 
problems throughout Government. Glaring 
conflicts have been avoided. But this has 
been done the hard way, through bits and 
pieces of agreements and consultations 
among officials and staff at many levels, in 
many agencies. 

Ad hoc committees and interstaff memo
randums are no substitute for executive deci
sion and direction. 

In 1961 President Kennedy became the 
first President to propose creation of a Cabi
net-level department of urban affairs. Com
mittees of both the Senate and the House of 

· Representatives reported the bill favorably, 
but it did not reach the floor in time for ac
tion at that session of Congress. When the 
proposal was submitted in 1962 as a re
organization plan, it failed to receive House 
approval. Much of the opposition expressed, 
as the record shows, was based on miscon
ception of what the plan would do or con
siderations unrelated to the merit of the 
proposal. 

Today the reasons advanced for opposing a 
new department are: that it would be too 
costly; that it would mean Federal domina
tion over local communities and States; that 
it would benefit only the large cities; that 
the Government is already too big, and this 
department would make it bigger. 

I disagree with these contentions. 
The Department blll would authorize no 

increase in expenditures; instead, it would 
simply mean that the Government's money 
would be better spent. It would add no 
authority to the Federal Government it does 
not now exercise. It is important to the 
larger cities but, if anything, even more so 
to the smaller communities less able to cope 
with their growth problems-indeed, the 
great proportion of communities using these 
programs are small towns, down to the vil
lage level. And the argument against "big 
government" gives no consideration to the 
fact that the country and its urban needs 
and problems are far bigger than we were 
able to foresee even a decade ago. 

The needs of our urban areas have not di
minished; they have become more pressing. 
President Johnson's proposal for a Depart
ment of Housing and Urban Development 
must be considered in this knowledge. 

The President seeks from Congress the au
thority to bring good management to Fed
eral responsibilities in our metropolitan 
areas. He asks for coordinated direction of 
these activities by a single Government de
partment. And he asks for a place at the 
Cabinet table for the head of that depart
ment. 

The bill itself says in part that the De
partment of Housing and Urban Develop
ment shall undertake "maximum coordina
tion of the various Federal activities which 
have a major effect upon urban, suburban, 
or metropolitan development," and "the so
lution of problems of housing and urban de
velopment through State, county, town, vn
lage, or other local and private action, in
cluding promotion of interstate, regional and 
metropolitan cooperation." 

Are our metropolitan areas important 
enough to merit top-level consideration in 
the Federal Government? 

'rhe answer is certainly yes. 
We have long since given Cabinet status 

to our national concern for our natural re
sources, our agriculture, our trade and com
merce, our labor force, and the social health 
and educational needs of our citizens. 

Surely our cities and metropolitan areas
where three-quarters of us live-are worthy 
of the same attention. 

Labels and Packaging 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. E. C. GATHINGS 
. OF ARKANSAS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

Thursday, July 8, 1965 

Mr. GATIDNGS. Mr. Speaker, the 
consumers of America do not need to be· 
taken by the hand in the purchase of 
merchandise from retail stores. A letter· 
was received by me from a Jonesboro. 
Ark., couple giving me their views with 
regard to a bill now pending in Congress 
known as the truth-in-packaging meas-· 
ure. The sponsors of the legislation 
would require distributors of various 
products and foods to compete "on the 
basis of price and quality-not on pack
aging gimmickry and deception." The 
constituents' letter emphasized that the 
American housewife is badly underrated 
and that in fact she will be the final judge 
in whether or not the size or contents of 
a package purchased is satisfactory. 
They wanted to give me the benefit of 
their opinion and attitude regarding this 
proposal. 

Senator PHILIP A. HART, of Michigan 
became interested in the matter becaus; 
of hearing complaints from employees in 
his office and from his wife. He had 
headed an investigation of the problem 
by the Senate Antitrust Subcommittee .. 
In filing a report of the work of the sub-· 
committee, it was cited what was deemed 
irrefutable testimony that "the pack
aging and labeling revolution of the past. 
decade has resulted in competitive prac
tices that are bad for the economy bad 
for the businessman, and bad for the' con-· 
sumer." The complaints consisted of 
use of descriptive words such as as "su
per" and "jumbo" and "10 cents off reg
ular price." Also, it was contended that 
the contents• net weight is printed in type 
that is too small to be easily read. Tes
timony from various manufac.turers con
tended that the American housewife was 
well able to choose merchandise from the 
shelf and that in order to stay in business 
he had to please the customer. 

