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would be short lived,” seems to be open to
the same criticism that applies to the last
part of the first point—that is, exactly the
same suggesions can be made in regard to
the present program. Certainly our present
cotton allotments have value to the extent
that they result in increasing the income
of the holder of the allotment. These ad-
vantages can be transferred by sale of the
land under the present law just as truly as
under a direct payment. As a matter of
fact, they have been incorporated into the
capitalization of farm values. This is par-
ticularly true of tobacco allotments. I can
see no way where it can be fairly argued
that direct payments would change this
threat unless it is admitted that the direct
payments would be more advantageous to
the farmer and therefore more valuable. If
that is true—and I think it 1s—Iit seems to
me to be a good argument for using the
direct payments.

The seventh and last criticism of course
relates only to those programs that involve
payments on the domestic portion of pro-
duction. The bill I have introduced ap-
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plies to all cotton grown regardless of where
it Is sold. I don’'t think it makes a great
deal of difference to the producer where his
cotton finally goes. What he wants to know
is what he is going to get for it. I might,
however, point out that spokesmen for the
American Farm Bureau Federation have re-
peatedly urged the payment of a direct
subsidy on all cotton that is exported. Cer-
tainly this involves a much more serious
basis for criticlsm as dumping than would
the payment of subsidies at home, and it
does not put the money where I think it
should go—that is, into the pockets of the
farmers.

I have gone into a considerable amount
of detail, discussing the effect of this pro-
gram and the objections that the pamphlet
you enclosed has made because I know that
you are seriously and sincerely interested as
cotton producers, and I believe that you
should hear both sides of this argument. I
may have overlooked some important points.
If I have, I will be glad for you to suggest
them to me. On the other hand, if I have
been able to answer any of the points raised
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by the opponents of this bill, I hope that
the Ellls County Farm Bureau will avail
itself of the much advertised democracy of
the Farm Bureau system and express your
local views in favor of the program that will
be of the greatest benefit to Ellis County
cotton producers. If you don't agree that
that is a direct payment program, ask your-
self what system will better serve your needs.
If you find a better program, support it and
let me know what it is. I want to support
it too. And finally, carefully note that the
unsigned author of the pamphlet did not
suggest anything better. It, therefore,
seems to me that as far as this article is
concerned, all you have to choose from is
the production payment plan, or a continu-
ation of the present program with low sup-
ports, reducing farm income, high priced,
and consequently noncompetitive, cotton,
reducing the market for cotton at home and
a direct subsidy system for the benefit of
foreign purchasers.

Thanking you, and with best wishes, I am,

Yours sincerely,
W. R. Poacg,
Congressman.

SENATE

TraurspAY, FEBRUARY 12, 1959

The Senate met at 10:30 a.m.

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

O Thou Master of all good workmen,
we come this day to honor one through
whose deeds and lips in an anguished
day Thou didst speak—a universal man
warmed with all laughter, tempered with
all tears—whose sad and care-lined face
mirrored the fearful struggle he led for
the preservation of the Union as one
and indivisible.

On this anniversary of his lowly birth
we would that—

“Our children shall behold his fame.
The kindly, earnest, brave, foreseeing
man
Sagacious, patient, dreading praise, not
blame.”

In these days that test and try men’s
souls anew we would turn to Thee with
the dauntless faith which Thy servant
Abraham Lincoln proclaimed his own,
as he said, “I recognize the sublime truth
announced in the Holy Scripture and
proved by all history that those nations
are blessed whose God is the Lord. I
believe that the will of God prevails.
Without Him all human reliance is vain.
Without the assistance of that Divine
Being I cannot succeed—with that as-
sistance I cannot fail.”

We come to Thee, his God and ours,
with the sound of a great amen in our
hearts to that creed by which he lived
and we live as we lift our prayer to Thee.

In the Redeemer’s name. Amen.

ATTENDANCE OF A SENATOR

RicHARD L. NEUBERGER, a Senator from

the State of Oregon, appeared in his seat
today.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Jounson of Texas,
and by unanimous consent, the reading
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of the Journal of the proceedings of
Monday, February 9, 1959, was dispensed
with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one
of his secretaries.

INCREASED RESOURCES OF INTER-
NATIONAL MONETARY FUND AND
INTERNATIONAL: BANK FOR RE-
CONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOP-
MENT — MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT (H. DOC. NO. T7)

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid
before the Senate a message from the
President of the United States, which,
with an accompanying special report of
the National Advisory Council on Inter-
national Monetary and Financial Prob-
lems, was referred to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

(For President's message see House
proceedings for today.)

Mr. ROBERTSON subsequently said:
Mr. President, earlier in the day the
Senate received a message from the
President recommending that the Con-
gress increase its subscription to fthe
stock of the International Bank for Re-
habilitation and the International Mon-
etary Fund.

A question has arisen as to the proper
reference of that message. In 1947,
when the then senior Senator from
Michigan, Mr. Vandenberg, was both
President pro tempore of the Senate
and chairman of the Foreign Relations
Committee, he requested that legisla-
tion of this character be referred to the
Committee on Banking and Currency,
where such legislation has been handled
for the past 12 years, particularly by
the Subcommittee on International Fi-
nance, of which the former chairman
of the full committee [Mr. FULBRIGHT]
was chairman.

The Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
FurericHT] has brought to the attention
of the present chairman of that com-

mittee the wording of the Reorganiza-
tion Act of 1946 which clearly gives
jurisdiction to the Committee on For-
eign Relations of legislation affecting
international finance.

Therefore, the chairman of the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency this
morning indicated to our distinguished
majority leader that he would have no
objection to referring the message of
the President to the Committee on For-
eien Relations. As a matter of fact, the
reference of such a message to the com-
mittee would be quite appropriate, be-
cause it handles authorizations for
foreign aid and also handles work relat-
ing to the International Bank and Mon-
etary Fund, as a part of our international
program. i

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate messages from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting
sundry nominations, which were referred
to the appropriate committees.

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

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, notified the Senate that,
pursuant to the provisions of section 5,
Public Law 115, 78th Congress, and House
Resolution 165, 86th Congress, the
Speaker had appointed Mr, THoMpsoN of
New Jersey and Mr. CurTiN, of Pennsyl-
vania, as members of the Committee on
the Disposition of Executive Papers, on
the part of the House.

The message announced that the
House had agreed to a resolution (H. Res.
164) electing members of the following
joint committees of Congress, on the part
of the House:

Joint Committee on Printing: Mr.
BurLEsSON, of Texas; Mr. Hays, of Ohio;
and Mr. ScHENCK, of Ohio.

Joint Committee of Congress on the
Library: Mr. BurrLeEsoN, of Texas; Mr.
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Jowes, of Missouri; Mr. SmitH, of Missis-
sippi; Mr. ScHENCK, of Ohio; and Mr.
CorseTT, of Pennsylvania,

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The message also announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
enrolled bill (S. 961) fixing the repre-
sentation of the majority and minority
membership of the Joint Economic Com-
mittee, and it was signed by the Presi-
dent pro tempore.

PROGRAM FOR THE DAY

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I announce that shortly Members
of the Senate will proceed to the House
of Representatives for a joint session,
according to the previous plan.

Let me say to all Senators that they
will have ample opportunity to make
insertions in the REecorp and transact
routine business when the Senate returns
to its Chamber. It is expected that the
able Senator from Montana [Mr., MaNs-
FIELD] will address the Senate after it
returns from the joint session. The au-
thorities of the House have asked us to
be present at 10:40 o'clock a.m. I hope
to suggest the absence of a quorum in
order that Members may be called to the
Chamber and leave for the Hall of the
House of Representatives before 10:40.

Mr. President, the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. MansFIELD] plans to make an
extended statement when the Senate
returns to its Chamber after the joint
session. Therefore, at this time, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum, and an-
nounce that as soon as a quorum is ob-
tained, the Senate will proceed to the
Hall of the House of Representatives.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

JOINT SESSION OF THE TWO
HOUSES TO CELEBRATE THE
ABRAHAM LINCOLN SESQUICEN-
TENNIAL

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, pursuant to House Concurrent
Resolution 57, previously agreed to, I
move that the Senate proceed to the
Hall of the House of Representatives for
the joint session.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10
o’clock and 46 minutes a.m.) the Senate,
preceded by its Secretary (Felton M.
Johnston), its Sergeant at Arms (Joseph
C. Duke), the Vice President, and the
President pro tempore, proceeded to the
Hall of the House of Representatives.

Upon the conclusion of the ceremonies
in the House of Representatives, the
joint session was dissolved; and, at 12:07
p.m., the Senate returned to its Chamber,
and was called to order by the President
pro tempore,
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RETURN OF SENATOR NEUBERGER

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas obtained the
floor.

Mr. MORSE.
Senator yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield.

Mr. MORSE. I am sure that all other
Members of the Senate join me in ex-
pressing a very warm welcome and as-
surance of our sincere pleasure over the
fact that my colleague [Myr. NEUBERGER]
has returned to the Senate in such ap-
parent good health. I think he knows
that he has our prayers and our best
wishes for a complete recovery from the
illness from which he has been suffering.
It is very good to have him back with us.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I wish to associate myself with the
statement made by the senior Senator
from Oregon. I had intended to make
such a statement until he asked me to
yield to him.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, we are
very happy to see the junior Senator
from Oregon back in his seat, and espe-
cially to see that he looks so well. Not-
withstanding all the news to the con-
trary, apparently he is 100 percent re-
covered. That is good news.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, I
wish to join the senior Senator from
Oregon and my other colleagues in ex-
tending a hearty welcome to the return-
ing junior Senator from Oregon [Mr.
NEUBERGER].

I am particularly happy to join in this
welcoming of our able and distinguished
colleague because I take a personal pride
in his career.

Some 26 years ago, when I was one
of the editors of the Nation, a weekly
magazine of opinion in New York, I gave
Dick NEuBeERGER his first opportunity to
have an article published in a national
magazine. He had just returned from
Europe where catastrophic events were
taking place in Germany with the rise
of Hitler to power. He had observed what
was going on at firsthand. I felt that
his account was so interesting and im-
portant that I asked him to write it,
which he did, and this article was then
published. This was, as I have said, his
first magazine article in a publication of
national cireulation.

It is a matter of common knowledge
that long before he came to the Senate,
Dick NeuBerGER had become a distin-
guished literary figure, uniquely prolifie,
with the widest range of publications,
which included the most diverse maga-
zines and newspapers in our country.
From this journalistic career, in which
he achieved nationwide repute, he moved
into the U.S. Senate without ever
abandoning his literary labors, the fruits
of which continue to grace our national
publications. In two most important
fields, therefore—journalism and public
service—he has been an important
molder of public opinion.

During World War II Dick NEUBERGER
was in the Army, assigned to Alaska, and
played an important part in connection
with the construction of the Alaska
Highway. Characteristically, his interest
in Alaska has enabled him to serve our
long-time Territory and now State in
many ways. He led the way to secure
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Alaska’s partial inclusion in Federal aid
highway legislation, from which Alaska
had been excluded totally Curing the first
40 years of the Federal Aid Highway Act.

Along with Representative Ebpitm
GREEN, his colleague in the House, he was
instrumental in securing legislation to
end the contract system for Alaska’s
mentally ill which will make possible the
care of these unfortunates in Alaska
where they can be visited by their rela-
tives.

I could go on almost indefinitely in
telling of the many ways in which Dick
NEUBERGER'S service has been of an in-
estimable value to Alaska and of course
to the Nation. It was a happy coinci-
dence that he was presiding in the Sen-
ate on the night of June 30th, last, when
the Alaska statehood bill finally passed
the Senate—an act for which he had
labored so devotedly.

We are all very glad that his health
has been restored. I hope he will con=-
tinue to face this body for years to come.
And I would like to add my good wishes
to Maurine Neuberger who has been so
devoted and able a helpmeet to Dick in
both public and private life. Those of
us who have known and admired them
naturally think of Dick and Maurine as
a team. Both have confributed un-
forgettably to America.

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, I wish
to join with Senators who have expressed
appreciation for the return of our dis-
tinguished colleague, the junior Senator
from Oregon. It was my pleasure to be
closely associated with him as a mem-
ber of the Post Office and Civil Service
Committee. He is not only a distin-
guished Member of this body but a very
able one. He is a courageous legislator
and has demonstrated this quality on
many occasions. He is a kindly man
and my association with him has been
most pleasant. I am delighted that he is
looking so well. I thank God for his
return.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I believe I speak for each Senator
on this side and on the other side of the
aisle when I say that all of us are pleased
and, I may say, delighted that our col-
league, Dick NEUBERGER, has today re-
turned to the Senate.

Dick NEUBERGER is a good man; he is a
kindly man; he is a considerate man; he
is a man with strong convictions; and
he is one who believes in the Golden
Rule—Do unto others as you would have
them do unto you.” He is a walking ex-
ample of one who has the courage to
ficht back, and who has won. Also, Mr.
President, he is an example of the fact
that in the days, months, and years that
have passed we have had countless dem=
onstrations of the wisdom of the action
of the Congress in time and time again
increasing the appropriations for basic
research in connection with deadly
disease.

I wish to welcome back to this Cham-
ber the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr.
NeuserceRr] and tell him how very much
it pleases all of us to see him looking so
fit and so fine.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Texas yield to
me?
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Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield to
the Senator from Montana.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I should like to
join the distinguished majority leader
in welcoming back the distinguished
junior Senafor from Oregon [Mr. NeU-
BzrRGER], whom we have missed so much
this year. We are very happy to know
that he is well on the road to full and
complete recovery.

I hope that one of the results of his ill-
ness will be that greater attention and
greater emphasis will be placed on ap-
propriations in the field of medical re-
search, because too many of our Mem-
bers have felt the effects, not only as of
now, but in years gone by, of such dis-
eases. Perhaps with this warning and
with this example, we may be able to
devote ourselves more fto the pressing
needs of our time as they affect our peo-
ple in a medical sense.

I am very happy to join the majority
leader in welcoming back Senator Neu-
BERGER.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas.
to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr, President I would
not want to miss this opportunity to add
my word of welcome to the distinguished
junior Senator from Oregon. During
the past 2 years he was my seatmate in
the Senate. That fact has given e an
opportunity to come to know him well.
I have sorely missed him during the past
months.

Ten years ago, Mr. President, I was
stricken with an illness similar to that
‘which befell the junior Senator from
Oregon. As my recovery seems to be
complete, so I am confident that his re-
covery will be complete.

I can assure him how happy I am fo
see him looking so well, and what pleas-
ure I take in welcoming him back to the
Senate.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. 1 yield now
to the junior Senator from Texas.

Mr., YARBOROUGH. Mr. President,
I desire to associate myself with the re-
marks of the distinguished majority
leader of the Senate in welcoming back
our beloved colleague, Dick NEUBERGER,
of Oregon.

He represents not only the people of
his home State; he represents the peo-
ple of the Nation. I know there are at
least 2% million outside of his home
State who look to him with affection.
They are the Federal workers, the civil
service workers, the unclassified workers,
the post office workers—the entire num-
ber of civil service and post office work-
ers who have benefited by his arduous
efforts for their benefit.

It has been my privilege to serve with
‘Senator NEUBERGER on the Post Office
and Civil Service Committee for nearly
2 years. There has been no one who
has exercised greater leadership than he
in driving forward in an attempt to see
that our Federal officials and servants,
who contribute so greatly to the work of
‘the Federal Government, get greater re-
compense and rewards for the labor they
put forth. I know they have been pray-
ing for his complete recovery.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield to

the acting minority leader, the Senator
irom Idaho.

I yield now
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Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. President, on
behalf of the minority, I desire to join
my colleagues in extending a welcome to
the junior Senator from Oregon [Mr.
NEuBerGER]. Coming from an adjoining
State, I am well aware of the high esteem
in which he is held by his constituents.
I know they have encouraged him to re-
turn with a firm determination to con-
tinue his service in the Senate.

We extend to him our best wishes for
a complete recovery. We hope he may
display vigor and enjoy good health in
future service to his State and to his
Nation.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield now
to the Senator from Tennessee.

Mr. EKEFAUVER. Mr, President, I
am happy to joint with other colleagues
in expressing great gratification that
Senator NEUBERGER is back with us. I
had the pleasure of knowing Senator
and Mrs. Neuberger long before he came
to the U.S. Senate. He is a good man.
He imparts to the Senate a sense of
fairness and kindliness. He is always
ready and happy to advise and listen
to reason with any of us. I think Sen-
ator NEUBERGER is one of the most ef-
fective and best Members of the Senate.

If I may be permitted to say so, we
have also missed Mrs. Neuberger—
Maurine. There is no more gracious or
charming lady in the Nation’s Capital
than the lovely wife of Senator NEUBER-
GER. We are glad to have them both
back.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas.
to the Senator from Ohio.

Mr., LAUSCHE. Mr President, I de-
sire to join in the words of joy which
have been expressed by my colleagues
relating to the return of Senator Neu-
BERGER to the Senate. I do so first be-
cause I know, through his presence, that
he has regained his health and is well
on the way to full recovery.

Primarily, our joy should come from
the fact that he has regained his health
and, as a citizen, will be able to enjoy
that which is dearest to us all. Second-
ly, I rejoice because I know that we shall
have the benefit of his keen mind in
analyzing problems that will come before
us.

I yield now

It is not necessary that we agree in
the quest for truth and for proper judg-
ment. It is essential that there be
analysis and discussion. Our colleague,
Ricaarp NEUBERGER, has always contrib-
uted richly to the making of law, so that
the acceptance of the proper course in
the service of our counftry has become
simpler.

RicHARD, I am very glad you are back,
for you and for Mrs. Neuberger, and
for the citizens of your State.

Mr., JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I yield now to my colleague from
Oregon.

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President, I
do not know whether I am adequate to
the task of replying to the generous
things which have been said about me by
the majority leader and others of my
colleagues here today.

I wish to say first to the majority
leader and to my friend the junior Sen-
ator from Idaho [Mr. CHUrcH] that I
have been inspired by their own heroic
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recoveries from serious illnesses. I was
just starting my service as a Member of
the Senate when the majority leader
suffered the heart attack from which he
has recovered so valiantly and so effec-
tively. I knew of the illness similar to
mine which had been suffered a decade
ago by Senator CaurcH. I was fortified
by his very gallant and reassuring recov=
ery. But, Mr. President, there was an-
other factor that moved me deeply, and
that was the knowledge of the great
Senators, greater than any of us here, I
am sure, who had succumbed to cancer
in recent years—Senators like the great
Senator McNary, from my State; Sena-
tor Vandenberg, who was mentioned a
few minutes ago by the Senator from
Virginia [Mr. RoBERTSON]; Senator
Taft; Senator McMahon; and Senator
Neely, who used to sit in the row where
my seat is, if I am not mistaken.

I could not help thinking that if it
were possible for a Senator to stand here
and say to his colleagues, “If it were not
for the marvelous discoveries made in
medical research, I would not be alive
and here today; and who in this body
would know when, tomorrow morning or
this affernoon, he might be in the same
plight?” Perhaps we could emphasize
these medical discoveries to some small
degree by contrast with the way we em-
phasize research, for example, into
weapons and armaments,

The phrase was used here today of
triumphing over cancer. No man or
woman alone triumphs over cancer; but
valiant, persistent, wise, and trained men
and women working in laboratories have
been able to triumph over a certain
phase of the series of diseases we know
as cancer. Other phases are still await=
ing discoveries which are yet to come.
Fortunately for me, and I think for my
good friend Frank CHURCH, what we
suffered came within the realm where
medical research has already made fabu=-
lous discoveries. What some of our col-
leagues in the past suffered did not come
within that scope; therefore, they are
not here so that we can benefit from
their wisdom.

I certainly intend to dedicate myself
to the cause which the majority leader
mentioned, the great cause of widening
knowledge in the field of medical re-
search.

I am particularly aware of the fact
that cobalt radiation therapy, which has
been responsible for my own progress,
was discovered in large measure by two
great Canadian doctors, so I hope there
will never be a boundary line of geog-
raphy or borders, or of breed or birth,
when it comes to medical discoveries
which can help all mankind.

I wish to say in conclusion, Mr. Presi-
dent, that the experience I have under-
gone—and I am certain the majority
leader and the Senator from Idaho [Mr,
CaurcH] emerged with the same per-
sonal feelings—has given me a new in-
sight and a new perspective on the events
which take place in our world, and on
the events which take place in my own
little private realm around me. I think
whatever personal bitterness, jealousy or
acrimony I may ever have had—and I am
certain I am subject to these human
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frailties—will be far less now than ever
before. To a person who is grateful to
be alive and to be with his wife, family
and friends, the frivial matter of per-
sonal ambition and personal pride be-
come very unimportant.

I am grateful for the friendship of my
colleagues, I am grateful for their wis-
dom, I am grateful for their patience,
and I am particularly grateful for their
personal solicitude during the long ordeal
which Mrs. Neuberger and T have under-
gone. I refer to Mrs. Neuberger because
she suffered every millimeter of the way
with me.

I thought of all my colleagues often.
I hoped the day would come when I
could return. When my illness was first
diagnosed I thought I would never again
be here, and certainly did not think I
would be able to stand here 16 pounds
heavier than when I was in the hospital.

I am particularly grateful to my own
doctors and to the long, long decades of
medical research behind them.

I wish to thank the majority leader
again for his generous comments, and all
of my colleagues in the Senate for their
equally kind remarks.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate the following letters,
which were referred as indicated:

REPORT ON AGREEMENT CoONCLUDED UNDER
AGRICULTURAL TRADE DEVELOPMENT AND
ASSISTANCE AcT OF 19564

A letter from the Acting Administrator,
Foreign Agricultural Service, Department of
Agriculture, reporting, pursuant to law, on
an agreement concluded during January
1959, under title I of the Agricultural Trade
Development and Assistance Act of 1954, with
the Government of Spain (with accompany-
ing papers); to the Committee on Agricul-
ture and Forestry.

DiIsPOSAL OF CERTAIN COMMUNICATION FACILI-
TIES IN

A letter from the Secretary of Defense,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to authorize the disposal of the Government-
owned long-lines communication facllities
in the State of Alaska, and for other pur-
poses (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on Armed Services.
AUTHORIZATION OF CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION AT

MILITARY INSTALLATIONS

A lefter from the Secretary of Defense,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to authorize certain construction at military
installations, and for other purposes (with
an accompanying paper); to the Committee
on Armed Services.

AMENDMENT OF SECTION 203 oF CAREER CoM-
PENSATION ACT OF 1949, RELATING TO SPECIAL
Pay
A letter from the Secretary of Defense,

transmitting a draft of proposed legislation

to amend sectlon 203 of the Career Compen-
sation Act of 1949, as amended, to provide
for authority to make payments of special
pay for certain physiclans, dentists, and vet-
erinarians after June 30, 1959 (with an ac-
companying paper); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

PrOVISION OF IMPROVED OPPORTUNITY FOR
PROMOTION FOR CERTAIN NAVAL OFFICERS

A letter from the Deputy Secretary of De=

fense, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-

lation to provide improved opportunity for

promotion for certain officers in the naval

service, and for other purposes (with ac-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

companying papers); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

AMENDMENT oF TITLE 10, UNTTED STATES CODE,
RELATING To RIGHTS OF CERTAIN EmM-
PLOYEES

A letter from the Deputy Secretary of De-
fencse, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
islation to amend title 10, United States
Code, to authorize the Secretary of Defense
and the Secretaries of the military depart-
ments to grant return rights to career and
career-conditional employees under certain
conditions (with accompanying papers); to
the Committee on Armed Services.

REPORT ON FACILITIES FOR TRAINING PURPOSES

IN NAVAL SELECTIVE RESERVE PROGRAM

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of
Defense, reporting, pursuant to law, on proj-
ects to provide berthing facilities and dock-
side power services required for destroyer
escorts to be used for training purposes in
the Naval Selective Reserve program (with
an accompanying paper); to the Committee
on Armed Services.

REPORT ON THE MERCURY INDUSTRY

A letter from the Attorney General, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report on the
competitive effects of the Defense Production
Act programs to asslst the mercury industry,
dated February 9, 1959 (with an acecompany-
ing report); to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

DerLETION RATE FoR CERTAIN CLAYS AND
TREATMENT PROCESSES CONSIDERED AS
MINING
A letter from the Secretary of the Treas-

ury, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-

lation to specify processes which shall be
considered mining for the purpose of com-
puting percentage depletion in the case of
minerals and ores, and to revise the deple-
tion rates with respect to certain clays when
used to make common brick and tile prod-
ucts (with an accompanying paper); to the
Committee on Finance.
REPORT OF U.S. TARIFF COMMISSION
A letter from the Chalirman, U.S. Tariff

Commission, Washington, D.C., transmitting,

pursuant to law, a report of that Commis-

sion for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1958

(with an accompanying report); to the Com=-

mittee on Finance.

REPORT ON OPERATIONS UNDER SALINE WATER
Act oF 1952

A letter from the Under Secretary of the
Interior, reporting, pursuant to law, on the
operations of that Department, during fiscal
year 1958, under the Saline Water Act of
1952; to the Committee on Interior and Insu-
lar Affairs.

REPORT ON CERTAIN CONTRACTS NEGOTIATED BY
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a
report on certain contracts negotiated by
the Bureau of Indian Affairs, for the fiscal
year 1958, pursuant to the provisions of sec-
tion 4 of the act of June 4, 1936 (49 Stat.
1458, 14569) (with an accompanying report);
to the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs.

REPORT ON CONTRACTS To FACILITATE
NationalL DEFENSE

A letter from the Administrator, General
Services Administration, reporting, pursuant
to law, that, during the calendar year 1958,
no transactions had occurred on contracts to
facilitate the national defense; to the Com=
mittee on the Judiciary.

AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPTCY ACT RELATING
T0 CONSOLIDATION OF REFEREES' SALARY AND
EXPENSE FUNDS
A letter from the Director, Administrative

Office of the U.S. Courts, Washington, D.C.,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
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to amend the Bankruptcy Act so as to con-
solidate the referees’ salary and expense
funds (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPTCY ACT RELATING
TO AUTOMATIC ADJUDICATION AND REFER-
ENCE IN CERTAIN CASES

A letter from the Director, Administrative
Office of the U.8. Courts, Washington, D.C.,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to amend sections 1, 18, 22, 831, and 631 of
the Bankruptcy Act (11 U.S.C. 1, 41, 45, 731,
and 1031) to provide for automatic adjudi-
cation and reference in certain cases (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

BUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF ALIENS—
WITHDRAWAL OF NAMES

Two letters from the Commissioner, Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, withdrawing the names
of Young Chiu, and Cecil Gladstone Ashby
from reports relating to aliens whose depor-
tation has been suspended, transmitted to
the Senate on July 1, 1958, and January 15,
1958, respectively; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

DrarFrs oF PROPOSED LEGISLATION

A letter from the Secretary of Health, Edu-
catlon, and Welfare, transmitting two drafts
of proposed legislation, as follows:

A bill to authorize a b-year program of
assistance to school districts in meeting the
debt service on loans for construction of
urgently needed elementary or secondary
public school facilities, and for other pur-
poses; and

A bill to assist institutions of higher edu-
catlon to market and retire bonds issued by
them to finance the construction of college
facilities (with accompanying papers); to
the Committee on Labor and Public Welfare.

INTERNATIONAL LABOR ORGANIZATION CONVEN=
TION 105, RELATING TO ABOLITION OF
FORCED LABOR

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of
State, transmitting, for the information of
the Senate, a copy of the International Labor
Organization convention No. 105, concerning
the abolition of forced labor, adopted at
Geneva on June 25, 1957 (with accompany-
ing papers); to the Committee on Labor and
Public Welfare.

RecoverY oF CosTs oF BUILDING SPACE UTILIZED
BY VETERANS' CANTEEN SERVICE

A letter from the Deputy Administrator,
Veterans' Administration, Washington, D.C.,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to provide for the recovery of costs of building
space utilized by the Veterans' Canteen Serv-
ice in the Veterans' Administration (with an
accompanying paper); to the Committee on
Labor and Public Welfare.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, etc., were laid before the
Senate, or presented, and referred as
indicated:

By the PRESIDENT pro tempore:
A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
State of Idaho; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce:

*“HousE JOINT MEMORIAL 1

“Joint memorlal to the Honorable Senate and
House of Representatives of the United
States in Congress assembled

“We, your memorialists, the Legislature of
the State of Idaho, respectfully represents
that—

“Whereas the Minidoka Wildlife Refuge, 1o=-
cated iIn the countles of Minidoka, Cassia,
and Power, in the State of Idaho, has placed
an unnecessary restrailnt on the use of the
recreational facilities presently existing in
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the backwaters of Minidoka Dam on the
Snake River; and

“Whereas the demand for use of these
recreational {facilities have Iincreased im-
mensely in the past few years; and

“Whereas the rules and regulations of the
Federal Fish and Wildlife Service pertaining
to said refuge prohibit the use of said refuge
for proper and necessary recreational pur-
poses, consisting primarily of sport fishing
and boating; and

“Whereas proper management of the refuge
could be such that fishing and boating could
be enjoyed without harm to waterfowl or
impairing the use of the refuge as a resting
area for waterfowl; and

““Whereas proper recreational development
of the refuge could best be served by abolish-
ing the Minidoka Wildlife Refuge and trans-
ferring management of the sald refuge to
the Department of Fish and Game of the
State of Idaho: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the House of Representatives,
State of Idaho (ihe Senate concurring), That
we most respectfully urge upon the Congress
of the United States of America that the
Minidoka Wildlife Refuge be abolished, and
that the management of said refuge be trans-
ferred to the Department of Fish and Game
of the State of Idaho; be it further

“Resolved, That the secretary of state of
the State of Idaho be authorized, and he is
hereby directed, to immediately forward cer-
tified copies of this memorial to the Senate
and the House of Representatives of the
United States of America, the Secretary of
the Interior, and to the Senators and the
Representatives in Congress from this State.

“ARNOLD WILLIAMS,
“Secretary of State.”

A joint resolution of the Legislature of
the State of California; to the Committee on
JInterior and Insular Affairs:

*ASSEMBLY JOINT RESOLUTION 2

“Joint resolution relative to statehood for
Hawali

“Whereas the Territory of Hawall has for
many years sought to become a State of the
United States with full privileges of state-
bood and first-class citizenship for its peo-
ples; and

“Whereas this recognition was recently
granted to Alaska, and both political parties
.have recognized that every consideration of
falrness demands that the people of Hawail
receive the same status in our Natlon; and

“Whereas Hawall has long since fulfilled
all the requirements for statehood, and no
valid reason remains for postponing its entry
into the brotherhood cof the United States;
and

“Whereas the people of California feel espe-
clally sympathetic to this proposal of state-
hood for the islandis, because of the volume
of travel and commerce between the west
coast and Hawaili which has so inereased in
recent years: Now, therefore, be it

*“Resolved by the Assembly and Senate of
the State of California (jointly), That the
Congress and the President of the United
States are respectfully memorialized to enact
at this session of Congress such laws as are
necessary for the admission of the Territory
of Hawaii to statehood in the United States;
and be it further

“Resolved, That the chief clerk of the as-
-sembly is directed to transmit copies of this
resolution to the President and Vice Presi-
dent of the United States, to the Speaker of
the House of Representatives, and to each
Senator and Representative from California
in the Congress of the United States.”

A resolution adopted at a mass meeting
‘of Americans of Lithuanian Descent, at Ra-
‘cine, 'Wis., expressing gratitude to this Gov-
ernment for its efforts to aid all people seek-
“ing freedom from eommunism; to the Com-
mittee on Forelgn Relations.
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A letter from the Greater Hartford (Conn.)
Junior Chamber of Commerce, Inc. embody=-
ing a resolution adopted by that organiza-
tion, favoring the enactment of legislation
providing statehood for Hawali; to the Com~-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

A letter, in the nature of a memorial, from
R. Eenneth Busbhice, of Monroe, La., remon-
strating against the employment of Commu-
nists by the Federal Government; to the
Commititee on the Judiciary.

A resolution adopted by Schwandt-Geod-
man Post 9050, Veterans of Foreign Wars,
Enderlin, N. Dak., favoring the establish-
ment of a Veterans’' Committee in the Senate;
to the Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion.

By Mr. CHURCH:

A joint resolution of the Leglslature of
the State of Idaho; to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry:

“HousE JorNT MEMORIAL §
“Joint memorial to the Honorable Senate

and House of Representatives of the United
States in Congress assembled

“We, your memorialists, the Legislature of
the State of Idaho, do respectfully represent,
that—

“Whereas the existence of a large farm
surplus of certain commodities is burden-
some to our national economy; and

“Whereas the necessity to provide revenue
for public assistance to needy persons is also
burdensome to our national economy; and

“Whereas many of the reciplents of public
assistance and members of low-income groups
have need for certain of the very commodi-
ties which are nmow surplus and cannot be
disposed of in the common market without
disrupting our farm economy; and

“Whereas the food-stamp plan which was
in operation prior to World War II worked
satisfactorily both in relieving the surplus
problem and in aiding in providing sub-
sistence for needy persons; and

“Whereas the present plan, now in opera-
tion, is very unsatisfactory to the smaller
communities; and

“Whereas the State of Idaho is a large pro-
ducer of farm products and the disposal of
surplus agricultural products is a matter of
great concern to the people of the State of
Idaho: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the House of Representatives,
State of Idaho (the Senate concurring), That
we most respectfully urge upon the Congress
of the United States of America that a food-
stamp plan, similar to the one used prior to
World War II, and one that is workable and
fair to all concerned, be enacted into law as
soon as possible; be it further

“Resolved, That the secretary of state of
the State of Idaho be authorized and he is
hereby directed to immediately forward cer-
tifiled copies of this memorial to the Senate
and the House of Representatives of the
United States of America, the Secretary of
Agriculture, and to the Senators and Repre-
sentatives in Congress from this State.

“ARNOLD WILLIAMS,
“Secretary of State.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate a joint resolution of the
Legislature of the State of Idaho, identi-
cal with the foregoing, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry.

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION OF
TEXAS LEGISLATURE

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I present a concurrent resolution
adopted by the Legislature of the State
of Texas on January 28, and ask that it
be referred to the appropriate committee
of the Senate. The concurrent resolu-
tion expresses the opposition of the
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Texas Legislature to further increases in
the gasoline taxes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
concurrent resolution will be received
and appropriately referred; and, under
the rule, the concurrent resolution will be
printed in the RECORD.

SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 9§

Whereas the President has recommended
that Congress Increase the Federal tax on
gasoline by 1142 cents per gallon; and

Whereas the Federal Government is an-
nually diverting more than #£114 billion of
Federal highway user taxes into nonhighway
channels; and

Whereas it has been estimated that the
addition of the 114, cents to the present
8-cent Federal tax on gasoline would result
in Texans sending $137 million more In high-
way user taxes per year to Washington than
would be returned to the State for highway
purposes under the present aid formula: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate of the State of
Tezas (the House of Representatives conecur-
ring), That the Congress be respectfully re-
quested to oppose further Federal invasion
of this gasoline tax which should be reserved
for the use of the States, and that the use
of such present highway user taxes be re-
stricted to highway purposes only; and be it
further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
malled to each member of the Texas delega-
tion in Congress.

BEN RAMSEY,
President of the Senate.

WAGGONER CAER,

Speaker of the House.

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A
COMMITTEE

As in executive session,
The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. FULBRIGHT, from the Committee
on Foreign Relations:

Fhilip W. Bonsal, of the District of Colum=
bia, a Foreign Service officer of the class of
career minister, to be Ambassador Extraor-
dinary and Plenipotentiary to Cuba, vice Earl
E. T. Smith;

Raymond A. Hare, of West Virginia, a For-
eign Service officer of the class of career
minister, now Ambassador Extraordinary and
Plenipotentiary to the United Arab Republie,
to serve concurrently and without additional
compensation as Envoy Extraordinary and
Minister Plenipotentiary to the Eingdom of
Yemen;

Philip K. Crowe, of Maryland, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
to the Union of South Africa, vice Henry A.
Byroade;

Sheldon T. Mills, of Oregon, a Forelgn Serv-
ice officer of the class of career minister, to
be Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipo-
tentlary to the Hashemite Kingdom of Jor-
dan; and

Willlam C. Trimble, of Maryland, a Foreign
Service officer of the class of career minister,
to be Ambassador and Pleni-
potentiary to the Kingdom of Cambodia, vice
Carl W. Strom.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were intro-
duced, read the first time, and, by unani-
mous consent, the second time, and re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. WILEY:

8.1021. A bill to amend the act providing

ald for the States in wildlife restoration
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projects with respect to the apportionment of
such aid; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

(See the remarks of Mr. Wiy when he
introduced the above bill, which appeared
under a separate heading.)

By Mr. ROBERTSON (by request) :

5.1022. A bill to repeal obsolete provisions
of law relating to the mints and assay offices;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. McGEE (by request) :

8.1023. A bill for the relief of Donald Gene
Sherwood; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

By Mr. HARTEE:

S.1024. A bill to provide that the Secre-
tary of the Interior sh-1l investigate and re-
port to the Congress as to the advisability of
establishing as national monuments the
Nancy Hanks Memorial and the Lincoln State
Park in Spencer County, Ind.; to the Com-
mittee on Interlor and Insular Affairs.

(Bee remarks of Mr. HarTEE when he in-
troduced the above bill, which appear under
a separate heading.)

By Mr. DODD:

5.1025, A bill to provide for the cover-
age of physicians by the insurance system
established by title II of the Social Security
Act; to the Committee on Finance.

(See the remarks of Mr. Dopp when he in-
troduced the above bill, which appear under
a separate heading.)

By Mr. JOHNSON of Texas:

8.1026. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of the Interior to construct, rehabilitate, op-
erate, and maintain the lower Rio Grande
rehabilitation project, Texas, La Feria di-
vision; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

S.1027. A bill to amend titles 10 and 32,
United States Code, to provide Federal sup-
port for defense forces established under
section 108 (c) of title 32; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

(See the remarks of Mr. JornsoN of TeXas
when he introduced the first above-men-
tioned bill, which appear under a separate
heading.)

By Mr. EEFAUVER:

S.1028. A bill to authorize the Atomie
Energy Commission to construct a modern
administration and office bullding at Oak
Ridge, Tenn.; and

S.1029. A bill to amend the Atomic Energy
Community Act of 1955 in order to authorize
the Atomic Energy Commission to dispose of
certain property for college purposes; to the
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy.

5.1030. A bill for the rellef of Walter
Hedley Huthnance; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. MOSS:

5.1081. A bill to amend sectlons 522 and
545 of title 38 of the United States Code
to increase the income limitations applicable
to the payment of pension for non-service-
connected disability or death to $2,000 and
$4,000; to the Committee on Finance.

5.1032. A bill to amend the act of June
14, 1926, as amended, to provide that lands
conveyed under such act for State park pur-
poses shall not be subject to the 640-acre
limitation eontained in such act, and to pro-
vide that conveyances for such purposes shall
be without consideration; to the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs,

(See the remarks of Mr. Moss when he
introduced the first above-mentioned bill,
which appear under a separate heading.)

By Mr. CHURCH:

5.1033. A bill for the relief of certain
aliens;

5.1034. A bill for the relief of Asae Nishi-
moto; and

8. 1035. A bill for the relief of Debra Susan
Dufly; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. YARBOROUGH:

S.1036. A bill to amend title II of the So-
cial SBecurity Act to include Texas among the
States which are permitted to divide their
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retirement systems into two parts so as to
obtain social security coverage, under State
agreement, for only those State and local
employees who desire such coverage; to the
Committee on Finance.

8. 1037. A bill for the relief of Jesse Isobel
Foster; and

S5.1038. A bill for the relief of Wong Gar
Wah; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

(See the remarks of Mr. YARBOROUGH When
he introduced the first above-mentioned bill,
which appear under a separate heading.)

By Mr, SPAREMAN:

5.1039. A bill to amend sections 4081 and
4082 of the Internal Rsvenue Code of 18954
to include wholesale distributors within the
definition of “producers” of gasoline, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Finance.

By Mr. MURRAY :

5. 1040, A bill to amend the act of August
21, 1935, to provide for a determination of
whether certain sites, buildings, or other ob-
jects, such as the historic State, War, Navy,
Bullding, the San Francisco Mint, and the
Morristown National Historical Park, are of
national historical significance in order to
successfully save those sites, buildings, and
objects which are of great national value
and which are now belng destroyed or are
being threatened with destruction by the
Federal Government as well as by private
interests; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs,

By Mr. HOLLAND (for himself and Mr.
SMATHERS) :

8.J. Res, 48, Joint resolution to provide for
the designation of the week of Whitsunday
of each year as “Hernando de Soto Week';
to the Committee on the Judiclary.

(See the remarks of Mr, HoLranDp when he
introduced the above joint resolution, which
appear under a separate heading.)

CONGRESSIONAL RECOGNITION OF
NATIONAL RAILROAD MUSEUM,
GREEN BAY, WIS.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I submit
for appropriate reference a concurrent
resolution to grant congressional recog-
nition to the National Railroad Museum
at Green Bay, Wis.

The approval of the concurrent resolu-
tion would help to make the dream of a
National Railroad Museum for Green
Bay a reality.

The museum, presenting a panoramic
picture of the history of American rail-
roading will, of course, be of great signifi-
cance for the railroad industry.

The purpose of the museum, of course,
is to tell the dramatic story of the tre-
mendous contribution of the railroad to
the development of our great country.
Among other things, it will:

Portray the development of the rail-
road industry and its contribution to
Our progress,

Provide exhibits, including rare loco-
motives—that is, steam, woodburners,
electric, diesel—to give the public an au-
thentic picture of the development;

Serve as an educational institution;
displaying printed material, photo-
graphs, models, and other information;

Present a chronology of the lives of
inventors, investors, managers, and
workers who made outstanding contribu-
tions to the progress of the railroad in-
dustry;

Of course, there will be many more
significant features of the museum.

I want to emphasize that the museum
will not require Federal appropriations.
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Initially, the exhibits will be financed
by public subscription. Once established,
the program is designed to make the
museum self-sufficient. For example,
there will be a modest admission fee;
supplemented possibly by sales of
souvenirs,

These minimum costs to the public, of
course, will be more than amply repaid
by the educational and historical value
of the exhibits in the museum.

The museum was the brain child of
Maj. Gen. Carl R. Gray. During World
War II, General Gray served with dis-
tinction as Director of the Military Rail-
way Service. Following his retirement,
he had planned to dedicate the rest of
his life to organizing a national railroad
museum. Unfortunately, he met an un-
timely death in 1935. In respect to his
outstanding contributions in this field,
this project will be dedicated to his
memory.

This great historical, educational, and
cultural museum would benefit not only
the people of Wisconsin, but of the entire
Nation.

Granting congressional approval to
this concurrent resolution would give
justified recognition to this fine project.
I respectfully urge that it be favorably
acted upon as early as possible.

The concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 10) was referred to the Committee
on Rules and Administration, as follows:

Whereas the American railroad has been of
incalculable importance to the growth and
development of our Nation in time of peace
and a major factor in her defense in time of
war; and

Whereas there has been established at
Green Bay, Wis., the National Rallroad Mu-
seum whose purpose is to afford recognition
in perpetuity to the role of the American
railroad In our Nation's early history by pre-

_serving the railroad rolling stock and other

memorabilia of the age of steam; and

Whereas the city of Green Bay has donated
a site for the buildings and exhibits to be
erected as part of the National Railroad Mu-
seum, and the State Historical Soclety of
Wisconsin, an official State agency, has un-
dertaken the responsibility of developing
and operating the National Rallroad Mu-
seum; and

‘Whereas there has been donated or pledged
to the National Railroad Museum early and
rare steam locomotives, other rolling stock,
printed material, photographs, hroadsides
and ephemera, including the Carl R. Gray,
Jr,, collection, thus insuring its place as a
center for the preservation of significant
physleal evidence of American railroading’s
early history; and

Whereas the National Raillroad Museum, as
an educational institution of major signi-
ficance to all Americans in its portrayal of
the development of the American rallroad

‘and the lives of the inventors, managers, in-

vestors, and workers who created the ties of
steel that bind our country together, is of
national interest: Now, therefore, be it
Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That the Congress
hereby recognizes the National Railroad Mu-

‘seum as a memorial to the individuals who

built and ran our early American railroads
and as a fitting and valuable institution for
the collection and preservation of the mem-
orabilia of the age of steam locomotion.

ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE FOR
UNDERDEVELOPED COUNTRIES

Mr. KEEFAUVER. Mr. President, on
behalf of myself, the Senator from
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Utah [Mr. Moss]l, the Senator from
Wyoming [Mr. McGeel, the Senator
from New York [Mr. Javits], the senior
Senator from Montana [Mr. MurraY],
the junior Senator from Montana [Mr.
MansrieLp], the Senator from Alaska
[Mr. BARTLETT], the senior Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. HoMPHREY ], the Senator
from California [Mr. EncLE], the junior
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. McCar-
THY], the Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Cuark], the Senator from Oregon
[Mr, NEUBERGER ], the Senator from Ohio
[Mr. Youncl, the senior Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. RanporpH], the jun-
jor Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
Byrpl, and the Senator from Illinois
[Mr. Dovucras]l, I send to the desk a
resolution and ask that it be appropri-
ately referred.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
resolution will be received and appro-
priately referred.

The resolution (S. Res. 78), submitted
by Mr. Eerauver for himself and other
Senators, was received and referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations, as
follows:

Whereas the United States and other na-
tions of the free world, acting independ-
ently, have been engaged in carrying out
programs of economic assistance to less de-
veloped nations; and

Whereas, although a great deal has been
accomplished through these programs, much
remains to be done if the allegiances of un-
committed nations are to be won to and
retained by the free world; and

‘Whereas the coordination of the efforts of
the separate free nations into one sustained,
comprehensive, and coherent program would
enable them to achieve the desired results
more effectively and economically by (1)
avolding costly duplication of effort and
thereby working less of a burden on the
taxpayers of any one nation, (2) joining the
uncommitted nations of the world to the
free world, rather than to one member,
(3) encouraging greater effort on the part
of the free nations to work as a harmonious
economic force; and

Whereas such a unified program would
answer the challenge of Sovlet Russia, which
recently announced an increased foreign as-
sistance program as a means of strengthen-
ing its political allnements in underde-
veloped areas of the world: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the Senate urges the Execu-
tive to seek to work out agreements with
other nations of the free world looking to-
ward consolidation of the various national
programs of economic assistance to the less
developed nations into a single unified pro-
gram, participated in by the United States
and other nations of the free world.

Mr. EEFAUVER. Mr. President, the
countries of the Atlantic Community of
Peoples are agreed that economic assist-
ance for the technologically underde-
veloped countries—

First. Meets the humanitarian ideals
of the western world;

Second. Is of practical good to them-
selves through enhanced trade, and al-
lied friendship on the military front in
an emergency; and

Third. Is a defterrent to the attempts
to move these countries into the Soviet
bloe.

Most countries of the free world are
now giving economic help of one kind or
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another to the underdeveloped countries.
It is my belief that help could be much
more effective if all these countries im-
mediately coordinated their national
programs of economic assistance to the
underdeveloped countries.

At a working party of Western World
magazine, which I attended this past No-
vember in Rome, I was more than ever
convinced of the need for this coopera-
tion. More than 100 of the leading po-
litical and economic thinkers of the free
world expressed their urgency for the
West to stay in the vanguard of techni-
cal and economical progress, and the
front lines were very definitely in the
underdeveloped countries.

I would like to present some of these
views for your infcrmation:

Paul Henri-Spaak, Secretary General
of NATO, was emphatic in his recom-
mendation that aid to underdeveloped
countries by the free world must be con-
sidered in relation to the Soviet chal-
lenge. He pointed out that the Soviets
make no mystery of their efforts toward
political and ideological supremacy. He
said political dividends are to be expected
from concerted Western action. The re-
sources of the West are limited. A choice
would have to be made among the peo-
ple to be helped.

Giuseppe Togni, Italian Minister of
Public Works, warned that the free world
must not only be zealous but united in
its zeal. Former Italian Premier Amin-
tore Fanfani said that an awareness of
the advantages derived by the U.S.S.R.
from its unity should lead the Western
World to a better organization of its
strength.

Prof. Arthur Wauters, professor at the
University of Brussels and former Bel-
gian Ambassador in Moscow, prepared a
special study on this subject which was
presented to all members of the working
party several weeks before the meeting.
The special theme discussed was—How
could and should the West meet the eco-
nomic challenge of the U.S.S.R. in the
various parts of the world? And what
inferences have to be drawn from this
with regard to the collaboration between
the Western countries and with regard
to the relations between the West and
the underdeveloped countries?

He said most emphatically that the
Communists have not given up their
theory of the collapse of capitalism.
They expect to speed up this collapse by
driving the West from its positions in
the rest of the world and depriving it of
its sources of raw materials. The un-
derdeveloped countries are, therefore, the
main stakes in the struggle between
East and West and Western unity of ac-
tion is a necessary condition for any
counteroffensive.

Andre Philip, French delegate to the
GATT pointed out that the backward
countries were falling further and fur-
ther behind, becoming more and more
pauperized. He warned that the con-
ditions of aid from the West were not
always satisfactory, and that the West
both as an investor and as a purchaser
must offer greater advantages to the un-
derdeveloped countries. He said the
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Soviet has shown far greater skill, par-
ticularly in opening markets for the sale
of products from the backward areas.

The Right Honorable J. K. Vaughn-
Morgan, Minister of State—Board of
Trade, United Kingdom—cautioned the
West to play its cards very skillfully in
dealing with the underdeveloped coun-
tries. He said the Soviet had played
some dirty economic pool with a number
of the underdeveloped countries in cer-
tain cement and tin deals, and said this
made it even more important that the
Western World carefully examine the
channeling of its economic aid.

Jacques Oudiette, manager of the Ban-
que Nationale pour le Commerce et 1'In-
dustrie, Paris, quoted Indian Prime Min-
ister Nehru’'s rhetorical question if the
real Iron Curtain might not be that
which separate the industrialized from
the underdeveloped areas.

Prof. Robert Bowie, head of Harvard
University’s International Studies De-
partment, suggested that the West might
make joint use of the International De-
velopment Association, new project of
tl}; World Bank for channeling their
aid.

Denis Healey, British Labor Party,
Member of Parliament, suggested that
these backward areas must be helped not
solely for humanitarian purposes or for
any desire to provoke gratitude, but sim-
ply because the whole world would profit
by their development.

Dr., Sante Astaldi, vice president of
the Associazione Nazionale Costruttori
Edili—building and public works—asked
for rapid action, and Louis Kawan, sec-
retary of the Belgian Committee for the
Study of Trade with the East, suggested
the creation of organizations at national
or regional levels, empowered to direct
investments in which private capital
could participate.

Ernest Friedlaender, West German
columnist, proposed a long-term plan
which could be carried out by the
OEEC countries in cooperation with the
United States and Canada. Etienne
Hirsch, Commissioner General of the
French plan, agreed that a program of
aid to underdeveloped areas required at
the very least a plan and precise aims
among the industrial countries.

Here, Mr. President, you have a cross
section of distinguished political, journ-
alistic, and scholarly opinion all point-
ing not only to the need for Western aid
to underdeveloped countries, but that it
be channeled more effectively through a
concerted free world effort. And, Mr.
President, this should be done now, not
next year, or the year after. The Soviet
is in there pitching, their rate of pro-
duction is moving along at a fast clip.

They are courting the underdeveloped
countries with economic aid of one kind
or another, as are the individual coun-
tries of the free world. But with in-
creased aid to offer as the months move
on, and a “oneness” of channeling, the
Soviet may gain an edge on the free
world, if we do not get together on this.

I am therefore proposing to you a reso=
lution which I believe is urgent that the
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Senate of the United States adopt im-
mediately:

I ask unanimous consent that the reso-
lution may lie on the desk until Monday
for other cosponsors.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr, EEFAUVER. Mr. President, I also
wish to add that our colleague, the Sena-
tor from New York [Mr. JaviTsl, serving
on the Economic Committee at the
last NATO Parliamentarians Associa-
tion meeting, submitted a challenging
report on the necessity of a unified ef-
fort by the NATO nations in their mutual
aid program, particularly so far as help-
ing underdeveloped nations is concerned.

The resolution merely asks that the
President of the United States and the
Secretary of State use their best offices
toward trying to work out with any other
free nation willing to participate, a uni-
fied effort for giving aid to the under-
developed nations, in order that we may
avoid duplication, and that we should
not only meet the Russian challenge, but
for our own good try to have a more
stable economic basis in that connection.

With-

APPORTIONMENT OF AID TO
STATES IN WILDLIFE-RESTORA-
TION PROJECTS

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I intro-
duce, for appropriate reference, a bill
designed to assure fair distribution of
funds for wildlife restoration and man-
agement projects under the Pittman-
Robertson Act. I ask unanimous consent
that the bill, together with a brief state-
ment, prepared by me, relating to this
maftter, be printed in the RECoORD,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be received and appropriately
referred; and, without objection, the bill
and statement will be printed in the
RECORD.

The bill (8. 1021) to amend the act
providing aid for the States in wildlife-
restoration projects with respect to the
apportionment of such aid, introduced
by Mr. WIiLEY, was received, read twice
by its title, referred to the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs, and or-
dered to be printed in the REecorp, as
follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That section
4 of the Act entitled “An Act to provide that
the United States shall aid the States in
wildlife restoration projects, and for other
purposes”, approved September 2, 1937, as
amended (16 U.S.C. 669¢), 18 amended by
striking out “one-half in the ratio which
the number of paid hunting-license holders
of each State in the preceding fiscal year, as
certified to said Secretary by the State fish
and game departments, bears to the total
number of pald hunting-license holders of
all the States”, and inserting in lieu thereof
“one-half in the ratio which the number of
pald hunting licenses issued by each State
in the preceding fiscal year, as certified to
said Secretary by the State fish and game
departments, bears to the total number of
pald hunting licenses issued by all the
States, and in the determination of the
number of hunting licenses issued, more
than one license issued by a State to the
same indlvidual for hunting small game
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(including birds) shall be counted as only
one license and more than one license is-
sued by a State to the same individual for
hunting large game shall be counted as only
one license”.

The statement presented by Mr.
WiLEY is as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR WILEY

The maintenance, protection, and im-
provement of wildlife projects is a real chal-
lenge that must be met—if we are to pre-
serve our outdoor heritage.

To assist in State development of wildlife
projects, the program under the Pittman-
Robertson Act provides that States match
Federal funds (obtailned by collection of an
exclse tax on firearms and ammunition) on
a 25 percent basis, to carry on acquisition,
maintenance, and restoration of wildlife
projects. After deducting administrative
costs and certain statutory aids to Terri-
torles, the money is reapportioned to the
States.

For over 20 years, funds have been allo-
cated to the States according to a formula
generally based on records of number of
licenses issued. Recently, the Department
of Interior proposed to change the formula
and allocate funds on the basis of license-
holders. If this occurred, I believe there
would be unfair distribution of funds
which, incidentally, would result in tre-
mendous loss for our Badger State.

Wisconsin, as well as other States, has a
variety of blg and small game birds and ani-
mals. To help maintain an adequate supply,
separate programs are necessary. If the new
formula were adopted, it would fall to recog-
nize this factor, and, as a result, a number
of the fine projects now maintained in our
Wisconsin conservation projects, and other
States, would suffer.

We realize, of course, that there is a need
for a common-sense approach to this situ-
ation. We don't want to start a license
war by the States—that 1is, encourage
States to issue a great number of unneces-
sary licenses, just to be eligible for more
Federal funds.

To deal more effectively with the situa-
tion, the following—and, I think reason-
able—approach, would provide, under the
Pittman-Robertson Act, that the funds—

(1) Be allocated according to record of
licenses issued; provided, however, that—

(2) Not more than one big game and one
emall game license in a series be included
in computing a State’s eligibility for funds.

If the change being considered by the De-
partment of Interior were put into effect—
that 1s, simply using the number of license-
holders instead of the record of licenses
issued it would have the following unde-
sirable results:

(1) An unfair distribution of funds—se-
verely reducing funds for Wisconsin and
other States, since the money would be dis-
tributed without regard for the costs of
maintaining eeparate programs—e.g., for
big and small game.

(2) Require a costly survey—estimated at
$15,000-$25,000 for a survey of licensehold-
ers.

During the B5th Congress, I introduced
similar legislation and urged that action by
the Department of Interior be held up until
Congress, the conservation interests, fish and
game commissioners, and others, could eval-
ulate the effects on the program by the pro-
posed change.

A series of conferences were held. A con-
sensus of the findings is in preparation. To
attempt to head off the Department's
jumping the gun by making the proposed
change without benefit of the findings, I am
dropping the bill in the hopper.

I respectfully urge early and favorable
consideration by the Committee on Interior
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and Insular Affalrs of this legislation. Mean=-
while, I shall again contact the Department
of Interior to urge that action on the pro-
posed changes be held in abeyance until
Congress has had a chance to take a new
look at the program.

ADVISABILITY OF ESTABLISHING
AS NATIONAL MONUMENTS THE
NANCY HANEKS MEMORIAL AND
LINCOLN STATE PARK, IND.

Mr. HARTKE. Mr. President, it ismy
privilege to have been born and reared
in that portion of southwestern Indiana
which has become known as Lincoln
country.

It is in this section of our beloved
Hoosier State that the great Emancipa-
tor, Abraham Lincoln, spent his forma-
tive years.

In Spencer County, Ind., lies the origi-
nal 160 acres of the Thomas Lincoln farm
which contains the grave of Nancy
Hanks Lincoln.

There, also, is the site of Lincoln's Ohio
River ferry operation.

In this section, the State of Indiana
has established the Nancy Hanks Lin-
coln Memorial and the Lincoln State
Park.

While these facilities offer a measure
of tribute in memory of President Lin-
coln, who lived one-fourth of his life in
that area, they are far from adequate.

Therefore, Mr. President, on this 150th
anniversary of the birth of Abraham
Lineoln, I introduce, for appropriate ref-
erence, a bill providing for a study of the
feasibility of establishing a national
park or shrine in his honor in Spencer
County, Ind., a move which has the en~
dorsement of Lincoln scholars through=
out Indiana.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be received and appropriately
referred.

The bill (8. 1024) to provide that the
Secretary of the Interior shall investi-
gate and report to the Congress as to
the advisability of establishing as na-
tional monuments the Nancy Hanks
Memorial and the Lincoln State Park in
Spencer County, Ind., introduced by Mr.
HarTKE, was received, read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs.

COVERAGE OF PHYSICIANS UNDER
TITLE II OF SOCIAL SECURITY ACT

Mr. DODD. Mr. President, I intro-
duce for appropriate reference a bill
to provide for the coverage of physicians
under the insurance system established
by title 2 of the Social Security Act.

We all know of doctors who devote
their lives to caring for the health and
security of others, but make little pro-
vision for their own welfare.

We know of doctors who, at the close
of a career of service and self-sacrifice,
find themselves without adequate secur-
ity for their final years. And we know
of doctors who, because of the strains
and tensions of their work, are stricken
in the prime of life, without opportunity
to provide sufficiently for their wives
and children.
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The great majority of doctors want
social security coverage. Wherever they
have been given an opportunity to indi-
cate their opinion on this question, they
have voted overwhelmingly in favor of
being included. I feel it is only their
preoccupation with their heavy duties
and responsibilities that prevented them
from demanding long ago the same kind
of protection that all other groups
enjoy.

I am aware that in the past some
medical organizations, purporting to
speak for all doctors, have opposed this
extension of coverage. But a study of
the reasons for this opposition reveals
that these organizations are opposed not
primarily to social security for doctors,
but to social security for anyone. They
oppose the basic principle of this pro-

gram.

The Nation long ago decided in favor
of social security. The overwhelming
majority of doctors have also decided
in its favor. Therefore, I urge the Sen-
ate to close the last gap in our social
security system by extending coverage
to the doctors of this country. This
will be accomplished by passage of the
bill that I introduce today.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be received and appropriately
referred.

The bill (8. 1025) to provide for the
coverage of physicians by the insurance
system established by title IT of the So-
cial Security Act, introduced by Mr.
Dobpp, was received, read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on
Finance.

REHABILITATION OF LA FERIA WA-
TER CONTROL AND IMPROVE-
MENT DISTRICT, TEXAS

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I introduce for appropriate refer-
ence, a bill authorizing the rehabilitation
and betterment of the La Feria Water
Control and Improvement District in
Cameron County, Tex. The district is
part of the lower Rio Grande rehabili-
tation project.

In the spring of 1957, the Commis-
sioner of Reclamation found this project
economically justified. The water users
of the district are now ready to enter
into a repayment contract with the Gov-
ernment, by which the cost of these im-~
provements can be repaid in a 35-year
period.

By apporoving this bill, Congress will
be authorizing the lining of canals and
laterals, the cleaning of unlined canals,
the placing of new laterals and drains,
the repair of pumping installations, and
the provision of a new storage basin.
La Feria District serves about 27,000
acres of irrigable land in the Rio Grande
Valley west of Brownsville.

Mr. President, I call attention to the
extremely favorable benefit-cost ratio of
these improvements. The Department
of Interior estimates that ratio at 5 to 1.
And I repeat that the total cost of
$5,750,000 is to be repaid by the users.

My good friend JoE KILGORE has intro-
duced an identical bill in the House of
Representatives. I commend this legis-
lation to my colleagues, Mr. President, as
eminently sound and justified.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be received and appropriately
referred.

The bill (S. 1026) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to construct, re-
habilitate, operate, and maintain the
lower Rio Grande rehabilitation project,
Texas, La Feria division, introduced by
Mr. Jounsonw of Texas, was received,
read twice by its title, and referred to
the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs.

PROPOSED INCREASE OF PERMIT-
TED ANNUAL EARNINGS UNDER
VETERANS® COMPENSATION AND
PENSION LAWS

Mr. MOSS. Mr. President, I introduce,
for appropriate reference, a hill to in-
crease the maximum annual earnings
limit permitted under title 38 of the
United States Code, otherwise known as
the veterans’ compensation and pension
laws. In effect, this bill would increase
by $600 the amount of money a single
disabled veteran could earn, and by
$1,300 the amount a married disabled
veteran could earn, without forfeiting
their pension rights.

It has been 6 years since an adjust-
ment was made in the amount of out-
side income a disabled veteran can earn
and still receive his pension, Since that
time both the cost of living and the gen-
eral wage level have risen considerably.
In fact, the cost of living has skyrock-
eted to its highest point in history. It is
obvious that the present annual maxi-
mum earnings ceiling for disabled vet-
erans is antiquated and unrealistic, and
should be raised.

I should like to point out that enact-
ment of this measure will not cost the
Government any money. Its passageisa
matter of simple justice for disabled vet-
erans and their families.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be received and appropriately
referred.

The bill (S. 1031) to amend sections
522 and 545 of title 38 of the United
States Code to increase the income limi-
tations applicable to the payment of pen-
sion for non-service-connected disability
or death to $2,000 and $4,000, introduced
by Mr. Moss, was received, read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee
on Finance.

DEVELOPMENT OF STATE PARK
SYSTEM IN PUBLIC LAND STATES

Mr. MOSS. Mr. President, I intro-
duce, for appropriate reference, a bhill
which has for its purpose the further de-
velopment of the State park system in
the public lands States. The measure
I have prepared would amend Public
Law 387, 83d Congress—found in Sixty-
eighth Statutes at Large, page 173—the
Recreation Act—in two respects:

First. It would remove the 640-acre
limitation on the transfer of Federal
lands to the States when the lands are
to be used for State park purposes; and

Second. It would provide that such
conveyances for park purposes would be
without monetary consideration.
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The recreation law already provides
that lands for historic monuments may
be conveyed without cost to the State,
and my bill would place State park lands
in the same status.

At the present time the Bureau of
Land Management is administering over
176 million acres in 26 States in conti-
nental United States, and 298 million
acres in our new State of Alaska. The
Bureau has no program to preserve his-
torical sites, scenic areas or unique fea-
tures on the lands which it is admin-
istering. It seems no more than right
that if the States are willing to take over
these areas and manage, protect, and de-
velop them, the Federal Government
should make them available. Many of
our great recreational, and scenic and
historic features are being damaged and
destroyed. We must do something
about them, or within a few years they
will lose their value.

Mr. President, the need for legislation
such as I propose is highlighted by the
situation in my own State. Utah, which
is one of the largest States in the Nation,
has a total of 52,701,440 acres, Some
74 percent of it is federally owned.
Federal holdings include two national
parks, eight national monuments and
seven national forests. However, some
of the State’'s finest scenie, geologic,
archeological, and historic sites are on
the 24,679,361 acres administered by the
Bureau of Land Management, and there
is no recreation program for them.
The Utah State Park and Recreation
Commission has included 1,646,174 acres
of Bureau of Land Management land in
its projected State park program.
While the Bureau of Land Management
is cooperating in assisting in the pur-
chase and transference of some BLM
acreage to Utah for State park use, the
acreage limitations must be removed, as
my bill would do, if many desirable areas
are to be acquired.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be received and appropriately
referred.

The bhill (S. 1032) to amend the act
of June 14, 1926, as amended, to provide
that lands conveyed under such act for
State park purposes shall not be subject
to the 640-acre limitation contained in
such act, and to provide that convey-
ances for such purposes shall be without
consideration, introduced by Mr. Moss,
was received, read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs.

SOCIAL SECURITY BENEFITS FOR
TEXAS TEACHERS

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Mr. President, I
introduce, for appropriate reference,
a bill which will allow the members of
Texas teachers retirement systems to de-
cide whether they want to have social
security added on top of the protec-
tion they enjoy under their own retire-
ment systems. The bill I have intro-
duced would add Texas to the list of
States that have the option to extend
coverage under the so-called split pro-
vision. Under this procedure present
teachers under the retirement system
could make their individual decision as
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to whether they wished coverage or not.
Coverage, however, would be on a com-
pulsory basis for teachers who subse-
quently came under the retirement sys-
tem., The decision as to whether this op-
tion could be exercised would still be left
up to the State and the coverage could
be effectuated on a school district by
school district basis.

In the last 2 years over 700,000 State
and local employees under retirement
systems in other States have gained so-
cial security coverage under the split
provision. I believe that the State of
Texas and its subdivisions should have
this option and my bill, if enacted, will
make this possible.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be received and appropriately
referred.

The bill (S, 1036) to amend title IT of
the Social Security Act to include Texas
among the States which are permitted to
divide their retirement systems into two
parts so as to obtain social security cov-
erage, under State agreement, for only
those State and local employees who de~
sire such coverage, introduced by Mr.
YARBOROUGH, Was received, read twice by
its title, and referred to the Committee
on Finance.

DESIGNATION OF WEEK OF WHIT-
SUNDAY OF EACH YEAR AS
“HERNANDO DE SOTO WEEK”

Mr. HOLLAND., Mr. President, for
myself and my junior colleague the gen-
tleman from Florida [Mr. SMATHERS]
I send to the desk, and ask that it be
appropriately referred, a joint resolu-
tion to provide for the designation of the
week of Whitsunday of each year as
“Hernando de Soto Week".

Each year a “De Soto Pageant,” fea-
turing an authentic duplication of the
landing of De Soto, is staged at the De
Soto National Memorial on the shore of
Tampa Bay, 5 miles west of Braden-
ton, Fla. The memorial was established
in 1949 by the National Park Service of
the U.S. Department of the Interior in
tribute to Hernando de Soto and his fel-
low Spanish explorers.

We feel it is fitting and proper that
the people of the United States observe
the anniversary of the De Soto expedi-
tion, which was the first European pene-
tration into the interior of what is now
southern United States, and in order to
encourage them to do so, we introduce
this joint resolution which would au-
thorize the President to designate the
week beginning with Whitsunday of each
year, beginning with the year 1959, as
“Hernando de Soto Week"” and to issue
a proclamation calling upon the people
of the United States to observe such week
with appropriate ceremonies.

The story of De Soto’s exploration is
indeed fascinating, and in order that
Senators may read this story, I ask to
have printed in the Recorp, at this point,
as a part of my remarks, excerpts from
a publication of the National Park Serv-
ice desecribing this adventure in some de-
tail, and the text of the resolution.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
joint resolution will be received and
appropriately referred; and, without ob-
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jection, the excerpts will be printed in
the Recorp, at this point.

The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 48) to
provide for the designation of the week
of Whitsunday of each year as “Her-
nando de Soto Week,” introduced by Mr.
Howrranp (for himself and Mr. SMATHERS),
was received, read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

The excerpts presented by Mr, HOLLAND
and the resolution are as follows:

Whereas on Whitsunday, 1539, Don Her-
nando de Soto cast anchor off the west coast
of Florida and on May 30, 1539, landed on
the shore of Tampa Bay flve miles west of
Bradenton, Florida, with a large flotilla and
an army of some seven hundred volunteers;
and

‘Whereas the De Soto expedition was the
first European penetration into what is now
the Southern United States, crossing four
thousand miles of wilderness in the area
which now comprises the States of Florida,
Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina,
Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippl, Louisiana,
Arkansas, and Texas; and

Whereas on August 5, 1949, a national
memorial was established at Shaw's Point,
Bradenton, Florida, commemorating De Soto's
landing and exploration: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America
in Congress assembled, That the President is
authorized and requested to designate the
week beginning with Whitsunday of each
year, beginning with the year 1959, as “Her-
nando de Soto Week” and to issue a procla-
mation calling upon the people of the United
States to observe such week with appropriate
ceremonies.

The De Soto Expedition, a typical instance
of organlzed Spanish exploration, was the
first European penetration into what is now
Southern United States. Crossing 4,000 miles
of wilderness, the explorers earned for Spain
a broad knowledge of the interior lands and
peoples and recorded priceless information
on native American life of the 1500's.

THE CONQUISTADORES (THE CONQUERORS)

Columbus had given Spain an early claim
to the New World and its wealth, and her
warrior nobles penetrated the new-found
continents with amazing rapidity. Hardy
and courageous men, loyal to King and
Church, they had built some 200 permanent
towns in the Americas long before Raleigh
landed in Carolina.

While Cortés was still having difficulty
with the Aztecs, Spanish explorers were mov-
ing out from the West Indies. In 1513, Ponce
de Ledn discovered Florida; by 1519, the gulf
coast was charted; by 1525, navigators had
probed Atlantic shores from Cape Horn to
Newfoundland. In 1528, Ayllén set ashore a
short-lived colony, believed to have been at
or near South Carolina’s Pee Dee River. Two
years later Narviez landed on Florida's west
coast. His sole survivors were the resource-
ful Cabeza de Vaca and a trio of companions,
Still the vast North American interior lay
mysterious and untouched, rumored to be
“the richest land of any which until then
had been discovered.”

HERNANDO DE SOTO

Don Hernando De Soto, Knight of S8antiago,
“a gentleman by all four descents” (l.e. by
all four grandparents), was a typical con-
guistador. Born in Spain about 1500, he
achleved wealth and a brillilant career in
Nicaragua and Peru. Charles V appointed
him Governor of Cuba and Adelantado
(Leader) to *“‘conquer, pacify, and populate”
the northern continent.

On April 7, 1538, trumpets sounded and
cannon thundered as the flotilla left San
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Liicar, Spaln, with about 700 volunteers
abroad. The winds were favorable, and De
Soto’s bride was at his side.

LANDING IN FLORIDA

In Havana, on May 18, 1539, De Soto bade
farewell to his Dofia Isabel and set sall for
Florida. On May 30, the army landed on the
west coast, apparently at Tampa Bay. A few
ruined pearls lay in the dust at the deserted
Indian village where they camped, and the
Spaniards believed themselves at the thresh-
hold of fortune. So Narvdez had thought,
when he chanced upon a single golden orna-
ment.

Spanish scouts found the lost Juan Ortiz,
who had come to Florida with Narviez and
had been saved by a native princess from
death at the stake. For 10 years Ortiz had
been a slave of the Indians, and, while he
had seen no riches, he had heard wonderful
reports of the interior land. De Soto as-
signed 100 men to guard the camp and sent
the ships back to Cuba for supplies. The
march through 4,000 miles of unknown land
began on July 15, 1530.

INTO THE WILDERNESS

De Soto led 600 or more disciplined veter-
ans who averaged—and sometimes doubled—
a steady 10 miles a day on the march. Count-
ing the Indian carriers drafted as they went
along, the expedition must often have num-
bered up to 1,000 people. About 200 horses
mounted the lancers. There were about 300
crossbowmen and harquebusiers, a dozen
priests, a physiclan, and workmen to build
boats and bridges or repair weapons and
rivet the slave chains.

As they pushed northward, heat and hun-
ger plagued them; hidden natives rained ar-
rows upon them. De Soto followed the prac-
tice of seizing village chieftains and forcing
them to supply food, carriers, and guides.
Once beyond Ocale (in what is now Florida),
Indians gathered to rescue their chief, but
the Spaniards moved first, driving the war-
riors into nearby lakes.

De Soto continued onward. Then fromy
winter quarters in the hostile Apalachee
farmlands (now northern Florida, near Apa-
lachee Bay), he summoned the men left at
the landing site, while to Havana he sent
a present of 20 Indian women for Dofia Isa-
bel. Meanwhile, his scouts discovered Pen-
sacola Bay; others saw the bleached bones of
Narviez' horses at Apalachee Bay.

SEARCH FOR TREASURE CONTINUED

In the spring of 1540, they marched to-
ward the Savannah River, where the comely
chieftainess of Cofitachequi, an Indian wvil-
lage, bestowed her pearl necklace upon Don
Hernando. Another 200 pounds of pearls
were dug from the burial mounds. But the
Adelantado pushed onward. If no richer
land were found, they could always return.

Some were lame and sick by the time they
reached a region called Xuala in what is now
western South Carolina, but here they saw
“more indications of gold mines than in all
the country they had traversed.” Up into
what is now North Carolina, then across the
Smoklies into Tennessee they went. Mul-
berries, nuts, maize, and turkeys the natives
gave willingly, as the army pressed south-
ward toward Coosa, in central Alabama, still
searching for treasure.

THE TRAGEDY OF MABILA

Powerful Tascalusa, lord of the Mobile In-
dians, hid his anger when the Spaniards
seized him, and agreed to furnish 400 carriers
as soon as they reached the town of Mabila.
But warrlors—not carriers—surrounded De
Soto in Mabila. The Spaniards fought free
in a flerce day-long battle, burned the Indian
town, and slaughtered 3,000 Indlans., De
Soto suffered crippling losses in this battle;
20 men killed, including a brother-in-law
and a nephew; a number of horses killed;
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most of the expedition’s supplies and prop-
erty destroyed; and the wounded comprised
all the men of most worth and honor in the
army.

Dg Soto had planned to meet supply ships
on the coast and send the pearls of Cofi-
tachequl to Havana. But the pearls were lost
at Mabila. Some of his disillusioned men,
naked under their rusty mail, planned to
sail with the ships. To prevent this, De Soto
agaln turned his face from the coast.

A RIVER LARGER THAN THE DANUBE

The expedition almost ended in the spring
of 1541, when the Chickasaw Indians made
a surprise dawn attack on the northern Mis-
elssippi camp. Fortunately, the Indians mis-
took stampeding horses for cavalry and with-
drew; yet a dozen Spaniards lost their lives,
and 50 horses were killed. Clothing, saddles,
and weapons were burned. Bhaking with
cold, the men covered themselves with grass
mats, while they fashioned new saddles and
lances.

On May 8, 1541, De Soto saw the great river,
so wide that “If a man stood still on the
other side, it could not be discerned whether
he were a man or no.” Beyond the Missis-
sippt lay the rumored wealth of Pacaha
Province, so the artisans built barges and the
army crossed for the march into Arkansas
to the mouth of the St. Francis. Finding no
gold, they turned west, then south, to winter
on the west bank of the Ouachita River, near
what is now Camden, Ark. Here, the inter-
preter Juan Ortiz died, a great loss.

‘THE DEATH OF DE SOTO

Even De Soto was discouraged. He went
back to the Mississippi, planning to settle
at a seaport and refit for a westward advance,
but the scouts found no news of the sea. To
terrorize the populous country and keep the
Indians from uniting against him, De Soto
ordered the destruction of the Anilco village
in what is now Louislana. The fighting was
left to his lieutenants, for De Soto, called by
his men "“one of the best lances who have
passed to the New World,” was burning with
fever. A few days later, on May 21, 1542,
Hernando de Soto died.

Not all mourned his passing, for he was a
stern man. Yet, skill and courage demanded
respect, and his concern for his men won
devotion. Secretly, they buried their knight
within the village walls, telling the Indians
that the “Child of the Sun” had ascended
to his father. When the natives saw the
loosened earth and whispered, the Spaniards
dug up the body, weighted it in an oaken
casket, and sank it in the dark bosom of the
Father of Waters, as the Indians called the
Mississippi.

RETURN TO CIVILIZATION

_ Luls De Moscoso, De Soto’s appointed suc-
cessor, after a futile try to reach Mexlico

‘what is mow Texas, led the tired
band again to the Mississippl, where they
spent the winter building seven little ships.
Before the fleet sailed downstream on July 2,
1543, most of the remaining 50 horses, which
had been used in battle, were slaughtered for
meat,

Running a gauntlet of arrows, the ships
found the gulf 19 days later. On September
10 some 3800 Spaniards and 100 Indians
reached Mexico Pinuco River. There, hag-
gard and worn, they found a warm welcome.

That fall, a ship took the news of De Soto's
death to Dofia Isabel.

FLORIDA AND THE SPANISH EMPIRE

Heartbreak and hardship failed to destroy
the golden myth of Florida. Moscoso and
his tattered comrades, safe once more,
painted glowing pictures of the north coun-
try. Around the Caribbean, however, Spain
had precious metals, and docile natives, so
North American furs and forests held little
attraction. Florida was merely a dangerous
coast on the treasure fleet route. After the
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martyrdom of Fray Luls Cancer by the In-
dians, and the unsuccessful colonles of Luna
and Villafafie, the Crown prohibited Florida
projects.

Then, in 1564, the French Colony at Fort
Caroline, on Florida's St. John River, threat-
ened the treasure fleets. The founding of
8t. Augustine was Spain’s inevitable answer.

ELIMINATION OF CERTAIN CLAIMS
OF IMMUNITY FROM STATE AND
LOCAL TAXES—ADDITIONAL CO-
SPONSOR OF BILL

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, on
behalf of myself and the senior Senator
from California I inftroduced, on Jan-
uary 29, the bill (S. 815) ito eliminate
claims of immunity from State and local
taxes based on the contracts of the
United States or its agencies and in-
strumentalities. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the name of the Senator from
Alaska [Mr. BARTLETT] be added as a co-
sponsor of the bill, and that his name be
added on subsequent printings of the
bill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore,
out objection, it is so ordered.

With-

ECONOMIC ASSISTANCE TO AMER-
ICAN INDIANS—ADDITIONAL CO-
SPONSOR OF BILL

Under authority of the order of the
Senate of February 5, 1959, the name of
Mr. Case of South Dakota was added as
an additional cosponsor of the bhill (8.
953) to provide economic assistance to
the American Indians, introduced by
Mr. LancgEr (for himself, Mr. Younc of
North Dakota, Mr. MacNUsSON, Mr, MaNs-
FIELD, Mr. KEFAUVER, Mr. CHAVEZ, MTr.
Munpr, Mr. CHURCH, Mr. JACKSON, Mr,
MurrAaY, Mr. Bisre, Mr. EKErgr, Mr.
HumerrEY, Mr. ANDERSON, and Mr,
McGee) on February 5, 1959,

PROPOSED CIVIL RIGHTS LEGIS-
LATION—ADDITIONAL COSPON-
SORS OF BILLS

Under authority of the order of the
Senate of February 5, 1959, the names
of Senators BusH, ALLOTT, BEALL, CARL~-
soN, Case of New Jersey, and ScoTT were
added as additional cosponsors of the
following bills, introduced by Mr. Dirk-
seN (for himself, Mr. EKeaTing, Mr,
SarTonsTALL, and Mr, Javirs), on Feb-
ruary 5, 1959:

8.9855. A bill to amend chapter 73 of title
18, United States Code, with respect to ob-
struction of court orders;

5.856. A bill to amend chapter 49 of title
18, United States Code, to punish flight to
avoid prosecution for unlawful destruction
of educational or religious structures;

8.957. A bill to provide for the retention
and preservation of Federal election records
and to authorize the Attorney General to
compel the production of such records;

S.958. A bill to assist in meeting the costs
of special professional services needed in
carrying out public school desegregation pro-
grams, and for other purposes;

5.859. A bill to amend Public Laws 815
and 874, 8lst Congress, to provide for the
education of children of members of the
Armed Forces in communities in which the
public schools are closed; and

5.960. A bill to amend the Civil Rights
Act of 1857 to afford the Civil Rights Com-
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mission an additional 2 years within which
to submit its final report, and for other
purposes.

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTICLES,
ETC., PRINTED IN THE RECORD

On request, and by unanimous consent,
addresses, editorials, articles, ete., were
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

By Mr. GRUENING:

Address entitled "The Businessman in
Public Affairs,” delivered by Senator RanN-
poLPH, of West Virginia, at the annual din-
ner meeting of the Weirton Chamber of
Commerce.

By Mr. RANDOLPH

Statement by him to Bluefield (W. Va.)
Automobile Club for Worldwide Travel Show,
February 17, 1959,

By Mr. NEUBERGER:

Interviews with Senator NEUBERGER by Des-
eret News of Salt Lake City, on alcohol and
tobacco education.

NOTICE OF HEARINGS BY THE SUB-
COMMITTEE ON PRODUCTION
AND STABILIZATION, SENATE
COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND
CURRENCY

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, on
behalf of the Senator from Tllinois [Mr.
Doucras], chairman of the Subcommit-
tee on Production and Stabilization,
Senate Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, I desire to give notice of hearings
on legislative proposals relating to area
redevelopment, or depressed areas, be-
ginning on February 25, 1959, and con-
tinuing February 26 and 27.

All persons who wish to appear and
testify at these hearings are requested
to notify, as soon as possible, Mr. J. H.
Yingling, chief of staff, Senate Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency, room
303 Senate Office Building, Washington,
%gé, telephone Capitol 4-3121, extension

The bills presently pending before the
subcommittee are S. 268, introduced by
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Scorrl, and 8. 722, introduced by the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. DoucGras], for
himself and 38 other Senators. This
notice, however, is intended to cover any
other such legislation as may be pending
before the subcommittee at the time of
the hearings.

LINCOLNESQUE PRINCIPLE TO
MEET SPACE AGE CHALLENGES

Mr, WILEY. Mr. President, today we
observe the Lincoln Sesquicentennial—
the 150th anniversary of the birth of
Abraham Lincoln.

As we pay homage to our 16th
President—emancipator, humanitarian,
statesman, and humble soul—we find
that to a large degree his principles and
forward-looking philosophy have stood
the true tests of time; they are as work-
able today as in the mid-19th century.

As the world stands on the threshold
of a new era in a jet-missile-nuclear-
space age, we cannot now—of all times—
be chained, as Lincoln expressed it, to
outworn, outmoded dogmas, ideas, and
principles of the past Rather, we must
be realistically dedicated to the needs of
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the present and the future, to the “un-
finished tasks remaining before us.”

Although the hands of the clock of
time—150 years after his birth—point to
new challenges, we, like Lincoln, face
complex problems in many fields. These
include recognition of human rights, im-
provement of economic status of people,
maintaining respect for law, promotion
of peace, and others.

The observance of the 150th anniver-
sary of Lincoln's birth, by a joint ses-
sion, is, indeed, a fitting tribute to that
great American. The record written in-
delibly in our pages of history by the
Great Emancipator has lived long be-
yond his untimely death. Indeed, these
Halls of Congress, as well as the Nation
itself, will—as long as they exist—be in-
fluenced by his spirit.

Too, I believe it is particularly fitting
that, among others who will pay homage
to Lincoln, Carl Sandburg—poet, philos-
opher, writer—has been invited to ad-
dress the joint session of Congress.

Mr. Sandburg, winner of the Pulitzer
Prize and other numerous awards, repre-
sents in his way—as did Lincoln in his
day—the image of the thinker.

In the space age, we find all around us
the physical symbols of scientific, tech-
nological, military, industrial, and other
mechanical and materialistic achieve-
ments. The marks of materialistic
achievement are, indeed, real blessings
for which we should be prayerfully
grateful.

In our progress, however, let us not
forget that it is the thinker, the poet,
the sage who helps us find our way in
what sometimes seems to be a wilderness,
who more clearly defines real and human
values, and who aids in better under-
standing human  relationships—the
foundation upon which peace, good will,
tolerance, and an atmosphere of freedom
can best be established.

Particularly in his interpretation of
the life of Lincoln, Carl Sandburg has
made an important contribution to
American thought. I requestunanimous
consent to have a recent statement on
what I feel is the adequacy of Lincoln’'s
principles for meeting the space age
challenges printed at this point in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR WILEY

Beven score and 10 years ago, the great,
humble Abraham Lincoln’s birth heralded
for our beloved Nation a new concept of
humanitarian statesmanship. In his life-
time, Lincoln attained a philosophy of
thought and action that has remained time-
less.

As a flne illustration of this outlook, I
quote the following: *“The dogmas of the
quiet past are inadequate to the stormy
present. * * * As our case s new, so must
we' think anew, and act anew.”

Today, we stand at a new frontler of
outer space. In coping with the complex
problems involved, we face the need of
thinking anew, of broadening our concepts,
of reaching out creatively through science
and technology to unveil the mysteries of
outer space.

In our ohservance of Lincoln’s Birthday,
the magnitude of space-age problems should
not, however, obscure the need for emulating
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the humanitarian attributes of the Great
Emancipator. For today, we too face the
challenge of emancipating mankind—from
ignorance, fear, poverty, malnutrition, il-
literacy.

In the mid-19th century, Lincoln fought
to preserve a divided Nation.

In the mid-20th century, we strive to pre-
serve peace In a divided world—part slave
to communism, part free. The souls of
mankind can never rest quietly until the
more than 1 billion people bound with the
chains of Communist enslavement gain
freedom.

Across the Nation, sesquicentennial (1809—
1959) celebrations of Lincoln's Birthday will
have thelr greatest meaning if we, like Lin-
coln, become rededicated to the "unfinished
tasks remaining before us.”

What are these tasks?

The most significant, I believe, include
maintaining world peace, achieving eco-
nomic stability and halting inflation, and,
above all, preserving our free way of life—
of, by, and for our people. The attainment
of these goals will help to keep alive the
hope in the hearts of men everywhere. To
assure that freedom, as well as peace and
respect for human dignity "“shall not perish
from the earth"; but that, for all mankind,
these will one day be a reality—not just a
dream.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I wish to
quote from Carl Sandburg's volume,
“The Prairie Years,” which gives a very
interesting sidelight on the thinking of
Lincoln, I had occasion to use these
quotations the other day in addressing a
group. I can suggest no better reading
on this day than the following quota-
tions:

Mrs. Rankin was a friend of the preacher,
Peter Cartwright, who ran for Congress
against Lincoln; in her house Cartwright
was called Uncle Peter. And she had heard
that Cartwright claimed Lincoln was no
Christian, Yet Lincoln was also a friend of
the family. At her house he had borrowed
books; there they had reached out kindly
hands when he was groping and trying to
plerce the silence into which Ann Rutledge
had faded. So one evening Mrs. Rankin told
him she knew the Cartwright charges against
him were false; and yet—there was the
question of what his religion really was.

The raising of the question made Lincoln
restless: he stood up, crossed the room,
rested an elbow on the fireplace mantel, and
ran his hand through his hair. He said
slowly that he could not discuss the char-
acter and religion of Jesus Christ in stump
speeches, “That is no place for it.”