The bill introduced by Senator HART 
of Michigan, and 12 other Senators ~ 
the result of the study and investigation 
of the subcommittee would require the 
Federal Trade Commission and the Food 
and Drug Administration to provide reg
ulations that would: First. Make it man
datory on the part of the manufacturer 
to place a statement of the net weight 
of the contents on the front part of the 
package in a particular size type and 
without using such terms as "full quart." 
Second. Make it unlawful to place on the 
package any "cents off" which would in
dicate that the product is being sold un
der the regular price therefor. Third. 
Prohibit the use of pictures or other de
scriptive matter which would show more 
ingredients in the particular product 
than actually existed. 

It is hard to believe that legislators 
would seriously attempt to pass such a 
bill. It is a search for an excuse to 
deprive people of freedom of choice. 
Under the Federal Trade Act "Unfair 
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methods of competition in commerce and 
unfair or deceptive acts in commerce" 
are prohibited. 

The Federal Trade Commission is en
forcing that act and doing a good job of 
it too. The people who buy are protected 
by and through the laws that are now on 
the statute books. The Food and Drug 
Administration Commissioner, George 
P. Larrick, and the Chairman of the 
Federal Trade Commission, Paul Rand 
Dixon, favor the enactment of the leg
islation and seek authority to write 
specific regulations setting standards 
that will have the effect of law. It is 
not uncommon for department heads to 
seek new authority and expand the 
functions and duties of their organiza
tions. Subdepartment heads like new 
laws too as they mean added employees 
under their supervision, which in turn 
would make them eligible under the civil 
service laws for increased salaries. 

I do not recall an instance in many 
years of buying groceries where I was 
misled by a label upon the package. 
The label clearly depicts what the pack
age contains. The net weight can be 
found on the label even though it may 
be on the back of it in some instances. 
It is not at all objectionable to me to 
find "Six cents off" written across a can 
or jar in a store. There is no deception 
because it means that the price has been 
reduced by 6 cents. Many times that is 
the case in the introduction of a new 
brand, such as instant coffee, or the like. 
I know what to expect from the name 
"Libby,'' ''H. J. Heinz," "Campbell" and 
"Maxwell House." Those names mean a 
lot to me. The companies that sell the 
particular product zealously guard the 
quality of the food or other item con
tained in the package. Their reputation 
is at stake. They are engaged in a highly 
competitive business and seek to estab
lish good will on the part of the buying 
public. 

This added authority sought to be ap
plied at the national level would place 
additional hardships and harassments 
upon industry and the American people. 

William Jennings Bryan 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. W. J. BRYAN DORN 
OF SOUTH CAROLINA. 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 8, 1965 

Mr. DORN. Mr. Speaker, William 
Jennings Bryan delivered his famous 
"Cross of Gold" speech 69 years ago to
day, July 8, 1896, to the Democratic Na
tional Convention in Chicago. Bryan, 
as a result of this superb address, be
came the Democratic Party nominee for 
President at the age of 36. William 
Jennings Bryan, though defeated three 
times as the Democrat standard-bearer, 
paved the way for Woodrow Wilson. 
Bryan's dynamic personality and pro-

gressive platform greatly infiuence<I ev
ery Democratic administration in this 
century. 

Independence Day Celebration of Long 
Island General Assembly 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JOHN M. MURPHY 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 8, 1965 

Mr. MURPHY of New York. Mr. 
Speaker, on July 5, 1965, I had the pleas
ure of participating as guest speaker in · 
the annual Independence Day Celebra
tion of the Long Island General Assembly 
in Prospect Park, Brooklyn. Prior to the 
ceremonies in Prospect Park there was a 
parade consisting of contingents of 
Knights of Columbus, Catholic War Vet
erans, American Legion, Veterans of For
eign Wars, Boy Scouts of America, Squire 
Circles of the Knights of Columbus, 
ladies auxiliaries and numerous other 
patriotic organizations. 