He mentioned shadows and gquestionings
that came to him at New Salem. “There
came into my life sad events and a loss that
you were close to; and you knew a great deal
about how hard they were for me, for you
were, at the time, a mutual frlend. Those
days of trouble found me tossed amid a
sea of questionings. They piled big around
me. Through all I groped my way until I
found a stronger and higher grasp of thought,
one that reached beyond this life with a
clearness and esatisfaction I had never known
before. The Scriptures unfolded before me
with a deeper and more loglcal appeal,
through these new experiences, than any-
thing else I could find to turn to, or ever be-
fore had found in them. I do not claim that
all my doubts were removed then, or since
that time have been swept away. They are
not.

“Probably it is to be my lot to goon in a
twilight, feeling and reasoning my way
through life, as questioning, doubting
Thomas did. But in my poor, maimed, with-
ered way, I bear with me as I go on a seeking
spirit of desire for a faith that was with him
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of the olden time, who, in his need, as I in
mine, exclaimed, ‘Help thou my unbelief’.”

He had by now slowed down from his first
restless feeling; he left the fireplace and
took his chair again. “I do not see that I
am more astray—though perhaps in a differ-
ent direction—than many others whose
points of view differ widely from each other
in the sectarlan denominations. They all
claim to be Christians, and interpret their
several creeds as infallible ones. I doubt
the possibility, or propriety, of settling the
religion of Jesus Christ in the models of man-
made creeds and dogmas.

“It was a spirit in the life that He laid
stress on and taught if I read aright. I know
I see it to be so with me. The fundamental
truths reported in the four Gospels as from
the lips of Jesus Christ, and that I first heard
from the lips of my mother, are settled and
fixed moral precepts with me. I have con-
cluded to dismiss from my mind the debat-
able wrangels that once perplexed me with
distractions that stirred up, but never ab-
solutely settled anything. I have tossed
them aside with the doubtful differences
which divide denominations. I have ceased
to follow such discussions or be interested in
them. I cannot without mental reservations
assent to long and complicated creeds and
catechizsms.

“If the church would ask simply for assent
to the Savior’s statement of the substance of
the law: ‘Thou shalt love the Lord thy God
with all thy heart, and with all thy soul, and
with all thy mind, and thy neighbor as thy-
self,’—that church would I gladly unite
with.”

That was the way Mrs. Rankin remembered
Lincoln talking about his religion that eve-
ning. She was sure that if she didn't remem-
ber all his words exactly as he spoke them
she did get his thought clear, because he
spoke his words in a slow manner and meant
his words to be so clear that his thoughts
would be remembered afterward.

UKRAINIAN INDEPENDENCE

Mr. DIRKSEN and Mr. ROBERTSON
addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Texas yield; and if so,
to whom?

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield first
to the minority leader, and then to the
Senator from Virginia. If agreeable to
the Senate, I should like to suggest the
absence of a quorum. Senators will have
all day to insert matters in the REcorD
and transact routine business.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the Recorp at this point as a part of my
remarks a brief statement on Ukrainian
independence.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REcorD, as follows:

It is a source of satisfaction to be able on
this anniversary occasion to say something
in behalf of the Ukrainian people both
abroad and at home.

In their native land they have demon-
strated a robustness of spirit and a fidelity
to freedom under tribulation and persecu-
tion which marks them as a great people in
whom the spiritual and moral values stand
out like a blazing light.

In the city of Chicago there are an esti-
mated 45,000 Ukrainians or more and it has
been my privilege to know them and their
leaders and the high principle which acti-
vates them. They are solid, rugged, law abid-
ing and epitomize the feelings of the 40
million in their ancestral land who must
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carry on under the Red banner until relief
from this intolerable condition is afforded.

One great attribute which constantly
stands out in my mind is the way in which
they shoulder their own burdens without
looking to governmental agencles for assist-
ance. One need but journey to Chicago and
note the schools they have bullt for their
children out of their own resources and how
proud they are of this achievement to note
the rugged individualiszn which is a hall-
mark of their efforts.

S8till another outstanding attribute is the
constancy of their faith and their devotion
to the church. Here they find inspiration
and assurance. It fortifies the spirit to over-
come all obstacles and to cheerfully meet
every burden.

Another experlence that stands out in my
mind is the Ukrainian outdoor picnic which
I was privileged to attend several years ago
when nearly 25,000 of their people gathered
in a park in Chicago for an anniversary cele-
bration. As I looked into their intent faces,
I wondered what I could say that would
strike home. I thought of blue skies over
endless yellow wheat fields in their ancestral
home and how appropriate the blue and yel-
low flag really was. It made an appropriate
theme on which to spin some observations,
and I noticed how deeply this reminder
struck, for there were tears on many faces
that afternoon. These were not tears that
were partlcularly responsive to any words
of mine but rather to the remembrances of
their own people who were still denied the
benefits of freedom. We can be thankful
for this leaven in our own population be-
cause the durabllity of their devotion to
freedom’s cause will be a constant reminder
to us of how priceless this boon of liberty
really is.

They deserve the fullest encouragement as
they carry on in this spirt until that day
when an equal degree of liberty and inde-
pendence shall be restored to the Ukrainian
people in the Soviet Union,

INTEGRATION IN SCHOOLS

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr, President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the body of the Recorp an editorial
entitled “Conformity by Coercion,” writ-
ten by David Lawrence, and published in
the US. News & World Report of July
6, 1956. The editorial is even more per-
tinent today than it was when it was
published 2!, years ago. It is in full
conformity with the views of that great
statesman, Abraham Lincoln, whose an-
niversary we are today celebrating.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

CONFORMITY BY COERCION?
(By David Lawrence)
b

It is necessary to come to grips with the
issue of enforced integration in the Nation's
schools. It is a legal issue, a moral issue,
a sociological 1ssue, and a political issue.

Yet all these diverse approaches only ac-
centuate the real question—conformity or
nonconformity In organized soclety. It is
an issue that for generations has confronted
mankind.

The perennial conflict fundamentally is
between theoretical equality and actual
equality.

Government usually is concerned with
theoretical equality. But too often, in the
passion for uniformity, ocbstacles arise to the
practieal application of the law. Sooner or
later revision is found necessary. An ad-
just.m?m to realistic conditions becomes in-
evitable.
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Obedience to law is a precept with which
few will disagree, but disrespect for a law
written by agents of the people in contra-
diction to the real will of the people leads
to disobedience, disregard, or repeal,

Conformity itself is a dangerous dogma
when dependent solely on coercion. It is &
device by which freedom often has been de-
stroyed and totalitarianism substituted.
Conformity of thought imposed by law is
the tool of despots.

Conformity means that everybody must
think alike, act alike, and obey the edicts of
a central authority.

Our Constitution was built upon the fun-
damental principle that government derives
its just powers from the consent of the
governed.

Realizing that our Republic was founded
by groups with conflicting interests, often
widely separated by big distances, our fore-
fathers conceived the idea of separate States.
Each State was to be sovereign—endowed
with the right to govern itself within its
own area. Only in the case of infringement
upon other States was the national author-
ity to be invoked.

The Founding Fathers, to be sure, realized
that they could not apply a rule of con=-
formity over the people of a vast territory.
So they delegated to the several States the
right to deal with their own sociclogical
problems. This is why education, for ex-
ample, has always been a local problem.
It is also one of the reasons why the main-
tenance of law and order has been primarily
a State and city responsibility.

Conformity cannot be successfully com-
pelled where the customs and morals of the
people are in conflict with statutory law.
It has often been truly sald that govern-
ment cannot legislate morals.

Perhaps the best demonstration of this
in recent years was the experience of the
Nation with the 18th amendment. For dec-
ades there had been attempts to solve the
prohibition problem. Many States had
passed dry laws, Congress tried to regulate
the liquor traffic across State lines. The
Federal courts, while upholding the inter-
state aspects, were careful to refrain from
imposing upon each individual State an ob=
ligation to conform to a moral code which
specified that people must not drink intoxi«
cating ligquors.

When the 18th amendment, however, was
ratified in 1920 as a part of the Constitution,
the entire Natlon was asked to conform to
a formula which forbade the manufacture
and sale of intoxieating beverages anywhere
in the United States. This meant that the
will of a State was superseded entirely by
national law.

What was the result? The effort to pro-
duce conformity failed. This was because
the evils which came in the wake of the
18th amendment proved to be far greater
than the evils which the amendment sought
to correct. Disobedience of law became wide~
spread.

Bootlegging, which began to thrive im-
mediately after the amendment was adopted,
brought in its wake vice and crime and
organized gangs. Some of these gangs which
had their origin at that time have not been
entirely eradicated from our communities to
this day.

It will be recalled that, while the 18th
amendment was a part of the Constitution
for mnearly 14 years, it took less than 10
months during the year 1933 to get it re-
pealed by the States after Congress sub-
mitted it to them.

This did not happen because public think-
ing on the use of Intoxicating beverages had
actually undergone any substantial change.
Many people continue to think that the sale
of intoxicating beverages was harmful to the
community and that the manufacture of
such products should be prohibited. Sev-
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eral States still have prohibltion laws, vary-
ing according to local conditions. But the
Nation voted for repeal because of a general
condition—the American people found that,
despite vigorous efforts to enforce the law,
the illlcit manufacture and distribution of
liquor had intensified.

Historical experience should have taught
us that there is a distinct difference between
the theory of equal rights and the condi-
tions sometimes provoked by the application
of laws which go counter to public senti-
ment in a community.

But, while we profess to believe in the right
of a community to govern itself, do we al-
ways apply the doctrine in practice? We
have tried in America to give city and State
communities the right to govern themselves.
Yet we interpose a Federal authority some-
times and virtually disregard local self-gov-
ernment. Thus we Impair a great principle—
the right of self-government.

We have, for example, sald in effect that,
because the people in the northern, eastern,
and western parts of the United States con-
stitute a numerical majority their will must
prevail over the people in southern com-
munities.

What we are attempting to do today in
America is to compel the minority in the
South to conform to the supposed will of the
majority in the North. Do we aim thereby
to wipe out State autonomy altogether?

There are basic rules to which both mi-
nerities and majorities will give their sup-
port. Thus, individual rights of associa-
tion—the practice of religion, the right to
educate children in accordance with local
custom or tradition, and the right of the mi-
nority, even though living in the same com-
munity with the majority, to pursue its own
racial or religious customs—have all been
recognized as just principles in organized
society.

The theory of equal rights means that
there can be no denlal of any public rights
to citizens. Thus, the right to vote is a pub-
lic right. The right to hold office 1s a pub-
lic right. The right to own property is a
public right. The right to obtain an educa~
t:on in a city or county school is a public
right.

There are, to be sure, certaln public utili-
ties, such as conveyances, and certain public
facilities where rules of limitation should
not be imposed by the majority which would
put the minority at a physical disadvantage.

But this is a far cry from requiring that
each community must compel conformity in
the educational process.

If education were entirely an impersonal
affair and there were no soclal life at all in
the schools, we would be dealing with a dif-
ferent problem.

But majority as well as minority groups
have an equal right to freedom of associa-
tion or nonassociation. Voluntarism is the
key.

If one individual, for example, does the
same work as another, he is entitled to equal
pay, irrespective of race or creed or color.
In some occupations where majorities object
to working alongside of minorities, & prob-
lem of adjustment presents itself which in
many instances can be solved by patience
and some physical rearrangement of locker
rooms and personal facilities so as to remove
barriers to employment. :

But attempts to impose conformity by
coercion, whether in the legal or economic or
gocial sphere, usually produce conditions not
unlike those which followed the attempt to
enforce the 18th amendment.

We already hear zealous extremists advo-
cating that troops be sent to enforce the Con-
stitution and compel the South to integrate
its public schools.

It is not a problem that will ever he settled
by bayonets. Nor will it be settled by ex-
ixhort!ng people to forget prejudices bred in

em.
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IO. AN ERA OF FRICTION

‘We have recently seen evidences of anger
and violence in the North and South. We
have also witnessed the use of retaliatory
measures in communities in the South where
the most amicable relations previously had
prevailed between the races in the South.
Voluntarism had made progress. Talk of
cosrcion now retards progress.

It is an illusion to suppose that, under
the threat of law enforcement, these diffi-
culties are going to lessen with the passage
of time. For soclal customs and social life
do not function by any rule of conformity.
They are bound to continue in the diversity
that human nature has provided.

There will inevitably be passive resistance
to laws of enforced integration. The public-
school systems of the South may even dis-
integrate so that education in that region
may lag behind the rest of the country. It
would be a tragic price to pay. But men of
determination have been known to pay al-
most any price for what they consider to be
the preservation of their inallenable rights.
Prejudice cannot be leglslated out of exist-
ence by law.

A compromise formula—segregation
through equal but separate facilities of edu-
cation—was first sanctioned in a Northern
State. It was upheld by the Supreme Court
of the State of Massachusetts in 1849,

For 30 years after the War Between the
Btates, the Supreme Court of the United

. States wrestled with legal issues growing out
of racial conflict and in 1896 ruled that sys-
tems of equal facilities even though separate
were constitutional. This permitted minor-
ities to live alongside majorities in harmony.

Now, however, 60 years later, the Supreme
Court of the United States, having reversed
itself, is attempting to impose conformity.
It should be noted that the Court In its de-
cision in 1954, did not say the separate edu-
cational facilities previously provided had
been unequal—indeed, they have at times
been even superior for the Negro. The Court
took the position that although the facili-
tles were equal they could not be permitted
to be separate. Rellance was placed on
soclological reasons—not legal precedents.
The basic argument accepted was that a
psychological impact of an adverse nature
had occurred—that Negro children felt them-
selves inferior wherever segregation was
legalized. It was the act of diserimination
itself which the Court held to be illegal.

Now, as a consequence, however, a counter-
conflict on the sociological front has arisen.
White parents in the South are arguing that
the impact of integration will prove harmful
to their children. Will the Court now give
equal weight to this plea, or tell the white
parents to send their children to private
schools, which so many citizens cannot
afford?

I, SOCIAL RELATIONSHIPS

S0 we are back again in the realm of the
soclological—how can we get majorities and
minorities to live harmonliously in the same
community?

But it will be asked whether the right to
attend a public school does not include the
right to attend any public school. The right
of assignment of puplils is a local—not a na-
tional—function. Even today, the most
ardent exponent of equal rights would not
deny that it is within the power of the State
to set up schools in which there is segrega-
tion by reason of sex—all girls in one school
and all boys in another school, Irrespective
of color.

If, for soclological reasons, it is deemed
desirable to separate the sexes in the schools,
there would be no constitutional barrier
against this even though one State chooses to
adopt the plan and another State does not.
For we usually recognize as ahbsolute the
right of each State community to regulate
its soclal life provided there is no denial to
anyone of the right to public education itself.
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The States can, moreover, if they wish, subsi-
dize private schools—provided they do not
discriminate as between individuals in allo-
cating funds.

The question before the country today is
whether communities are free to adjust their
school systems to meet thelr own local
conditions and local sentiment. Those
States which desire to integrate their
schools ought to have the soverelgn right
to do so and those which desire to operate
mixed schools in some counties and sepa-
rate their schools in other counties, either
by color, or by sex, or by intelligence tests,
should have the same sovereign right.

1t is argued, on the other hand, that, since
the public schools are tax supported and
because tax receipts come from all citizens,
all public schools must be opened to all
citizens. But the same polnt—equality of
participation—could be made with respect
to admission to church organizations, pri-
vate clubs, and private schools. They, too,
are supported by all taxpayers because an
exemption from State and Federal income
taxes is given them as non-profit-making
institutions.

Theoretically, wherever the Government
confers its favors, there rests authority to
regulate—to withdraw those favors unless
the regulation which imposes conformity is
accepted. Today the President's Commis-
silon on Interraclal Discrimination has
adopted this principle as the genesis of its
power. The Executive order under which
the Commission functions provides that
whosoever benefits from any Government
contract must conform to its requirements
against discrimination in employment if
based on race, creed, color, or mnational
origin,

The central issue in the school question,
however, is one of social relationships.
Rooted in the minds of many people in the
South is a fear that personal assoclations
begun in the elementary schools will lead
to a state of mind among youth that will
bring more intermarriage of races.

If intermarriage became widespread, it
seems certain that communities would insist
upon some other way of preventing them—
elther by ostracilsm or by curtalling eco-
nomic opportunities in the community to
those who deviate from custom.

If there were only a few intermarriages
in a given State, they probably would not
attract much attention. But once they be-
came numerous, the local communities
would frown upon them. Public sentiment
sometimes is stronger than law in bringing
about a reform or change which the law
itself could never impose.

What are the limits of conformity? Con-
formity in theory is Jjustified, especially
when the entire national interest is in-
volved—in times of natlonal peril. Thus,
in theory, we are not supposed to recognize
any distinctions when it comes to military
gervice. But actually we do discriminate
here, too. Even the conscientious objector
is allowed to refrain from participation in
active comwbat. Able-bodied women are not
compellex to fight in the front lines though
women fHave equal rights of citizenship.
Equality has its exceptions.

At most it must be sald that the prob-
lem is not going to be solved if there is
a fallure to analyze studiously the view=
points of the opposing groups. It is a situ-
ation that ultimately will have to bow to
the enlightened principle that majorities
and minorities each have a right to regulate
their own lives and their own customs.

Thus, treaties signed at the end of World
‘War I established an obligation upon some
of the new governments in central Europe
to allocate public funds for educational,
religlous and charitable purposes to raclal,
religlous, or linguistic minoritles within
their borders. The League of Nations was
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given the task of guaranteeing the observ=-
ance of these minority rights.

The more we examine the formulas that
have been developed throughout the world
to permit minorities to get along with ma-
Jorities, the more we will find that adjust-
ments precisely of this nature have been
conducive to conditions of harmonious
living.

Iv. IS THE 14TH AMENDMENT VALID?

We hear the argument, “But it's the law of
the land.” There is a grave question whether
the 14th amendment, under which integra-
tion is ordered, was ever legally submitted
to the States and legally ratified. The spe-
cific point has never been passed upon by
the Supreme Court, though the public has
taken it for granted for years that the 14th
amendment is an integral part of the Con-
stitution.

What are the facts? It is necessary as an
initial step for any amendment to the Con-
stitution to be passed by a two-thirds vote
of both Houses of Congress. Yet, in June
1866, when the 14th amendment was voted
upon in Congress, each House had excluded
all persons appearing with credentials in the
first instance as Senators or Representatives
from the 10 Southern States of Virginia,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia,
Florida, Alabama, Mississippl, Louisiana,
Arkansas, and Texas. If these Southern
States had been permitted to vote in Con-
gress, the amendment would not have
passed.

Then, when the amendment was submitted
to the legislatures of the several States, it
needed to be ratified by 28 States, which
was three-fourths of the 37 States then in
the Union. Ten States, therefore, were able
to block ratification.

But the 14th amendment was never ratified
by California, and was rejected at the time
by Eentucky, Delaware, and Maryland. It
was rejected during the latter part of 1866
and the early part of 1867 also by the legis-
latures of the 10 Southern States. For the
1l4th amendment had in it many objection-
able clauses. Apart from its provision re-
quiring States to guarantee “equal protection
of the laws,” the amendment sought to pun-
ish former Confederate soldiers by forbidding
them to hold office even in their own States
unless Congress by a two-thirds vote re-
moved the disability.

It was argued, moreover, in those days that
the State governments in the South were not
legal governments but were merely rebel
States. Yet these States at the time had
already received Presidential recognition, and
when the same Southern legislatures in 1865
had ratified the 18th amendment—which
abolished slavery—their action was accepted
as legal by the Secretary of State. For the
South had, by its vote, made possible the
three-fourths vote of the States necessary
for the adoption of the 13th amendment.

Furthermore, in the Reconstruction Act of
1867 Congress arrogantly proclaimed that
self-rule would be restored to the States and
they would be permitted representation in
Congress once more only when they adopted
the 14th amendment. It was so stipulated in
the law which had been passed over the veto
of President Andrew Johnson. He empha-
sized its injustices and unconstitutional as-
pects, and denounced it as “‘a bill of attainder
against 9 million people.”

Here is what Senator Doolittle, of Wiscon=
sin, a conservative Republican of the North,
sald about the proposal on the floor of the
Senate:

“My friend has sald what has been said all
around me, what is sald every day: the peo-
ple of the SBouth have rejected the constitu«
tional amendment, and therefore we will
march upon them and force them to adopt
it at the point of the bayonet, and establish
military power over them until they do
adopt 1t,”



2230

This was a flagrant case of conformity by
coercion. The act of Congress was a direct
violation of the letter of the Constitution.
For Congress has no power to coerce the
States when they pass upon the question of
whether or not they will ratify or reject
proposed constitutional amendments.

Puppet governments established in the
Southern States did finally ratify the 14th
amendment in 1868 but only under duress—
with registration of voters being supervised
by military commanders from the North and
with millions of white voters deliberately
disenfranchised by the Reconstruction Act
because they had fought in the war against
the Union. Ohio and New Jersey attempted
unsuccessfully that same year to withdraw
their acts of ratification before the Secretary
of State formally proclaimed the amendment
as adopted. Doubt was expressed at the time
by the President as to the validity of the
alleged ratification.

Can it be said that all this action was in
accord with the spirit of American fairplay?
‘Will this record stand up as constitutional—
as the "consent of the governed"? Would
we say today that the people in any place
under military occupation are able freely
to exerclse their sovereign rights? The Re-
construction Act for many years deprived
the Southern States of their powers of gov-
ernmental autonomy. They recovered these
powers only after a long and tragic era of
military compulsion.

Should not the Supreme Court today re-
examine the validity of the 14th amend-
ment? If an important decision of 1896 can
be reopened and reversed by the Supreme
Court in 1054, is it not logical to resurvey
the doubtful procedure whereby the 14th
amendment itself was forced into the Con-
stitution? The present Court has shown
itself quite solicitous lately that persons in
our midst charged with disloyalty be given
the protection of due process. Cases in-
volving Communists have, on the slightest
pretext of technicality, been ordered for re-
trial. Can’t we give the same consideration
to the States which have demonstrated their
loyalty to the Union?

If it were presented anew today, there
would not be a two-thirds vote of both
Houses of Congress to approve the 14th
amendment unless a specific reservation were
made on the points now at issue.

The reason is clear. More than a third of
the membership of both Houses at present
feel that the 14th amendment was itself
amended by the Supreme Court in 1954 and
that, as long as this new legislative action
by the Court stands as the official interpreta-
tion, it makes the original language of the
14th amendment inadequate.

V. THE PHILOSOPHICAL APPROACH

What do the philosophers of history say
about conformity?

George Santayana in “Dominations and
Powers” (1951)—a work sometimes referred
to as comparable to Plato's “Republic” or to
the “Ethics” of Aristotle—makes this perti-
nent comment:

“This ideal of a perfect ultimate democracy
rests on two assumptions: that human na-
ture in all men is essentially similar, and
that consequently mankind could not fully
develop its vital liberty without coming to
a unanimous vision of the world and a co-
operative exercise of the same virtues. I
think this is a biological error, and that
what is identical in all life is only its germ,
from which all plants and animals have de-
veloped centrifugally, as circumstances have
allowed them to develop. * * *

“The uniformity in American principles,
as proclaimed publicly and as genuinely felt
by most people, is no index to & natural
unity in the vital forces at work among them,
The proof appears if we consider a notorious
fact: the Constitution of the United States,
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since the Civil War, establishes the equality
of all citizens, irrespective ‘of race, color, or
previous condition of servitude” And this is
not merely a constitutional sham, like so
many of the provisions in paper constitutions
in other countries. It expresses an earnest
conviction, dearly defended, by a great part
of the people.

“Nevertheless whenever a difference of race,
color, religion, or breeding is not so over-
come in the rush of common work or duty
as to pass unnoticed or even unknown, if an
attempt is made to ignore it in comradeship,
soclety, marriage, or place of residence, the
real difference in the soul is instantly rec-
ognized and an irresistible impulse causes
the groups to segregate.

“This is set down by democratic doctri-
naires to prejudice or snobbery. They do not
perceive that contrast of character and taste
can be ignored when people are engaged in
some instrumental action, to which their
moral diversity is irrelevant, but that as soon
as the labor is over and the liberal life of
play, art, affection, and worship begins, both
sides equally require moral comprehension
and are equally chilled, bored, and rendered
sterile when comprehension is absent.

“That a white man ought to hobnob with
a Negro because otherwise he would not be
Christian or unselfish involves a flagrant as-
sumption of superiority. The Negro, if he is
not a fool, loves his own inspirations and ex-
pands in the society of his own people. Vital
liberty differentiates. Only vacant freedom
leaves all in the same anonymous crowd.”

G. K. Chesterton, in his famous work,
“Orthodox,” wrote in 1908:

“In modern ldeal conceptions of soclety
there are some desires that are possibly not
attainable, but there are some desires that
are not desirable. That all men should live
in equally beautiful houses is a dream that
may or may not be attained. But that all
men should live in the same beautiful house
is not a dream at all; it is a nightmare.”

Alexis de Tocqueville, of France, a re-
nowned philosopher, who visited America in
the 1830's and compared it with the systems
of government in vogue from ancient days,
expressed himself vehemently on the sub-
ject of tyrannical majorities—the effort by
law to impose upon the minority certain cus-
toms and rules that did not have universal
sanction.

Yet De Tocqueville was hopeful about
America’s future, little realizing the grave
conflicts that were to come in later years
because of the abuse of the very principles
about which he wrote in 1835:

“But in the United States, the majority,
which so frequently displays the tastes and
the propensities of a despot, is still destitute
of the most perfect instrument of tyranny.

“In the American Republics the Central
Government has never as yet busied itself
except with a small number of objects suffi-
clently prominent to attract its attention,
The secondary affairs of society have never
been regulated by its authority, and nothing
has hitherto betrayed its desire of even in-
terfering in them.

“The majority has become more and more
absolute, but has not increased the prerog-
atives of the Central Government; those
great prerogatives have been confined to a
certain sphere and although the despotism of
the majority may be galling upon one point,
it can not be said to extend to all. However,
the predominant party in the Nation may be
carried away by its passiens. however ardent
it may be in the pursuit of its projects, it
cannot oblige all the citizens to comply with
its desires in the same manner and at the
same time throughout the country.

“When the Central Government which rep-
resents that majority has issued a decree, it
must entrust the execution of its will to
agents over whom it frequently has no con-
trol and whom it cannot perpetually direct.
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“If an oppressive law were passed, liberty
would still be protected by the mode of
executing that law; the majority ecannot
descend to the detalls and what may be
called the puerilities of administrative
tyranny. It does not even lmagine that it
can do so, for it has not a full consclousness
of its authority.” -

Perhaps it is in recognition of these very
difficulties that Robert Morrison Maclver,
whose name means as much to modern so-
ciology as does that of John Dewey to phi-
losophy, gives some pointed advice in his
book, ""The More Perfect Union.” He offers a
program for the control of intergroup dis-

crimination. It is definitely sympathetic to
integration. Yet he gives this word of cau-
tion:

“Discrimination and its evils are likely to
be exacerbated by any changes that increase
tensions or promote crises in a soclety, no
matter what their source, whether economie,
political, ideological, or any other. On the
other hand discrimination is likely to be
diminished by any changes that make for
the general well-being of a society or that
provide more constructive outlets for the
aggressive tendencies of its groups.”

VI. LINCOLN ON SOCIAL EQUALITY

It is sometimes asserted, though mistaken-
ly, that, once the Supreme Court has ruled
upon a subject, there s no appeal—not even
to public opinion. Lincoln didn’t think so.
He denounced the Supreme Court for its de-_
cision in the Dred Scott case. He was out-
spoken against social equality.

When Lincoln argued against slavery he
pointed to the impairment of personal free-
dom within the community—the individual
had been deprived of his liberty—the right
to make his own life. But Lincoln said this
did not mean enforced association between
the races. Debating in Illinois with Stephen
Douglas, in September 18568, Lincoln said:

“I will say then that I am not, nor ever
have been, in favor of bringing about in any
way the social and political equality of the
white and black races—that I am not, nor
ever have been, in favor of making voters or
Jurors of Negroes, nor of qualifying them to
hold office, nor to intermarry with white peo-
ple; and I will say in addition to this that
there is a physical difference between the
white and black races which, I believe, will
forever forbid the two races living together
on terms of social and political eguality.
And inasmuch as they cannot so live, while
they do remain together there must be the
position of superior and inferior, and I as
much as any other man am in favor of hav-
ing the superior position assigned to the
white race.”

But it is Insisted: “The Supreme Court
has spoken.” De Tocqueville’s eloquent an-
swer may be applled to the issue today. He
wrote:

“When I refuse to obey an unjust law, I
do not contest the right of the majority to
command, but I simply appeal from the sov-
ereignty of the people to the sovereignty of
mankind. Some have not feared to assert
that a people can never outstep the bound-
arles of justice and reason in those affairs
which are peculiarly its own; and that con-
sequently full power may be given to the
majority by which it is represented. But
this is the language of a slave.

“A majority taken collectively is only an
Individual, whose opinions, and frequently
whose interests, are opposed to those of an-
other individual, who is styled a minority.
If it be admitted that a man possessing ab-
solute power may milsuse that power by
wronging his adversaries, why should not &
majority be liable to the same reproach?
Men do not change their characters by unit-
ing with one another; nor does their patience
in the presence of obstacles increase with
their strength, * * *
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“When an individual or a party is wronged
in the United States, to whom can he apply
for redress? If to public opinion, publie
opinion constitutes the majority; if to the
legislature, it represents the majority and
implicitly obeys it; if to the executive power,
it is appointed by the majority and serves as
a passive tool In its hands. The public force
consists of the majority under arms; the
jury is the majority invested with the right
of hearing judicial cases; and in certain
States even the judges are elected by the
majority. However iniquitous or absurd the
measure of which you complain, you must
submit to it as well as you can.”

VII. JEFFERSON ON JUDICIAL TYRANNY

Thomas Jefferson warned agalnst the tyr-
anny of judges. He wrote in 1804:

“But the opinlon which gives to the judges
the right to decide what laws are constitu-
tional, and what not, not only for themselves
in their own sphere of action, but for the
legislature and executive aleo, in their
spheres, would make the judiciary a despotic
branch.”

Then, long after Jefferson left the Presi-
dency, he wrote in 1820 and 1821:

“It 18 a misnomer to call a government re-
publican, in which a branch of the supreme
power is independent of the Nation. * * *

*A judiclary independent of a king or exec-
utive alone, is a good thing; but independ-
ence of the will of the nation is a solecism,
at least in a republican government, * * *

“To consider the judges as the ultimate
arbiters of all constitutional questions (is)
a very dangerous doctrine indeed, and one
which would place us under the despotism of
an oligarchy. * * * The Constitution has
erected no such single tribunal, * * *

“The great object of my fear is the Federal
Judiciary. That body, like gravity, ever act-
ing, with nolseless foot, and unalarming
advance * * * is engulfing insidiously the
speclal governments into the jaws of that
which feeds them."”

How much this is like the doctrines of
Thomas Hobbes. In his famous work,
*“Leviathan,” he wrote in 1651:

“Princes succeed one another; and one
Judge passeth, another cometh; nay, heaven
and earth shall pass; but not one tittle of
the law of Nature shall pass, for it is the
eternal law of God. Therefore all the sen-
tences of precedent judges that have ever
been cannot altogether make a law contrary
to natural equity.”

A modern writer—Walter Lippmann—Iin
his book, “The Public Philosophy” (1955),

Bays:

“There is a hiatus between the highest
wisdom and the actual perplexities with
which men must deal. An encyclopedia of
all that the prophets and the philosophers
have taught will not tell & man clearly and
definitely how to make laws, how to govern
& State, how to educate his children—how, in
fact, to decide the problems that the priest
encounters in the confesslonal, the doctor
with his patlents, the lawyer with his clients,
the judge with the litigants, the man of
affairs in his business.”

VIII. FACING THE REAL ISSUE

Many people today are urging caution with
respect to the integration problem—an ap-
proach that has come to be known as
“gradualism.” Its fallacy lies in the belief
that what cannot be resolved now will be
resolved by postponement. It assumes that
equality is a natural right in the community
and that all forms of discrimination can be
abolished by the passage of time.

The fetish of conformity, however, has
demoralized the life of many nations in the
world through the centurles. Where minori-
ties have been suppressed and the right to
pursue their own lives and customs has been
impaired, there has been discontent and, at
times, eruptions of violence.
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We see today in the island of Cyprus a
bloody war because nobody has yet devised
& plan whereby the Turkish minority can
live alongside the Greek majority. We see
the same tragedy in Algeria—as hetween the
French minority and the native majority.

Self-determination does  not mean the
delegation of power to a tyrannical majority.
It means adjustment of minorities alongside
of majorities. In no other way can there
be a maintenance of equity for all concerned.

Can we not in America find a way where-
by majorities and minorities may get along
with one another in peace? The Constitu-
tion of the United States provided for sepa-
rate but not equal States. There was no
provision that each State must be equal to
the other in voting for President or in choos-
ing members of the House of Representa-
tives. Equality of representation was pro-
vided only in the Senate.

Theoretically, all men are created egual.
It is a doctrine that could mean that all
wealth in the community must be divided
equally between all citizens. The Commu-
nists believe in such a doctrine. There have
been men in America who have argued for
the redistribution of wealth. Do any of
us honestly belleve that harmonlious society
can ever be achieved by a law that requires
all incomes to be equal, or that the possession
of property should be equalized between all
cltizens?

Equality Is a theoretical goal. Its appli-
cation will depend always on the mores of
the community. Even in our day some of
the loudest volces declaiming against dis-
crimination are men who in their business
and social relationships are practicing dis-
criminations of various kinds. It is common
knowledge that membership in some of the
principal clubs and organizations in many
of our large cities and in the fraternities in
almost all of our colleges is barred to per=-
sons of certain races or religions, as the
case may be. It is common knowledge also
that employers in the North, for the most
part, give preference to applicants of cer-
tain ethnic origins or races as against others.
There 1s, therefore, continuously applied a
doctrine of diserimination which negates the
theory of equality.

One need not agree at all with the reasons
glven for such discriminations—indeed, one
may be offended by their practice. But if
we are to rely on theory, there is as much
right to discrimination as there is to non-
discrimination. It is really the misguided
attempt to override these separate and dis-
tinet rights of the individual by public law
that causes the conflict of today.

Conformity by coerclon is not llberalism.
The answer is to be found in voluntarism—
freedom's greatest vehlcle of progress., It
offers us the only solution to the vexatious
problems of soclology in our Republie.

RUSSIA AS SEEN BY L. D. WEBSTER

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, a distinguished Texan, Mr, L. D.
Webster, vice president of public rela-
tions and advertising for the Lone Star
Steel Co. in Dallas, Tex., recently re=
turned from an extensive tour of the
Soviet Union.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp his account of this
tour “I Saw Russia,” which gives an en-
lightened view of the Soviet Union as
seen through the eyes of a highly
respected businessman and an able
journalist.

Straightforward and uncolored report-
ing of this kind can contribute much
toward a better understanding between
the United States and the Soviet Union.
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There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

I Saw RUSSIA

From the pressurized cabin of a DC-TC,
pride of the Sabena Seven Seas flagships,
I looked 4 miles down on a seemingly never=-
ending forest and tried to convince myself
it was no different. Land looks much the
same when viewed from 24,000 feet up.
You see a pgeneral pattern, but not the
height of hills nor the depth of wvalleys.
Only to the trained observer are these things
apparent.

Below me was a sweeping expanse of tim-
berland that might have been the hills of
east Texas, or the Big Thicket, or any one of
a dozen other similar areas I had flown over.
But it wasn't any of them and no matter
how hard I tried to brush away the thought
that there was something peculiarly omi-
nous about this woody country below, I knew
it was different. Down there, partially
sghrouded in a smoky, cloud-flecked haze was
the Soviet Unlion, home of the Communists,
Red Russia.

I had vowed that no sense of apprehen-
sion would be mine when the time came to
go behind the Iron Curtain. At that very
instant, I had felt no particular misgivings
because it happened quickly. The big air-
liner had lifted easily from the Brussels air-
port, and for a time had flown over the
North Sea to Denmark, Then the ship
veered to the east and shadowed the Baltic
Sea while skirting Germany and Poland.
With limited visibility straight ahead, we
suddenly approached a land mass. Boring
straight in, one instant we were over the
Baltie; the next second the Iron Curtain
had opened and we had skittered through,

On Red soil

As the Baltic quickly faded away, the full
impact of the situation hit me. Here I was,
after weeks of preparation, beyond the Iron
Curtain, over Russia, and in a short time
I would set foot on the Red soil of the Mos-
cow airport.

“Why,” I asked myself, “was I here?” The
question of why had been asked me dozens
of times by friends after they learned I was
going to Russia.

And now, in spite of the dozens of answers
I had so flippantly palmed off on my friends,
I found myself asking the same question.

Travel is easy

In the first place, going to Russla is almost
too easy. Since 1955, the Government has
made the issuance of passports for travel in
Russia almost routine. You go to the Federal
building, ask the district clerk for an appli-
cation, fill it out, attach a check for §9, and
before you know it, your passport is in hand,
In the meantime, you file through your
travel agent, applications for wvisas in the
lands you wish to see. In my case, I obtained
Russian and Czech visas, merely a matter of
filling out an application, handing over $10
or £12, and in about a month your visas come
right along and you're all set.

I went to Russia as a member of a group
of industrial editors and public relations
executives. The tour was sponsored by the
International Council of Industrial Editors,
and although approval for 30 members had
been obtained, we finally wound up with only
21 brave souls who had an answer to the
“Why Go to Russla?” bit that was strong
enough to produce action instead of wishful
thinking.

I went to Russia because I wanted to see
for myself what is taking place in this strange
land. I've been an avid reader on the sub-
ject, and there were many conflicting im-
pressions. One writer brushes the whole
thing off as a huge joke. Another is certain
the Russkies will someday rule the world.
One chides the Muscavites for their atrocious
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table manners, another sings the prailses of
their sclentists,. How could Paul Robeson
and his gifted voice fall so completely under
the spell of the Red banner, and how could
a lean, lanky Texas plano player, Van Cliburn,
invade Moscow and, unheralded, sweep the
entire nation before him? How much of
the stuff in the newspapers and magazines
is State Department-inspired, and how much
of the copy written behind the Iron Curtain
is censored by the Russians?

I saw it

The answers to these questions I wanted
to dig out for myself. These answers I
wanted to bring back to my friends and say,
“Here is the straight dope. I saw it with my
own eyes.” I wanted to spend a few hours
en route at the World’s Fair and to see for
myself if the American exhibit is as good
or as bad as our writers say it is. I wanted
to see a real, flesh-and-blood Russian. I
wanted to talk to hundreds of them—and I
did. I wanted to talk to card-carrying mem-
bers of the Communist Party. I did. I
wanted to see the vaunted Russian educa-
tlon system. Idid, from day nursery through
grammar and high schools, and finally, the
palatial University of Moscow. I wanted to
amble over a Russian farm, to inspect a Rus-
slan factory, to talk to Russian writers and
publishers, to see a Russian church. I did
all of these and more.

In the fading light of an Indian summer
day, the four engines of the Seven Seas flag-
ship hummed monotonously as the miles
In little more than an hour, the
giant bird would glide to a halt at the Mos-
cow airport and I would be at the end of one
trail, the beginning of another that would
carry me more than 5,000 miles across the
land of the Communists, to the four prinei-
pal cities of the Soviet Union, to small towns,
on rivers, by train, by car, and by plane.

In the full realization of the opportunity
ahead of me, I resolved that I would spend
night and day probing and asking, searching
and seeking, listening and looking for the
answers to my questions. Is Russlia all it's
cracked up to be, or is the red paint peeling?
As & sort of afterthought, I took it for
granted that no one would censor my report
to you.

Nobody has.

CHAPTER II. THE FACE OF MOSCOW

As the big four-engined DCTC plowed on
toward Moscow I allayed my growing appre-
hension by recalling my initial visit with a
homegrown, dyed-in-the-pink Communist.
It had happened at the World's Fair in Brus-
sels, and my first brush with a Red leader
was not at all diepleasing.

Arriving at the falr, our group was in-
formed that the director general of the huge
Russian exhibit would be pleased to have us
stop at his office. We went directly to the
sulte of Mr. Mikhail Choumaiev, who was at
once friendly, personable, and warmly ap-
preciative toward our visit to his country.

Making us welcome to the exhibit, he
ordered out the vodka and drank to our good
health and a pleasant visit to Russia. It
fell my lot to respond, and after several
toasts, I handed Mr. Choumaiev one of my
business cards printed in Russian. This
pleased him no little, but his enthusiasm
skyrocketed when I gave him a copy of Gov.
Price Daniel's letter of introduction, trans-
lated and printed in Russian, From that in-
stant on, he was at my side constantly.

The reason for his attentiveness became
apparent when, as we posed for a picture,
he asked, “When you return to the States
would you please send me a copy of this pic-
ture? It makes my people in Moscow very
happy for me to be photographed with im-
portant pecple.” Governor Daniel’s letter
had turned the trick, even as it was to open
many doors later on that otherwise might
have remained closed.
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As the plane rumbled on into the growing
dusk, the first inkling of our nearness to
Moscow came when the stewardess gathered
up all newspapers and magazines. Then she
passed a tray containing hard candles. The
seat belt light flashed on, and below, the
night-shrouded earth began to twinkle ever
so little.

Moscow is gloomy

My first glimpse of the Russian capital was
a far cry from the garish extravaganzas of
dazzling white lights and multicolor neons
that characterize American cities at night.
Moscow was more like a sleepy midwestern
town at 4 a.m. when only a scattering of
street lights continue to burn, when high-
ways and streets are shorn of the lacy rib-
bons of automobile headlights. Moscow
locked gloomy and darkly forbidding. There
was a mottled effect given off by yellowish
cilumps of lights which I later learned were
housing projects concentrated around fac-
tories. There is no broad sweep, such as an
American residential district presents. Rus-
sian housing generally doesn't consist of in-
dividual homes. Instead, hundreds of fam-
ilies reside in huge workers flats.

As the pilot circled for a landing I could
hardly believe that we were over a city vari-
ously estimated to have a population of
6 to 8 millions. There just weren't enough
lights for that many folk, and as the flag-
ship of the Seven Seas probed the night sky
nowhere could I see any set of lights that
would mean an airport. Even as the en-
gines were cut and the big bird reluctantly
eettled for the landing, I could =ee nothing
that resembled a big-city airport. As the
wheels touched down, at the edge of the
runway could Le seen the pale blue marker
lights that gulded our pilot.

No inspection

Going through the Moscow customs was
no problem at all, nor was it to be anywhere.
Not a bag was opened for inspection at any
time during my trip except at New York's
Idlewild. Even there inspection was cagual,
with the incpector evidencing little more
than personal curlosity toward some of the
items I brought back.

In Russia, all tourists are met at the air-
port by a representative of the Intourist or-
ganization, official agent of the Government.
Intourist looks after hotel rooms, meals,
transportation, and furnishes guides and in-
terpreters. The Intourist agent in charge
of our group was Tamara, a plump, blue-eyed,
not unatiractive woman of about 30. She
later turned the party over to Irene, flaxen-
haired bundle of energy who knew how to
snap her little busy fingers and get prompt
action. Irene's assistant was Galena, plump-
ish, methodical mother of a small daughter
and wife of an engineer.

Our hotel, the Ukraine, is imposing in the
grand manner. It has 25 stories, consisting
of a center tower crested by a neon red star,
with smaller towers on the 2 front corners.
It covers something more than a city block,
and has half a dozen dining rooms. The
lobby is remarkably plain for marble con-
struction but the lofty dome in the lobby
provides a breathtaking mural (they are in
practically all Russian buildings of any
size) depicting Soviet progress. Here, as al-
most everywhere else, gaudy brass and glass
chandeliers look wvery elegant but provide
miserable light.

Rooms at the Ukraine would drive an
American hotel man out of his mind. On
each floor is a spacious lounge (never used).
My single quarters consisted of the follow-
ing: entrance foyer with closets, the whole
being as large as some American rooms I've
occupied; parlor, with radio, television, desk,
several chairs, a sofa, and table with cut-~
glass water pitcher and glasses; bedroom
with twin beds, each having two 3-foot-
square pillows, organdie spreads, gold velvet
drapes, night stands, and dressing table;
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bathroom with outer closet space, the bath
having a king-sized tub with shower but no
curtain.