The general chairman of the celebra
tion was Emory F. Buckhaut who is to be 
commended for the outstanding job he 
did. I would also like to commend Rev. 
Edward L. Curran for his excellent ora
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, under the leave to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD, I include my 
address: 

This Fourth of July-the 189th anniver
sary of our hard-won independence-finds us 
locked in a bitter struggle to preserve it, 
and the free world's, against the most im
placable foe we have faced in ·all these 189 
years. The foe is communism. Blood is 
being shed in the current phase of our 20-
year war with those who would impose Marx
ism upon the world, in the rice paddies of 
South Vietnam, and, to a lesser extent, in 
the contested streets and alleys of Santo 
Domingo, yet these are but battles, as 
Korea was some 15 years past, in a global 
conflict that offers no hope of an early end. 

Our immediate objectives are to halt Com
munist aggression in South Vie.tnam, to 
continue to contain it in Korea, and to 
prevent it in the Dominican Republic and 
we are meeting these objectives, carpers and 
alarmists notwithstanding, yet these are but 
moves in a grim game of chess in which lives 
are the pawns and survival of the free world 
is the stake. 

The players in Peiping ·and Moscow could 
not care less about thir pawns in Vietnam or 
in Korea or in the Dominican Republic, de
spite their professed aim of uniting the world 
in Communist brotherhood. In the Com
munist game, the place of the Vietcong, for 
example, is simply that of cannon fodder to 
be callously expended upon the true .ob
jective-the destruction of the United States. 

The Red hierarchy in Peiping and Moscow 
know their objective. They know that the 
takeover of Fidel Castro in Cuba was a 
setback for the United States-that the 
planned Communist takeover in the Do
minican Republic would have been another 
except for the prompt and courageous action 
of President Johnson in preventing it--and 
that a withdrawal from South Vietnam, or 
a cease-fire except from a position of 

strength, would be the most damaging set
back of all. But I sometimes wonder 1f we 
know our objective. Rave we become so 
engrossed in a battle, as deadly and costly 
as it is, that we have lost sight of the war 
of which it is a part? 

Let us look at South Vietnam. Why should 
our young men be fighting and dying in a 
far-away Land whose politics and culture are 
largely incomprehensible to us? Is our po
sition there justified morally? Is it jus
tified mil1tar1ly in the long-range fight to 
roll back the tide of Red aggression? 

The answer is an emphatic yes on both 
counts. On the first, we are committed, 
and have been since the Eisenhower admin
istration, to protect the South Vietnamese 
from the Red regime in Hanoi which, di
rected and !SUpplied from Peiping, would 
bring South Vietnam under Communist con
trol in weeks were it not for the backing we 
provide. And I leave it to your imagina
tion to pictUre the fate of thousands of loyal 
South Vietnamese left to the hands of 
Hanoi's torturers and executioners. Castro's 
bloody reprisals against his political foes 
would be mild in comparison. 

Can we now, after extending these people 
our protection, simply walk away and leave 
them to be engulfed by tyranny and terror? 
In all conscience, we cannot and continue 
to call ourselves the guardians of the free 
world. 

On the second count, our self-interest and 
the interest of the free world demands that 
we stay in South Vietnam. Why, you ask, 
is this largely undeveloped peninsula so im
portant? I'll tell you-the Mekong River 
Delta is perhaps the most productive agri
cultural area in the world. Alone, it can 
produce almost enough rice under planned, 
intensive farming to feed Asia. Think of 
what this means to Red China, burdened 
with a population nearing one blllion in a 
land of worn-out soil that cannot begin to 
support its hordes. 

Even with the monumental task of feed
ing its people with the meager food supply 
at its command, Red China has already 
managed to divert enough manpower and 
resources to build a crude atomic device, 
possibly no more advanced than the one we 
exploded in New Mexico some 20 years ago, 
but an atomic device nonetheless. With its 
major problem-food-solved by control of 
the South Vietnam rice bowl, Red China 
would be a formidable contender in nuclear 
arms in only a few years, and a doubly dan
gerous one because, unlike their coideologists 
in Moscow, there is evidence that Peiping's 
rulers have no realistic idea of the holo
caust a nuclear war would precipitate. They 
are fanatics, so obsessed with the destruction 
of this country that they have lost sight of 
the consequences that a war of annihlla
tion would bring upon them. 

Strategically, South Vietnam is a key po
sition in our far-flung Pacific defense sys
tem. The very fact of our presence there 
blocks Peiping's designs on neighboring 
Laos, Thailand, Cambodia, and Burma-all 
of southeast Asia, with its untapped riches. 
Even India, already threatened on the north 
by Red China's pressure, derives an indirect 
security from our. forces in South Vietnam. 