Crazy-quilt floors

The Russians have a peculiar idea about
floor construction. They use pieces of hard-
wood measuring 15 inches by 2 inches.
These are laid in all sorts of patterns, with
the joints being rough. The floors are virtu-
ally unfinished (I actually stuck a splinter
in a toe) with no paint, no wax, no polish.
‘Tile floors in the bath were roughly installed,
and I got the ldea that even though the
Ukraine was less than 2 years old, much of
the material might easily have been salvaged
from war-torn areas.

The Ukraine, despite its castlelike exterior
and its newness, looked to be 25 years old.
This is true of all Russian construction: The
front side is frilled up like a museum, the
inside is thrown together in a haphazard
fashion with only certain items, such as
chandeliers and drapes, being used to carry
out the theme of grandeur.

Moscow is a sprawling city that covers
about 125 square miles. 1ts principal streets
are unusually wide, and for the most part are
cobblestones. Its sidewalks are mosaic pat-
terns accomplished with waricolored marble
or granite pieces about 2 inches square.
Streets and sidewalks in all of the cities I
visited—Moscow, Leningrad, Kilev, Kharkov,
and Prague—were monotonously the same,

The face of Moscow 1s tired, dirty, bedrag-
gled, and when too many faces are jammed
into too little space, the odor becomes dis-
tressingly repulsive. In the streets you sos
old women carefully sweeping with brooms
made of a handful of twigs tied to a long
stick, yet if you sidle through an archway
into the inevitable courtyard back of the
buildings the scene is one of dirt, filth, and
complete confusion.

CHAPTER III, PAWNS OF TYRANNY

How does a street in Moscow—or any other
Russian city—look in the broad, general
view? Well, let’'s take a typical block in
Dallas and by the weirdest application of
imagination, try to convert it into a Russian
block.

Take Dallas’ Main Street, for instance, ex-
tending from Akard to Ervay. Here are
buildings ranging from two or three stories
to skyscrapers. Russlan style, this street
would be about four times as broad. It
would have a set of rattling streetcars, and
also buses, quite similar to ours. The street-
level doors would open into shops, such as a
bakery, a bookstore, a meat market (no
refrigeration), a clothing store, a drugstore,
ete. These stores would be relatively small,
and in the cases of the food shops, probably
would have lines of customers extending
out the door and onto the sidewalk.

Above all these stores would be the flats of
workers. On the sidewalks would be vendors
operating from rather crude wooden booths.
One would be selling watermelons, another
squash, another ice cream, another books,
and at the curbside would be a peddler of
lottery tickets, the prize being perhaps an
automobile, or & motor scooter.

Cars copied

At the corners of our model block would be
a state policeman, smartly clad in blue uni-
form with red trim. He would be wearing
typical black Russian boots, and would be
handling his black and white nightstick in
precise, well-defined instructions to traffic.
Occasionally a large black car would speed
by. This would be & Zis or a Zim (copied
exactly, except for the nameplate, from our
Buick or Packard of 6 or 8 years back).
More often, trucks would whizz by. These
would be exact replicas of a Chevrolet for
the lighter models, an International for
medium weight, or a Mack for the big jobs.

In Moscow, driving is the wackiest busi-
ness you ever saw. There are no speed lim-
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its and a pedestrian crosses a street at his
own risk., I actually saw drivers skimming
along at 60 miles an hour make passes at
pedestrians who were a little tardy in scam-
pering to the safety of the sidewalk. And
there was no warning because it is illegal
to honk a horn in Moscow except in ex-
treme emergencies. I heard a horn—just a
tap In each case—only twice. It is also
illegal to operate a car on the streets of Mos-
cow if it is dirty, so you see drivers wiping
and polishing between trips. At night, cars
operate with only their parking lights on,
and it is common practice to do a lot of
coasting. Drivers say it is more economical
to whip up a speed of 60 miles an hour, cut
the engine, step on the clutch and coast
almost to a stop. Then they turn the key,
let out the clutch and give 'er the gas to
get back up to 60 again so they can coast
gome more. Automatic transmissions are un-
known, and practically all vehicles are Gov-
ernment owned. Few ordinary Russians can
afford so much as a motor scooter, let alone
a car. Horse-drawn carts and wagons, the
horse wearing the high wooden collar above
his withers, are fairly common,

‘What I have just described is a typical city
scene. In Moscow, however, there are un-
usual and outstanding sites. The subway,
Metropole, is one. The station I visited was
the epitome of cleanliness. Its escalators
were the steepest and the fastest I ever saw.
On one level, six-car tralns operated in both
north and south directions and oa a 1-
minute schedule. On a lower level, in the
same station, trains operated east and west.
For a few cents you can ride all day on the
big M.

Tale of tomb

The Eremlin is a show in itself, because
the Eremlin must also include Red Square
outside the wall, as well as the Lenin-Stalin
mausoleum. Cathedrals, now overhauled as
museums, are part of the Eremlin package.

I walked the length of Red Square on a
50°, windy, drizzly day. Four or five blocks
from the mausoleum, perhaps for a greater
distance into a park, a line of people, four
abreast, waited to look at the earthly re-
mains of Lenin and Stalin. Most of these
were visitors to Moscow, pilgrims to Mecca,
s0 to speak, whose visit would not have heen
complete without silently passing the biers
of the bearded Lenin and the beribboned
Stalin.

The mausoleum is a square, squat block
of red and black granite, as austere as it
is uninviting. Fresh flowers are always pres-
ent, and facing each other in the narrow
doorway are Russian soldiers, as immobile
as the rock house, as expressionless as the
gray sky overhead. The honor guard is
changed on the hour, a fresh set of young
men carrying bayoneted rifles goosestepping
into place with stomping feet and swinging
arms.

Our guide took us to the head of the line.
We moved in, and descended to a basement.
The plainness was in sharp contrast to the
gaudiness usually evident in Russian decor.
The black and wine-red granite gave a som-
ber backdrop to the glass-enclosed bodies.
There was Lenin first. He was remarkably
well preserved for his 380-odd years on the
glab. Dressed in a very plain and severe
black suit, his lone decoration was a small
red ribbon. A dim, yellow spotlight accen-
tuated the pallor of Lenin's face, but spar-
kled off the knuckles of his hands, the only
evidence I could see that the figure might
be wax.

Never so good

As for old Joe, he probably never looked
80 good In real life. He wore an array of
ribbons that extended from well above the
breast pocket down to the beltline of his
beautifully tailored military jacket. The old
boy looked like he had simply stretched
out for a nap.
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Strolling through the courtyard back of the
tomb, I saw the graves of revolutionary
heroes. High on the massive wall of the
Kremlin were little bronze plagues. Behind
these were the urns containing ashes of other
lesser Red heroes. In this setting of quiet
dignity, I pondered the diabolical scheme
perpetrated upon millions of hapless men and
women by these two pawns of tyranny—
Lenin, the planner, Stalin, the executioner—
and wondered what it would take to lure
the millions away from their godless shrine.

In a flash it occurred to me, and my cap-
italistic self muttered: “How I'd like to have
the concession of showing a 195680 Thunder-
bird right across the street from Lenin and
company.” That, I was certain, "would
make the Russlans throw rocks at a couple of
mummies named Lenin and Stalin.”

And it would.

CHAPTER IV. ISLAND OF FREEDOM

Regardless of the friendly attitude of the
Russian pecple toward American tourists
(they like us better than any other visitors
because we are more sincere) a country boy
can't help feeling that he is hemmed in,
constantly under observation, liable to run
afoul of the law and find himself thrown into
a dungeon beneath the Kremlin and from
there shipped off to a Siberian salt mine
without the slightest indication ever being
given of his ultimate fate. Maybe such
things don't happen since the days of Stalin
and Beria, but one never knows when the un-
predictable Russians will revert to their old
ways and once again grease the gates to
the big deep freeze. As this is written, the
United States is trying vainly to get word
about the crew members of a plane forced
down in the Soviet. The Commies have
advised us that six of the crew died. No
word has leaked out regarding the other 11.

During my stay in Moscow, I visited the
American Embassy several times, and each
time I left, I felt certain I was followed.
As you leave the nondescript building, the
Russian police standing at the door nod a
friendly "“Dosveedanya,” and may even give
you a snappy salute. As your car pulls
away, the inevitable shadow moves behind
you until your car reaches its destination.
This seems to satisfy everybody concerned
that you're going somewhere and regardless
of your destination, you're followed no more
until you once again visit the Embassy.

Moscow’s little island of freedom is a ram-
shackle three-story bullding in the outskirts
of the main business district. A brass name-
plate identifies the old brick structure as
“the American House.”

Jukebozx on guard

The American House is simply the dor-
mitory where single employees at the Em-
bassy reside. The second floor is given over
to bedrooms. Each man has a room of his
own furnished in the simplest fashion with
the decorations being dependent upon the
occupant’s imagination. There is a messhall,
and on the third floor, an auditorium with
about 150 chairs. On several week nights,
an American movie is shown, Bingo is the
pastime each Thursday night. Saturday
night is dance night. A small bar serving
American beer and other drinks is avall-
able. Boys residing in the dormitory oper-
ate the movie equipment (which is pretty
well worn out with new equipment being
hard to come by) and the bar. In a corner
is a jukebox, and this little item is a sort
of watchdog for the fellows who call this
pitiful little island of freedom their home.

The jukebox is a Russian detector, and
it works in this way: When a Russian tries
to crash the party (and they occasionally
do) they give themselves away the instant
they walk into the room. When anyone
from one of the free world's embassies enters
the room he immediately goes to the bar
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for a drink and to get acquainted. A Rus-
sian can't stand passing up a jukebox, so
he first stops there and plays a few tunes
before going to the bar—if he lasts that long.
Usually, they're spotted immediately and
invited to leave before they ever get around
to the drinking point.

Our group visited the American House
and it was the only time in Russia we felt
unrestrained and free to say what we
pleased. We exchanged ideas freely with the
American boys living there. We met some
swell Britishers, like Sam Hardwicke, of the
Royal Air Force, and even some people we
couldn't understand, nor did they savvy
English, but somehow, when free people get
together, there is a common understanding
reached even if you have to do it with sign
language.

Fair is standout

Perhaps the most notable attraction in
Moscow is the National Industrial and Agri-
cultural Fair. It is a local counterpart, al=
though on a much larger scale, of the Rus-
slon exhibit at the World's Fair in Brussels.
After seeing the latter, and observing the
very complete manner in which the Commies
clobbered the U.S. =xhibit with the sheer
welght of quantity, I was not at all surprised
by the magnitude of the Moscow fairgrounds.

The showplece of the Soviet Empire con-
sists of 21 “pavilions,” which are not pavilions
at all but full-sized exhibition halls quite
comparable to the Hall of State or the gen-
eral exhibits structures at the Texas Fair.
The entire grounds are beautifully land-
scaped, and if the Russians can’'t do any-
thing else in big-league fashion you have
to credit them with the ability to grow flower
gardens of breathtaking beauty.

The contents of the 21 buildings offer a
cross section of life throughout the Soviet
Union. Close to 60,000 exhibits are on hand,
including more than 4,000 pieces of machin-
ery ranging from all sorts of mobile vehicles
to a completely equipped drilling rig, ma-
chine-tool equipment, office machines, medi-
cal equipment, livestock, furs, clothes, farm
produce—which is kept fresh by dally re-
placements.

Sputnik Displayed

At the national fair, as in Brussels, the
Russkies resort to some pretty fancy show-
manship. They make a terrific display of
material objects. They fill in the volds with
masterful mockups and scale models. By the
time you have seen so many bright and
shiny products there is little reason for you
to believe they aren't actually making the
items or building the projects illustrated by
models. Sputnik was there, so why think
they didn't have a continuous casting steel
mill, shown by models? A shiny 1958 model
car was there, so why think it wasn't in pro-
duction? Well, maybe the stupld oafs from
Outer Mongolia went for that stuff, but I
looked for myself, and nowhere, but no-
where, in the four principal cities of Russia
did I see a car even closely resembling those
on display.

Leaving Moscow was like shedding a dirty
shirt, When we headed for the rallroad sta-
tion for our first jaunt by rail, it was like
washing your hands with a bar of good Amer-
ican soap—and in hot water.

The Red Arrow Express pulls out of Mos-
cow at midnight and arrives in Leningrad at
9 a.m. It is quite the plushiest train I ever
rode, Russians will tell you that it is Soviet
built, and since I saw no other evidence any-
where in the country that the Russians were
capable or willing to build a vehicle like this
one, I had to go along with the popular be=
lief that the Red Arrow is in reality Hitler’s
old personal train obtained in war repara-
tions.

The only diesel engine I saw in Russia—
save a miniature in Kharkov—pulled the Red
Arrow. It had speed aplenty, and I imagine
unusual comfort for a rough roadbed.
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Midnight snack

'Mid red velvet drapes, beautifully lac-
quered woodwork, glistening brass fittings,
we settled down as the express pulled out.
Then in walked a fat and squatty Russian
woman with caviar, sausage and cheese
sandwiches, beer or champagne, and rolls.
Moscow was lost in the darkness, and ahead
was Leningrad.

Daylight found me up, camera unfolded,
and shooting everything through an open
window. At the start of our trip, the Rus-
slan guides told us we were not to take pic-
tures from an alrplane or train, or of air-
ports and bridges. They promptly forgot the
admonition and we shot anything we wanted
to.

Leningrad was important because it was
here that we felt the distinct lessening of
Communist domination, at least, outwardly.
As we moved further from Moscow, this be-
came more and more pronounced. By the
time we reached Prague, Czechoslovakia,
Jeading satellite of the Russians, it had
practically disappeared. The Commies were
in control, no doubt of it, but on the surface
there was beginning to appear little sparks
of state pride, of individual thinking, of
an esprit de corps whose symbol was not
the hammer and sickle, nor the portrait of
Lenin, but instead, a wisp of freedom that
might someday bloom into a canopy of
liberty.

CHAPTER V. RUSSIAN EDUCATION BLIND MAN'S
BLUFF

Before visiting the Soviet Union, I had
read much about the Reds’ educational sys-
tem, and as a result, had gained a certain
respect for a program that was reported to
be turning out engineers and scientists like
an old dominicker hen hatches chicks. In
my mind’s eye, the Russians had scientists
and engineers growing on trees.

I pald particular attention to education
in the Soviet, from nursery to college, and
I think each phase is worthy of comment.

Ninety percent of Russlan women are
workers. They are employed in every type
of job from mixing concrete to repairing
streetcar tracks, from painting to running a
machine, from driving a bus to following a
plow. I saw them in all of these occupa-
tions—and more.

Start early

The Communists take over almost from
the instant a child is born. As quickly as
possible, a mother gets back to her job.
If she works in a bank, or a bakery, or a
factory, her employer furnishes a day nurs-
ery. These nurseries are well equipped and
staffed by qualified people. The mother
may choose to take her baby to and from
work each day, leaving the child in the
nursery. Or she may elect to place the child
in another type nursery which permits her
to take the youngster home on weekends.
There is still another type of nursery school
in which the child becomes a full-time resi-
dent and student. In this institution, the
parents visit the child periodieally, and for
all good purposes, hand over all responsibil-
ity for the child’s future to someone else.

I asked a young mother who had her
youngster only on weekends if she didn't
feel she was shirking a responsibility, if she
didn’t feel she was losing much of the pleas-
ure attached to having bables of her own.

“No,” she replied, “I think my child is
being cared for much better than I can care
for her. The people in charge of the nursery
are experts and are far better qualified to
train a child than I am.”

By the time Russian kids are 6 or 7 years
of age, they usually become members of the
Young Pioneers, a pre-Communist outfit
which corresponds to the age groups we have
in the Cub Scouts and Brownies. Next,
there comes membership in the Young Com-
munist League, and after that, membership
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in the party proper if it is sought and the
candidate is politically desirable. By this
time, a Russian youngster is in his or her
twenties, and oddly enough, not too much
importance is attached to becoming a full-
fledged member of the party.

No revolution

Many top Russians, while they go along
with party principles completely, are not
members simply because they do not want
to go to the extra trouble and work that
membership requires. Party leaders are not
concerned with a certain degree of laxity by
the people on this score. “Why should we
worry now?” one top Commie asked, “We've
had them for more than 20 years and if
they're not Communists at heart, mere mem-
bership won't change their attitude.” Most
Russians, after 20 or more years of having the
party line drummed into their senses at
every turn, are Communists at heart, and it
is my firm conviction that revolution in
Russia is as farfetched as it would be in the
United States.

I visited public school No. 57 in Kiev.
Thie city is the capital of the rich Ukraine,
often called the breadbasket of Russia.
Here, people are friendlier than in Moscow.
They seem to be a happier lot, and somewhat
removed from the constant pressure of party
activities which characterizes Moscow. This
atmosphere was predominant in public school
No. 57, an old school located in a better sec-
tion of Kiev.

The school was almost totally destroyed
by the Germans, and the administrator, Mrs.
Olga Matsinchuk, mother of three daughters,
discussed the rebullding of the school by its
teachers with a touch of bitterness toward
the Germans creeping into her remarks. She
said what the invaders didn’t ruin, they stole,
so the school had to be rebuilt from the
ground up.

Poorly equipped

There was a sort of stiff dignity clearly
visible on every hand. As I moved from one
classroom to another, the girls curtsied, the
boys snapped to attention and bowed stiffly.
I saw a physics and chemistry classroom.
There was hardly more equipment than bun-
sen burners and test tubes. In the mechani-
cal shop, there was a worn drill press, a small
lathe, several grinding wheels, a few vises,
files, and miscellaneous small handtools.
By the time I finished my trip through the
school, I had a pretty low opinion of Russian
education. Later, I met Dr. Rosella Linskie,
a former SMU teacher who is still in Russia
with a group of American teachers studying
in detail the entire Soviet school system.

Dr. Linskie confirmed what I had suspect-
ed: The so-called advanced Russian science
student is not even the equal of an American
high school general science student.

Public school No. 57 had 930 pupils in 10
grades generally coinciding with our elemen-
tary and high schools. There were 50
teachers handling 23 classes. All puplls study
Russian and mathematics for 10 years. Sev-
enty percent of them study English, The
school administrator earns 2,900 rubles per
month, or at 4 to 1, about $700 per month,
which is unusually high when compared with
similar responsibilities in other activities.
Teachers are paid by the hour, 8 to 15 rubles
per teaching hour, depending upon the sub-
ject. Average teacher earnings are from
1,000 to 1,800 rubles or from $250 to 450 per
month.

Lenin everywhere

Lenin's pictures and busts were all over
the place. Huge green plants lined the halls.
On the walls were bronze plagues setting
forth the rules of conduct. One room in par-
ticular Impressed me. This was the head-
quarters of the Young Ploneers, Here the
organization's leaders met to study and to
virtually worship before the shrine of a
former student, a teenage girl who fought
and was killed during the war. In glass cases
were some of her clothes, books, and pictures,
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Moscow University, when compared on a
realistic basls with our big American col-
leges, was no more impressive than public
school No. 67, But for bigness, the grand
manner, the flamboyant, it is something to
behold. The central tower of the massive
structure is almost 800 feet high. Four
smaller towers adorn the corners of the
building. There are 20 lecture rooms ac-
commodating 600 students each, and our
guide made much of the fact that each lec-
ture is tape-recorded and filed in the library.
No less than 113 speedy elevators serve the
17,000 students, 6,000 of whom reside in the
main building. The dormitory areas are very
plain. Each student is assigned a cubicle
amounting to B square meters. This is
something like a room 8 by 9 feet. The room
is comfortable, and down the hall is a com-
munity kitchen where meals may be pre-
pared. Otherwise a cafeteria is available.

Students are paid 300 rubles (875) per
month in their first year. The second year
they receive 350 rubles a month, and from
there on, bonuses may allow a student to
receive as much as 800 rubles per month,

Busy summer

Since I visited the university during the
vacation period, I cannot assume to know
very much about the courses. During the
summer, however, the school is a beehive of
activity with all sorts of special meetings.
On the day I was there, the Fourth Inter-
national Congress on Slavic Languages was
in session., Other special sessions included a
Congress on Refrigeration, and a Congress
on Astronomy.

My low estimate of the entire Russian
school system is the result of observation
and numerous discussions with Russian and
American teachers and students. I got the
idea the “Russkies” are playing a sort of
blindman's buff, and that back of highly
publicized facades of higher learning there
are numerous gaps. The Russians, as I
learned in many other activities, are past
masters at playing hop-ckip-and-jump. Edu-
cation is no exception, witness an incident I
experienced in Kiev where I met a young
woman medical student. She spoke halting
English but she finally got across the idea
that on the following Monday she would be
leaving school for 2 months to go to a nearby
collective farm to help get the harvest in.
Her entire class was going to forget the
scalpel and pick up the scythe for a time.
How many of our young doctors would con-
done such a practice, and how many of us
would want or expect them to?

CHAPTER VI. THE UNBURIED CORPSE

To understand the death sentence imposed
upon Christianity in Russia by the Commu-
nists, one must realize that the party has
been in power something over 40 years. For
a person to remember anything at all of the
land or its customs prior to the revolution,
he would have to be something like 50 years
of age. A prerevolution Christian, there-
fore, would be somewhere near 60. This ac-
counts for the fact that practically all peo-
Pple you see at a church service are elderly.

Rellgion in Russia, although existing un-
der a reprieve at the moment, is destined to
go the way of political freedom in the So-
viet. True, the Russians are permitted to
worship God, but for the first 20 years or so
of a Russian’s life, he has little opportunity
to be exposed to anything, certainly not re-
ligion, except communism—and communism
makes a mockery of Christ.

When the present elderly generation passes
into the shadows, religion will go with it un-
less a miracle occurs to give the youth of
Russia an opportunity to know about
Christianity.

Making no gains

A Russlan clergyman told me that religion
is not making any gains. Aside from the
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Government attitude of surface toleration
but undercover opposition, the acute hous-
ing situation forestalls any effort to increase
church accommodations. A materialistic
government refuses to recognize spiritual
needs while placing all emphasis on the
sheltering of physical bodies. As an ex-
ample, the Baptist Church in Moscow is the
country's leading Protestant institution.
This is a congregation of 4,000 members.

There are three Sunday services and three
during the week., At each service, two
preachers deliver two sermons, a 2-hour pro-
gram during which several hundred stand in
the cramped quarters.

The minister, Michael Zhidkov, was par-
tially trained at a Baptist school in London.
He said there are a half-million Baptists in
Russia using 5,300 churches. He said the
Moscow church has operated continuously for
80 years. There is an excellent choir of 100
volces. On the subject of government oppo-
sition, Minister Zhidkov admitted that the
Soviet Union teaches agalinst religion, and
that you cannot be a Baptist and party mem-
ber, too, as far as the party is concerned.
Reverend Zhidkov professed to be a Christian
in every sense of the word, yet when asked
about his feelings toward communism, he
saild he was In complete accord with the
party. Whether this was true, or he simply
sald so to prevent rousing the wrath of the
Commies, was debatable.

On the bus one day, during a lull in the
conversation, I bluntly asked our feminine
guide, “Galena, do you believe in God?”

“No,” she quickly replied. I drew another
negative answer when I asked if her mother
had been a Christian. “But my grandmother
believes in God,” she added. Galena said she
had never read the Bible. But I could de-
tect a trace of curiosity in this genial young
woman of good education. Finally, she had
to come out with it.

“What does your God look like?” Galena
asked.

What a question for a layman to ponder
when it is asked by an adult of intelligence
and honest intent.

I might have satisfied a child for the mo-
ment, but not this young woman. While I
groped for a proper explanation she hit me
with this one: *Where does your God live, up
in the sky?”

Answer needed

I thought about Bob Goodrich and MeLain
Smith and Tom Shipp, and wished that one
of those stalwarts could have been there
to back me up. I sure needed it—and this
girl so desperately needed an answer she
could understand and believe.

The situation in Czechoslovakia is not
nearly so gloomy. But there, nothing is
nearly as dismal as in Russia. A respon-
sible Czech Catholic told me ehe believed the
church was holding its own despite the fact
that Communist government was standing
the expense of church and cathedral over-
haul and paying the salaries of the preachers.
But how can a preacher or a priest be really
free if the Commies pay him?

Yes, barring a miracle, religion is doomed
in the land of the Reds. The oldsters are
taking the remaining vestiges with them,
and there is no second team of youngsters.

Russia in retrospect

After this series of articles was started,
the shortage of manpower became more
evident in Premier Khrushchev's modifica-
tion of the educational system. Full-time
schooling will now last only 7 or 8 years, with
high school students doing most of their
learning at night after working during the
day. A scant handful of high school grad-
uates known to be politically desirable will
go to college, and there, all but the very
elite will be required to hold full-time jobs
on the outside. Result: Most Russian boys
and girls will go to work when they are 14
or 16 and forget schooline.
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Savings gamble

Banking: Russian banks promote a unique
savings activity. Depositors agree to pool
their 3 percent interest, and at the end of
the year, hold a lottery on the pool—possible
to earn 100 percent on deposits If you're
lucky. A 3-percent bond issue recently ma-
tured but was deferred for 20 years with no
interest, a bank president told me. Reason:
The workers elected to leave the money in
the Government so that more new housing
could be built. There has never been a bank
holdup or robbery in Communist Russia.
Reason: Nothing to spend the money for,
and if there was, everybody knows what each
other makes and any unusual spending would
cause a man's neighbors to report him.

Divorce: In Leningrad, posting of divorce
intent is 4 years behind. I ran across one
family of four. A divorce would be granted
if the husband could find living gquarters
elsewhere. That was 3 years ago. The four
still live in two rooms, and he's still looking.

Jobs: A Russian can change jobs simply by
filing a 2 weeks’ notice. Few do, however,
because lack of transportation makes it im-
perative that a fellow stay put when he
has living quarters within walking distance
of his job. Practically all production jobs
pay a standard wage plus pilecewoork incen-
tives. Promotions are based on ability, not
geniority. Trade unions demand production,
often beyond rated capacity, and manage-
ment is not too keen for this because it
hampers maintenance shifts and increases
breakdowns. Doctors are permitted to ac-
cept private patlents in addition to carrying
on their soclalized practice.

Few atrcraft

The military: Nowhere did I see a military
plane in the air. There were 8 or 10 jets
on the Moscow parking ramp. Jets, DC-T's,
etc., are pulled out on the grass to wooden
workbenches where they are serviced without
protection from the elements. Countless
Russians told me, “Tell your Government
not to bomb us. We want no more war,
only peace.” I saw five halftracks dragging
shrouded artillery through Red Square, the
only evidence of military might observed in
5,000 miles of travel.

Conclusion: Russia is growing in spite of
its unwieldly, ponderous, wasteful and in-
efficient system, It bears continuous watch-
ing while we keep our own house in order.
Sputnik? The Germans did it for the Rus-
kies even as they played important roles in
developing the Amerlcan version. Afrald?
Never, and I'm convinced that the time is
now for the free world to draw the line
against communism—and hold it,

TRIEUTE TO ABRAHAM LINCOLN
AND TO HIS MOTHER, NANCY
HANKS, WHO WAS BORN IN WEST
VIRGINIA

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President and
Members of the Senate, in listening a few
minutes ago to the meaningful tribute by
Carl Sandburg to the memory of Abra-
ham Lincoln, I was made aware of the
peculiar significance of Lincoln ir the
State of West Virginia.

Over a span of 14 years I had the privi-
leze of represen.ing the congressional
district of West Virginia in which Nancy
Hanks, the mother of Abraham Lincoln,
was born. Her birthplace near Antioch,
in Mineral County, is revered as one of
our State's historic landmarks.

I am reminded of a quotation from a
column of the late Arthur Brisbane, pub-
lished on Lincoln’s birth anniversary on
February 12, 1936, in which he wrote:

Without Nancy Hanks there would have
been no Abraham Lincoln. This, his birth-
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day, i1s a good day to honor him and his
mother.

Indeed, Mr. President, it is appropriate
to remark that mothers have been the
inspiration of American leaders through-
out our country’s history. Mothers have
too often been the unapplauded molders
of men. They ask nothing for them-
selves, and in the making of this com-
ment I am thinking now of the modest
marker there on a hillside in West Vir-
ania. where the mother of Lincoln was

TT.

At the foot of another West Virginia
mountain not many miles away lies the
town of Hendricks where lived Karl
Myers, a poet laureate of my State—
then a young man who was crippled and
unable to walk. He composed and sent
me in 1936, when I was a Member of the
House of Representatives, truly touching
and moving lines of Abraham Lincoln.
His is verse which causes us not to think
of the yesterdays, but for a moment to
picture Lincoln as if he were a part of
the restless times in which we live.

The poem, called “If Abraham Lincoln
Could Talk to You,” is quoted as fol-
lows:

If Abraham Lincoln could talk to you

Over the radiophone tonight,

Could for a moment the veil step through,

Out of the silence and far skies bright,

Gentle and great as of old—what then,
Think you, the theme of his speech would
be?
Preachings, perchance, to the sons of man,
Muddled and restless, beyond the sea?

Haply a word on affairs of state,

Out of his storehouse of wisdom rare?
Maby a fling at the low birth rate?

Pleas for the virtues of days that were?

Making orations inspired and grave,
Think you the seconds he'd speed away,
Casting his pearls on the wireless wave
Unto all people and nations? Nay.

Somehow I fancy him standing here,
Knowing the heart of the world is sad,
Spinning a yarn of the yesteryear,
Telling a story to make us glad.

In this expressive poem, the late Karl
Myers caught the ever-living spirit of a
great American—one who was great not
so much because of the brilliance of his
mind but because of his gentleness, his
depth of understanding, his capacity for
service, his humility of heart, and his
guidance of those who needed a helping
hand.

PROPOSED CLOSING OF ATOMIC
ENERGY COMMIESION'S URANIUM
PROCESSING MILL AT MONTI-
CELLO, UTAH

Mr. MOSS. Mr. President, frugality
in Government has become the current
crusade in the Eisenhower administra-
tion. The President talks about it con-
stantly in his messages to Congress and
at his press conferences. His lieuten-
ants never lose an opportunity to echo
his sentiment. The size of the price tag
on any commodity the Government
buys—whether it is national survival or
airport safety-—seems more important
than what’'s inside the package.

I am not going to argue the soundness
of the administration’s economic philos-
ophy here. No one is more interested
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‘than I in reducing Government expendi-
tures or in assuring that the American
taxpayer gets value received for every
dollar spent. But in view of the ad-
ministration’s  dollar-counting-above=
all-else attitude, I want to call the atten-
tion of this body to an impending waste
in tax dollars by the executive branch of
the Government in my State of Utah
which I feel is indefensible.

As you know, Utah has been a center
for some years of a booming uranium
industry. At the time the Government
was seeking every ounce of uranium
available, the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion went into the uranium milling busi-
ness. One of the mills it erected was at
Monticello, Utah, which is located in
San Juan County, in the heart of the
uranium fields, and not far from the
famous four corners where Utah, Colo-
rado, Arizona, and New Mexico meet.

The mill became a leader in ore proc-
essing and assembled a staff well quali-
fled to handle an economic operation.
The town of Monticello assumed a heavy
bonded indebtedness to provide the nec-
essary facilities for the men, and their
families, who came to work in the mill,
and others who were attracted into the
area because of the uranium boom, be-
lieving that a significant portion of the
repayment would come from the taxes of
new residents.

Suddenly the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion has decided to get out of the ura-
nium milling business to turn it over to
private industry. I certainly do not dis-
agree with this objective—if private in-
dustry can do the job, it certainly should
be given the chance.

But—and here is where my quarrel is—
the Atomic Enery Commission has now
proposed to close the Monticello mill in
about 6 months, despite the fact that
the Standard Uranium Co., a private
concern with a wuranium mine near
Monticello, wants to buy the plant. Its
offer to buy is conditioned upon an agree-
ment with the AEC for purchase of an
adequate quantity of the company's ore
to justify an economic operation. Of
course, the AEC is the only customer who
legally may buy. The Commission has
been unwilling so far to sell the Monti-
cello mill on these terms, and salvage for
the taxpayer as many of the dollars
which went into its construction as pos-
sible, arguing that previous commit-
ments make it impossible to give the
company the necessary uranium oxide
contracts.

This is surprising to me, because the
AEC is constantly signing new contracts
with other mills built recently, or which
are now under construction or expand-
ing, Nine new uranium mills, built by
private companies which hold Atomic
Energy Commission contracts for the de-
livery of concentrates, went into delivery
in 1958. Other new mills are now being
built in Nevada, New Mexico, and Wyo-
ming.

This is hard for the people of Monti-
cello to understand. It is even harder
for them to follow the line of AEC rea-
soning which results in the type of story
which appeared in the Salt Lake Tribune
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on February 5. An official of the Lucky
Mec Uranium Corp. announced that the
Atomic Energy Commission would short-
1y modify its agreement with the com-
Ppany, and increase from 833 tons to 1,000
tons a day the amount of uranium oxide
it is buying from its Lucky Mec mill in
Wyoming.

Nor, with the millmen about to lose
their jobs, and the city fathers and busi-
ness concerns deeply concerned about
the impact on the city’s economy of the
loss of a substantial slice of the city’s
buying power, can the people of Monti-
cello read without wineing, reports such
as the one carried in the Salt Lake Trib-
une on February 4 about the contracts
the Government has signed with South
Africa to buy uranium concentrates from
that area through 1966 or 1967.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the Recorp at
this point copies of two columns by Rob-
ert W. Bernick in the Salt Lake Tribune
which relate to the comments I have just
made.

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered to be printed in the REcorb,
as follows:

[From the Salt Lake Tribune, Feb. 4, 1959]
‘Werst MiNERs HEAR Darx U-Ore NEWS
(By Robert W. Bernick)

The western miner can quit worrying
about whether the U.S. Government has
irrevocably obligated itself to buy uranium
concentrates from South Africa past March
31, 1962, while starving exploration in this
country.

It has.

In fact, the fantastic deal handed the big
gold producers in South Africa for their ura-
nium all but beggars description.

And it has laid the groundwork for a huge
complex of uranium production based on
byproducts recovery from gold mining which
with native labor will produce the world’s
lowest cost fissionable material.

That these fissionable materials will one
day come back to haunt not only the domes-
tic mine's struggles for a free market but
becomes & lever In international politics
seems Inevitable.

According to Canada’s Northern Miner, the
United States guarantees purchase of ura-
nium concentrates from South African
sources through contracts which extend
through 1966 and 1967.

It is interesting, but hardly unusual on
the part of Washington, D.C., these days, that
the American government offers foreigners
contracts for a longer period than that of-
fered its own tax-paying citizens.

(We are now paying $11.75 a pound for
South African uranium concentrates against
an average price of $9.66 a pound for ura-
nium produced in Western United States.
The price for U.S, producers after March 31,
1962, is $8 a pound. AEC has never told
the American people what price it will pay
for concentrates from South Africa. But
as the existing contracts run through 1967,
there's reason to believe the price-cost dis-
parity will increase, rather than decrease.)

The United States and British Govern-
ments not only have issued the long term,
high priced guarantees to the gold producers
for their uranium.

Through loans from these two Govern-
ments, the blg British and South African
controlled gold firms have built some 67 mil-
lion pounds (sterling) worth of plants (17
separate ones), including a 9 million pounds
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sulphuric acid plant used in reduction of
uranium.

With Monticello uranium mill closing, ex~
ploration ended in the domestic fields and
the AEC demanding lower costs and lower
prices in the United States for reason of
“economy,” there is but one word for the
foreign program of the Commission: Tragedy.

[From the Salt Lake Tribune, Feb. 8, 1959]
Luvcky Mc Recorps WryominNg U-GaiNs
(By Robert W. Bernick)

The Lucky Mec Uranium Corp. Wednesday
reported $3,161,482 net profit on sales of
$9,115,438 in uranium concentrates from its
Gas Hills District, Wyoming, uranium mill
for 6 months ended December 31, 1958.

Allen D. Christensen, San Francisco,
president, said in an interim report to share-
holders:

“We expect to announce shortly a modifi-
cation of our agreement with the Atomic
Energy Commission for sale of uranium ox-
ide through the year 1966, which will require
the operation of the Lucky Mc mill at the
rate of approximately 1,000 tons daily.

“Our present contract calls for an op-
erating rate of 833 tons a day through March
81, 1962. Successful conclusion of the con-
tract modification will assure continued
earnings of the corporation through 1966.

In the interim financial statement, the
executive disclosed that in the last quarter
1958, Lucky Mc paid $1,148,000 on bank loans
(for construction of the mill, ete.), reducing
the outstanding balance to $7,352,000.

The net profit figures are after estimated
taxes and operating costs but before de-
pletion, They include application of pre-
vious year's loss (start up) of one and six-
tenths million dollars.

Mr, Christensen said the "operating re-
sults” during the term of the report were
“gratifying, with sales and profits exceeding
the previous quarter's results, due primarily
to a combination of processing higher grade
ores and achieving improved metallurgical
recoveries ™

“Although the tonnage of ores fed to pro-
cessing decreased 7 percent when compared
to the previous quarter, the production of
uranium oxide contained in concentrate in-
creased 12 percent with 550,000 pounds of
U= shipped.”

Because of contract modifications imposed
during 1958, he estimated that third quarter
production should be off about 25 percent
from second quarter rate.

Mr. MOSS. I also ask unanimous
consent to have printed a letter I di-
rected to Hon. John A. McCone, Chair-
man of the Joint Atomic Energy Com-
mission, on this matter, as it gives con-
siderably more information on it, par-
ticularly on the impact of the Monticello
economy of the closing of the uranium
processing mill, and on the very minor
adjustments in the AEC buying pro-
grams which would be required to ac-
commodate the relatively small Monti-
cello operation.

There heing no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

FEBRUARY 2, 1959.
Hon. JoHN A. McCoNE,
Chairman, Atomic Energy Commission,
Washingion, D.C.

DeAr CHAIRMAN McConEe: I am writing in
further reference to the proposed closing of
the Commission’s uranium processing mill at
Monticello, Utah. -

I have been informed that the Standard
Uranium Co., with headquarters at Monti-
cello, has reaffirmed its offer to purchase the
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Government-owned mill if the AEC will
agree to contract for an adequate guantity
of the company’'s ore to justify the oper-
atlon economically. Since the Monticello
mill is a small one, and contributes only a
minor percentage of the uranium concen-
trate which the Commission buys (2 percent
of the total domestic and forelgn U** pur-
chased in 1958 and an anticipated 1 percent
in 1959) it would require only & slight read-
justment in the present purchase programs
to keep the Monticello mill in operation.
Surely there is enough elasticity in these
programs to allow for an adjustment of this
type.

It is very difficult to understand all as-
pects of the administration of the uranium-
milling and ore-buying programs. The Com-
misslon appears to have taken the position
that it is time for the Government to get
out of the uranium business, and that pri-
vate industry should take it over, I do
not quarrel with this position—I commend
it. But I do quarrel most emphatically with
a policy which assures confracts to the many
new private uranium processing mills which
are being constructed throughout the West
while at the same time the Commission con-
templates closing a mill now in smooth oper-
ation which private industry wants to buy,
and the purchase of which would return to
the UB. Treasury thousands of taxpayers'
dollars.

In view of the announced closing of the
Monticello mill because of decreased need
I was somewhat surprised to read a state-
ment made recently by Mr. Allan E. Jones,
manager of the AEC Grand Junction office,
at a meeting of industry leaders there, and
reported in the Daily Sentinel, of Grand
Junction, Colo. Mr. Jones declared that the
most urgent job before the AEC was to pro-
ceed with milling contracts for the final
expansions in Wyoming, Texas, the Colorado
Front Range, and the Dakota lignites.

I understand that AEC has promised con-
tracts to new mills in these areas because
people there have relled on AEC announce-
ments. It seems to me that the people of
Monticello, Utah, are entitled to the same
consideration. The Monticello mill is a
leader in the fleld of ore processing and
has well-qualified personnel to continue eco-
nomical operations. Standard Uranium has
over a million tons of ore in the area ready
for milling,

Completely apart from the responsibility
the Commission has to keep a well-estab-
lished mill in operation and to realize the
most to the taxpayers for each tax dollar
spent, the Federal Government has a re-
sponsibility to the citizens of Monticello.
‘With no intimation that their uranium-proc-
essing mill was to be closed down, the city
has undertaken a heavy bonded indebtedness
and incurred other obligations In an effort
to expand facllities for the growing popula-
tion brought into this area by the uranium
boom generally and the ore-processing mill
specifically. Loss of the mill employees and
their familles, their purchasing power, and
their tax money, will impose an extra finan-
cial burden on the remainder of the commu-~
nity. I am also very much concerned about
the individual problems of the men who will
lose their jobs, and of their wives and
families.

I feel very strongly, therefore, that the
Commission should give full and sympathetic
consideration to the offer from the Standard
Uranium Co. to purchase the Monticelln
uranium-proecessing mill.

Sincerely,
Frank E. Moss.

Mr. MOSS. Mr. President, Monticello
is a small city in a sparsely settled sec=
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tion of Utah, but if the closing of its
uranium mill is typical of the brand of
economy this administration is practic-
ing, then I believe this body has a right
to question the soundness—and the sin-
cerity—of that economy program.

TWELVE KEY DATES IN OREGON
HISTORY AS STATE CELEBRATES
100 YEARS OF STATEHOOD

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President, on
Saturday, Oregon celebrates 100 years of

statehood. Centennial observances will -

take place throughout the State on Feb-
ruary 14, 1959. These festivities mark
more than a local holiday. They are rec-
ognition of the growth and achievement
of a people drawn together originally by
the invisible line of a political boundary
and held together by the common pur-
pose of a better life.

Oregon's history is studded with signi-
fieant dates—important to the State and
to the Nation. Today, I wish to list 12
periods in the chronology of our country
in which Oregon played a vital role. Se-
lection of these years was made for me
by Thomas Vaughan, scholarly and able
executive director of the Oregon Histori-
cal Society and editor of our Oregon His-
torical Quarterly.

This brief timetable—covering nearly
200 years—cannot reveal the great depth
of Oregon’s contribution to the strength-
ening of the Union. The dates are
merely historical headstones—recording,
but not evaluating progress. During the
forthcoming centennial year, I intend to
speak further in the Senate regarding
my State’s rich social heritage and its
liberal leadership in political reform.

Mr. President, I am proud to serve the
people of Oregon as a TU.S. Senator.
These events—which reveal my native
State’s development from wilderness to
complex agricultural and industrial so-
ciety—are one essential reason for that
pride.

First, 1778, Capt. James Cook sailed
along the northwest coast to the Arctic
Ocean and entered Nootka Harbor—Van-
couver Island. He and his men pur=-
chased sea otter furs from Indians which
brought great returns in China, and word
spread by mouth and by publication of
his journals after the expedition’s return
to England.

Second, 1792, Robert Gray, out of Bos-
ton, entered the Columbia River and
named it for his ship Columbia; George
Vancouver, British commander then off
coast to settle the Nootka controversy,
received Gray's map of entrance to the
river from the Spanish commander,
Quadra, and sent Broughton to explore
the river. The latter reached a point
just east of Troutdale, discovering the
mouth of the Willamette.

Third, 1803-06, Louisiana Purchase,
1803, and Lewis and Clark exploring ex-
pedition, 1804 to 1806, sent to explore
overland for first commercial route to
Pacific Ocean by President Thomas
Jefferson.

Fourth, 1811-12, establishment of
Fort Astoria, Astor's fur-trading post at
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the mouth of the Columbia, by a sea
party arriving on the Tonguin; arrival
of overland party under Wilson Price
Hunt; dispatches sent from Astoria car-
ried by Robert Stuart over most of Ore-
gon Trail route, including South Pass,
1812.

Fifth, 1834, Nathaniel Wyeth's second
expedition to the Oregon country, for the
purpose of establishing a trade in furs,
salmon, supplies; built Fort Hall, later an
important stop on the Oregon Trail.
Accompanying Wyeth to Oregon on this
trip were Jason Lee and other missionary
helpers who established a mission in the
Willamette Valley, an important focal
point for American interest in settle-
ment.