Directly across the South China Sea from 
Vietnam lies the Ph1lippines, which has a 
high priority in Peiping's plan for conquest 
and even now is infected by Communist in
filtration, the forerunner of all attempted 
Red takeovers. South of Vietnam is tiny, 
struggling Malaysia, an island of freedom 
menaced by Sukarno's peculiar brand of 
satell1te communism. And below that 
stands the free world's most lonely outpost, 
Australia, resolute yet dependent to a great 
degree upon our mil1tary might. 

If we make the tragic mistake of with
drawing . from South Vietnam, all this tre-
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mendous area, vital to our Pacific lifeline, 
is put in peril; one withdrawal inevitably 
leads to another. Do we then withdraw 
from Korea, from Japan, from Okinawa., and 
cut Chiang Kai-shek adrift on Formosa to 
be swallowed by the Red Empire? If so, 
we lose all of Asia to the Communist world 
and present Peiping with the people and the 
resources to build a war machine of mon
strous potential, and one dedicated to our 
total destruction. 

Thus, you see, it is not simply a matter of 
pulling out of South Vietnam, even if that 
were morally possible. One sandbag in a 
dike is unimportant until you pull it out 
and find yourself swept away in a deluge. 

Those who urge our disengagement in 
South Vietnam-and disengagement is an 
evasive term for the blunter surrender
sometimes give the impression that Red 
China is an awesomely powerful nation, and 
that we should not dare to challenge its 
ambitions in what it considers its private 
sphere of influence. In manpower, Red 
China is powerful, but manpower is not the 
whole story. 

Before we press the panic button and flee 
in terror from this dragon, let us look at our 
own strength in the Pacific, and take heart. 
We have amassed enormous air and sea 
power in that vast ocean. American bases in 
Japan, Korea, Okinawa, Formosa, the Phil
ippines, Thailand, Laos, and South Vietnam 
bristle with the latest word in heavily armed 
strategic bombers, tactical strike aircraft and 
fighters. 

The Air Force has 32 tactical air squadrons 
stationed on the long defense perimeter from 
Japan to the Ph111ppines. The Strategic Air 
Oommand has two squadrons of atom bomb 
carrying B-52's based in Guam. The 7th 
Fleet, one of the most powerful in history, 
is a huge force of 120 ships, more than 650 
planes, and 64,000 men. Three Polaris subs 
and possibly more by now, are on patrol in 
the western Pacific with atomic missiles cap
able of hitting targets 1,500 miles away. 
These have freed aircraft carriers to sup
port our growing land operations in South 
Vietnam. 

In troops, we quite likely by now have some 
100,000 in the Pacific. -And because of a 
rapid, recent increase in mobility, we can 
now rush whole divisions into that area 
from this country on a moment's notice. We 
have 16 combat-ready divisions stationed 
around the world. Defense Secretary Me-

SENATE 
FRIDAY, JULY 9, 1965 

<Legislative day of Thursday, 
July 8, 1965) 

The Senate met at 10 o'clock a.m., and 
was called to order by the President pro 
tempore. 

Rev. J. L. Chown, minister, Waterloo 
Road Baptist Church, Wolverhampton, 
England, offered the following prayer: 

0 God, our Heavenly Father, to whom 
we come in the name of Jesus Christ, 
our Lord, let Thy presence be felt 
amongst us. Thou know est the joys and 
sorrows of our hearts, together with the 
cares and duties that await us, far better 
than we do, ourselves; and we would seek 
Thine aid in the faithful discharge of the 
tasks to which we have been elected, for 
without Thee, we can do nothing. 

We thank Thee for the great heritage 
bestowed upon the citizens of this coun-

Namara told Congress not long ago that his 
estimates indicate that some 22 divisions are 
needed to deal with the various kinds of 

.limited war situations we are likely to face 
over the balance of this decade. And the 
additional eigh_t can be drawn from Army 
Reserves. 

Further down on the balance sheet we find 
some 600,000 men under arms on Formosa, 
a tough, well-equipped force of 19 South 
Korean Army and Marine divisions, an army 
of 105,000 men in Thailand, which might 
help us in a pinch-70,000 British troops in 
Malaysia, another 66,000 in Australia and 
New Zealand together-in total, a formi
dable fighting force against which the Red 
Chinese can throw little more than man
power-provided they can get that manpower 
to the point of battle through our air op-

. position. 
So, you see, our position is not nearly so 

perilous as the prophets of doom would have 
you believe. It might be well if we remem
ber, also, that we are the only Nation in 
history to have fought a massive, two-front 
war and supported a third front--the Rus
sian-and won it without ever really strain
ing our domestic economy. That was 20 
years ago and we are most powerful, mili
tarily and economically, than we were then. 

Remember, too, that there were prophets 
of doom in 1776, even more than are croak
ing their gloomy · forebodings today. And in 
that day it required a stout heart to ignore 
their dire warnings-we were a colony con
tending with one of the world's great powers 
outnumbered, outgunned and, in a coldly 
realistic view, engaged in a hopeless strug
gle. But we prevailed in a triumph of the 
spirit and for these 189 years we have held 
the torch of liberty aloft in the face of re
peated and determined efforts by the forces 
of tyranny to quench it. 

Once, the Fourth of July was a day to joy
ously celebrate our independence. Today, it 
is far more than that. Our independence and 
that of the free world are inseparably joined 
by the constant threat of a remorseless com
mon enemy, communism. If the light of 
freedom flickers out in South Vietnam or in 
the Dominican Republic or in any be
leagured land the darkness falls upon us, too. 
So, on this 189th Independence Day, let us 
celebrate our freedom, certainly, but let us 
also dedicate ourselves to preserving it with 
the resources of the spirit, as well as arms, 
wherever and whenever it is challenged by 
those who would destroy it. Thank you. 

try: and may Thy blessing rest on every 
home and family in this land. Help us 

· to do all things in accordance with Thy 
will, through the grace and power of Thy 
Holy Spirit. Especially would we pray 
for the bereaved, the wounded, the sick, 
and all in distress; and let Thy will so 
prevail, that justice and peace will be 
with us and with all nations. 

These things we ask, to the glory of 
Thy name, through Jesus Christ, our 
Lord, who taught us when we pray to 
say·: 

Our Father, who art in heaven: 
Hallowed be Thy name, Thy kingdom 

come, Thy will be done, on earth as it 
is in heaven. 

Give us this day our daily bread. And 
forgive us our trespasses, as ive forgive 
those who trespass against us. And lead 
us not into temptation, but deliver us 
from evil. 

For Thine is the kingdom, and the 
power, and the glory, forever. 

Amen. 

. Derogatory Allegations Concerning the 
State of Maine 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. STANLEY R. TUPPER 
OF MAINE 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 8, 1965 

Mr. TUPPER. Mr. Speaker, inasmuch 
as in yesterday's RECORD our colleague, 
PAUL A. FINo, saw fit to make certain 
derogatory allegations concerning the 
State of Maine, I believe the House may 
be interested in this rebuttal in the form 
of a letter to the gentleman from New 
York: 

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D.C., July 8, 1965. 

Hon. PAUL A. FINO, 
House of Representatives, 
Washington, D .C. 

DEAR PAUL: I noted in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD yesterday that you have repeated 
your allegations of the existence of orga
nized crime in Maine supported by illegal 
gambling. 

If you have arrived at this wild conclusion 
merely through prorating Maine's population 
against the total estimate of illegal gambling 
in the Nation, this is the height of irrespon
sibility. Surely there is a better way for you 
to promote your campaign for a national lot
tery than to make such unsubstantiated 
charges. 

You may remember that I wrote you in a 
similar vein during the last session of Con
gress after you had made a similar charge 
against my State. At that time I requested 
you to bring to the attention of Maine's at
torney general any evidence you had sup
porting your charges. In checking today with 
the Honorable Richard Dubord, attorney gen
eral of Maine, I find that you have offered 
nothing whatsoever to back up your allega
tions. 

This hit-and-run technique may be ad
mired in your congressional district, but it is 
not in mine. 

Sincerely, 
STANLEY R. TuPPER, 

Member of Congress from Maine. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. MANSFIELD, and by 

unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday, 
July 8, 1965, was dispensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages in writing from the Presi

dent of the United States, submitting 
nominations, were communicated to the 
Senate by Mr. Geisler, one of his secre
taries. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

As in executive session, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore ·laid 

before the Senate messages from the 
President of the United States, submit
ting sundry nominations, which were re
ferred to the appropriate committees. 

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