Sixth, 1843-45, provisional government
established by American settlers in Wil-
lamette Valley.

Seventh, 1846, treaty between the
United States and Great Britain settled
northern boundary of Oregon country at
49°, including Columbia River mouth
and Puget Sound.

Eighth, 1848-49, bill creating Oregon
Territory, passed by Congress in 1848,
went into effect in Oregon in 1849 with
arrival of Gov. Joseph Lane in March.
Gold discovered in California in 1848
was important in stimulating interest
in the west coast and in bringing pros-
perity and medium of exchange to Ore-
gon farmers and merchants, economic
independence of the Hudson’s Bay Co.

Ninth, 1859, Oregon became 33d State
of the Union on eve of Civil War.

Tenth, 1883, with the completion of
the Northern Pacific Railroad, by the
Columbia water-grade route to Portland,
Oreg., and the rest of the Pacific North-
west obtained first direct transcontinen=
tal railroad connection.

Eleventh, 1902-12, passage of various
parts of “Oregon System” including
initiative and referendum, reeall, direct
election of U.S. Senators, and so forth.

Twelfth, 1937, Bonneville Dam, first
step in harnessing of the great Colum-
bia River, completed with unique facil-
ities to provide for valuable migratory
salmon.

On February 14, 1959, the State with
this rich tradition and history achieves
the centennial of its statehood in the
American Union.

I should like to add that I am par-
ticularly grateful there are present in
the Chamber today distinguished Sen-
ators from such States as Montana and
Idaho which at the time of the creation
of the Oregon country were included in
parts of this great area known as Ore-
gon.

DEATH OF GEN. WILLIAM J. DONO-
VAN

Mr. EKEFAUVER. Mr. President,
America has lost one of its most dedi-
cated Americans in the passing of Maj.
Gen. William J. Donovan.

I knew General Donovan, and visited
in his offices many times. His briefings
for Senators and Representatives were
always patient and helpful.
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His record of service to his country is
a proud chapter in our history. He was
truly a soldier statesman, a kind man,
but firm in his beliefs and decisions.

Most newspapers published thought-
ful editorials relative to the life, char-
acter, and achievements of General
Donovan. I ask unanimous consent
that one of these editorials, entitled
“General Donovan's Distinguished Ca-
reer,” published in the New York Herald
Tribune of February 9, 1959, be printed
in the Recorp at this point as a part of
my remarks.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REecorbp,
as follows:

GENERAL DONOVAN'S DISTINGUISHED CAREER

“wWild Bill" Donovan gained his nickname
by reason of his courage as a major with
the Fighting 69th in World War I. It stuck
with him all through his life, even when he
was a distinguished lawyer, arguing cases be-
fore the Supreme Court of the United States.
Republican candidate for Governor of New
York; commander of the Office of Strateglc
Services during World War II; Ambassador
to Thalland at a critical time in southeast
Asia; or performing any of his other almost
countless public services under five Presi-
dents. His death in Washington at 76 ends
a career whose variety was surpassed only by
its usefulness.

Gen. Willlam J. Donovan’s contributions to
his country can be measured in the fact that
he was the only man to have held the Medal
of Honor, the Distingulshed Service Cross,
the Distinguished Service Medal, and the
National Security Medal, which may be ac-
counted as the Nation’s four highest decora-
tlons. Yet deep though his patriotism ran,
it never ran narrow. He was one of the first
Americans of national stature to sense the
growing mensace of fasclsm, and he went to
Ethiopia in 1832 and to Spain in 1937 to
ohserve its march at firsthand. In the same
way, he became a stalwart in the battle
against the advances of international com-
munism; in 1856 he organized one of the
most successful campaigns for financial aid
to Hungarians who had rebelled against the
Soviets,

Probably it was as head of the OSS that
most of his countrymen knew General Dono-
van. Yet this was only the summit of a
career that had already seen important serv-
ices as an Assistant Attorney General, a can-
didate for high office, a diplomatic observer,
and a famous lawyer. In the OSS he organ-
ized a secret army which performed wvital
intelligence, analytical, and espionage func-
tions that contributed mightily to the Allied
victory. Much of the OSS story is still un-
told, but it is not too much to say that
General Donovan created America’s first
worldwide secret intelligence force.

A warm friend as well as a devoted citizen,
General Donovan could look back as few
men can upon years of aspiration matched
by achievement. Winston Churchill, com-
menting upon a factfinding trip by General
Donovan in the Balkans and the Middle East
in 1940, summed up the man when he said,
“He has carried with him throughout an
animating, heartwarming flame.” It was a
flame that burned brightly throughout his
life.

PARTICIPATION IN PUBLIC
AFFAIRS
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, I am
very grateful for the expression of my
colleague, the distinguished Senator
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from Alaska [Mr. GrueENING] by insert-
ing my speech in the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp on the subject of “The Business
Man in Public Affairs.” In thinking of
the participation of people generally in
public affairs, I should like to ask my
colleagues to listen for a few minutes as
I recall that during the 1958 campaign
I visited a friend who was 97 years of
age. He is Charles L, Watkins, who had
been an active businessman until 8 or 9
years prior to my having been privileged
to visit him last year. He is a semi-

_ invalid. When I talked with Mr. Wat-

kins, he told me that he had never failed
to cast his ballot. In other words, he had
voted consecutively for 76 years, never
missing an election and the use of his
franchise of {freedom in muniecipal,
county, State, and Federal elections.

I feel that we have a symbol of the
finest citizenship in Charles L. Watkins,
a man now almost 98, who told me—and
I repeat it to my colleagues now: “It has
been a privilege to participate in the
processes of government.”

Yes; I shall always remember that he
said: “If the weather is good on primary
election day I'll roll myself in this wheel-
chair to the polling place. If the weather
is bad, I'll do what I once did, I'll call
the ambulance but I'll be there with my
ballot.”

We shall never lose our democracy by
default as long as we have citizens such
as Charles Watkins.

THE DOMESTIC MINERALS
INDUSTRY

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. President, on Sat-
urday, February 7, the distinguished jun-
ior Senator from Utah [Mr. Moss] was
the principal speaker at the 62d annual
National Western Mining Conference,
held in Denver, Colo.

The Senator pointed out the basic fal-
lacy in the administration's program, or,
more accurately, lack of program, for the
mining industry. This administration
program for mining, as is everything else,
is an abject obeisance to the concept of
a balanced budget. The administra-
tion does not take into account the fact
that if there are no mines operating,
there will be no taxes paid by the mining
industry, and hence a balanced budget
is a dangerous fallacy with respect to
sustaining our country’s self-sufficiency
in the basic minerals so necessary to our
security in both peace and war.

At the same time, the junior Senator
from Utah set forth the broad outline of
an affirmative plan to sustain our domes-
tic minerals industry and to give it the
necessary stability. His program was
reported in some detail by the two Den-
ver newspapers, the Post and the Rocky
Mountain News.

In view of the fact that legislation put-
ting into effect the program proposed by
the Senator from Utah will shortly be
introduced, I ask unanimous consent
that :these reports of the Senator’s re-
marks appear in the body of the Recorp
at this point.
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There being no objection, the press re-
ports were ordered to be printed in the
REcCoORD, as follows:

[From the Rocky Mountain News, Feb. 8,
1959

SENATOR MosSs AsSKS PLAN AIDING FALTERING
MINING INDUSTRY

A proposal to stabilize the economics of
the mining industry by special legislation
similar to the Sugar Act, which sets up both
domestic and foreign import quotas, is un-
der study in Washington.

U.S. Senator FraNE E. Moss, Democrat
Utah, main speaker at the annual “Sowbelly
Dinner” of the National Western Mining Con-
ference at the Shirley-Savoy Hotel, told
about the plan Saturday night.

Moss sald he has discussed the plan with
U.S. Senator James A. MurraY, Democrat,
Montana, chairman of the Senate Interior
and Insular Affairs Committee, and added:

“Chalrman MurraY and I are in agreement
that there should be, in the interest of na-
tional security, in the interest of employ-
ment in the metal and mineral mines of
this Nation, and in the interest of the min-
ing industry in general,” a staff study on
the plan.

Moss said Congressmen are concerned that
metals lost ground in 1958, and charged the
administration is more concerned with in-
come and a balanced budget than it is with
helping a sick industry.

“The cutlook Is discouraging, but the fu-
ture is not entirely hopeless,” he declared.

[From the Denver Post, Feb. 8, 1059]
Utan SENATOR URcES SuBsiny ror US. MINES
(By Jim Ritchie)

Senator Franx E. Moss (Democrat, of
Utah), told the 62d annual National Western
Mining Conference in Denver, Saturday
night, that the Elsenhower administration is
more interested in balancing the budget than
helping the distressed mining industry.

Moss spoke to more than 1,300 miners who
ate pork and beans at the annual Sowbelly
Dinner, which traditionally is the eclosing
event of the 3-day mining meeting.

Gov. Steve McNichols, Mayor Will F. Nichol-
son, Senator Gorpon Arvorr (Republican, of
Colorado), Representatives WAYNE ASPINALL
(Democrat), and J. Encar CHENOWETH (Re-
publican), both of Colorado, and STEWART L.
UparL (Democrat, of Arizona), were among
the dignitaries attending.

URGES OFFICIAL STUDY

Moss told the meeting he will urge Con-
gress to study legislation to grant direct sub-
sidies to the domestic mining industry. “A
study of such legislation would be in the
national interest,” he said.

“The peacetime economy cannot be
healthy without a plentiful supply of min-
erals at a reasonable price,” he said.

He attacked a speech Friday in which
Elmer Bennett, Under Secretary of the Inte-
rior, told the convention that the most im-
portant problem facing the Nation was infla-
tion. To prevent inflation the United States
must maintain a balanced budget, Bennett
contended.

Moss charged that Bennett implied that if
the budget was to be kept balanced “then
there is little or no ald to be given to the
sick mineral industry.”

“I fervently agree with the commendable
objective of balancing the budget, but I must
point out that a sick mining industry, pay-
ing little or no income tax to the Federal
Government is not in a very good position
to help keep Federal revenues up,” Moss said.

He recommended a study to determine if
it is advisable for Congress to enact legisla-
tion patterned after the Sugar Act to assure
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at all times domestic production of major
minerals and metals.

SUGAR ACT CITED

The Sugar Act provides for Government
payments to domestic producers as an effort
to maintaln a sugar industry in the United
States.

During 1958, the mining industry lost
ground, and the future ocutlook is “discour-
aging, but not entirely hopeless,” Moss told
the miners. He said that last year production
of copper was down 10 percent, lead and
zinc were off 23 percent, and gold and silver
reached the lowest production level since
1948.

“We must dedicate ourselves to a course of
action that will wring employment out of
unemployment, profits out of red ink, and
smiles out of despair in the mining indus-
try.” Moss sald.

While the miners were staging their stag
dinner at the Lincoln Room of the Shirley-
Bavoy Hotel, their wives held the annual
“Sour Belle” dinner at the Brown Palace
Hotel.

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR GREEN

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, 1
week ago many of his colleagues rose in
the Senate to praise the senior Senator
from Rhode Island, THEopore FRANCIS
GRreEN, and to express their admiration
for his wisdom and strength of character
in relinquishing the chairmanship of the
Foreign Relations Committee.

On Wednesday, February 11, 1959, the
Providence Journal, a Rhode Island
newspaper, published a letter to the ed-
itor entitled “An Associate Praises Sen-
ator GrReEEN's Resignation.”

The author of the letter, Mr. Gordon
F. Harrison, chief clerk and counsel of
the Senate Committee on Rules and Ad-
ministration, has written a stirring and
beautiful tribute recounting the selfiess,
courageous, and continuing service and
loyalty the distinguished Senator from
Rhode Island has given to his State and
to his country.

I ask unanimous consent to have print-
ed in the Recorp, at the conclusion of
my remarks, the letter which was printed
in the Providence Jeurnal.

There being no objeetion, the letter to
the editor was ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

AN AssOCIATE PRAISES SENATOR GREEN'S

RESIGNATION

I have been a friend and associate of Sen-
ator GrReEeN throughout my life—first as a
neighbor on John Street, then in the Rhode
Island State House, next as his legislative
assistant during his first 4 years as a Senator
in Washington, and eventually in my present
capacity as chief clerk and counsel of the
Senate Commitiee on Rules and Administra-
tion, which began under his chairmanship.

I have had a unique opportunity to evalu-
ate this truly distinguished statesman. On
countless past occasions he has, by word and
act, proven himself more than worthy of
the confidence, esteem, and affection of the
people of Rhode Island.

On Friday, January 30, however, he reached
a summit. Itlsin the focus of my long asso=-
ciation that the real significance of his res-
ignation as chairman of the Senate Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations gains perspective. I
would like to indulge this brief opportunity
to share with you and your readers my im-
pressions of that incident.
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It is unnecessary to detail the tremendous
workload and awesome responsibilities which
beset the Senate Committee on Foreign Re-
lations amid the international complexities
of today's world. Indeed, from the very in-
ception of the Senate itself, the committee's
influence has placed it in a rank second to
none. Membership on the committee is a
coveted honor, and almost never has a Sen-
ator gained a place thereon early in his
legislative career.

SBenator GREEN is an exception. Within a
year of his coming to Washington, by reason
of his broad background of foreign travel,
languages, and interests, he was appointed to
membership. In the two decades which fol-
lowed—through war and peace—he devotedly
applied himself to every committee assign-
ment. It was only natural that he should
entertain the hope of one day being chair-
man. No one ever deserved the elevation
in greater degree. Perhaps no one ever
worked harder to obtain it, or desired it more.
It is only in that perspective that the quality
of his action in resigning can best be
appraised.

I remember when, a few months ago, Sen-
ator Green found it necessary to wear a
hearing ald for the first time. He adopted
the appendage reluctantly but cheerfully.
When, last fall, he underwent eye surgery
to remove an impairment to his vision, he
realized the added handicap he would bring
to his arduous labors as chairman. It was
back then that he set the course which, in
his wisdom, he knew he would follow.

If I have learned anything from a lifetime
of assoclation with Senator GreEEw it is that
he keeps his own counsel, makes his own
decisions, and has the fortitude to stand
by them. In so doing he is swayed neither
by the banal bleatings of sycophants nor
by the spurious dribble of detractors.

Therefore, let there be no mistake about
Senator GrReEEN's motivation for resigning his
chairmanship. In the simple, straight-
forward eloguence of his letter of resignation
he made it clear that he based his decision
on what “would be best for my country, for
the United States Senate, and for the Senate
Committee on Foreign Relations itself.”

‘While it 1s true that the chairmanships of
S:znate committees sometimes go to older
and less vigorous Senators under the time-
honored seniority rule—chairmen do not
resign! It is one apart from all the rest who
can graciously assess the proportion of bedily
frailties and the demands of duty and then
relinquish the position that he, through long
years of dedicated accomplishments, had
rightly earned.

To relinquish its powers and prestige, to
leave when for 24 hours the leader of the
Senate and the entlre membership of your
committee have entreated you to stay, to
step aside when the decision 1s yours alone—
takes rare humility and herolc courage. It
is the type of declsion that makes a man
first seek counsel with his Creator and then
make the judgment entirely by himself.
Senator GreEN’s cholice was hard and lone-
some. Lesser men would have succumbed to
stubborness, vanity or self-deceptlon.

On January 30 an act of undiluted states-
manship took place in the Nation’s Capitol.
If any in the huge crowd gathered in the cor-
ridor outside the louvered doors of the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee room came
to see the exlt of a tired old man, they stayed
to see instead the majestic emergence of a
mighty patriot. In the warm smile he dis-
played for the avid photographers, in the
gentle candor of his answer to the leaders
of the Nation's press there assembled, in the
dignity and selflessness of his person—Sen=-
ator GREEN stood a tall American! Rhode
Islanders can be very proud of their senior
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Senator. On Priday, January 30, he touched
the fringe of immortality!
GorpoN F. Harrisow,

Chief Clerk and Counsel, Senate Com-~
mittee on Rules and Adminisira-
tion.

WasHINGTON, D.C.

HISTORY OF THE EXPORT-IMPORT
BANK OF WASHINGTON

. Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, to=-
day marks the 25th anniversary of the
founding of the Export-Import Bank of
Washington and in recognition of that
fact I ask unanimous consent to have
published at this point in the Recorb,
as a part of my remarks, a press release
prepared by the Bank reviewing its
history.

There being no objection, the release
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

The Exzport-Import Bank of Washington
today completed 25 years of operations in
support of United States oversea trade.

While providing direct assistance to U.S,
exporters in cooperation with private banks
and financial institutions, the Bank became
the first public agency, either national or
international, to arrange credits for large-
scale economic development throughout the
world.

The Bank was founded February 12, 1034,
with a capitalization of $11 million. Today
it is authorized to have loans and guarantees
outstanding at any one time of §7 biilion.

In 25 years the Bank has authorized over
$10 billion in some 1,600 individual credits;
disbursed over $6.6 billion (an additional
$1.6 billion is committed for disbursements);
collected $3.3 billion in repayments; earned
gross profit of $997.6 million; pald $438 mil~
lion to the U.S. Treasury as interest and divi-
dends; paid all administrative expenses out
of earnings; charged off losses of $2.9 million;
retained net profits of $536 million as re-
serves; and encouraged more than $1 billion
in private investment abroad.

The Export-Import Bank made its first
credits for economlic development abroad in
the late 1830s and has continued making
these credits, elther to private borrowers or
to governments, for more than 20 years.
Most of the various programs for economic
development have followed in general the
path piloneered originally by the Export-
Import Bank.

In Africa, Asia, Europe, Latin America,
and Oceania, the Bank has assisted the de-
velopment of steel mills; iron, copper, ni-
trate, manganese, and uranium mining;
electric power Installations; cement mills;
fertilizer plants; chemical plants; innumer-
able types of industrial plants; large-scale
irrigation projects; highways; ports; and
public works. The immediate result of these
credits has been to provide hundreds of
thousands of orders for U.S. industries
throughout the country and many millions
of hours of employment for American work-
ers. In addition, these projects have re-
sulted in economic growth abroad which has
permanently expanded U.S. overseas markets,

Throughout its 25 years the Bank has
maintained a flexible lending policy designed
to meet changing conditions of world trade
incident to a world economic depression, a
world war, and a period of reconstruction
and development. It has done so within the
three basic concepts which Congress has
written into its governing statutes: To “aid
in financing and to facilitate exports and
im and exchange of commedities” be-
tween the United States and other countries;
to “supplement and encourage and not com-
pete with private capital”; and to make loans
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that shall “in the judgment of the Board
of Directors offer reasonable assurance of
repayment.”

In addition to its loans running into bil-
lions for economic development projects, the
Bank has made hundreds of small loans to
assist sales abroad of individual pieces of
equipment, has lent approximately $1 billion
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to finance export sales of U.S. cotton (among
other commodities), and has made various
types of balance of payments credits to assist
other governments in maintaining essential
trade relations with the United States.

The Export-Import Bank has actively en=
couraged new private investment abroad.
Since 1952, the earliest year for which com-
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plete statistics are avallable, credits by the
Bank have resulted in concurrent loans and
participations and equity investment by
U.8. private interests in excess of §880 mil-
lion without guarantee from Eximbank,

A summary of the Bank’s lending opera-
tlons from February 12, 1934, through
February 11, 1959, inclusive, follows:

Export-Import Bank of Waskington—Summary of loans Feb. 12, 193/—Feb. 11, 1959, inclusive

Alrica Asla Canada Europe Latin America Oceania Other Total
Authorized e iy £235, 631, 715. 41 |$2, 016, 503, 010. 63 |$375, 738, 000. 00 [$3, 735, 772, 518. 55 |$3, 668, 460, 351.76 | $23, 932, 775.03 | $13, 157, 088. 73 |$10, 060, 205, 370. 11
Taken over others at the
own risl:._,jr .................. 3, 742, 535, 50 127,105, 40807 | oo oiaeasmnn 187, 796, 590. 56 a5, 601, 012. 25 - 354, 245, 636, 47
(8} Jed - 2 B, 421, 090, 25 811, 03¢, 503. 86 | 192, 556, 563. 89 233, 850, 177. 34 673, 039, 759, 82 4, 750. C00. 00 8,775, 000. 00 1, 432, 424, 004. 16
Disbursed - 196,172, 434. 71 | 1,122, 988, 206. 56 | 183, 1581, 436. 11 | 2, 704, 682, 432. 77 | 2, 360, 118, 350. 44 19, 073, 253. 15 4, 382, (098,73 6, 656, 508, 302. 47
“ 59, 874, 670. 04 601, 478, 968. 10 | 183, 163, 582. 11 | 1, 341, 525,230. 85 | 1,009, 710, 795. 50 6, 575, 583, 25 4,382,008,73 | 3,296,710, 937.76
--| 136,297, 755. 67 431. 500, 328. 37 17,854. 00 | 1, 423, 157, 201. 92 | 1, 356, 407, 554. 85 12, 497, 669. 90 3, 350, 887, 364. 71
Undisbursed authorizations. . = 27, 204, 745, 86 455,379,012, 14 |- ocaoaciiaas 540, 443, 317. 88 583, 710, 220. 25 109, 521. 88 |- 1, 625, 937, 427. 01
Undisbursed anthorlzations plus
gutstand.l.n,g lcam._,._‘_-.i_).-. -| 163, 502, 501. 53 886, 888, 040. 51 17, 854. 00 | 1,972, 600, 519. 80 | 1,060,117, 784.10 | 12,007,101 78 |.ccccacacacac-- 4, 985, 824, 791. 72

NorE.—Amounts are cumulative from establishment of Bank, Feb. 12, 1934, ““‘Other” denotes rest of world and eredits which cannot be identified with any particular area.

Undishursed authorizations plns outstanding loans
Lending authority assigned to insurance program......

alance uncommitted lending authority of Bank

Total lending authority of Bank .

$4, 085, 824, 791. 72
1 50, 000, 000. 00
1,964, 175, 208. 28

7, 000, 000, 000. 00

1$2,535,110.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, has
morning business been concluded?

The PRESIDING OFFICER
Moss in the chair).
morning business?
business is concluded.

Mr. McNAMARA. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Secretary will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. McNAMARA. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

(Mr.
Is there further
If not, morning

ILLNESS OF SECRETARY OF STATE
DULLES

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr. President, be-
fore I proceed to the remarks which I
intend to make on the German situation,
I wish to say that I am deeply distressed
by the news of the illness of the Secre-
tary of State,

The duties of the Secretary of State
are just about the most exacting and
strenuous in the Government, not ex-
cluding the Presidency. The intellectual
demands of the job are enormous. The
physical demands are appalling. For
years, Secretary Dulles has borne up un-
der them without complaint. His stam-
ina and durability have been little short
of incredible. However, in the Secretary,
as in other men, there is a physical limit.
His total personal dedication to the serv-
ice of the Nation has taken its toll of
his health. As one doctor put it, the
Secretary is worn out. It is a shame,
Mr, President, that the Nation has re-
quired so much of one man. And it is
to the Nation’s detriment, moreover, that
he has had to push himself beyond the
limit.

We can ill afford to lose his services
at any time. We can spare them least
at this moment. Secretary Dulles is
needed as never before to complete the
very delicate negotiations on Berlin and

Germany which he had just begun so
auspiciously.

Mr, Dulles has capable associates in
the Department of State. With all due
respect to them, however, the Secretary
will be sorely missed in the weeks ahead.
The Nation needs his great experience,
his balance, his strength, his ability to
decide.

I share with the President and the
Nation the feeling of distress which the
Secretary’s illness brings. I know the
Senate joins with me in wishing Mr.
Dulles a full recovery and a prompt re-
turn to his key role in the search for a
secure peace.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Montana yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr., SPARKMAN. I endorse every-
thing that has been said by the distin-
guished Senator from Montana concern-
ing the illness of Secretary of State
Dulles and the work which he has been
doing. I have often marveled, as I am
certain many other persons have, at his
stamina. I recall reading in the press
recently that during the time Mr. Dulles
has been Secretary of State, he has
traveled more than 500,000 miles. He
has made many long journeys, and often
after his return, perhaps within a day or
two, he would be off on another long
trip.

I first knew Mr. Dulles when he
served for a short time in the United
States Senate. But I came to know
him better when I served with him in
the United Nations as a delegate in 1950
and, subsequent to that time, for the
ensuing 12 months.

On September 8, 1950, at about 12
o'clock noon, President Truman called
Mr., Dulles to the White House. Mr.
Dulles at that time was an assistant in
the Department of State under the then
Secretary of State Acheson. President
Truman asked Mr. Dulles on that day if
he would be willing to assume the re-
sponsibility of formulating the Japanese
Peace Treaty, and in getting the two
score or more nations which would be

parties to the conference to agree to
its general terms.

If an assignment can be imagined
which was more difficult and more com-
plex than that of bringing together some
40 nations of the world which were great-
ly concerned about the terms of the Japa-
nese peace treaty, I cannot conceive of it.
But Mr. Dulles undertook to do the job.
Mr. Dulles told me later that President
Truman asked him at the time how long
it would take. Mr. Dulles replied that
he thought it would take a year. Mr.
Truman then said, “I will give you one
year in which to finish the job.”

At that time I was the chairman of the
Subcommittee on Far Eastern Affairs of
the Committee on Foreign Relations. I
became a member of the committee in
January 1951. Naturally, I had a close
relationship with Mr. Dulles in his work
during the entire year 1951. I was in
conference frequently with him, because
this was a Far Eastern question. The
subcommittee and our assistants met
with Mr. Dulles at all times of the day,
sometimes in the morning, sometimes at
lunch, sometimes in the afternoons or
evenings. I feel quite certain that dur-
ing the time the treaty was being form-
ulated, the Subcommittee on Far East-
ern Affairs, Mr. Dulles, and his assoei-
ates had probably 100 different meetings.
I have often said it was one of the most
remarkable jobs I ever saw any man per-
form. It was not easy to bring together
the British, on one hand, and the Na-
tionalist Chinese, on the other. It was
not easy to bring together the southeast
Asia nations and the central European
nations. But gradually Mr. Dulles wove
a plan under which all nations were at
least willing to attend a conference.

The conference was held in the San
Franecisco Opera House. It ended on
September 8, 1951. Just before we left
the Opera House, I said to Mr. Dulles,
“This is the anniversary of the day you
undertook to do this work. At what
time of the day did President Truman
assign it to you?” Mr. Dulles replied
that it was at 12 o'clock noon. I looked
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at my watch, and, making allowance for
the difference in time between Washing-
ton and California, I said to him, “You
have 8 minutes to spare.”” In other
words, the time lacked 8 minutes of
being 1 year from the time Mr. Dulles
had undertaken to do the work.

Following the conference, former Sen-
ator Smith, of New Jersey; Mr. Dulles,
acting for Mr. Truman and Secretary
of State Acheson; and I visited a number
of the Far Eastern countries. We spent
several weeks in Japan, working with
the different groups there in arriving at
understandings, as best we could, and
working on the rather difficult problem
involving Nationalist China, particu-
larly, and the whole China problem, as
well.

It was then that I came to admire Mr.
Dulles. Iadmired his tenacity, his power
of intellect, and his skill in negotiating.
One of the great services he has per-
formed as Secretary of State has been
in the field of negotiating between na-
tions which had differences and prob-
lems which were most difficult to solve.

I share the feeling which has been
expressed by my good friend, the Sena-
tor from Montana, as to the need for
Mr. Dulles at present to deal with the
particular problem about which the
Senator from Montana will speak fo us
today. I am delighted to know that
since Mr. Dulles’ physical condition is
such that his doctors advise his taking
leave and entering a hospital, he has
acted on that advice. I hope he will
remain away from his work for as much
time as will be necessary to result in a
complete restoration of his health,
which I am confident will take place,
because I know something of the phys-
ical stamina of the man.

I wish him a speedy recovery and a
return to his position as Secretary of
State just as soon as he is able to do so.
I feel certain that his influence will be
felt in the negotiations in the various
conferences which will be held in the
future. I know that his assistants in
the Department of State who have
worked with him for so long and so well
will be able to carry on. I am sure they
will support Mr. Dulles, and that his
negotiating ability will be felt in the con-
ferences, and will continue to be helpful
even in his absence.

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. AIKEN. I have been very happy
to hear the expressions of good will to-
ward Secretary Dulles which have ueen
spoken today. I wish to join in them.

I have been a member of the Commit-
tee on Foreign Relations only 4 years,
and have not been so closely associated
with the work of Mr. Dulles as has the
Senator from Alabama [Mr. SPARKMAN],
for instance, who has just conecluded his
very fine statement.

I think few men in public life have
given so much of their time during so
many years of their lives to the formula-
tion and administration of foreign pol-
icy as has Secretary Dulles. I know the
Nation is grateful to him for his accom-
plishments. I know ours is a bipartisan
gratefulness, also, as the Senator from
Alabama has well expressed.
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I do not suppose that all of Mr. Dulles’
plans have materialized as he hoped
they would. But we must recall that he
has been serving as Secretary of State
and as adviser to the Secretary of State
during one of the most critical periods
of history, and many of the most diffi-
cult problems the world has faced have
come before him for solution. We have
seen the solution of some situations
which were considered virtually insolu-
ble—for instance, the situation in
Trieste. I know all of us are happy to
learn that there are prospects of perma-
nent peace and harmony in the Island
of Cyprus, where the Turks and the
Greeks have come to an agreement.

I believe the whole world owes a con-
siderable debt to Mr. Dulles. I wish to
join my colleagues in hoping that Mr.
Dulles will have a speedy recovery, fol-
lowing his trip to the hospital, and
soon will again be back at work. Even
though everything may not have gone
as he hoped it would, yet I know of no
one who could have achieved a larger
percentage of success than he has over
these troublesome years.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the Sena-
tor from Vermont.

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Montana yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Montana yield to the
Senator from Kansas?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. CARLSON. I appreciate very
much the opportunity to associate my-
self with the remarks of the acting ma-
jority leader [Mr. MaNsFIELD], the Sen-
ator from Alabama [Mr. SpargmaN], and
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. AIKEN],
in regard to the Secretary of State, Mr.
Dulles,

It seems to me that at this time, which
seems to be one of our greatest inter-
national erises, our Nation and the
other nations of the world can ill afford
to spare the services of this most able
man.

Secretary Dulles has demonstrated not
only his ability, but, it seems to me, a
peculiar temperament for working In
this field. I think he gets that tempera-
ment and that background from being a
great Christian layman. His interests
are in people. I believe that is what we
need during this period in the world's
history. I think that one of our prob-
lems at the present time is to learn how
to live with other people. Our genera-
tion has not done so well; as a maitter
of fact, we have fought about three wars
in one generation. Somehow, in some
way, our young people, the coming gen-
eration, must learn how to live with other
people. When we learn to do that, I be-
lieve we shall be able to accomplish
much in bringing about the peace and
the economic conditions that all us of
are praying and hoping for.

I wish for the Secretary of State a
most speedy recovery. We need him. I
know he will receive the best of care that
doctors and medical skill can provide.
So we look forward to his return to
service.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the Sena-
tor from Kansas.
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Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed at this point in the
REecorp, as a part of my remarks, a radio
commentary by Jack Jurey on February
10, 1959, the evening of the announce-
ment of the leave of absence for the Sec-
retary of State.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

This is Jack Jurey with the WTOP com-
ment for tonight.

The newest illness of Secretary of State
Dulles should cause us all to join President
Eisenhower in extending best wishes to this
dedicated official who, however much one
may disagree with his policles, has worked
so tirelessly on behalf of the United States.

We long ago lost track of the total mileage
logged by Mr. Dulles in his peripatetic quest
for peace, or the number of stops he has
made, or the number of officials to whom he
has talked in virtually all quarters of the
globe.

But we do know this: that John Foster
Dulles since 1953 has expended his energies
and health at a reckless rate, at a time of
life when most of us would be resigned to
settling down with pipe and slippers. Es-
pecially since his operation for cancer, he has
displayed an uncommeon devotion to duty.

This newsman recalls particularly that
after his next-to-last illness, a bout with
diverticulitus, Mr. Dulles apologized to a
news conference for not having seen re-
porters for a period of several weeks. Such
an apology was not only unusual in an
administration which sometimes seems to
take a lackadaisical attitude toward news-
men, but was expressive of the inner stuff
of this unusually gifted man. In many re-
spects he is a far better public servant than
some of his critics would have us believe.

Speaking of crities, it seems an appropriate
time to mention that many Americans may
not comprehend what has happened in the
last decade to the office which Mr. Dulles
holds.

For well over a century and a half, a Sec~
retary of State was, for the most part a
Cabinet official subjected only to compara-
tively minor strains, for the reason that the
United States considered itself (and was,
for the most part) a remote island in the
vast sea of international troubles. In the
occasional period when the Nation was con-
fronted by brutal world realities, it was often
the President himself who bore the brunt:
Jefferson, Madison, Lincoln, Wilson, Frank-
lin Roosevelt.

The post-World War II years, however, have
geen an evolution and elevation of the Sec-
retary of State’s dutlies, to the point where
this single man, whether he be George Mar-
shall, Dean Acheson, or Dulles, has day-to-
day responsibllities unparalleled in American
history.

The reason, of course, is this country’s re-
luctant emergence as a massive world power,
with all the trials and tribulations that such
a status implies. The world struggle with
communism, conducted on multidimen-
sional levels, is enough to strain the strength,
patience, and resources of any man, and
certainly one who, like Secretary Dulles, must
carry with him the burdens of advanced age
and the demands of an active Christian
conscience.

We are among those who believe that, on
occasion, Mr. Dulles has been mistaken. We
consider, for example, that in some respects
he has falled to demonstrate the resiliency
of mind that new circumstances demand,
although this criticism does not, for a mo-
ment, deny the intellectual qualifications
that he brings to his task.

We who criticize, of course, could be
wrong: only history will tell. But the fact
that we demur on occasion does not diminish
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our respect for the man himself, one who
carries a very heavy load indeed.

Nor does criticism obscure the undeniable
fact that in this moment of history, with the
Reds pounding on the door of West Berlin,
Secretary Dulles is very nearly an indis-
pensable man to his country. It would be
a matter of great concern should he not
regain his health and not be able to resume
his duties at the State Department.

For both personal and national reasons
we express the hope that Secretary Dulles
will have a quick recuperation and will be
able soon again to shoulder the full weight
of his office.

And that's tonight's WITOP comment. This
is Jack Jurey.

THE COMING CRISIS IN GERMANY

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, let
me preface my remarks with this assur-
ance to the Senate: I am not an alarmist,
I measure most carefully the words I am
about to speak. In that context, I ex-
press to the Senate my belief that just
ahead lies the most critical period which
the United States will have had to face
since the conflict in Korea.

The crisis, Mr. President, is coming in
Germany. Specifically, it is coming in
Berlin. Indeed, it may have already
bezun. For years now, the seeds of that
crisis have lain dormant in a divided
Germany. They have been held in
check only by a kind of mutual acquies-
cense. The Western Powers have not
wished to disturb the seeming stability in
Germany. Since the Berlin blockade,
the Soviet Union has not seriously
threatened it. A few years ago, upris-
ings of East Germans shook the stability,
but did not break it.

Those who have thought at all about
the German situation have known for a
long time that the surface calm would
not last. The existence of two German
authorities in what is one Germany has
been, from the end of World War II, a
makeshift arrangement. The Western
Powers have recognized it. The Soviet
Union has acknowledged it. The Ger-
man leaders know it.

The key question has never been, Will
Germany be unified? The question has
long been, When and how will Germany
be unified? Those of us who have urged
an initiative in American policy with re-
spect to Germany have been aware of
this distinction. When I addressed my-
gelf to this subject in the Senate in May
1958, I had the distinction very much in
mind, Because I did, I tried to deal in
the specifics of an American initiative.
In suggesting, last May, alternatives to
present policy, my thought was that
when the status gquo gave way, as surely
it must, the changes ought at least to
hold promise of leading to the strength-
ening of freedom in a peaceful Germany.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President will the
Senator from Montana yield fo me?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
am delighted to yield to my distinguished
{riend from Idaho.

Mr. CHURCH. I wish to apologize
for interrupting so soon the remarks
of the Senator from Montana, because I
believe that the address he is delivering
will be a most significant one. But I
wish to say that, characteristically, in
his opening remarks the Senator from
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Montana has pierced to the nub of the
issue. Conditions in Germany are going
to change. Germany will not indefinitely
remain divided against itself. Germany
will not indefinitely continue to be gar-
risoned by foreign troops.

It seems to me that those who say our
foreign policy must be inflexible over-
look the fact that ours is not a static
world.

Therefore, Mr. President, I think the
Senator from Montana rendered us a
service when, a year ago, he emphasized
the fact that conditions in Germany
would be changing, and that we must be
prepared to face up to those changes if
we are to cope effectively with them.
Flexibility in our foreign policy is a
must. A steel blade bends. Pig iron
breaks.

I wish to thank the Senator from Mon-
tana for coming forward at this stage
in the developing Berlin crisis with a
speech which will be helpful in giving
guidance to all of us, to the President,
and to the Secretary of State, in our
common effort to solve that crisis for
the benefit of the free world.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank my friend
from Idaho.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Precident, at this
point will the Senator from Montana
yield briefly to me?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am delighted to
yield.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, we have
just returned to this Chamber from a
most impressive joint session with the
other body, in connection with the cele-
bration of the 150th anniversary of the
birth of Abraham Lincoln. At the joint
session, during a brilliant address by the
great writer and poet, Carl Sandburg, he
had occasion to quote a sentence from
Abraham Lincoln, which I believe is per-
tinent today in connection with the
splendid address which my friend, the
Senator from Montana, is making on the
German question. Lincoln said:

The dogmas of the quiet past are inade-
quate for the stormy present.

I wish to congratulate my friend, the
Senator from Montana, for the fine ad-
dress he is making on the German prob-
lem.

However, I would not be true to my-
self if I did not register a slight dissent
from some of the comments which have
been made with respect to the Secretary
of State.

It is unpleasant and unrewarding to
say unkind things about a man who is
in physical pain, who has shown great
physieal courage, who is unquestionably
a patriot, who is a man of great dedica-
tion to the public interest; but I would
feel untrue to myself if I did not register
on the floor of the Senate a dissent to
the statement that he is indispensable
to the conduet of our foreign poli¢y in
the immediate future. I call attention
to what I have said on other occasions
with respect to this matter.

I hope that these comments will be
token in good part, and that it will be
understood that I make them only be-
cause I cannot remain silent when it
might be indicated that I was in accord
with what has been said.

I thank the Senator for yielding.
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Mr. MANSFIELD, I appreciate what
the distinguished Senator from Penn-
sylvania has just said. I commend him
for his honesty and his integrity, Of
course, I recognize that it is not a new
viewpoint on his part, but that he has
been consistent in his views in this re-
spect for some time. I would point out,
however, that the immediate danger, as
I see it, is the Berlin and the German
situation. No one knows more about
those situations at the present time or
is hetter prepared to lead the allies in
meeting them than is the Secretary
of State. On that basis, as well as on
other bases, I wish him well. I wish him
a speedy recovery. I anticipate that in
the not too distant future he will resume
his duties, and will act, not as his own
agent, but as the agent of the President
of the United States, in conducting for-
eign policy.

Mr. CLAREK. Obviously, I do not wish
to engage in a colloquy of extended du-
ration with my colleague at this time.
I should like to be recorded as very
much hoping and praying for Mr. Dulles’
immediate recovery; but I cannot agree
that there are not in the State Depart-
ment others as well or better qualified
than the Secretary to carry on the Ger-
man negotiations. I appreciate that this
is a situation on which the distinguished
Senator from Montana and I disagree.
I shall desist from further comment on
this particular phase.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I shall desist, also.

Mr. President, I repeat, in suggesting,
last May, alternatives to present policy,
my thought was that when the status
quo gave way, as surely it must, the
changes ought at least to hold promise
of leading to the strengthening of free-
dom in a peaceful Germany.

We did nothing, Mr. President. We
took no initiative. We went on in the
familiar vacuousness, in the familiar pat-
terns of policy patterns devised years
ago, in another setting, under another
administration. We did not face the
fact that that policy was adequate to
maintain a semblance of stability in
Germany only so long as all directly con-
cerned acquiesced in the continued divi-
sion of that nation.

That is water under the bridge. We
did not choose to act in a positive fash-
ion to change the status quo. Now, the
Russians have chosen to break it. Thay
have chosen to make the break at Berlin.
They have said, in effect, that, after the
spring of 1959, the situation will no
longer be as it has been in that city.
They are quite right, Mr. President.
Things will no longer be the same in Ber-
lin or anywhere in Germany. If there
is any certainty, it is that the situation
in Germany at the close of 1959 will be
far different from the present situation.
We are approaching the beginning of
the end, the beginning of the end of two
Berlins and of two Germanys.

The question, as I have already ob-
served, was never, Would Germany be-
unified? It was, When and how would
Germany be unified? We may now have
begun to comprehend the when; the
actual process of unification is likely to
begin this year. Only one guestion re-
mains: How is Germany to be unified?
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Will it be by conflict, by negotiation, or
by some mixture of the two? That is
the question which is impelling us and
the rest of the world toward the coming
crisis in Germany.

CONSTITUTIONAL RESPONSIBILITIES IN THE

GERMAN CRISIS

The responsibility for establishing
binding foreign policies to deal with the
impending crisis, the coming change in
Germany, rests with the President and
his Secretary of State. Let there be no
doubt on that score, in this body, at home,
in the executive branch, or abroad. It
is not for the Senate to direct the Presi-
dent in this matter. The President will
have to make his own decisions, with
the assistance of the vast resources of
the executive branch., When he speaks
officially on Germany, however, he will
be speaking for all of us, whether or not
we agree with what he says. There is
no other way under the constitutional
system of the United States.

To say that is not to constrain upon
the Senate a silence in these matters.
On the contrary, since we shall be bound,
since the people of the United States
shall be bound, by what the President
and his Secretary of State do or fail to
do in the coming crisis, the obligation of
the Senate to debate, to discuss, and to
advise is real and it is compelling.

The Senate of the 86th Congress was
not constituted so that it might ignore
pressing domestic questions. How much
less then, can we remain silent on the
life-and-death matters o foreign policy?
The President and the Secretary of State
have given no indication that they would
have this body turn its back on the crisis
in Germany. On the contrary, I note
that the Secretary of State has already
sought the counsel of the distinguished
chairman of the Committee on Foreign
Relations [Mr. FuLericET]. I commend
the Secretary for his initiative. The
brilliant chairman of the committee has
much to contribute to the development
of policy for the situation in Germany.

If the Senate is to meet its responsi-
bilities, Mr. President, we must form,
through debate and discussion, an under-
standing of the situation as it is, and as
it is evolving in Germany. We must also
discern clearly the stakes of the people of
the United States and of freedom in
that situation. We must advance, fi-
nally, ideas for consideration in formu-
lating the foreign policies which are to
safeguard the vital interests of our
people.

These are the thoughts which have led
me to these remarks on the coming erisis
in Germany. I make them in the spirit
of responsible Democratic cooperation
with a Republican administration in a
matter of vital concern to all the people
of the United States.

TWO GERMAN AUTHORITIES IN ONE GERMANY

Let me begin by exploring the signifi-
cant realities in Germany, as I see them.
The basic reality, Mr. President, is that
there are two political authorities in one
Germany. That is a contradiction
which cannot and will not stand. There
is one Germany. And there are com-
pelling historic and practical reasons
which require that the unity of that na-
tion begin to emerge without delay if
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there is to be peace in Europe and in the
world.

I stress the point, Mr. President, that
when we speak of the two Germanies
we are really speaking not of two nations
but of two political authorities. Each of
these authorities presumes that it is the
wave of the future in all Germany. Each
seeks to draw the whole of the German
people into its orbit.

To be sure, there are profound differ-
ences between the West German govern-
ment in Bonn and the East German
Communist regime in Pankow. The
Bonn government is based upon prin-
ciples and practices of democracy which
are consonant with those of other West-
ern nations and are expressly supported
by the inhabitants of West Germany.
The Pankow regime exists by the meth-
ods of authoritarianism which come from
the East. Its source of authority lies in
the will to power of those who wield the
authority and the acquiescence—how-
ever sullen—of the repressed people of
East Germany. Its survival depends, to
a far greater degree than anything we
know in the Western democracies, on
military and police power—its own and
the Soviet Union’s.

The West German democratic govern-
ment exists. It is there, at Bonn, and
the Communists are not going to wish it
away or subvert it away. It is going to
stay as long as the people in that zone
sustain it and as long as the Western
nations remain committed to its protec-
tion against military ageression from the
East. We cannot ignore the fact, how-
ever, that the East German regime also
exists. It is there at Pankow, and Ger-
man communists run it, even though
Russians may pull the strings from be-
hind the curtain. Unfortunately, I see
no evidence that the Western nations are
going to wish away or subvert away that
East German political authority in the
practicable future.

If neither side can be wished away, or
subverted away, how then is the division
of Germany going to be made to dis-
appear? How is a unified Germany,
this essential Germany, this inevitable
Germany, going to emerge? There was
a time, perhaps, when it might have been
reasonable to hope that the Russians and
German Communists would soon find it
too costly to maintain their control in
East Germany. For years we have
waited for this promised development.
We have waited for the Russians and
their campfollowers to fold their tents
and steal away.

What we must ask ourselves now is
whether there is any realistic basis for
hoping that this development will come
about in the practicable future? I re-
gret to say that such public indications as
there are suggest that the Pankow re-
gime, with Soviet support, is consolidat-
ing its position, that its authoritarian
hold on East Germany is, if anything,
more secure today than it was a few
years ago.

Mr. LAUSCHE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for a question?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. LAUSCHE. With respect to the
last thought expressed, the Senator from
Montana has stated that the authori-
tarian hold on East Germany is now
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greater than it was before. Will the
Senator deal a little more in detail with
that, and state whether the hold is the
result of the power of the Communists,
or whether it is the will of the people that
they be held by the Communists?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I should be de-
lighted to try to answer my distinguished
friend from Ohio. I can say, of course,
without equivocation that the present
status is not the desire or the will of the
people. The source of my statement is
the U.S. News & World Report, the issue
of February 13, 1959.

I read from page 67, at the bottom:

East Germany's Communist government
has just published officlal figures on Iits
planned expenditures for 1959.

Before I read further I wish to say
that all the information I have in my
presentation has appeared in the public
print. There is nothing secret or official
about what I am saying, and it simply
represents one Senator’'s opinion as to
what I think is the most difficult and
dangerous question of today.

I continue with the quotation from
the U.S. News & World Report:

West German financial experts, looking
into the Reds® figures, in the budget and
out of it, made a startling discovery.

Military spending by the East German
Reds in 18569 is to be 30 percent higher than
military spending planned by West Germany.
Yet the Reds say that West Germany is
threatening the peace of the world.

That is what I mean when I say that
the Pankow regime is more secure, not
in a political sense but in a military
sense, They have been strengthening
themselves on a military and paramili=
tary basis. Of course, the 22 to 23 Soviet
divisions are still in East Germany.

Mr. LAUSCHE. I agree with the Sen-
ator. My inclination would be to be-
lieve that the people of East Germany,
if they had the opportunity, would un-
shackle themselves of the hold which
the Soviet has upon them.

Mr, MANSFIELD. The Senator is ab-
solutely correct. I have been told that
the figure would run as high as 85 to 26
percent of the East Germans who, if
they had the opportunity to vote, would
vote against the present Ulbricht regime.

Mr. LAUSCHE. But the fact is that
the Soviets and those of East Berlin who
agree with the Soviets are applying con-
stantly heavier pressure in the develop-
ment of the military?

Mr. MANEFIELD. The Senator is
correct.

Mr. LAUSCHE.
very much.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, it is
all very well to hope, as a general prin-
ciple, for the disappearance of totali-
tarianism. We have held that principle
for decades, but we have also had to
live in a world which has contained since
its beginning and still contains many
totalitarian regimes

No, Mr. President, a valid policy on
Germany, now, must be built on inore
than the hope of the eventual disappear=-
ance of German totalitarianism. It can
only be built on the premise that Ger=
many, in one way or another, is going to
unify and it is going to begin to unify
soon. Further, it can only be built on

I thank the Senator
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the premise that that unity in Germany,
if it is to come in peace, is likely to fall
short of the ultimate goals set for it by
bhoth the Communist nations and the free
nations—the goal, on the one hand, of a
Communist totalitarian Germany, and
the goal, on the other, of a fully repre-
sentative democracy in all Germany.
Until a few months ago there might
have been a possibility of evading that
reality for a while longer by assuming
that the status quo of division in Ger-
many might go on indefinitely. But the
prospect of evasion is now narrowing
rapidly in the wake of Mr. Ehrushchev's
announcement of the coming Soviet
withdrawal from Berlin. The blunt fact
is that soon either negotiations leading
to German unification in peace shall be-
gin in earnest or there shall begin in
earnest the use of force to that end.
BERLIN—THE CORE OF THE COMING CRISIS

This brings me to a second matter
which we must explore, Mr. President, if
we are to see our way clearly in the im-
pending crisis. That is the question of
Berlin. It is at Berlin, divided Berlin,
and along the western routes of aceess to
the city, that the first indications of the
conflict leading to war or the success
of negotiations leading to stable peace
are likely to appear in the coming
‘months.

I shall not take the time of the Senate
to review the historie circumstances sur-
rounding the present difficulties of the
Western position in Berlin. It is simple
enough to find fault with what was done
or not done by political and military
leaders years ago. It is as easy, as it is
pompous, to pass angry judgments on
others, with the prop of hindsight. That
process will serve no useful purpose in
this situation.

Nor shall I take the time of the Senate
to review the legal status of our position
in Berlin. Some may find solace for our
difficulties in legalism, Even the Rus-
sians sought justification for their ac-
tions in it. But legalism is at best a
dubious way to deal with an explosive
situation, when there are, as there are in
this situation, two opposing judges, two
opposing judgments, and two cpposing
instruments of mass destruction for
enforcing the judgments.

Mr. LAUSCHE. My, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr, LAUSCHE. I wish the Senator
from Montana would discuss in a little
greater detail the element of legalism
being introduced. I have my own un-
derstanding of it. I think we are advo-
cating the proposition that there are
certain legal obligations rooted in agree-
ments which we have made in the past,
and that in making our demands we in-
sist upon adherence to those obligations.
Does the Senator mind discussing that
question?

Mr. MANSFIELD. The Senator from
Ohio is ecorrect. References have been
made to the agreements made at Pots-
dam relative to the occupation of Berlin.

References have been made to the
agreement entered into by Gen. Lucius
Clay, at that time commander of our
forces in Germany, with the Soviet au-
thorities, by means of which we were
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guaranteed by the Soviet authorities ac-
cess by rail, by road, and by air, from
the western zones in Germany into the
western sectors of Berlin.

Then, as I recall—and I believe the
Senator will corroborate me on this—
some sort of agreement was made by
Mr, Phillip Jessup and a Russian repre-
sentative whose name I cannot recall
at the moment, which agreement Mayor
Willy Brandt brought to our attention
at the luncheon held in the Foreign
Relations Committee room the other
day. If I remember correctly, he stated
that out of these Jessup-Russian con-
sultations and agreements, which
brought an end to the need for the
allied airlift into Berlin, also came an
agreement that we be allowed continued
access. He suggested that we look into
the agreement to which he referred as
the agreement of 1849. Unfortunately
I have not had an opportunity to do so
yet.

But there are these agreements, or al-
leged agreements, which give us the
richt to go in and to maintain access
between the western zones and the west
sector of Berlin.

The Russians predicate their claims
on similar agreements, which they say
were made at Potsdam and elsewhere.

Mr. LAUSCHE. It is the position of
the Senator from Montana, then, that
the problem is more involved and far
graver in its possible consequences to
world peace than mere adherence to
those agreements would justify. We
must go beyond that.

Mr. MANSFIELD. The Senator is
absolutely correct, because in my opin-
ion the potentials involved in this situ-
ation are terrible and tremendous.

Mr. LAUSCHE. I thank the Senator.

Mr. MANSFIELD. It does not much
matter now how we got to Berlin, or
why the Russians have no legal right to
ask us to leave. What does matter, Mr.
President, is why we need to stay in Ber-
lin, as stay there we must. We are,
bluntly, in a highly difficult and danger-
ous position in Berlin. Great sacrifices
may be entailed in remaining. We had
better understand clearly now the sig-
nificance of maintaining our position
there. We had better understand now
what is vital and what is not vital in that
position to the people of the United
States and to freedom.

The administration has responded to
the Russian proposals on Berlin by re-
iterating a long-standing view of the Na-
tion. It has said, as the Democratic ad-
ministration before it said, that we will
not be driven from the city. The posi-
tion of this Government, to stand firm in
Berlin, has been endorsed by the North
Atlantic Treaty Organization. It issup-
ported by Democrats and Republicans
alike in the Senate.

It is a sound position. Only it is not
enough. It is not enough to say, Mr.
President, that we are standing fast in
Berlin. That is a slogan, not a policy.
Nor is it enough, Mr. President, to stand
fast merely to demonstrate our deter-
mination to maintain our legal interpre-
tation of the situation as against the
Soviet Union's.

Nor is it enough to say that we stand
fast in Berlin so that we may continue
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to demonstrate in the heart of Commu-
nist Germany the material superiority of
freedom or free enterprise over Commu-
mist collectivism. To be sure, there is a
striking contrast between West Berlin
and East Berlin, but I doubt very much
that the people of the United States will
countenance the sacrifice of a single hu-
man life for the purposes of propagan-
distic demonstrations in Berlin. And
before this year is out many lives may
have been spent in Berlin.

No, Mr. President, it is not for rea-
sons of legalism or propaganda that we
stand fast in Berlin. The Western na-
tions are in Berlin because Berlin be-
longs neither to East Germany nor West
Germany; it belongs to all the German
people. We are in Berlin because some
Germans may now look to Bonn and
others to Pankow for leadership, bhut all
Germans will soon lock to Berlin. We
are in Berlin to see to it that when that
city is once again the capital of all Ger-
many, as it surely will be, the concept
of freedom in peace will not be absent
from the scene. If that concept were to
disappear from Berlin, the citadel of
German nationalism, sconer or later it
would disappear from all Germany,
Then, sooner or later, the torch would be
lit in Germany, whether by German
hands or some others, to set Europe and
the world aflame once again. That torch
was lit twice in Berlin in the past, and
twice the world has paid an enormous
human price. To see that it is not lit
again is in the essential, the vital inter-
est of this generation and future genera-
tions of the people of the United States.

That, Mr. President, is the reason
which beyond all others, justifies the
taking of the great risks which we may
soon be called upon to take at Berlin and
along the western routes to the city.
We are in Berlin in order to get out, but
to get out only on condition that the
German political forces which stand for
freedom in peace have a sure footing
and equal chance to survive and to grow
on their merits in the future capital of
all Germany.

I support fully the position of this ad-
ministration on the necessity of standing
fast in Berlin. I question, however, the
adeguacy with which we have related
that position to the changing situation in
Germany. I question a policy which
provides that not only do we stand fast in
Berlin, but also implores or demands that
the Russians stand fast. After years of
trying to get the Russians out of the in-
numerable places into which they
sprawled after World War II, it is indeed
strange to hear that we are insisting that
the Russians must not, indeed, cannot,
leave Berlin. That is a most peculiar
position to say the least; and the Rus-
sians obviously have no intention of
obliging us by remaining.

It is clear what is afoot there. In a
few months hence, the Russians will
leave East Berlin despite our demands or
urgings to the contrary. East Berlin will
then be, once again, a German city—
Communist, to be sure—but nevertheless
German. By contrast, West Berlin will
retain the appearance it now has, the
appearance of a Western enclave in the
heart of Germany, for there are thou-
sands of Allied officials and military per=
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sonnel in the area. The contrast will not
be lost on German nationalists in East
or West Germany.

Further, Mr. President, if we are to
hold this enclave without struggle, it will
be at the sufferance of the East German
Communist authorities. If they do not
choose to accommodate us, then we shall
in all probability have to fight our way
through to Berlin, not against Russians,
but against Germans. Even if this
course does not lead to a great conflict,
the repercussions in Germany will be
profound. Among Germans, as among
others, blood may prove thicker than
ideologies.

As I said, there can be no quarrel with
the need to stand fast in Berlin. I do
question, however, a policy which does
not anticipate the developments which I
have just outlined and fails to take steps
to mitigate them.

I question, too, a policy which presumes
as our policy does that the Great Powers
of World War IT—the Soviet Union, the
United Kingdom, France, and the United
States—can bring about German unifica-
tion. There may have been a time when
such a course was possible., If it ever
existed, however, it was years ago when
Germany lay devastated and prostrate.
It was years ago, in the freshness of the
common sacrifices of World War II and in
the measure of mutual respect and toler-
ance which these sacrifices engendered.

Those years are gone. The time is not
today. Today, there is little respect be-
tween this Nation and the Soviet Union
except the fearful respect which the mil-
itary power of the one may generate in
the other. Today, Germany is neither
devastated nor prostrate; it has become
once again the most dynamic nation in
Western Europe.

No, Mr. President, the erstwhile Allies,
the divided Allies of World War II, are
not in a position to ordain a unification
in peace for a revitalized Germany. At
most, they may be able to contribute to
that unification by rethinking their own
security needs in anticipation of its in-
evitable development. At most, they
may be able to contribute to unification
by exercising such influence as they may
possess to encourage the Germans them-
selves to reach a reasonable procedure
on unification and by sanctioning that
procedure if it is sound. It is the Ger-
mans, themselves, however, who will
make the decisive decisions on unifica-
tion, if they are to be made in peace,

FREE ALL-GERMAN ELECTIONS

Further, Mr. President, I question, in
present circumstances, a policy which
presumes to lead to the peaceful unifica-
tion of Germany solely on the basis of
free, all-German elections. I say now
what I said last May on this point, only
with more emphasis. Events have moved
a long way since this policy was devised
and the bell no longer has an altogether
recognizable sound when it is rung over
and over again in the same fashion. A
German political authority has emerged
in the West. Another political structure
has appeared in the East which is
manned by Germans, even if it is not
directed by them. Whatever we may
think of this structure, there is no re-
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liable indication that it is going to go
away peacefully, of its own accord.
There are now military and para=

‘military German forces in both East and

West Germany. How are these forces to
be integrated in peace? Is this a prob-
lem that can be solved by free, all-
German elections, at least without exten-

sive preparations by the Germans who
.officer these opposing forces?

There are differing economic and social
structures functioning in Western and
Eastern Germany. How are these struc-
tures to be fused in peace? Can they
be harmonized by free, all-German elec-
tions, at least without extensive prepara=
tions by those Germans who operate
them?

I cite these problems as examples.
There are no doubt others of a similar
nature. A policy which advances no
thought on how they are to be met does
not begin to meet the realities of the
German situation. If the unification of
Germany is essential and inevitable and
if it is neither our responsibility nor in
the interest of this Nation to seek that
unity by foree, then I submit that a policy
which merely clings to an unrealizable
slogan of free all-German elections,
which does not pursue German unifica-
tion by other means, is no policy at all.
It is a straitjacket. It is an excuse for
immobility. It may well lead down the
blind alley of an unnecessary conflict
or disastrous diplomatic retreat.

Mr. LAUSCHE. Mr. President, will

the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. LAUSCHE. I take it, from what
the Senator has stated, that the efforts
to procure an overall election of citizens
of East and West Germany have thus
far proved to be futile,

Mr. MANSFIELD. The Senator is
correct.

Mr. LAUSCHE. The East Germans
will not consent to have an election un-
der which their people can give expres-
sion to the type of government they
want. Based upon the fact that that
objective is an unrealizable objective, an
overall free election, the Senator from
Montana suggests that other means
should be explored to procure a solution
of the problem. I wish the Senator
would comment on that point.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I believe that the
position of the Western Powers on the
question of all-German elections is one
which stands no possibility in the imme-
diate future, and perhaps in the indefi-
nite future, of achieving any degree of
success. Therefore we should try to
work out other means.

As I shall indicate in the course of
my speech, there are contacts in exist-
ence between the East German Govern-
ment and the West German Govern-
ment. These contacts are made on an
interzonal basis, and are tied up with
commercial intercourse and trade com-
mitments. I would hope that in con-
sidering the idea of elections, we might
be able to explore, perhaps, ideas other
than all-German elections, even though
they are the most desirable, and I should
like to see them come to pass, and we
might fry to break it down—and the
sooner the better—so that the East Ger-
mans could express themselves at the
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polls, perhaps just in East Germany,
and declare to the world 'where they
want to go. In that way they might get

out from under. the yoke the Ulbricht
‘government, which is exercising despotie
and complete control over 17 million
Germans in East Germany.

Mr. LAUSCHE. The Senator from
Montana clarifies my mind on the sub-
ject. In other words, all of us want a
free election under which the people

‘themselves would decide the type of gov-

ernment they desire to have.
Mr. MANSFIELD. Absolutely.
Mr. LAUSCHE. However, every ef-

fort in that direction has been rebuffed,

and it is therefore necessary to find other
means of trying to reach an agreement.

Mr. MANSFIELD. That is the idea.
The Senator 'is correct. Every effort to
achieve an all-German election has
failed because of the insistent and dog-
matic “nyet” of the Soviet Union.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD., Iyield.

Mr. SPAREKMAN. Do I understand
correctly the position of the Senator
from Montana to be that, while he ad-
heres to what we have advocated so
long, that is, free elections for all of
Germany, and the idea of a tnified Ger-
many, he recognizes the very practical
difficulty of having that under present
conditions? Therefore he says that per-
haps we ought to make ourselves more
flexible and start exploring some other
way, and that there might be held a
separate election in East Germany and
a separate election in West Germany,
and thus perhaps there could be agree-
ment upon some kind of independent
government in each of the two areas,
with the idea that eventually, as he says,
because blood is thicker than water, with
teamwork the two temporary Germanys
will combine themselves into one overall
united Germany some time in the future,
even though we know not how far in
the future.

Mr. MANSFIELD. The purpose of my
speech today is to suggest, respectfully
and constructively, some possible alter-
native which may be of value to the De-
partment of State, or out of which may
come ideas which would be worthwhile
toward the bringing about of a solution
to this most difficult problem.

Mr. SPARKMAN. I should like to
propound a auestion to the Senator from
Montana. He spoke about the rigidity
of our position in the past. Undoubtedly
it has been rather rigid, so rigid that
perhaps our country, as well as a great
part of the world, was rather shocked
recently when Secretary Dulles suggested
there might be more flexibility than we
have given to the idea, and when he
suggested there might be methods other
than free elections for the solution of
the problem. Is it not true, and would
not the Senator agree with me in this,
that perhaps we have oversimplified the
matter in assuming that a reunification
could be easily brought about between
the two Germanys?

I may say that about 3 years ago I had
the pleasure of afttending an interna-
tional conference at Garmisch in Ger-
many. 'The conference was made up of



2246

people from all the NATO counfries, rep-
resentatives of governments, officials,
business people, economists, members of
Parliament, and so on, and one of the
German Ministers with whom I had quite
a long talk made the point to me, the
first time I had ever heard it mentioned,
that reunification is not a simple mat-
ter. As has been pointed out by the
Senator from Montana, it might have
been a relatively simple matter several
years ago, right after the war. But
since that time the two Germanys have
grown away from the conditions which
the Senator has so well described in his
speech. They have grown away from
some of the incentives which might have
pushed them together.

Furthermore, different enactments
have taken place. For instance, the
Minister of the Bonn government said
tc me, “This may sound strange, com-
ing from me, but East Germany has a
social security system which in many
respects is better than ours.”

Mr., MANSFIELD. It also antedates
our own.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes. Although I
was speaking of the social security of
West Germany, it is also true that theirs
antedates ours, too.

East Germany has a system which is
in many respects better than that in
West Germany, so the East Germans
could not be asked to give up their sys-
tem of social security, workmen’s com-
pensation, and land reform.

The Senator from Montana, I believe,
heard me ask the mayor of West Berlin
the other day that very question, and he
heard the mayor's comments, to the ef-
fect that to bring the two Germanys
together, whenever it may be done, will
necessitate the resolving of differences
and the making of allowances between
the two governments. As I understand,
that is exactly what the Senator is talk-
ing about. He is speaking of the neces-
sity on the part of those concerned to
be ready to consider and to negotiate
with reference to all the changes which
have taken place throughout the years.

Mr. MANSFIELD. The Senator is cor-
rect.

Mr. SPAREMAN. I commend the
Senator from Montana for making this
very able speech and calling to our atten-
tion a matter which is not only of tre-
mendous importance but also of great
timeliness. After all, the ultimatum will
expire on May 28, which is not far off.
It has been suggested since the ulti-
matum was made that perhaps there will
not be absolute adherence to that exact
date. Nevertheless, we are approaching
the day when Russia will leave Berlin.

I think the Senator is correct in saying
that Russia will leave, and that the
United States will be placed in a rather
ridiculous position if we try to keep Rus-
sia there, when, as a matter of fact, we
have been saying to the world for many
years that she should get out of the
different countries which she occupies.

Mr. MANSFIELD. As a matter of
fact, the Soviet Union has already with-
drawn some of its troops and a consid-
erable number of the dependents of those
troops. So it does not appear that Rus-
sia was fooling when it delivered its ulti-
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matum. I hope that the United States
will do, as I feel certain we are doing,
everything possible to develop alterna-
tives and to consider ways and means
to meet the situation, if and when it
arises, when the deadline occurs, as the
Senator from Alabama has pointed out,
on May 27.

Mr. SPAREMAN. I think the Senator
from Montana is exactly correct. Cer-
tainly we should be exploring all the
alternatives. I think the Senator will
agree with me that we ought not simply,
easily, and quickly reject any proposal
which is made, but that we should be
willing to let the world know that we are
willing to sit down and negotiate con-
cerning every proposal which may come
from either side.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes. I hope both
the Soviet Union and the United States
will get away from the automatic re-
actions of the proposals which one coun-
try makes to the other. Usually the
answer is an automatic “No.” Once in
a while a “maybe” or a “perhaps” and
occasionally a “yes” would be useful. I
think in that way we might begin, at
least on the marginal level, to do away
with some of the differences. If we can
do that, perhaps we can work our way
upward to an eventual solution of the
bigger problems,

Mr. LAUSCHE. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. LAUSCHE. The other day, in the
talk with the mayor of West Berlin, I
was greatly encouraged by his reason-
ableness in wanfing to explore every
avenue which might lead us out of dark-
ness into the light and to an assured
peace for those people. May I ask the
Senator from Montana if he has given
any consideration to the ability of the
Soviet Union, after it has once with-
drawn its troops, to jump in again be-
cause of its closeness to this area of
East Berlin?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I have,indeed. If
the Senator will bear with me, I shall
discuss that subject briefly when I come
to the ninth point in my recommenda-
tion.

Mr. LAUSCHE. I thank the Senator
from Montana.

MILITARY WITHDRAWAL IN GERMANY AND

CENTRAL EUROPE

Mr. MANSFIELD. Finally, Mr. Presi-
dent, I question a policy which appears
to regard as sacrosanct present military
arangements in Germany and central
Europe. I can understand, I can accept,
I can support the concept that Western
Germany's ties with Western Europe are
essential to the peace of Europe and they
must not be broken. Within that con-
cept, however, I cannot comprehend a
view which seems to hold inflexibly to
the present form and extent of German
rearmament. We have accepted and
even encouraged rises in the German
military contribution to NATO in certain
circumstances in the past. I do not see
that we cannot accept and encourage
declines in that contribution in other
circumstances in the future.

Security needs are ever-changing
needs. Western German rearmament is
not an end in itself. It is for the pur-
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pose of the defense of German freedom
in common with the defense of the free-
dom of the Western community. It is
not for the purpose of keeping rigid the
tables of organization and the projec-
tions of presumed needs by the military
command of NATO. These projections,
in any event, have not been met for
years and the world has not yet come to
an end.

The nature and extent of German re-
armament and of non-German arma-
ments on German soil, in short, is one
area of the problem of unification in
which reasonable proposals for negotia-
tion, wherever they may originate,
ought not to be rejected out of hand.
That is especially the case if these pro-
posals are related to the reduction of
military power throughout ecentral
Europe. I know full well that the Rus-
sians may have no intention of with-
drawing from the Eastern European
States in any circumstances. Neverthe-
less, I can see no reason to make it
easier for them to justify their remain-
ing by a seeming intransigence on our
part. I cannot see that the road to the
eventual freedom of states like Poland
and Czechoslovakia is made easier by
such a process.

RUSSIAN ROLE IN THE COMING CRISIS

Mr. President, let me turn now to the
question of Russian intentions in the
coming crisis in Germany. In this mat-
ter there is only one certain course.
Whatever they may do, we must assume
that the Russians are acting to enhance
the position of the Soviet Union and that
of totalifarian communism throughout
Germany and Europe. We must also as-
sume that they will use whatever meth-
ods they believe will lead to these ends,
not excluding aggressive war. The Rus-
sians may blow hot or they may blow
cold. They may down a plane on their
border one day. They may release a
blocked convoy the next. We cannot
know with certainty why they act as they
act at any given moment,

We cannot know with certainty the
purport of Mr. Mikoyan's recent visit to
the United States. We cannot know with
certainty the meaning of Mr. Khru-
shchev’s comments on a thaw in the cold
war. They may be meant to provide a
setting for successful negotiations. They
may be meant simply to confuse or be-
guile.

If they do confuse, if they do beguile,
however, we shall have no one to blame
but ourselves. We ought to be able by
this time, years after the ill-fated Gene-
va Conference of 1955, to distinguish
between the conciliatory gesture and the
act of conciliation. Those of us who
come from the cold country have learned
through bitter experience that winter
thaws can be followed by summer frosts.
The promise of spring in February is not
the same as the coming of spring in May.

There is, as I say, no way of knowing
with certainty what some particular So-
viet gesture or other signifies. What we
can know, Mr. President, is that they are
all, good or bad, peripheral to the crisis
which is coming in Germany. Mr. Mi-
koyan'’s visit is not going to free us from
that crisis. Mr. Khrushchev's thaws will
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not do it. Increased Soviet-American
trade has little relation to it.

If we are to be prepared to face this
crisis in Germany it will be best not to
become distracted or obsessed by the
twists and turns of Soviet behavior. It
will be best to keep our eyes on Germany.
The fundamental question of policy for
us is not so much what the Russians are
looking for in Germany. We know what
they are looking for; and they may very
well seize it while we amuse or fascinate
ourselves by ftrying to interpret the
charades of Russian behavior.

No, Mr. President; more important, far
more important, to us is to know what
we ourselves are seeking in Germany.
We must bring to this crisis not only
courage, but also conviction. We must
bring to it a positive and understandable
policy which meets our essential national
needs and the essential needs of freedom.
THE ESSENTIALS OF A WESTERN POLICY IN THE

COMING CRISIS

As I noted earlier in my remarks, it
is not for the Senate to direct the Presi-
dent and the Secretary of State in the
conduct of the foreign relations of the
United States. But it is a responsibility
of Senators to try to contribute con-
structively—and I wish to repeat the
word “constructively”—to the policies
which govern those relations. It is in
that sense, Mr. President, that I seek, in
these final comments, to express the
thoughts which this exploration sug-
gests—thoughts on the essentials of a
sound Western policy for the coming
crisis in Germany. I have no crystal
ball. I have no secret information. I
have not been coached by anyone, nor
have I been asked by anyone to deliver
this speech. What I suggest may not be
valid in the light of the greater under-
standing of others. It is one Senator’s
views, based upon what he has read,
what he has heard, what he has tried to
reason. It is, in short, the course which
suggests itself to me on the basis of the
understanding which I have been able to
draw out of the confusion and complex-
ity of the German situation. I can be—
and may well be—wrong; and I stand
ready to accept a better illumination of
the problem through discussion and de-
bate in the Senate. For whatever they
may be worth, however, I outline the fol-
lowing points as essentials of a sound
Western policy on Germany.

First. It is essential, Mr. President,
that forces representing the concept of
freedom in peace not be driven out of
Berlin. They need, at the least, to re-
main on a basis of equality with the
forces of totalitarian communism in the
future capital of Germany. If those
forces are to have a chance to remain in
peace, a Western initiative for peace is
essential.

Second. It is time to call upon German
leaders of the two Berlin communities—
East and West—to begin serious efforts to
unify the municipal government and
public services of that city.

Third. To that end, Mr. President, it
would be helpful to enlist the concilia-
tory services of the Secretary-General
of the United Nations. If agreement
can be reached by East Germany and
West Germany to establish an all-Berlin
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government, then it will be desirable to
replace both Soviet and Allied forces
with a United Nations interim police
force composed of contingents from na-
tions not directly involved. That force
might supervise the agreement, and
might see to it that all the routes of
access to the city remain open until Ber-
lin once again becomes the capital of a
peaceful, unified Germany. It may be
that in the Berlin microcosm there may
evolve patterns of unification which will
be applicable to the larger problem of
all-German unification.

Fourth. If this approach or some such
approach to a unified, neutralized Berlin
fails, Mr. President, then it is essential
that the forces representing the concept
of freedom in peace in Berlin remain in
Berlin, regardless of whether the Rus-
sians leave. Let them go, if they will. I
would not wish to see this country a party
to any insistence that they stay.

Fifth. At the same time, however, the
forces representing freedom in Berlin
must be Germanized as rapidly as pos-
sible. It is time to think seriously of
replacing the thousands of allied mili-
tary personnel in Berlin with German
militia, fully supported by NATO guar-
antees.

Sixth. Some may regard discussions
between Germans of the West and Ger-
mans of the East as tantamount to recog-
nition of the East German Communist
regime. Some who regard as appease-
ment not only talk, but even thought,
which apparently is alien to them, on the
serious problems of the Nation, may even
go so far as to label with this stamp of
political chicanery any proposals of
meetings between East and West Ger-
mans. Let them do it, Mr. President; it
is their privilege.

But let me say this: If talk constitutes
recognition or appeasement, then we
have appeased and recognized Commu-
nist China, because a representative of
this Government has been talking on ifs
behalf, on and off, for years, with a Chi-
nese Communist representative in Ge-
neva and Warsaw. If talk constitutes
recognition or avppeasement, then the
West Germans have recognized and ap-
peased Pankow for years. The fact is
that Bast Germans and West Germans
have worked out practical agreements of
various kinds between the two zones of
Germany. As early as 1957, West Ger-
many’s exports to East Germany for the
yvear totaled $201 million. During the
first half of 1958, $125 million in trade
moved in each direction. That kind of
trade, Mr. President, does not take place
without talk.

I do not know what the theory of
international law may be. I do not
know whether talk is tantamount to rec-
ognition. I do know that, as a practical
matter, we have talked with, but have
not recognized, Communist China. West
Germans have talked with and traded
with, but have not recognized, Pankow.
What is involved in the coming crisis in
Germany is not a classroom problem on
the theory of international law. It is
the life or death problem of peace or
war. The stake is the lives of tens of
millions of human beings, Americans
included.
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I cannot see that there is going fo be
any peaceful solution of this problem
without a great deal of talk—between
Germans who are in authority in the
Federal Republic and Germans who pur-
port to be in authority in the Eastern
zone. It seems to me essential, more-
over, that this talk cover the whole range
of problems of unification of the two
zones, the whole range of problems in-
volving the harmonizing of the political,
economic, and military systems of the
two zZones.

Seventh. There is a point beyond
which the search for peace can lead to
the jeopardizing of freedom. Regard-
less of whatever agreements emerge, it
seems to me essential that the people of
East Germany have some genuine choice
in the form of control which is exercised
over them. There must be provision for
the protection of the rights of all peace-
ful political forces in all Germany. All-
German elections may not be essential—
although I think them highly desirable—
but at least there must be a chance for
men and women of Eastern Germany, as
well as those of Western Germany, to ex-
press themselves and their political pref-
erences and to participate in political
affairs without the threat of terror.

Whatever may be the details of the
fusion of the two zones, they are best
left to the Germans of the two zones.
The Germans are likely to know better
than anyone else what will suit them and
what is possible among them. Further-
more, it is inconceivable that at this late
date the erstwhile allies of World War II
can work out these details on their
behalf.

Eighth. The contribution which the
Western allies, as well as the Soviet
Union, need to make, if there is to be
peace, is to guarantee, for a period of
time, the kind of unified Germany which
may emerge from discussions among the
Germans. What the former allies need
to do is to see to it that a unified Ger-
many neither is subjected to military
pressures from its neighbors, nor he-
comes a source of military pressure to
its neighbors.

Ninth. To that end, Mr. President, it
is essential to include within the scope
of our policy the search for agreements
which, while they do not compel a sever-
ance of West Germany’s numerous ties
with Western Europe, may lead to limi-
tations of armaments throughout Ger-
many and central Europe. Also needed
are agreements which will pull back the
so-called ultimate weapons and the
armed forces of both East and West
from the points of imminent contact in
Germany and in central Europe. In
short, Mr. President, it seems to me
essential that our policy, NATO’s poli-
cies, do not exclude a careful considera-
tion of the Rapacki plan, the Eden plan
for a demilitarized =zone in middle
Europe, or similar proposals in connec-
tion with the unification of Germany.
Perhaps the best way to consider these
matters would be to predicate them on
reasonable agreements which may
emerge from the Geneva Conferences on
Surprise Attacks and the Suspension of
Nuclear Tests.

Now getting back to what the distin-
guished senior Senator from Ohio [Mr.
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LavscHE] mentioned a while ago, he
asked, I believe, if I recognized the sig-
nificance of a pullback and how it would
benefit the Soviet Union. I do recognize
that in some kinds of pullback the West-
ern Powers would receive the worst of
it, but I think we ought to recognize
also that if there is to be any possibility
of peace, we shall have to make some
concessions; this might be one of them.
We need to recognize that in so doing, if
a withdrawal, based on a reasonable
solution were brought about, we would
be the ones who would take a loss in
position, since the Soviet divisions, in go-
ing back to the heartland, would be in
striking distance and would be better
prepared than we would be to carry on
any military activity in that area. But
we have to develop give and take, by
starting from the bottom and working
upward. If we do not get out of the
position of rigidity, I believe the situa-
tion in Berlin and in Germany will be-
come worse, and the bases on which
there can be peace will become fewer
and fewer.

Mr. LAUSCHE. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Ohio.

Mr. LAUSCHE. I agree with the
statement of the Senator. In my opin-
ion, there is a condition existing in
which, if the Soviet Government con-
tinues to dictate to the government of
East Berlin, it will be impossible to bring
about a reconciliation of East and West
Berlin. Soviet Russia will not tolerate
it. Based upon the adamant position
of Soviet Russia, and based upon the
rigidity of the situation as described by
the Senator from Montana, while the
matters about which I have spoken are
highly desirable, I agree we should look
for other avenues to escape the great
holocaust which seems to be threaten-
ing us in the future. I, for one—and I
believe confirmation has been given to
this view by the mayor of West Berlin—
would want every avenue explored, talks
had, continued talks, in the hope that
some solution may be found.

Mr. MANSFIELD. The Senator is
correct.

Mr. President, I have taken a great
deal of the Senate’s time today. I have
tried not to take it lightly. I have done
so because it is clear that this adminis-
tration, following the example of its
predecessor, has committed the Nation
to stand fast at Berlin.

It is a resolve well taken. Since we
cannot yet perceive to what extremity
of sacrifice it may lead in the months
ahead, I have felt it essential to try
to set forth for the consideration of the
Senate my understanding of what is in-
volved in the coming crisis in Germany.
I am grateful that in this ecrucial time
the Senate’s principal Member in these
matters, the outstanding Senator from
Arkansas [Mr. FuLerIiGcHT] is a man with
such a deep understanding and intelli-
gent grasp of the international forces
that play on the Nation. I hope that he
will make his voice heard; I am sure
that the President and the Secretary of
State will listen most carefully. I
would hope, further, that between them
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will evolve a policy that all of us, as
Americans, will be glad to support.

Most important, Mr. President, I hope
that the President of the United States,
his Secretary of State, and the Congress
will fortify the resolve to stand fast in
Berlin with the conviction which only
a positive policy for peace can give it.
The Secretary of State has spoken of
mutual concessions. Those are calm and
wise words for this moment in time, with
the clouds of radioactive death waiting
to envelop the earth. I hope, deeply,
that they will lead to a positive policy
for peace. It is that kind of a policy
for which rational men everywhere are
waiting. It is that kind of a policy
which they will be able to comprehend
and to which, if need be, they will be
able willingly to consecrate their lives.

The policy has yet to be formed. It
needs to be formed soon. If it is
formed, the concept of freedom in peace
will not perish in Berlin, in Germany,
or in the world.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas.
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr, JOHNSON of Texas. It has been
a treat to be privileged to hear an excel-
lent speech, such as the one which has
just been concluded by a great man.
The distinguished Senator from Mon-
tana has made many contributions to
the cause of peace in the world, but
none more important than his forceful
statement today. Always responsible,
always constructive, we his colleagues in
the Senate take great pride in serving
with him.

On behalf of the State which I repre-
sent, I wish to say to the State from
which he comes that the world is a bet-
ter world because of MIKE MANSFIELD,
and that the suggestions he has made
today, predicated upon the great phi-
losophy of Isaiah's advice, ““Come now,
let us reason together,” should be heard
around the world.

I thank the Senator for his construe-
tive contribution. I feel very humble
to be able to sit in his presence.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Texas.

Mr. President, I yield the floor,

Mr. WILEY., Mr. President, I was
given a copy of the fine address which
the distinguished Senator from Mon-
tana delivered today. I read it, and I
have heard part of the address today.

I agree very much with the very fine
encomium paid by the distinguished ma-
jority leader to the Senator from Mon-
tana. As many folks have said, “MIKE
MAaNSFIELD is a real guy.” I agree with
that statement.

I can agree with much the Senator
from Montana has stated. I particu-
larly agree about the need for us in this
Chamber to discuss responsibly and con-
structively not only foreign policies but
also all measures in that manner. Full
and free debate was and is an essential
element of a bipartisan approach.

I wish to say to the very able Senator,
there is no need for the Senator to re-
assure the Senate regarding his serious
purpose and his careful choice of words.
I and my colleagues on this side of the
aisle always are confident the Senator
will give sober, intelligent and construc-

Mr. Presi-

February 12

tive addresses on any subject, foreign
policy or anything else. He is “that sort
of guy,” as someone has said. The Sena-
tor has set high standards for himself,
and I congratulate him.

I should like to record my agreement
with the Senator concerning the serious-
ness of the Berlin situation and the need
for all of us to maintain open minds and
the utmost of flexibility, in considering
possible avenues for a possible resolution
of the problem, in accord with the free
world interest. Indeed, I think we have
been given a sound account of the back-
ground of the situation in Germany, as
well as a number of clues—I hesitate to
call them all essentials—toward finding
the peaceful solution we seek.

However, I should also like to state my
belief that at least two main elements
in the current German scene have been
barely mentioned in my colleague’s no-
table speech.

The first missing ingredient concerns
the past and continuing requirement
that the United States consult with and
move in concert with its allies, especially
France, Great Britain, and West Ger-
many. There is no question that the
Soviet Union, acting only in its own in-
terests, in the very nature of things has
been able to represent itself as ostensibly
more flexible than the West in propa-
ganda and diplomatic approaches to
central European problems.

We must remember that the West
German Government itself has been a
foremost exponent of firmness in dealing
with the U.S.S.R. This point gains in
importance when we recall the remarks
made by the Senator about the unifica-
tion question being one for action by the
Germans themselves.

We know who holds the strings in East
Germany. We know who controls East
Germany. We might as well look that
fact in the face. They not only control
East Germany, but they also control
Czechoslovakia, Bulgaria, Rumania, and
all the Baltic States. It is not a ques-
tion of the East Germans and the West
Germans getting together.

We were told the other day by Willy
Brandt, a statesman, which was con-
firmed to me personally by Mr. Ade-
nauer, that if the East Germans had
their own way 95 percent of them would
join with the West.

In fact, I could not help feeling that
the address of my distinguished colleague
had a slight tone in it which was hard
to understand. The Senator seemed to
alternate back and forth between giving
us and the Germans primary responsi-
bility for taking the initiative. I do not
complain, for this is a natural conse-
quence of the great complexity of the
issues at stake. More important, I do
not complain of any sacrificc of flexi-
bility which may be inherent in our need
to act in agreement with our allies, for
I am certain that we can all agree the
Western alliance is the cornerstone of
the free world security.

The second missing ingredient, in my
view, is the lack of recognition accorded
to the efforts of our Government and to
the efforts of our allies over the years,
to say nothing of the recent concentrated
work over the past weeks and months,
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toward finding ways to negotiate this
extremely serious problem. In fact, the
headlines this morning contain news of
Western willingness to widen the scope
of envisaged negotiations, which con-
firms the activities of Mr. Dulles and his
FEuropean counterparts. Clearly, our
poliey has not put us in a straitjacket.

I think it is also clear that my col-
league has, in the fashion of Don Quixote,
been doing a little tilting at a stone wall,
and that stone wall is the Kremlin, not
the East Germans.

Despite these few difficulties I have
encountered so far, I thank the distin-
guished Senator from Montana, in all
seriousness, for a highly illuminating
presentation of the crux of the Berlin
problem. Iam not prepared tocomment
in depth on his useful address, because
I have not had time for that. However,
as frequently happens, Mr. Walter Lipp-
mann’s column of tais morning contains
some fhoughts which I consider ex-
tremely pertinent to this subject, so I
ask unanimous consent that there may
be printed at this point in my discussion
the comments of Walter Lippmann in his
article of this morning.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

Me. DuLLES Is NEEDED

There is no reason to doubt that John
Foster Dulles will once again come out on
top, carried through his ordeal not only by
his stamina, which is fabulous, but also by
the knowledge that he is at this moment the
indispensable man. There have been times
in the past when things were at the end of
a chapter, and he could with grace and dig-
nity have made way for a younger man. But
not just now. This is a period when things
are moving toward a climax, after which the
world may be very different, and he, himself,
is at the climax of his career.

There is no one else in the Western World
who has authority, comparable with his, to
lead the enormously complex negotiations
about Germany and about Europe which in
one way or another are now unavoidable and
imperative. If the West moves, as It must,
from a policy of standing pat, to one of
negotiation and compromise, his personal
leadership will be the best guarantee that
flexibility is not flabbiness and that a strong
and tough hand is in charge. The Russians
will make no dangerous mistakes while he is
there, and our allies will be much less appre-
hensive.

There is one question which, if we knew
the answer to it, would light up the whole
situation. Why is it that Moscow has opened
up Berlin and the German question now
rather than, let us say, 2 years hence? The
Russians know quite well that German opin-
ion is evolving, and that Dr. Adenauer’s re=-
fusal to negotiate on a realistic basis will not
be held to by his succeseors. In 2 years, Mr.
Dulles will be out of office, and until very
recently there was no difference between his
position and Dr. Adenauer’s. In 2 years,
moreover, there will be—if the Russians be-
lieve what Senator Symincron and others
say—a marked shift in the balance of power.

Why, then, are they in such a hurry now?
My own guess, which rests only on hints and
inferences, is that they regard the position
in Eastern Germany, and perhaps also in
Eastern Europ?, as precarious and potentially
explosive. They are deeply concerned, as
everyone knows, about West German rearma-
ment, which will have been achieved in
about 2 years, Why are they so concerned
about it when they themselves have a very
much bigger army and are also themselves

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

a first-class nuclear power? When I asked
some of the people I saw in Moscow why they
worried so much about West German rearma-
ment when they could annihilate West Ger-
many with their intermediate-range missiles,
the stock answer was that they feared an
armed Germany backed by the United States.

But I do not think that this is the whole
explanation of their fear, or, rather, I do
not think that it spells out the nature of
their fear. My guess is that they have no
illusions about the discontent of the East
Germans, and that what they fear is that
the East Germans, when they see a strong
West German army less than 2 hours away,
may be sorely tempted to start an uprising
in cahoots with officers of the West German
army. If that happened, the fat would be
in the fire and both the United States and
the U.S.8.R. would be involved.

Something of this sort is, I feel sure, the
crux of the German problem today. There
is an ever-present and growing danger of
revolt in Eastern Europe which would entail
Soviet intervention in the Hungarian man-
ner and would unavoidably bring about a
great war. The Russians are undoubtedly
worried about this, and truly responsible
men in all the Western capitals are equally
worried about it. Only those who have more
emotion than they have imagination and
foresight take the view that an East Euro-
pean uprising would be wonderful and just
what the free world wants.

It is the impending danger in Eastern
Europe which makes it imperative to move
toward German negotiations. For the best,
and perhaps the only, way to avert the dan-
ger is to move toward the beginnings of the
reunification of the two Germanys. We
should make the Eremlin understand that
we approach the coming negotlations, not
with intent to provoke an uprising in Eastern
Europe, but in order to find an alterna-
tive to it.

The Russian problem in Germany and Eu-
rope is not how to conquer and absorb West-
ern Europe. This is away beyond anything
that is within their reach. The Russian
problem is how they can disengage them-
selves in Eastern Europe without jeopardiz-
ing their own security. How can the satel-
lites become, not their violent enemies, but
neutrals? At bottom the problem is how to
let go without falling off and being run over.

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I have
gone over these points which the dis-
tinguished Senator from Montana has
made. The Senator places great em-
phasis on the fact that ultimate unifica-
tion of Germany is inevitable, and that
we should have recognized it and should
have done more about it.

Exactly what should we have done?
When we are faced against the Krem-
lin, which has taken 500 million human
beings into its orbit, and when the
United States has placed, as it were, its
iron curtain against the approach onto
West Germany and onto France and the
Lowlands—what should we have done?
Let us consider. The faet is that the
inevitability of the ultimate reunifica-
tion of Germany has been recognized by
the Western countries since the end of
World War II. That has been common
talk. Germany has to be brought to-
gether. Unification has to come.

We have not only recognized that fact,
but we have also recognized that a di-
vided Germany constitutes a serious
threat to the peace. Willy Brandt was
quoted by the newspapers yesterday,
after he had had a talk with the Presi-
dent, as saying that definitely the Pres-
ident said we are not going out of Ber-
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lin. We are sticking. We are there
with the purposes we have always had.
That, in substance, was the remark.

We have not only recognized this fact,
but we have recognized that a divided
Germany constitutes a threat to the
peace. Both the Republican and Demo-
cratic administrations since 1945 and
1946 have made unrelenting efforts to
bring the four zones together. I re-
member the efforts which have been
made time after time.

We actually got an agreement at the
Geneva Conference in 1955 for a re-
unification of Germany and for free
elections. What happened? Of course,
the Russians broke the agreement wide
open. The Russians reneged on the
agreement. All of the subsequent ef-
forts to achieve reunification, including
the notes we sent last fall, have failed.
We have been working at this a long
time.

I desire to give credit where credit is
due. I do not care to say simply that
we are at fault if we cannot get a gov-
ernment to reason with us and to work
with us. That is what has happened, so
far as the Kremlin is concerned, but we
have been on the job.

As T have said, in Geneva we obtained
an agreement for free elections. Who
pushed that agreement? We did. After-
ward it went out the window. The rea-
son the West Germans have been re-
buffed is that the Soviets have been un-
willing to agree to any plan of reunifica-
tion which would not guarantee the
bolshevism of Western Germany and its
annexation to Eastern Germany.

This is not the first time in world his-
tory that we have been unable to obtain
agreements that were valid, and that
would be kept by the other party. Out of
52 agreements we made with the Krem-
lin, the Kremlin broke 50 of them. That
is the situation we are meeting. We must
recognize the simple fact that the Soviets
have a clutch hold on Eastern Germany.
The Germans are not free. They are
running out—400 a day, according to
Willy Brandt. When we look that fact
in the face, we begin to realize what the
trouble is.

The Senator from Montana suggests
that the way to work toward reunifica-
tion would be to start by having the West
Germans and the East Germans talk
among themselves and attempt to nezo-
tiate the unification of the two divisions
of Berlin. I heard that talk on the floor
today. That is a consummation devoutly
to be wished, but we cannot make an
agreement with the slave when the mas-
ter has the slave under his thumb. That
is the situation. We might as well recog=
nize it. That is what we have been try=
ing to break down. If the master were to
allow the slave freedom to work out his
own salvation, 95 percent of the East
Germans would vote for reunification.

It is difficult to see how the attempt to
work out reunification could be any more
successful than our past efforts with the
Russians. We have tried to get the Rus-
sians to agree. The East Germans are
not free to negotiate on their own. That
is the big point. They are controlled by
the Russians, and therefore they would
continue to reflect the Russian control.
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In effect, the Senator is saying in his
speech that the West Germans should be
more flexible; they should enter info
negotiations with the East Germans.
This is something that the West German
Government, up to date, has refused to
do. The West German Government is
an independent nation. It claims that
East Germany is a part of Germany.
The contention is made that the United
States can make the West Germans
change their position and become more
flexible.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. WILEY. Let me finish this para-
graph.

The fact is that West Germany is a
proud and powerful ally of the United
Btates, As an ally, it has a mind of its
own, and we cannot dictate to it, as the
Russians are dictating to the East Ger-
mans. The West Germans are the ablest
people in Europe. They know the situa-
tion; and when they take the position
they have taken, they take it with their
eyes open. They realize that they are
under the thumb of the Russians, or the
East Germans, and they realize that they
cannot even negotiate with the people
who are the serfs.

I now yield to the Senator from
Montana.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I be-
lieve that there should be called to the
Senator's attention the fact that rela-
tionships exist at the present time be-
tween the East German Government and
" the West German Government. Such
relationships have existed for some
years. Those relationships are hased
upon interzonal agreements. The re-
sult is that trade amounting to hundreds
of millions of dollars is generated he-
tween the two areas.

The Senator also makes the point that
I seem to be advocating an American
initiative. What I have been trying to
advocate is a Western initiative, includ-
ing all the allies, and including West
Germany. I do not think we can main-
tain a petrified policy, because we know
that there is no prospect of going for-
ward on that basis.

We are facing a deadline, May 27, 1959,
at which time the Soviet Union has in-
dicated it will have all its troops and de-
pendent personnel withdrawn from the
eastern sector of the city. I think we
must come up with something in the way
of alternatives. I was very pleased when
Secretary Dulles came back and said
that he would be willing to consider con-
cessions on a quid pro quo basis. I was
delighted with the degree of success the
Secretary had achieved among our allies,
Dr. Adenauer, General DeGaulle, and
Prime Minister Macmillan.

So I do not quite get the point the dis-
finguished Senator from Wisconsin has
in mind, because, as I recall the speech
I made, there seems to be very little
difference between us.

I expressed the hope that those in the
State Department would give some con-
sideration to the speech made today, not
because of any personal interest I have
in it, but because of the fact that some
suggestions are being made, and perhaps
out of those suggestions, or others which
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may be generated, will come a degree of
success in meeting the difficulties which
confront us in the German and Berlin
situation, and out of which, perhaps, may
come unification of the two Berlins and
the two Germanys at an earlier date
than any of us can anticipate at the
moment.

I thank the Senator for yielding to me
and giving me an opportunity to answer
him in part.

Mr. WILEY. Did the Senator wish to
address any particular question to me?
In what direction did he desire to direct
my thought?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I wished to bring
to the attention of the Senator the fact
that I understood him to say that I was
advocating American initiative. I was
advocating Western initiative, which
would include all Allied Powers, and also
Dr. Adenauer.

Mr. WILEY, I do not think we are
very far apart.

The only thing I disagree with is the
jmplication that there has been no
initiative. In my opinion the executive
department, whose function it is to
handle foreign relations, has done a great
job. As I said the other day, the situa-
tion is similar to that of the man who
has an ornery jackass. He can talk to
him and talk to him, but he had better
not get too close. to him, or he may be
kicked.

The Secretary of State and his assist-
ants have worked diligently at this prob-
lem; and because they cannot get the
jackass to agree, they are to blame.
That is the sort of implication which
I do not like to have go out to the coun-
try. I want the country definitely to
understand my figure of speech.

We are continually in the midst of a
political picture. I say, give credit where
credit is due. Later, as I conclude my
remarks, I shall have something to say
about the distinguished Secretary of
State. He served under Acheson. When
I was chairman of the Committee on
Foreign Relations, I saw his work., I
observed his work as a servant of the
Democratic Party. I have seen him serve
for 6 years under President Eisenhower.
I have seen him get acquainted with this
globe, as was indicated by a distin-
guished columnist this morning, as no
other man in history has done. He
knows every neighborhood. He knows
all the peoples. He knows the problems.
He has dealt with them.

Because we could not get the divergent
interests to agree, he is to blame. That
is what I am objecting to. Such an im-
plication is absolutely unfair. Un-
doubtedly it has had much to do with
sending Secretary Dulles to the hospital.
He is only human.

My next point is that the Senator from
Montana, in his speech, asks that not
only the West Germans, but the United
States, take a more flexible approach to
the problem of German and European
security. The Senator from Montana
mentioned the Rapacki plan and the
Eden plan, and said we should explore
both of them. We not only explored the
Eden plan, but put it forward as a West-
ern proposal at the Geneva Summit Con-
ference. We have constantly been con-
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sidering all kinds of possible European
security plans. We have agreed that we
must keep an open mind on this subject.

On the other hand, all these plans
involve a general withdrawal of Western
strength from Western Europe; and we
must be careful not to engage in too
much loose talk about the seeming re-
treat type of policy unless we have rea-
son to believe that the Soviets are dis-
posed to initiate a pullback toward their
borders. As the Senator from Montana
stated a few minutes ago, they would
get out of East Berlin; but they would
be on the line where troops would be
ready to march in and take over West
Berlin.

Our people are not blind. They recog-
nize the fact that they are dealing with
some of the most efficient—if I might
call them that—international Machia-
vellians in history. In cdoing so they are
going to protect the interests of the West
and of America.

We agree that we must keep an open
mind on this subject. On the other
hand, all these plans involve a general
withdrawal of Western strength from
Western Europe and we must be careful
that we do not engage in too much loose
talk about this seemingly retreat type
of policy unless we have reason to believe
that the Soviets are disposed to initiate
a simultaneous pullback of their forces
toward their borders. Nothing in the
present situation gives us hope that the
Soviets are, in fact, willing to carry out
a meaningful pullback of their forces.
Too much general talk regarding neutral
zones in withdrawal or thinning out of
our forces at this time, therefore, could
give the impression of softness on our
part and weakening of our resolve to
stand firm in this situation.

Finally, the distinguished Senator
from Montana says that standing firm in
Berlin is a slogan and not a policy.

The fact is that standing firm is the
bedrock of our policy. It is quite true
that, having taken this decision, the
problem of how we implement the stand
in the face of the many variations in
which the threat ecan actually present
itself to us must be worked out. That is
exactly what the executive branch has
been exploring ever since the crisis de-
veloped and it was the primary reason
that Secretary Dulles undertook his re-
cent trip. We, and our allies, are all
aware that we must not only be agreed
on the fundamental concept of standing
firm; but that we must also be agreed on
the details of implementing this policy.
It was to help work out a common agree-
ment on these details that the Secretary
undertook this trip to London, Paris, and
Bonn.

In other words, the Senator from Mon-
tana knows very well that the executive
branch here, as well as the governments
of our allies, knows that we must agree
on the detailed implementation of the
policy in that we are all working now to
get agreement on these details.

When we do get agreements, what
good are they? What does experience
teach us? Fifty out of fifty-two agree-
ments were not worth the paper they
were written on. The Kaiser said some-
thing like that before. He spoke about a
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treaty being a scrap of paper. We are
dealing with a people whose philosophy
and morality in connection with inter-
national affairs is very low.

My overall reaction to the speech of
the Senator from Montana, however, is
that it is a great deal more reasonable
than many one has to listen to, and
there are a number of sections, as I have
indicated, in the speech which make
pretty good sense.

I do want to make very clear that, as
the distinguished Senator has said, when
the Executive is “in the saddle” and has
the responsibility to deal with crises, and
that because the solution which one has
hoped for is not forthcoming, that that
is no reason to criticize the executive
branch of our Government, The Execu-
tive has had to deal with the representa-
tives of the Kremlin for many years.

Our past experience, as I indicated,
shows what agreements with the Krem-
lin are worth.

I want to make it clear also, that in
my humble opinion, the executive de-
partment has done everything that it
can do to bring about a settlement of
the German issue, as well as a settle-
ment on the wider scale of world ten-
sions, of which the Kremlin is the source.

In my opinion the Berlin crisis in con-
nection with the May date is merely an-
other indication of what we have had
in the past, particularly some months
ago in Formosa. It is the purpose of the
Kremlin to get our attention on one point
on this little globe, and then do its ne-
farious work at another point. The ex-
ecutive department is keeping its eye on
the whole show, so to speak, not merely
on the Kremlin, and it recognizes that
this is just a part of the world-dominat-
ing influence and philosophy of the
Kremlin.

Mr. President, when I heard the other
evening that John Foster Dulles had gone
to the hospital once again, I issued a
release, and I shall read that release at
this point. I said:

All Americans and many in far-off lands
heard with sorrow of the hospitalization of
John Foster Dulles. Countless thousands
will pray for his recovery.

When I think of him, Burke's definition
of a statesman comes to my mind: He pos-
sessed "a disposition to preserve, an ability
to improve.”

He has always been “a friend to truth;
in action faithful, and in honor clear; who
broke no promises, served no private end.”
These words of Pope characterize this great
public servant.

Let us hope that during his convalescence
the carping wvolces will cease.

In my opinion no American in the last
50 years has given of himself more unstint-
ingly and dedicated himself more to preserve
America than Foster Dulles. When others
threw bricks at him, he smiled and kept on
working for the general welfare. No man
in American history has become so well ac-
quainted with this now neighborhood world
and its problems.

So we join with the countless thousands
who wish him a speedy recovery. His coun-
try needs him,

As the President and Walter Lippmann
have said, the country needs him.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. WILEY. I am happy to yield to
the Senator from Pennsylvania.
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Mr. CLAREK. Mr. President, I have
listened with a great deal of interest to
the extremely able address by my good
friend from Wisconsin in defense of
the State Department.

Mr. WILEY. I thank the Senator.

Mr. CLARK. I should like to ask my
good friend this question. Earlier in his
remarks he offered for the Recorp the
column written by Walter Lippmann
published in the Washington Post this
morning. My question is whether he
agrees with that column.

Mr. WILEY. I took the column from
the paper, and the part that I read I
agreed with. However, I shall have to go
over it very closely, because the impli-
cation is that I am not aware of some-
thing in the article. I have not read it
closely, because I have been waiting for
the Senator from Montana to conclude
his remarks, so that I may obtain the
floor.

Mr. CLARK. I would be happy to
have my good friend review Mr. Lipp-
mann’s column, which I personally be-
lieve is a sound one, but which, it seems
to me, is rather inconsistent with the
point of view which my friend from Wis-
consin has been so ably expounding.

I should like to call to his attention
the parts of the column I have in mind,
and I should like to ask him whether he
agrees that the principal point Mr. Lipp-
mann makes is that the Russians are
frightened by the situation in Eastern
Europe and that they fear an explosion
or revolution, and that such an explo-
sion or revolution might require them to
repeat what they did in Hungary; that
if they did it in Eastern Germany what
they did in Hungary it would bring
about the great danger of starting
world war III, because we would be un-
likely to permit East Germany to go
down the drain the way we let Hungary
go. Mr. Lippmann suggests that the
problem is how we can prevent a revo-
lution in a satellite country and how we
can maintain a situation in which the
Russians can get out of satellite coun-
tries and the satellite countries can re-
main neuiral and Berlin and Germany
can still be free.

I suspect that what Mr. Lippmann
says makes good sense and is pretty
much the essence of the brilliant ad-
dress made by the Senator from Mon-
tana, with his nine points that he urges
upon the administration in that address.
I do hope that the Senator from Wis-
consin will take another look at the
Walter Lippmann column, and I hope
to find that he is in agreement with it.

Mr. WILEY. I shall be happy to read
it again very closely, because I am al-
ways interested in what the statesman
Lippmann—and I would call him that—
has to say.

When he speaks about the ferment
in Europe, that is only a part of the
story. There is no question that there
is a ferment all over the world. One
of the problems which is confusing the
Russians and giving them much trouble
at present, as the Senator probably
knows, is the attitude of the Chinese.
There are 650 million Chinese who may
be “on the go.” All these matters have
had the consideration of the Depart-
ment of State. The Committee on For-
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eign Relations has had this testimony
before it.

Willy Brandt, the mayor of West Ber-
lin, was asked the other day whether
the people in Poland, Rumania, Bul-
garia, and the Baltic States had fallen
asleep and were satisfied with their
rulers, The answer, in his judgment,
was, “No.” Of course, that gives trouble
to the Kremlin. That is a part of the
Russian problem.

Mr. CLARK, Mr. President, will the
Senator further yield?

Mr. WILEY. I yield.

Mr. CLARE. I have no intention of
attempting to engage in a debate con-
cerning whether the action of the State
Department in the past has been right
or wrong. I think the Senator from
Montana [Mr. MANSFIELD] was very wise,
indeed, in avoiding that pitfall, which
it would be so easy to fall into.

I suggest to the Senator from Wis-
consin that we cannot solve this prob-
lem in the interest of peace and freedom
merely by saying over and over again
that the Russians have broken 50 out of
52 agreements, and that therefore it
does not do any good to talk to them.
I suggest that we must talk and talk
and live with them, or else we will die
with them.

There are such things as self-execut-
ing agreements, particularly with respect
to the withdrawal of forces, which are
enforcible, and this regardless of the
effect of the written word. It has been
my feeling that to have a more flexible
policy toward negotiation is highly
desirable.

I think the Senator from Montana
has rendered a distinct service, because
in many ways he is sending word fo
the State Department and to the coun=-
try that, at least so far as a majority
of the U.S. Senate is concerned, we are
ready right now to negotiate a meaning-
ful agreement.

We do not dismiss from our minds
plans which were ridiculed when they
were first brought forward 2 years ago
by Mr. Kennan, Mr. Gaitskill, and Mr.
Rapacki, and others. We will talk about
anything in the interest of getting a
workable agreement toward peace. We
are not afraid to negotiate. We do not
trust the Russians any more than some
of our friends in the State Department
do. But that is no reason for not sitting
down at the table and talking with
them.

Mr, WILEY. Again, the Senator from
Pennsylvania has made an implied at-
tack on the other branch of the Govern-
ment.

The Senator talks about flexibility.
Why does he not talk about flexibility
with the people who are most concerned
with it, instead of making a general
statement? That is the point I am mak-
ing. When I tried lawsuits, I tried to
arrive at conclusions on the facts, not
on implications, not on rumors. That
was my only point in raising this partic=-
ular issue.

The Senator refers to the breaking
by the Russians of 50 out of 52 agree-
ments. Let me tell the Senator that it
was in the days before Pearl Harbor that
this Chamber was asleep; the President
was asleep; the people were asleep; the
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Army, the Navy, and the Air Force were
asleep. They said it could not happen.
It did. That was the only reason I re-
ferred to the breaking by the Russians
of 50 out of 52 agreements. I do not
want to have this country go to sleep on
the generality that it is possible to deal
with a skunk or someone who does not
keep faith.

Mr, CLARK. I think what the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin has said and what
I have said will appear accurately in the
REecorp, as our good friends, the Official
Reporters, will write it out. I have no
intention of engaging in further colloquy,
other than to say that I implied nothing.
It was not I who spoke of the breaking
of 50 out of 52 agreements; it was my
good friend, the Senator from Wiscon-
sin, who did so. I am content to let the
Recorp stand as it will appear in print
tomorrow morning.

Mr. WILEY. I agree that I made the
statement. I did so for the simple rea-
son that men like the Senator from Penn-
sylvania were here at the time of Pearl
Harbor and had said it could not hap-
pen. I do not want the breaking of 50
out of 52 agreements to be forgotten by
the Senator from Pennsylvania either.

Mr. CLARK. At the time of Pearl
Harbor, I was in the uniform of my coun-
try, and not on the floor of the Senate.

Mr. WILEY. Oh, yes. But other Sen-
ators were talking as the Senator from
Pennsylvania is now speaking, That is
the only point I am making.

Mr, President, I yield the floor.

Mr. LAUSCHE. Mr, President, at the
very beginning, I commend the Senator
from Montana for the study which he
has given to the problem he discussed
today. Speaking for myself, I want the
Soviet Union to know that the Senators
of the United States are intently de-
sirous of obtaining peace for the people
of the world. While I may see some
difficulties in carrying out the plans sug-
gested by the Senator from Montana,
and projecting themselves over his talk,
I see a fervent purpose and desire to
bring about peace in the world. That is
the light in which I wish the people of
Europe and the people of the world would
understand the intention and the pur-
pose of the U.S. Senate today.

What are some of the weaknesses
which I see in the proposal made by the
Senator from Montana? The Soviet
says: “We will withdraw from East Ber-
lin.” The question is, how far will they
withdraw? In what posture will they
be after they have withdrawn? In what
position would we be if we withdrew from
West Berlin and moved a distance of,
say, 120 miles to the west?

My query would be: Based upon the
past conduct of the Soviet Union, could
we rely upon their word that they have
withdrawn and would stay withdrawn?
Or would there be the necessity of nego-
tiating in a manner which would pre-
clude the possibility of their abandoning
their word and moving immediately back
into the area out of which they came if
conditions developed which were un-
satisfactory

Second, for the people of West Berlin
and East Berlin to negotiate would be
simple. I think it is generally agreed
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that 95 percent of them would subscribe
to the philosophy of the West and would
repudiate that of the East. If there
were a unification of the government of
West Berlin and the government of the
Soviet and communism in East Berlin,
my query is: What type of government
would result? I cannotforget whathap-
pened in China when a coalition govern-
ment was formed. I cannot forget what
happened in Yugoslavia when a coalition
government was formed, and Mikhailo-
viteh, the spirit of the fight for freedom,
was scuttled. The result of that coali-
tion government was that the Com-
munists took control.

Nor can I forget what happened in
Poland when the Soviet Union proposed
a coalition government. The coalition
government was created, the Red
troops were there, they took control and
gave orders, and soon the government of
Poland became a Communist govern-
ment.

But in this situation there is one gleam
of licht which would cause me to analyze
the East Berlin and the West Berlin sit-
uation in the belief that it might be
distinguished from the Yugoslavia situ-
ation, the China situation, and the
Poland situation. In China, the Soviet
troops were in the northern part of that
country, and they dictated what was to
happen. A similar situation existed in
Poland. In Yugoslavia, the word which
came from Britain and from the United
States was that Mikhailovitch should be
abandoned and Tito should be accepted.

What would happen in East Berlin and
in West Berlin if those governments
combined and if the Soviet would stay
back? In all the other countries I have
mentioned, conditions were fertile for
the overthrow of those who wanted free-
dom and for the installation of those
who wanted dictatorship. But that con-
dition would not prevail in Germany.
As we have said, in Germany 95 percent
of the people would stand by the govern-
ments of the free West.

But despite my belief that these
dangers are connected with the sugges-
tions which have been made by the Sen-
ator from Montana, I believe it is the
responsibility of the executive branch of
our Government and of this legislative
branch to explore every means of reach-
ing an agreement, restricted only by the
proposition that we maintain our honor
and that we do not fall into a pit which
would leave us weaker, after we nego-
tiated, than we were before we began
to negotiate.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

A CHALLENGE TO THE TEXTILE
INDUSTRY

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, the
reception of the report of the special
subcommittee for the study of the do-
mestic textile industry which was sub-
mitted to the Senate on February 4 is
most encouraging. Both news articles
and editorials in the national press have
been most favorable. The most en-
couraging aspect of the reception given
this report is shown by the round of
wage increases currently being an-
nounced by the textile industry.
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As an example of the influence of this
report, I should like to quote from the
statement of the J. P. Stevens Co., an-
nouncing a general wage increase:

In its statement of a week ago the Stevens
Co., pointed out the dangerous situation
created by textile imports. Since that time,
the report of the Pastore subcommittee, as
approved by the full Senate Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, has been
published. This official document of the
U.8. Senate recognizes the danger of unre-
stricted textile imports from cheap labor
foreign countries. This inspiring expression
from high legislative channels encourages us
to go ahead with upward wage adjustments
in our various plants, even in the face of
constantly increasing threats to the cotton,
synthetic and woolen industries from over-
seas. The Pastore subcommittee report
leads us to belleve that something affirma-
tive will be done to arrest the decline of U.8.
textile manufacturing in recent years.

As a splendid example of the same
sentiments, I ask unanimous consent
that an excellent editorial from the
Greenville News of Greenville, S.C,
which was published on February 9, 1959,
be inserted in the body of the Recorp
at this point in my remarks.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

A CHALLENGE TO THE TEXTILE INDUSTRY

Two developments of tremendous impor-
tance to the textile industry, foundation of
the economy of this area, occurred in the
past few days.

First, a speclal U.8, Senate Subcommittee
reported on the serles of hearings it had con-
ducted into the problems facing the indus-
try.

And, second, the Office of Civil and Defense
Mobilization officially recognized the indus-
try as being essential to the security of the
Nation.

Taken together, the two constitute the first
official recognition of the fact that the tex-
tile industry is in difficulty and that a suc-
cessful solution to its problems is vital to
the entire country.

This, of course, is what textile executives
and others have been saying for some time.
Until now, however, they have received scant
attention from the public generally or from
Members of Congress representing nontex-
tile producing constituencies.

The report of the Office of Civil and De-
fense Mobilization, for example, is not ex-
actly news either to textile producers or to
military leaders., It may seem incongruous,
and doubtless has to many persons, but tex-
tiles have frequently been said to be second
only to steel production in terms of impor-
tance to national defense.

This has an entirely practical meaning.
For, because of many factors, textile produc-
tion has been declining for many years in
proportion to other industries. According
to the OCDM, in the cotton and rayon broad
woven industry, requirements and capacity
are almost completely in balance, and further
displacement of U.S. capacity could pose a
serious mobilization problem.

The OCDM promises to watch this situa-
tion carefully. It should. One can easily
imagine the frantic efforts that would be
made at the national level if a similar situa-
tion existed with reference to steel or chem-
ical production. In view of the acknowledged
importance of textiles, no less an effort is
mandatory in its behalf.

Of more immediate promise are the re-
port and recommendations of the special
subcommittee of the Senate Interstate Com-
merce Committee. This group, headed by
Benator JoHN O. Pastore, of Rhode Island,
and including South Carclina’s Senator
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Srrom THURMOND, has performed an out-
standing job. It has compiled statistics
demonstrating beyond doubt the present
weakness of the industry; it has uncovered
the factors responsible for its decline, and it
has pointed the way toward removal, or at
least amelioration, of those disturbing
elements.

Not the least of the services rendered by
the subcommittee is the fact that it makes
clear the responsibility of the Federal Gov=
ernment in this fleld. For not only is the
future of the textile industry of vital im-
portance to the Government (witness the
OCDM statement), but also the Government
itself is responsible for erecting some of the
roadblocks in the way of the industry’s
prosperity and growth.

The report points to several Federal pro-
grams which have proved especially damag-
ing., Among them are the price-support
system which has made it possible for foreign
textile producers to buy American cotton
cheaper than American textile mill operators;
the foreign trade policy which has opened
our doors to cheap labor textile products, and
the foreign aild program which has spent
American money to build textile mills abroad.

As in the case of the OCDM statement,
this is not news to the people of this area.
‘But it is to many others and the subcom-
‘mittee has made a notable contribution by
spelling it out and compiling an arresting
array of figures to prove it.

Additionally, the subcommittee recoms-
mended a 10-point program to aid the in-
dustry. This includes setting up of inter-
agency advisory committees; revision of some
tax laws; a more flexible administration of
the foreign trade and ald programs to recog-
nize the importance of the domestic indus-
try; the elimination of the two-price system
on cotton or the increasing of tariffs on im-
ported cotton products; and an expanded
textile research program.

The subcommittee's recommendations are
sound and should receive the immediate and
sympathetic consideration of the Congress.

The subcommittee’s report is not, and does
not pretend to be, exhaustive. For one
thing, it lacked time to make the kind of
study that could have given a completely
clear picture of the ills that threaten domes-
tic textile production. And, for another,
there are many problems that are the respon-
sibility of management and not of the Gov=-
ernment.

And it is to management that the chal-
lenge now must go. The Senate subcom-
mittee has done its job of initial spadework;
presumably, Congress will follow through,
The Office of Civil and Defense Mobilization
has promised its assistance.

If all these groups fulfill their promises
of recent weeks—and we see no reason why
they should not—then it will be up to the
textile industry itself to prove that it can
continue to perform the services the Nation
s0 clearly needs.

We are confident that it will do so.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President,
Congress and the administration must
act expeditiously to implement the rec-
ommendations of this report in order
that the confidence reposed in the report
can be merited, as it has resulted in this
well-deserved increase in wages for faith-
ful and hard-working textile employees.

AN INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
ASSOCIATION

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. President, in-

terest in an International Development

Association, which the Senate last year

asked the executive branch to study,

having in mind the idea of United States

of Congress.
‘and to thank him, especially for his help
with this article, which I would like to
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participation, has continued to be lively
and widespread.

Because I was sponsor of the resolution
outlining the possibilities of a fresh ap-
proach to this country’s policies regard-
ing economic aid to underdeveloped areas
of the world, I have received numerous
requests to speak and to write on the
subject, as well as to discuss the proposal
with ecallers from all parts of this coun-
try and from many foreign nations. I
have spoken to religious groups, colleze

‘students, and a variety of organizations

interested in economic progress and in-
ternational relations who have indicated
interest.

The winter issue of World Affairs,
quarterly publication of the American
Peace Society, which is distributed
throughout the world, included an ar-
ticle entitled “The Scznate Resolution for
an International Development Associa-
tion,” with my byline. For help in
preparation of the article—which I in-
tended as a brief, but full, outline of
the purposes and possibilities of an In-
ternational Development Association—I

am much indebted to Mr. Robert A. Wal-

lace, staff director of the full Banking
and Currency Committee. Throughout
the commitiee hearings and the Senate
debate on this resolution, Mr. Wallace
gave to me, to the International Finance
Subcommittee, and to the full committee
the kind of professional assistance which
all of us hope to find in the committees
I want to commend him

place in the Recorbp at this point, if I may
have the unanimous consent of the Sen-
ate.

The FRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

THE SENATE RESOLUTION FOR AN INTERNA=
TIONAL DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION

(By U.S. Senator A. 5. MikeE MONRONEY)

The United States, with other nations of
the world, must recognize that the patch-
work-quilt approach to economic problems
of underdeveloped areas can and should be
supplanted very quickly by a long-term pro-
gram, operated on a banking basis.

Since capital is the scarce ingredlent in
most of the emerging nations seeking eco-
nomic progress, varied banking facilities are
needed to finance development on terms
which meet these nations' special needs.

With this in mind, I introduced Senate
Resolution 264 early this year recommending
that prompt study be given to establishing
an International Development Association to
make multilateral development loans at
terms more liberal than those currently
available. The proposed IDA would be an
affiliate of the International Bank for Re-
construction and Development (World
Bank). The Senate passed the resolution
last summer by an overwhelming vote. In
October, at the request of President Eisen-
hower, U.8. Secretary of the Treasury Rob-
ert B. Anderson recommended its study to
the members of the World Bank during its
meeting in New Delhi as one of three major
U.S. recommendations.

The Senate enacted the resolution in order
to explore the possibilitles of providing a
new source of multilateral development loans
for the less industrialized nations. These
loans would differ from those offered under
existing programs in that they would—
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1. Encourage more countries to contribute

.capital for international development;

2. Promote greater use of foreign curren=
cles received by the United States from
the sale of farm surpluses;

3. Be made for longer periods of time;

4, Carry lower rates of interest;

5. Be repayable partly in local currencies;
and

6. Provide a separate fund for subordinate

.loans to supplement the World Bank'’s lend-

ing activities.

Few needs are more compelling than eco-
nomic development of the less industrialized
nations. Events in many areas of the world
are demonstrating the inadequacy of present

‘programs to achieve stability anc safety for

newly independent mnations. Thoughtful
Americans and citizens of other industrial-
ized nations are becoming increasingly con-
vinced that sponsoring military buildup in
an effort to discourage external attack pro-
vides a hollow shell of strength, unable to
withstand the mounting pressures from
within these nations.

These pressures are belng generated by

what Adlal Stevenson has called the revolu-

tion of rising expectations. Around the
globe captive peoples are in revolt—in revolt
against the captivity of poverty, of social
immobility, of disease, of national inferiority.
Their demands for an equitable share of the
world’s goods and recognition as a significant
force in the world’'s culture constitute the
basic reality of our age—more basic and more
pervading than atoms, or sputniks, or politi-
cal alliances.

America is one of the main fountainheads
of these aspirations. We, above all other na-
tions of the world, should have nothing to
fear from this revolution. We must, how-
ever, recognize that our safety, and the peace
of the world, require that we strive, with
others, to fulfill these aspirations. It is our
responsibility to take the lead in fashioning
the instruments and the institutions through
which the hopes of the world's captive peo-
ples may be realized, and this must be done
in an environment of self-respect and
mutual help.

The programs of nonmilitary economie
aid conducted by the United States since
World War II have been addressed to two
separate problems: The fi-st was the eco-
nomic reconstruction of industrial nations
which were ravaged by the war. The second
problem to be met was the economic devel-
opment of the agrarian countries of Asia,
Latin America, and Africa, for whom any
appreciable industrialization has remained
mostly a dream for the future. In each case
we had political as well as humanitarian and
economic motives—to provide an alternative
to the achievement of reconstruction or de-
velopment by totalitarian methods.

Our efforts were focused first on the recon=
struction of Europe under the Marshall plan.
These were a brilllant success. More re-
cently we have attempted to apply essen-
tially the same methods in the underdevel-
oped areas. Our goals remain the same: To
provide for economic development by demo=
cratic rather than by totalitarian methods.

The necessity for foreign capital to sup-
plement the meager accumulation which is
possible from the resources of these new
nations is obvious. It is a need which Amer-
icans, especially, should be able to under-
stand because we, too, faced it as a young
nation, Now we are a primary source of
capital on which the less developed nations
must depend, for ours is the economy which
provides half of the world’s goods. We must
help to develop a mechanism to provide the
additional capital they require.

How do our efforts need to be strength-
ened?

On today’s economic frontiers the eco-
nomie significance of the United States ald
dollar has been obscured by its political sym-
bolism. New independence is independence
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‘of the most hypersensitive variety. Accept-
ance of unilateral foreign aid has been rep-
resented by extremist political groups
within the underdeveloped countries as im-
plying a political commitment to support
every position taken by the United States
in its cold war with the Soviet Union. Such
representations are false, but in the midst
of misleading propaganda, these commit-
ments are often taken as a betrayal of the
aspirations for independence of action com-
mon to these newly independent states.
Thus that which is an economic necessity
has become a political liability.

The other side of the same coin has been
equally difficult. Unfriendly countries
charge that our aid imposes an unacceptable
obligation on the recipient, but on the other
hand, the recipients of our aid sometimes
tend to assume that the obligation is on
the giver—that political support in the cold
war entitles them as a matter of vested right
to share in the bounty of our foreign-aid
program. The whole relationship militates
against the easy friendship of sovereign
states.

The next development was of course in-
evitable—a competitive Soviet aid program,
with the more cynical uncommitted coun-
tries happily encouraging the bidding. In
other words, they have pitted the West
against the East in bargaining for aid at spe-
cial prices, on special terms, or for special
commitments. The danger here is that a
competitive situation will develop, in which
ald will become merely a football in the
power struggle between the East and the
‘West.

I believe a conviction is growing in the U.S.
Congress that our economic-aid programs
have sometimes produced, not friendship and
confidence, but rather increased animosity
and distrust. While most of us here might
agree that popularity was not our primary
objective, many Americans have serlous
doubts as to the success of further foreign
aid.

There is also a growing conviction that
other nations, many of which were restored
to economic health by our earlier Marshall
plan, should begin to bear an increased por-
tilon of the common burden and responsi-
bility for the progress of underdeveloped
areas.

It was In this general environment that the
evolution of our assistance to underdeveloped
countries began last year with the creation
of the Development Loan Fund. This
marked the transition from grants to loans.
Moreover, it marked a shift away from the
country program approach to economic as-
sistance, and toward the project developed
by the country itself.

Certainly the Development Loan Fund was
an improvement, but it is not a final solu-
tion to the basic problems which afflict our
economic development programs. I sub-
mit that the final solution of the problems
requires that we provide economic assistance
to underdeveloped areas through an inter-
national economic institution.

Senate Resolution 264 which recommends
study of establishing an International De-
velopment Association, proposes that such
study include consideration of the following
objectives:

First. Providing a source of long-term
loans avallable at a reasonable rate of in-
terest and repayable in local currencies—or
partly in local currencies—to supplement In-
ternational Bank lending activities and
thereby permit the prompt completion of
worthwhile development projects which
could not otherwise go forward.

Second. Facllitating in connection with
such loans, the use of local and other foreign
currencies, including those available to the
United States through the sale of agricul-
tural surpluses and through other programs.

Third. Insuring that funds for interna=-
tional economic development can be made
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avallable by a process which would encour-
age multilateral contributions for this pur-
pose. The resolution contemplates that a
companion institution to the World Bank be
created to perform a related but distinct
lending function. It would be designed to
provide long-term loans at low rates of inter-
est for basic economic development projects.

I proposed this particular approach for
several reasons:

First. By organizing this new institution
as an afliliate of the World Bank, we can take
advantage of the very high regard in which
the Bank is held, both at home and abroad,
and greatly increase the likelihood of the
acceptance of the new institution.

Second. By organizing it as an affiliate of
the Bank we can take advantage of the tre-
mendous talent and experience which are
represented in the stafi of the Bank, and
can put the new organization into operation
with the minimum of delay.

Third. The closest possible cooperation be-
tween the World Bank and the proposed asso-
ciation would be essential. Today the World
Bank must refuse loans for many worthwhile
projects which will not pay out. It could,
however, finance a substantial part of the
cost of these projects if some second-mort-
gage money, frequently in very small
amounts, was available from the Interna-
tional Development Association.

Fourth. By following a pattern of organi-
zation similar to that of the World Bank,
with control based on stock ownership, we
could provide the necessary international
character and still could insure that the
Bank would be operated by those providing
the funds, rather than by the borrowers.

I believe this study will indicate that such
an assoclation would require a minimum
initial capital of $1 billion in hard curren-
cles to be provided on the same percentage
basis as that of the World Bank, to which the
United States has subscribed 34 percent of
the total capitalization. It should be em-
phasized, however, that the amount of the
initial capitalization is a matter which would
require detailed exploration at the time of
the actual organization of such an associa-
tion,

It has been suggested that additional
funds, over and above the subscription to
the capital stock of the association probably
must be made avallable for lending by the
United States. I do not believe this repre-
sents any insurmountable problem. Certain
amounts of fixed income—for example, the
interest received on our previous foreign
loans—might be earmarked over a long term
for the purchase of debentures of the asso-
ciation. In this way, additional funds could
be put up by the United States without dis-
turbing the multinational nature of stock
ownership.

An international organization tends to de-
nationalize loan transactions; and it is for
this reason that many governments prefer
to borrow from the World Bank or a similar
international agency, rather than from a
single country.

There is not now an international organi-
zation to make long-term low-interest loans
for economic development repayable partly
in local currencies. Nor is there an inter-
national program for subordinate develop-
ment loans. Nor is there an international
mechanism for encouraging third-country
loans with local currencies. The feasibility
of making such loans through the creation
of an International Development Associa-
tion should be most carefully studied.

There are definite advantages to ralsing
development capital among as many nations
as possible. Pirst, because the advantages
of development accrue to all members of the
international political community, it seems
only fair to share the cost of the develop-
ment program among all who can partici-
pate. BSecond, a lending institution includ-
ing both debtors and creditors gives a greater
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measure of assurance that the loans will be
repaid. Third, governments may sometimes
prefer international loans because they re-
move any possible implication of political
interference in internal afiairs.

IDA requires study, which is why the Sen-
ate acted first with a resolution rather than
with legislation. It would be no panacea.
It would promise no cheap and easy solutions
to the hard problems of economic develop-
ment. It would in my judgment, however,
place one more valuable tool in the hands
of those who seek progress without subjuga-
tion.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. President, the
New York Times reported in a front page
article in December that the proposed
International Development Association
is very much alive; and the Times quoted
top U.S. officials close to the interna-
tional negotiations aimed at establishing
the new agency. In an Associated Press
article in the Evening Star, which was
published on January 7, we were in-
formed that Canada, in a communique
issued after discussions among Cabinet
members of our two Nations, announced
it would study the American proposal to
set up an International Development As-
sociation affiliated with the World Bank.
I ask unanimous consent that both ar-
ticles be inserted at this point in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the articles
were ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

[From the New York Times, Dec. 8, 1958]

NEW WORLD BANK FOR SOFT CREDIT IS GAINING
FavorR—UNITED STATES PUsHES MONRONEY
Pran ror Loans To BE REPAID IN LOCAL
CURRENCIES

(By Edwin L. Dale, Jr.)

WasHINGTON, December 7.—The proposed
International Development Assocliation, con-
sidered a few months ago to have dim pros-
pects, is very much alive.

This was the report today of top U.S. offi-
clals close to the international negotlations
aimed at establishing the new agency. Tak-
ing into account developments over the past
few weeks, they now consider the odds are
that the new agency will come into being.

The agency was proposed this year by the
United States as a subsidiary of the Interna-
tional Bank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment to make loans in soft—not freely con-
vertible—currencies to underdeveloped coun-
tries.

The idea first came from Senator MIKE
MoNRONEY, Democrat of Oklahoma. In
September, President Eisenhower instructed
the Secretary of the Treasury, Robert B.
Anderson, to sound out other countries,

FIRST REACTIONS UNFAVORABLE

The first foreign reactions were lukewarm
or negative. This emerged from comments
at the New Delhi meetings in October of the
bank and the International Monetary Fund.
For differing reasons, both advanced and
underdeveloped countries had reservations.

The change has come gradually over the
last two months, beginning with conversa-
tions at New Delhi and shortly thereafter.
Enough countries have now resolved their
doubts to make officials confident that the
agency will be established.

Some even hope that its charter will be
agreed in time for submission to the next
session of Congress, though it would be late
in the session.

SOME FEATURES ARE NEW

The agency would have these maln fea-
tures, all new in international lending.

Its loans would be on easy terms and ree
payable in local currencies. Thus it would
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finance “nonbankable” projects that the
world bank cannot consider.

It would involve major participation by all
the main countries of the West, and pre-
sumably Japan, in supplying the basic re-
sources for lending. Most European cur-
rencies are now about as hard as the dollar
and would be difficult for underdeveloped
countries to repay. The scheme will stand
or fall on the willingness of such nations as
Britaln and West Germany to supply capital.

Wherever possible the loans would also
make use of soft currencies acquired by the
United States, and to a lesser extent by other
countries in such operations as sale of farm
surpluses. Thus a loan to Ceylon might in-
clude Indian rupees accumulated by the
United States, to the extent that India
could supply needed items, and was looking
for a market.

The job of Secretary Anderson in selling
the plan has been twofold. He has had to
persuade underdeveloped countries to permit
the United States to revise the agreements
under which their currencies have been ac-
cumulated, to free them for the new opera-
tion.

SEEKS EUROPE'S AID

And he has had to convince the European
nations that the plan would work and that
it could make a major contribution toward
solution of a problem that all recognize is
serious—the problem of achieving economic
development in the less advanced lands.

Mr, Anderson, it is understood, is trying to
win agreement from the underdeveloped
countries first before he presents a formal
plan, with specific contributions, to the
Western nations.

Under his plan, even the underdeveloped
countries will have to put up at least a token
contribution in gold or dollars or other hard
currencies—possibly the same contribution
as that required by the World Bank, 2 percent
of a nation's quota. Even that small sum
will be difficult for some underdeveloped
countries to raise.

UNITED STATES MAY PUT UP 34 FPERCENT

It is understood Mr. Anderson's plan en-
visages that the United States put up about
34 percent of the capital of the new agency,
the same as it contributed to the World
Bank. He also feels that the organization
should be given a reasonably large initial
capital, with no specific provision for re-
plenishment.

The replenishment issue may be important,
because of the soft nature of the agency’s
transactions. The World Bank regularly
raises new capital funds by floating its bonds
on the Western World’s money markets. It
can sell the bonds because its loans are hard
and repaid in dollars.

When the new agenecy runs out of dollars
and other usable currencies, it will pre-
sumably have to stop lending until the mem-
bers decide to put up more capital.

A major selling point with Congress is
expected to be the fact that other advanced
countries will be participating in the lend-
ing—something many members have long
advocated.

[From the Washington Evening Star,
Jan. 7, 1959]

UNITED STATES AND CANADA AGREE ON CLOSER
TrADE TIES

OrTAwWa, January 7.—The United States
and Canada have agreed to consult more
closely on issues that can hurt each other’s
trade. They have called on Europe to speed
up reduction of barriers to imports from
North America.

Ending 24 hours of talks between Cabinet
members of the two neighbors, a 1,500-word
communique last night announced:

1. Wheat experts of the two countries will
meet every 3 months in attempts to resolve
Canadlan complaints that subsidized dis-
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posal of American surplus wheat cuts into
Canada’s commercial markets.

2. More talks will take place on U.S, re=-
structions on import of Canadian oil. There
was joint agreement that continued oil ex-
ploration and development are necessary on
defense grounds.

LEAD, ZINC CURES

The United States expressed hope it could
withdraw its import curbs on lead and zinc
once some international agreement is reached
among major suppliers and buyers. The
curbs were imposed last September. An in-
ternational study now Is under way.

4. Cabinet spokesmen, probably Canadian
Justice Minister E. D. Fulton and U.S. At-
torney General Willlam Rogers, will hold
talks on U.S. prosecution of three big elec-
tronic companies whose subsidiaries operate
a patent pool in Canada. Canada wants the
suit dropped. The United States said it has
no intention of infringing on Canadian
sovereignty.

5. Canada agreed to consult with the
United States before it applies its tough
new antidumping laws, which the Americans
claim violate Canada’s international trade
obligations. Canada gave assurances it does
not intend to use the legislation in a dis-
criminatory or arbitrary manner.

6. Canada also will consult on the impact
of recent Canadian food import curbs, par-
ticularly on turkeys and frozen peas. Most
of the curbs are linked with Federal price-
support programs.

7. Canada will study an American proposal
to set up an international development as-
soclation affillated with the World Bank.

The association would provide under-
developed countries with long-term loans on
more generous terms than the World Bank
glves.

OTHER STEPS URGED

The two delegations agreed that recent
European currency convertibility moves
should be followed by other steps to open
more European markets for North American
exporters.

The ministers sald:

“Convertibility has removed the financial
justification for discriminating against dol-
lar supplies and should be followed by fur-
ther moves by the countries concerned to
provide nondiscriminatory access to their
markets for goods from the United States,
Canada, and other countries.”

Specifically they want Europe to speed up
elimination of import curbs against North
Amerlican goods.

ATMOSPHERE OF HARMONY

Canadian Finance Minister Donald Flem-
ing said the talks were held in an atmos-
phere of utmost harmony. However, United
States objection to the wording of the com-
munique delayed its issuance for several
hours.

The talks were on the fourth biannual
meeting of the joint Canada-United States
Committee on Trade and Economic Affairs,
set up in 1953 to lron out problems between
the two countries before they develop into
embarrassing public situations,

The United States was represented by
Treasury Secretary Robert Anderson, Interior
Secretary Fred Seaton, Commerce Secretary
Lewls Strauss and Under Secretary of State
Douglas Dillon, representing alling Secre-
tary Dulles.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. President, in
addition to the large number of edi-
torials in newspapers all over the Nation
which were inserted in the REcorp by
various Senators when we were consid-
ering the resolution, during the adjourn=-
ment of Congress there were published
a number of other editorials and many
articles which I should like to call to the
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attention of my colleagues. I ask unan-
imous consent for the insertion of some
of them in the ReEcorp at the conclusion
of my remarks.

There being no objection, the edi-
torials and article were ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the St. Petersburg (Fla.) Times,
Jan. 11, 1959]

A BorLp ProGgRAM FOR LATIN AMERICA

Dr. Milton Eisenhower, brother of the
President, has presented s report to the
President on TU.S, relations with Latin
America with recommendations for a series
of moves to improve these relatlons.

But while Dr. Eisenhower was preparing
his report, the State Department was pour-
ing cold water on plans of an Inter-Ameri-
can Conference of Forelgn Ministers to do
some of the things Dr. Eisenhower recom-
mends.

Long an expert of the U.S. Agriculture
Department and now president of Johns
Hopkins University, Dr. Eisenhower is quite
a top authority on Latin America. He has
represented the President several times on
Latin American tours. A few months after
Vice President Nmxown made his highly pub-
licized and highly controversial trip to South
America last spring, Dr. Eisenhower made a
factfinding tour of Central America that
hardly drew any public notice.

As a result of this trip the President's
brother made three specific recommenda-
tions in his report. They are:

Establishment of an Inter-American De-
velopment Institution to assist the Ameri-
can Republics in planning their development.

Creation of an Inter-American Bank to
coordinate activities of the World Bank,
U.S. lending agencies and private lending
agencies in providing capital for Latin
American development.

Cooperation with the five nations of
Central America in the establishment of a
regional common market that might serve
as a model for all Latin America.

In short, what Dr. Eisenhower proposes is
an adaptation for the underdeveloped na-
tions of Latin America of the ideas of the
Marshall plan, through which the United
States helped to rehabilitate the highly de-
veloped industries of Europe.

But when the idea of an Inter-Ameri-
can Bank was first proposed at a conference
of finance ministers in Buenos Aires a year
ago, the United States greeted it with an
attitude of “Let's not do anything now.”

When the idea was adopted at a meeting
of American Foreign Ministers at Washing-
ton in September, Secretary of State Dulles
barely took time off from his world travels
to deliver a routine speech that was nothing
more than an oratoricai greeting card.

In his recommendations for U.S. support of
an Inter-American Bank, Dr, Eisenhower
backs a proposal which Senator A, S. Mike
MowroNEY, Democrat of Oklahoma, has sug-
gested on a world scale. It is the granting
of second mortgage loans that can be re-
paid in the soft currencies of the alded na-
tions, rather than in the hard currency of
American dollars.

In addition to his specific recommenda-
tions, Dr. Eisenhower proposes the estab-
lishment, in all the Republics of the hemi-
sphere, of national commissions to develop
public interest In inter-American affairs.
He suggests that a U.S. commission should
promote the background material on Latin
America from U.S. correspondents in the
other Americas.

Dr. Eisenhower also suggests that the ac-
tivities of the U.S. Information Agency in
telling the American story be increased in
Latin America.

All the things Dr. Eisenhower proposes
have long needed to be done for the hemis-
pheric good of the United States as well as
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its neighbors. The Latin American nations
have made a good start on their own and
the prestige of Dr. Eisenhower should give
high hopes for U.S. participation.

But these recommendations come at a
time when the President is highly critical
of spenders and is committed to the idea of
balancing the budget. It will be difficult
to reconcile these ideas with an adequate
foreign aid program in Latin America or
anywhere else,

Dr. Elsenhower has long been known to
have been highly influential in the thinking
of his presidential brother. Maybe it's time
that he exert some of his influence again.

Thanks to the enormous reserve of good-
will inherited by the Eisenhower regime in
1953, even with the shocking neglect of
Latin America by this administration, with
little trouble we could reestablish relations
g0 solidly that we would have an immensely
strong bulwark in this hemisphere.

As the President told Congress Friday,
“There can be no such thing as a fortress
America.” ©On the other hand, Latin
America suspicious and surly toward us
could be a fatal weakness.

[From the Kansas City (Mo.) Star,
Dec. 6, 1958]
IDA May BE A SYMBOL OF NEW BIPARTISANSHIP

Becretary Anderson, of the Tre , has
apparently done a better selling job on the
proposed International Development Associa-
tion than anyone thought. At the World
Bank meeting in New Delhl this fall the idea
went over with a dull thud. Now, however,
the New York Times reports that the poor
man’s World Bank has a better than even
chance of seeing daylight.

Some critics of Senator MoNroNEY's IDA
point out that it would simply be another
addition to the tremendously complex ma-
chinery of international banking and mutual
security. The Washington joke describes the
new philosophy, “A bank a day keeps the
Russians away.”” Certainly we're not in favor
of adding leaven to bureaucracy at either
the national or international level. Never-
theless, the Monroney bank could fill a gap
in "Me lineup. It would make use of the
s0) eurrencies of the world, such as the
Indian rupee and the Brazilian cruzeiro. It
would make loans to underdeveloped coun-
tries on somewhat easier terms than can
the World Bank.

From the point of view of our own foreign
policy, IDA is a new concept that would call,
as does the World Bank, for the full par-
ticipation of the other free nations. It em-
phasizes loans. Once it is in business, with
repayments being made, it might ease some
of the burden on the American taxpayer.
Equally important for the taxpayer, it in-
volves multilateral loans., We regard that
approach as tremendously important for
establishing a united front against the Com-
munist economic drive.

Senator MoNRONEY, an Oklahoma Demo-
crat, made a rare contribution with a new
and fresh idea of mutual security. We are
glad to see that the administration has recov-
ered from its first cool reaction and is ap-
parently pushing IDA with all the persua-
Biveness it can muster. Under the circum-
stances, the proposal bears the bipartisan
stamp that we would like to see on more and
more departments of our foreign policy.

[From the St. Petersburg (Fla.) Times,
Dec. 15, 1958]

MaxING THE Most oF FOREIGN AID

After complicated international discus-
slons, the United States is reported ready to
go ahead with the establishment of an In-
ternational Development Association which
may broaden the whole concept of ald to
underdeveloped nations.
. Under the association plan, the United
States and its allles with money to invest,
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principally Britain and West Germany, will
be able to aild underdeveloped mnations
through use of the alded nation’s currencies.

The plan was first proposed during the
past session of Congress by Senator A, S.
Mike MonroNEY (Democrat, Oklahoma),
President Eisenhower ordered a study of the
plan by the Treasury Department in con-
sultation with other countries. A draft of
legislation to put the plan into operation is
now reportedly being prepared for submis-
slon to the new Congress which meets in
January.

The Monroney plan envisions a soft money
bank, in contrast to the hard money World
Bank in which the United States lends
money through the United Nations, and the
Export-Import Bank through which the
United States lends money directly.

In operations of the two hard money
banks, loans are made for specific construc-
tion purposes and repaid in the hard money
currencies handled by the banks.

But some of the underdeveloped countries
have accumulated large funds of their own
currencies through U.S. military and eco-
nomic aid., These funds are in soft curren-
cles which are not acceptable in interna-
tional trade.

Under the Monroney development organi-
zation, these soft currencies would be put
to use, for example, to pay for local labor
on hard currency projects financed by Amer-
ican dollars. Indian rupees, credited to the
United States in the sale of farm surpluses,
thus could be added to U.S. dollars loaned
to India for development projects.

‘The Monroney plan has been likened to
a second mortgage in the financing of aid
to underdeveloped countries. In addition to
making the most out of U.S. aid, it links
US. aid with ald from its allies in the
countries undergoing development.

The International Development Associa-
tion would be a counterpart in other parts
of the world of the Marshall plan which
stimulated the cooperative reconstruction of
Europe after the war. But it would broaden
the Marshall plan into a cooperative program
of the United States and its allles in the
development of regions which may become
important new allies.

[From the El Reno (Okla.) Daily Tribune,
Nov. 18, 1958]

Prans NuMeErRoUs To SPARK UP INVESTMENTS
BY UNITED STATES ABROAD
(By Peter Edson)

WasHINGTON —Everybody and his brother
now seem to be crowding into the act with
some new plan for stimulating American in-
vestments in the less developed foreign
countries.

The Rockefeller Bros. Fund, Committee for
Economic Development, National Planning
Association, and the semiofficlal business
advisory council have irons in this fire.

The Government has some plans cooking
on this stove, too. John Corson heads up
the Business Advisory Council study staff
in Department of Commerce. At the Hot
Springs, Va., BAC meeting in October, Don-
ald K. David, former dean of Harvard Busi-
ness School, told the 100 tycoons assembled
in closed meeting that the Government
should initiate a massive effort to get Amer-
ican business to develop overseas invest-
ments, “in return for a reasonable fee"” be-
cause private enterprise alone wouldn’t do
it in normal fashion.

In December a House Ways and Means
Subcommittee will begin hearings on grant-
ing tax concessions to American investors
overseas.

The Senate Foreign Relations Committee
has run two research studies on Foreign in-
vestments by Massachusetts Institute of
Technology and University of Chicago.

They have come up with estimates that
the world needs $3.5 billlon more credit every
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year than is now available through estab-
lished lending institutions.

Last year U.S. private investments over-
seas totaled $4 billion. But $3.3 billion of
this was for oil exploration. Only $700 mil-
lion went for nonoily enterprises.

But where there is no much smoke going
up there must be some fire of enthusiasm.
With so many different planning groups and
individuals thinking along the same line,
some concrete results should emerge from
the next Congress.

Plans put forward so far fall into three
main classifications: Expand the lending au-
thority of existing international banking in-
stitutions. Create new institutions to fill
the gaps in credit lines now available. Make
a new approach through reglonal develop-
ment banks to meet the needs of specific
areas like Latin America, Africa, the Middle
East.

The concensus seems to be that only by a
combination of these methods can the Rus-
sians be beaten off in their attempts to con-
quer the free world by economic warfare.

Among existing institutions, the World
Bank and International Monetary Fund have
already voted to increase their capitaliza-
tion, by amounts still to be determined.

U.S. Development Loan Fund, created by
Congress in 1957, is now completing obliga-
tion of its first §400 million and will ask for
more money in January.

The United Nations has just approved an
expanded special projects fund. It will in-
crease its technical assistance programs from
#30 to $100 million of it.

The one new idea which shows most prom-
ise is Oklahoma Senator A. 8. MONRONEY'S
proposal for an International Development
Assoclation. It would be authorized to make
hard and soft currency loans for up to 40
years at 2 percent interest. President Eisen-
hower has instructed Treasury BSecretary
Robert B. Anderson to investigate its possi-
bilities as a subsidiary to the World Bank.

[From the Milwaukee (Wis.) Journal, Aug.
18, 1958]

UnNITED STATES RECOGNIZES SOVIET TRADE
THREAT, DoEs NoTHING ABOUT IT

‘To paraphrase Mark Twain's remark about
the weather, everyone talks about the Com-
munist economic offensive, but no one does
anything about it.

The Sovlet bloc's trade with the free world
increased by 77 percent between 1952 and
1956. Between 1954 and 1858 the Com-~-
munists extended nearly $2 billion in mili-
tary and economic aid to 14 less-developed
countries while their trade with such coun-
tries increased 70 percent. Russia has given
most of this aid, but Red China and the
Soviet satellites have contributed.

In every Red country, foreign trade is a
state monopoly. Trade and ald are carefully
coordinated within the bloc and used where
they will do the most good to the Com-
munist cause.

There is no such coordination or concen-
tration in the free world,. In trade it is
every nation for itself, The United States
dumps surplus wheat even though it dam-
ages an ally’s economy. West Germany,
through governmental subsidies to exporters,
cuts other nations out of traditional mar-
kets.

Free world nations compete among them-
selves, with tariffs and embargoes and sub-
sidies, more bitterly than they compete with
the Reds. As for economic and techniecal
aid, each large country has its own program
and pays little attention to what allies are
doing.

There is no lack of pleas and proposals for
a united free world economic effort. British
leaders have insisted that a joint economic
strategy is as essential as unified military and
political strategles. They predict disaster
if the free nations do not end trade wars,
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halt commodity price fluctuations, control
recessions and lead the underdeveloped areas
to stability and freedom.

The Rockefeller brothers report recently
proposed a western hemispheric economic
union to work closely with Western Europe’s
contemplated common market. NATO lead-
ers have proposed that body as a structure
for economic unification.

Governor Harriman, of New York, wants
this country to lead a cooperative attack,
through the United Nations, on problems of
the underdeveloped areas. Adlal Stevenson
has a parallel proposal. Senator MONRONEY,
Democrat, of Oklahoma, has won Senate ap-
proval of an international development asso-
ciation which would offer long-term, low-
interest loans to new and struggling coun-
tries.

Administration leaders admit the peril.
Allen Dulles, CIA Director; Douglas Dillon,
Under Secretary of State for Economic Af-
fairs; Vice President Nixon; and even Secre-
tary of State Dulles have sald that the war
without shots is as dangerous for the free
world as a shooting war. Yet the adminis-
tration has opposed, or brushed off, all the
proposals that would lead to meaningful uni-
fication of the West’s economic effort.

The administration has talked a great deal
about economic interdependence. But it has
done nothing to transform that phrase into
fact. It has warned of the challenge of the
U.S.SR. in fields of trade and aid. But it
has done little to meet that challenge.

[From the New York Herald Tribune, July
29, 1858]

FANPANT'S PROPOSALS FOR THE MIDEAST

As an economics professor, 50-year-old
Amintore Fanfani still manages to get in
his lectures at the University of Rome in ad-
dition to looking after his bigger job as Prime
Minister. Moreover, as a venturesome
spirit—his last book was “The Economic His-
tory of the Vikings"—he may be expected to
have brought along some bold economic ideas
in his briefcase for his visit with President
Eisenhower and Secretary of State Dulles.

Bignor Fanfani believes that the NATO na-
tions should be something more than a mili-
tary alliance, and prove, by joint economic
projects in the Middle East, that they have
the welfare of the emerging, underdeveloped
nations at heart. One plan, advanced by his
predecessor, Prime Minister Pella, proposed
that Italy use for such a purpose interest
payments due to the United States under its
Marshall plan grants. Since then Senator
MONRONEY has proposed a billion-dollar fund
for a new World Bank which would bank
promising loans which cannot meet the
World Bank's requirements, President Eu-
gene Black, of the World Bank, also has made
proposals for economic assistance to the
have-not areas.

Prime Minister Fanfani, in his discussions
here, is hopeful of getting some concrete
agreement on advancing one or another of
these plans, or a compromise among them.
Certainly such economic development should
have a very high priority among the allies.
West Germany has already recognized this in
agreeing to join France in a $500 million
project to develop North African economies.
As Germaine Tillion has made so clear in her
penetrating study, “Algeria,” the basic prob-
lem there is too many people for too few
Jjobs—and one which grows with a population
explosion produced by the wonder drugs and
their lowered infant mortality all over the
world. The same is certainly true of Egypt,
and all the nations where Arab nationalism
is an emotional expression of the deep and
real deprivations which men like Nasser do
very little to remedy. One of the ways the
West could show the earnestness of its desire
to help the Arab peoples into modern tech-
nology would be along the lines Signor Fan-
fani Is advocating. Congress would do well
to study his ideas.
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TRIBUTE TO AMERICAN MOTION
PICTURE INDUSTRY AND JACK L.
WARNER

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, in
paying tribute to the American motion
picture industry and to Jack L. Warner,
my colleague, the senior Senator from
Minnesota [Mr. HumpHREY], has pre-
pared a statement in which he com-
ments on the achievements of the mo-
tion picture industry and on the record
of this great man. I ask unanimous con-
sent that my colleague’s statement be
printed at this point in the body of the
RECORD,

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR HUMPHREY

On many occasions, it has been my pleas-
ure to pay tribute to the patriotic services
of various American groups.

In my judgment, there are few industries
which have demonstrated their devotion to
the American people more abundantly and
more continuously than the motion picture
industry.

In war and in peace, there have been few,
if any, public-spirited causes in which the
industry and its leaders have not cooper-
ated.

That is one of the reasons why last week,
in appearing on & panel program of the
Third Conference on International Exchange
of Persons, here in Washington, I was pleased
to commend the industry for its latest co-
operation in the exchange of films.

Today, however, I should like to draw par=
ticular attention to one individual in the
industry who has long been one of its great-
est figures.

I should like to add my word to that of
vast numbers of individuals throughout the
land in welcoming back Jack L. Warner,
president of Warner Bros. Plctures.

“Welcome back, Jack,” is the theme of
salutes during an entire week, as observed
throughout this land and abroad. This
week, States, municipalities, patriotic groups
and clvic associations are joining the press
and the motion picture industry in testi-
monials to the services and work of Jack L.
‘Warner.

More perhaps than any other living man,
Jack L. Warner has contributed to the devel-
opment and advancement of this great
medium.

He is one of its foremost pioneers. Much
of the credit for bringing sound to the
screen may be attributed to him. But talk-
ing pictures represent but one of the tech-
nical innovations which he has spearheaded.

The name Warner Brothers symbolizes, as
we know, a whole galaxy of unforgettable
films which have stirred the American people
and which have met with enthusiastic
audiences throughout the world.

The notable productions from the Warner
Brothers Studlio are so numerous that they
could hardly be enumerated in this brief
word of tribute.

I could not, however, fail to mention such
enduring masterpleces as “The BStory of
Louis Pasteur” and “Dr. Ehrlich's Magic
Bullet.”

The Warner Brothers special patriotic
films, depicting the signing of the Declara-
tion of Independence and highlighting our
great American ideals and historical mo-
ments are known around the world. Their
contribution to the understanding of the
American tradition of liberty is beyond cal-
culation.

Mr. Warner, through the production of
films based on the lives of great Americans,
has dramatized for all the world to see the
achievements made possible by freedom.
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The crisis which came with World War IT
found him, as usual, ready and eager to serve
his country. During the war, he not only
dedicated the resources of his studio to the
national effort but personally took on the
uniform of his country the more effectively
to serve.

Jack L. Warner's good citizenship has won
for him many accolades but his dedication
to service goes beyond national boundaries.
He sees and uses the screen as a dynamic
medium to advance understanding and foster
good relations among all peoples of good
will.

This dedication to service has brought him
well-deserved recognition in many awards,
a few of which are: The United States Medal
for Merit, the French Legion of Honor, a sceroll
of tribute from free China, Mexico's Order
of the Aztec Eagle, the Gold Distinguished
Service Medal from the Disabled American
Veterans, the Italian Order of Solidarity,
First Class; United States Treasury Depart-
ment Distinguished Service Citation.

He has been honored with many more
awards * * * too many to recite here. But
I am confident that high among them all,
he will cherish a current tribute which
comes not alone from the industry with
which he is so eminently assoclated, but
from the worldwide public that the indus-
try serves.

It is a privilege, therefore, to join the citi-
zens of the United States and the peoples
of the free world in rendering this acknowl-
edgement to Jack L. Warner on the occasion
of Jack L. Warner Week.

The past is but prologue to the further
contributions which we know he is going
to make to his industry and to this country.

TWENTY-FIFTH ANNIVERSARY OF
THE EXPORT-IMPORT BANK

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, to-
day there has appeared in the Wall Street
Journal an article entitled “Export-
Import Bank Turns 25 Today, Has
Earned Over $700 Million for Uncle
Sam.”

The Export-Import Bank is a Govern-
ment agency which has done an ex-
tremely fine job during the 25 years it
has been in existence, and I believe it
quite appropriate that that fact be called
to the attention of the Senate.

During these 25 years of its operations,
the Export-Import Bank has, according
to the article, approved over $10 hillion
of credits in some 1,600 transactions.
Only $6,600,000,000 of those credits have
actually been disbursed. Many of them
have been repaid; the rest have been held
back for one reason or another. At the
present time the bank has $1,600,000,000
committed but undisbursed.

During this period of time the bank
has made profits of $732 million. Of this
amount, $196 million has been paid into
the Treasury, over the years, as divi-
dends on a $1 billion stock investment in
the bank. The bank keeps the other $536
million as reserves.

The bank operates by borrowing money
from the Treasury. Over this period of
time, it has paid the Treasury a total
of $242 million in interest paid by those
who have borrowed. The bank makes a
profit, because it obtains its funds from
the Treasury at the going rate of interest
which the Government has to pay for
money, and lends out the money at a
higher rate of interest.

Mr. President, I may say that although
the Export-Import Bank itself does not
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like to be referred to as a foreign-aid
agency, it has been one of the most potent
agencies in our foreign-aid programs,
in making repayable or bank loans to
various governments, various agencies,
and various companies throughout the
world.

During this period of time the bank
has sustained losses amounting to a total
of only $2,900,000. Of course, some of
the loans now outstanding certainly are
less good than some of the others; but,
as a whole, the agency has operated in a
very sound manner.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed at this point in the
Recorp, as a part of my remarks, the
very informative article which was pub-
lished today in the Wall Street Journal.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorb,
as follows:

ExrorT-IMPORT BaNk TuUrns 25 Topay, Has
EARNED OVER $700 MinrioN ForR UNCLE Sam

(By John R, Gibson)

WasHINGTON.—The granddaddy of Uncle

Bam’s foreign-ald agencies, the Export-Im-
port Bank, turns 25 years old today with the
unusual record of having earned over $700
million in profits for the Government.
- In fact, the Eisenhower administration
considers the earnings pleture is good enough
that the bank’s own borrowings could be
financed on the public securities market,
rather than from the U.S. Treasury. This,
of course, would help President Elsenhower
keep his budget for next fiscal year balanced
at 77 billion, since the bank's lending of
funds from the Treasury count as Govern-
ment spending.

It is understood, however, that Bank offi-
clals are leery about the idea. For one thing,
it would likely mean slightly higher interest
costs for the Bank, which currently gets its
mmoney at the average rate of interest paid
by the Treasury on the money it borrows.
The Bank would certainly have a less favor-
able credit rating than the entire U.S. Gov-
ernment. FPurthermore, such borrowings,
even though handled by the Treasury, would
add more redtape to the Bank's operations.

EBORN DURING DEPRESSION

Depression born, the Bank lends most of
its money to finance exports by U.S., com-
panies. It also makes loans to poorer coun-
tries for economic development, but many
of these must also be spent in the United
States for American-made goods.

Through its loans, the Bank has since
February 12, 1934, become one of the coun-
1ry's chief dispensers of forelgn ald—even
though its officials quarrel with that descrip-
tion of their activities. Its first loan, how-
ever, would be considered a form of foreign
ald today: that was a credit to Cuba to
finance the minting of silver coins in the
United States.

But no matter how one describes their
work, Bank officials, headed by President
Samuel Waugh, are proud of their profit-
making record.

An up-to-date report by the Bank shows
it has made $732 million in profits. Of this,
£106 million has been paid to the Treasury
over the years as dividends on a #1 billion
stock investment in the Bank. The Bank
keeps the other $536 million as reserves.

Business is getting better, too. President
Eisenhower’s January budget predicts the
agency will show net income of $82 million
this fiscal year and §88 million in fiscal 1960,
starting July 1, compared with $67 million
in the fiscal 1958.

The Bank has pald the Treasury an addi-
tional £242 million In interest on borrow-
ings over the 25 years, the Bank sald in its
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birthday report. It has authority from Con-
gress to borrow up to $6 billion from the
Treasury on a revolving basis. It relends the
cash, making its profits by charging & higher
interest rate than the Treasury must pay to
borrow money itself.

Altogether, the bank figures it has ap-
proved over $10 billion of credits in some
1,600 transactions over the years. Only $6.6
billion of these credits have actually been
disbursed—many of them repaid—with the
rest held back for one reason or another.

At present, the bank has £1.6 hillion com-
mitted but undisbursed. PBritain, for in-
stance, is paying 1 percent interest on $250
million of credit it got during the 1956-57
Suez War but never picked up. London
must declde by the end of February whether
to continue the standby arrangement or not.

LOSSES ONLY $2,900,000

Loan losses have totaled only $2,800,000.
But several other credits are known to be
shaky in Nationalist China, Bolivia, and
Haiti.

The bank figures it has encouraged more
than $1 billion in UBS. private investment
abroad through its loans and loan guaranties,

Now in its busiest year, other than fiscal
1957, when it made its big credit to Britain,
the Export-Import agency figures to make
about $1.2 billion of credit commitments.
The President's budget projects fiscal 1960
loans and guaranties at about the same
mark, compared with the #8567 million of
fiscal 1958,

However, not everyone agrees the bank does
everything right. From time to time, for
instance, the Export-Import agency and the
completely separate 68-nation World Bank
tangle over credit projects. These differ-
enceés usually come when the World Bank
thinks a certain country should be denied
international loans until 1t curbs Inflation or
otherwise puts its economic house in order.
Often in such instances the Export-Import
Bank won't see things quite that way because
a credit would be to the advantage of U.S.
foreign policy or to a hard-pressed U.S. in-
dustry.

OREGON'S 100TH ANNIVERSARY

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, Satur-
day, February 14, 1959, is a day of many
meanings. To some, to the schoolchild,
to the young in heart, whatever be their
chronological age, or to the florists and
candymakers, it commemorates a Roman
martyr of the third century who by the
ironic usage and the strange alchemy of
history has become transformed into a
romantic symbol. There are a few, and
I hope only a few, to whom the day is
but another Saturday, and if they mark
it at all they do so in anticipation of
the holiday which follows.

However, Mr. President, my colleagues
from Oregon on this day join with our
friends in the Congress from the great
State of Arizona in celebrating yet a
third type of anniversary. It was on
Valentine’s Day, 1859, that Oregon was
admitted to the Union. Oregon, the
33d State, added to the Union a broad
and fertile expanse of wheatfields, snow-
capped mountains, verdant forests, wide
rivers, and rugged coast.

Mr. President, I am proud and happy
to announce that to help us celebrate
the historic oceasion of our 100th birth-
day Senate Majority Leader LynNpon
JOHNSON and Speaker SaM RAYBURN of
the House of Representatives will join
a gathering of Oregonians in the Senate

February 12

restaurant tomorrow to cut a 100-candle
birthday cake.

On behalf of all of us who call Ore-
gon home, I wish to express my heart-
felt thanks to these two Texas colleagues
of the Oregon delegation in Congress for
their interest in joining us in our cele-
bration.

Oregon enters its second century with
an illustrious history of a first century
of progress and achievement.

It is in connection with this anniver-
sary celebration that I offer on behalf of
the Oregon delegation to the most dis-
tinguished President pro tempore and all
the citizens of his State the heartiest of
congratulations on this anniversary of
the admittance of the State of Arizona
to the imperishable Union. Arizona, like
Oregon, has been called the Valentine
State because its birthday is February 14.
On that day in 1912 it became a sov=
ereign State.

So, too, Mr. President, it is fitting that
for a moment I digress from my theme
to pay tribute to the youngest of our
sister States. As the representative of
a centennial State, I welcome with glad-
ness the entry of our sister to the far
north into the family of our great Na-
tion. At the same time, I express the
fervent hope that 1959, marked as it is
with so many events, will be remembered
in history by the Oregon centennial and
the admission of the great State of
Alaska as an equal partner among the
United States, and I hope, by the addi-
tion of a 50th State, Hawaii. So, Mr.
President, as a representative of the 33d
State, I pay my respects to the 48th and
49th States. We are bound together, not
alone by the strong bands of the Union,
but, in addition, by ties of friendship
and the sharing of historic memories
brought to mind by the coincidence of
date and year.

The centennial celebration in Oregon
which is continuing through this year,
and which will be formally opened at the
State capitol in Salem this coming Sat-
urday, permits Oregonians to pause for
a moment to reflect upon that which has
gone before and to take inventory of the
present in order that we may plan soberly
for the future. It is, as it were, a sum-
mit in time from which eminence we can
scan the route we have traveled and look
westward into the valleys of the future.
Thus, the observance of a centennial,
over and above the advertisement it af-
fords for our God-given beauties of farm,
field, river, forge, and coastline, permits
also a look at the spiritual geography
which, as much as the physical, shapes
our destinies.

Few would deny that the political
geography of Oregon is marked by such
achievements as the direct primary, the
initiative, and the referendum. These
are landmarks of democracy as awe-
inspiring, each in its own way, as is
Tillamook Head, the Gorge of the Co-
lumbia, Crater Lake, or the majestic
crests of Mount Hood and Mount Jeffer-
son in the realm of nature’s masterpieces.

The monumental political develop-
ments mentioned a moment ago have so-
cial parallels. Dr. Domenico Gagliardo,
in his “American Social Insurance,” &
standard text used in graduate courses,
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has this to say about medical insurance
plans:

In this country the first medical prepay-
ment plans developed in the mining and
lumbering regions of Washington and Ore-
gon, where settlements were small and
usually far removed from large urban
centers.

After making a footnote reference to
a claim of Tampa, Fla., to early activity
in this area, Dr. Gagliardo goes on to
say.

Employers contracted with doctors and
hospitals to care for workers injured in the
course of their employment, sharing the cost
with the workers. Later those States re-
quired by law that employers and employees
contribute to the cost of medical care for
industrial accidents covered by their work-
men's compensation acts. Contracts were
made by employers with hospital associa-
tions, commercial clinics, and later with
medical soclety service bureaus, to care for
the industrially injured. Many employers
and employee groups then increased their
contributions in order to provide themselves
and their dependents with medical care for
nonindustrial illness and injury as well. The
movement spread slowly to other areas.

He also stated at another point:

Medical society plans in Washington and
Oregon are the most liberal of all private
plans in regard to benefits.

In the field of progressive social action
the legislation passed under the admin-
istration of Gov. Oswald West, to pre-
serve forever in the public interest free
access to the matchless Oregon beaches
by making the entire length of Oregon
coast a public highway, shows a fore-
sight in the conservation of mnatural
beauty for recreational purposes which
few, if any, of our sister States can claim
to equal.

In the field of labor legislation, Mr.
President, the record speaks for itself.
To document it for the Senate, I ask
unanimous consent that there be printed
in the REecorp at this point in my re-
marks pages 274-276 of the “1959-60
Oregon Blue Book,” a publication of the
State of Oregon.

There being no objection, the matter
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

LABOR—OREGON’'S PROGRESSIVE LEGISLATION
LEADS NATION: SAFETY, WacGE, HouUg,
WoMEN, CHILD LABOR, CIivi. RIGHTS LAwWS

No other State gives a better deal to its
citizens who work for a living than Oregon.

It has been part of the traditional policy
of this State that industrial efficiency for
the most part, stems from the proper treat-
ment of workers. True to this belief Oregon
has been a leader in progressive labor legis-
lation for more than a half-century—with
net gain that her workers are prosperous and
happy and that she has had less industrial
discord than most States.

LABOR PEACE MAFPPED

Oregon lald the basis for her peaceful in-
dustrial scene over 50 years ago when her
wage earners numbered no more than 30,000
in population of a half-million. Although
living in a primarily agricultural economy,
Oregonians of that time were aware that
their young State through her water, timber,
and other natural resources had a huge in-
dustrial potential that some day would be
utilized to the hilt. They were fearful that
an undesirable factory system with its at-
tendant strife between management and
labor would come into being., An Oregon
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Governor of the era, George E. Chamberlain,
expressed the concern of most Oregonians in
his message to the legislature of 1903: “A
spirit of toleration has existed between em-~
ployers and employees,” he said and “it is to
be desired that the friendly relations which
have existed between these great forces in
Oregon may continue for all time. . ., .”

Oregon voters figured that progressive
labor laws would achieve such harmony and
they backed creation of a State labor depart-
ment whose main job would be: (1) to assess
changing economic and social conditions;
and (2) to collect facts and figures on both
management and labor activities so that in-
telligent legislation could be enacted and
then enforced Iin a quiet and peaceable
manner.

SAFETY FIRST IN FACTORIES

The resulting code of labor laws accumu-
lated over five decades placed Oregon among
the Nation’s leaders in constructive legisla-
tion affecting the worker,

Oregon's first concern was to introduce the
safety first principle into her expanding fac-
tories. An early-day program of industrial
safety education made her factories and
workshops safe and sanitary places to work,
and brought on a workman's compensation
act which today is among the best and most
comprehensive of its kind in the Nation.

The comprehensive inspection of electrical
installations and of elevator installations
and material, and the inspection of bollers,
unfired pressure vessels, and liquid petro-
leum gas tanks have resulted in an excellent
safety record in these fields. Highway ad-
vertising was brought under regulation in
18556 for both safety and esthetic reasons.

In the protection of working women and
girls, Oregon has attalned preeminence
among the 48 States. Oregon passed the
first enforceable wage and hour act in the
country. In 1913, through a special wage
and hour commission, she set a minimum
wage and maximum working hours for
women—the first ruling of its kind ever made
by a commission in America. The commis-
sion presently regulates employment of
women through industrial orders setting
maximum work hours, minimum wages, and
other working conditions.

CHILD LABOR REGULATED

Child workers under 18 come in for their
share of protection. The State of Oregon,
for more than 50 years, has hewed to the dic-
tum laid down by the Oregon Supreme Court
that the regulation of children’s working
conditions is necessary if they are to be men-
tally and physically capable of performing
the duties and relations of adult life. With
the State closely supervising the wages,
hours, and general working conditions of its
young workers under 18, and with a school
law which requires their attendance at
school until the 12th grade is passed, the
evils of child labor are practically nonexist-
ent in Oregon.

Busy with the protection of today's indus-
trial worker the State does not neglect the
training of tomorrow’s industrial worker.
Oregon has a plan of on-the-job apprentice-
ship training, coupled with supplementary
classwork, which prepares young men and
women for the dual responsibilities of citi-
zenship and craftsmanship.

No one ever questions the right of a worker
to the wages he has earned, yet thousands
of workers across the Nation each year are
unable to collect the wages due them.
Oregon is one of 17 States in the Union
which, on request of the worker, will collect
his overdue wages, by court action if neces-
-1 -

e LABOR DISPUTES FEW

Labor disputes in the Beaver State have
been relatively few, and this holds true for
those great periods of nationwide turbulence
and industrial activity.
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An official report on State industrial con-
ditions for two such periods is enlightening.
An official report for the 1920 era states:
“There have been fewer strikes and lockouts
in Oregon than in any other State of the
Union,” and in 1945, a report on World War
II conditions, a period of population growth
and construction of new industrial plants,
noted: “No other State had a lower percent-
age of man-days idle as a result of industrial
disputes.”

State employment records reveal only one
out of 787 of the State's wage earners has
been involved in labor disputes over the past
12 years. Oregon's tradition of settling dis-
putes by calm, judicial proceedings rather
than by battles, clubs, and violence has
reaped its tangible reward.

UNIONS PRECEDED STATEHOOD

Organized labor in Oregon along all in-
dustrial lines has increased steadily, and its
relations with the public and with manage-
ment are pgenerally good. Unions are not
Johnny-come-latelies to the Oregon scene.
Labor organizers came across the plains in
the covered wagon.

THE FIRST CRAFT UNION

More than 100 years ago the first craft
union, the printers, was formed in 1853 be-
fore Oregon became a State. Oregonians
held that unions which were correctly con-
ducted, were evidences of good citizenship,
and benefited not only working men and
women, but the public and management as
well. The fact that for several years respon-
sible management and organized labor have
been meeting successfully at an annual in-
dustrial forum, sponsored by the University
of Oregon, shows the respect responsible
management and organized labor hold for
one another. Here, general problems affect-
ing both groups are threshed out in public
discussion.

The problem of the migrant worker is felt
to some extent in certain areas of Oregon.
‘While crops are harvested in the main by
local residents, between 18,000 and 20,000
migrant workers enter the State during the
peak harvest months of June and August.

EQUAL PAY FOR EQUAL WORK

In 1955, it became unlawful for an em-
ployer to discriminate between the sexes in
the payment of wages for work of comparable
character, the performance of which requires
comparable skills; thus another discrimina-
tory practice was made a violation of the
law.

SIXTH WITH CIVIL RIGHTS

In 1949, still true to her traditional policy
of falr treatment for all workers, Oregon
became the sixth State In the Nation to
pass a Fair Employment Practices Act in
which it was declared that the opportunity
to obtain employment without diserimina-
tion because of race, religion, color, or na-
tional origin is a civil right. In ensuing
years, civil rights leglslation has been ex-
tended to prohibit such discrimination in
places of public accommodation, resort or
amusement, in publicly assisted housing,
and in private vocational, professional, or
trade schools,

If Oregon sticks to her traditional labor
policy, she will continue to be a good and
reasonable place for the laboring man and
woman to work and ralse a family,

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, the ef-
fect of physical geography upon a people
has been studied by many an historian.
Today I wish to touch for a moment
upon the effect of moral or spiritual
geography upon the politics of a people.
Unless a people have vision it will perish.
Unless a people establish goals which
are worthy and unselfish it deserves to
perish.
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The shards of past nations who looked
too low or in the wrong directions have
long since been scattered upon the dust
heaps of time. We in America must, if
we wish to avoid the shattering fate
which overtook our predecessors, look
to our foundation faith. We are young
as a Nation, because we affirmed and
witnessed before the Old World our man-
ifest belief in the goodness of man, his
ability to learn from experience, and his
right and duty to govern himself through
the orderly processes of democratic in-
stitutions based upon procedural safe-
guards which protect the individual in
his search for self development and ful-
fillment.

There is a phrase, originally a theo-
logical concept, which sums up the point
I strive to make. It is “The brother-
hood of man under the fatherhood of
God.” These words come fo us as a uni-
fying mountain chain of morality which
precipitates the water of life upon
the broad and fertile plains of religious
toleration, racial equality, and even-
handed justice under law. Through
these principles succeeding generations
of men may grow strong, each after its
own fashion, that America may continue
to live through their strength from cen-
tury to century.

The spiritual geography and the po-
litical geography of a nation are ines-
capably interwoven, for the latter de-
pends upon the former and is but the
political expression of it. The political
geography wears a different form, but in
essence it must emerge with the prin-
ciples of morality or be eroded into
shifting sand or quivering muck.

The people of Oregon have in the past
century built their institutional land-
marxs solidly upon democratic prin-
ciples, and in doing so contributed to
the continuing strength of the Union.
As we Oregonians pause here today, to
mark this significant century of our
statehood, it is my earnest prayer that
the Oregon Trail we seek in the century
to come will lead upward toward greater
peaks of morality and justice.

ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY

Mr. MANSFIELD, Mr. President, I
move that the Senate stand in adjourn-
ment until Monday next, at 12 o'clock
noon.,

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3
o’clock and 7 minutes p.m.) the Senate
adjourned until Monday, February 16,
1959, at 12 o’clock meridian,

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the

Senate February 12, 1959:
IN THE ARMY

The 1 -named officer to be placed
on the retired list in the grade indicated
under the provisions of title 10, United
Btates Code, section 3962:

TO BE GENERALS

Gen. Henry Irving Hodes, O12845, Army
of the United States (major general, U.S.
Army).

The following-named officer under the
provisions of title 10, United States Code,
sectlon 3066, to be assigned to a position of
importance and responsibility designated by
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the President under subsection (a) of sec-
tion 3066, in rank as follows:

Lt. Gen. Clyde Davis Eddleman, 015842,
Army of the United States (major general,
U.S. Army), in the rank of general.

The following-named officer under the
provisions of title 10, United States Code,
sectlon 3066, to be assigned to a position of
importance and responsibility designated by
the President under subsection (a) of section
3066, in rank as follows:

Ma)]. Gen. Paul DeWitt Adams, 017306,
Army of the United States (brigadier general,
U.S. Army), in thr rank of lieutenant general.

The following-named officers for tempo-
rary appointment in the Army of the United
States to the grades indicated under the
provisions of title 10, United States Code,
sections 3442 and 3447:

TO BE MAJOR GENERALS

Brig. Gen. Isaac Sewell Morris, 018808,
Army of the United States (colonel, U.S.
Army).

Brig. Gen. Christian Hudgins Clarke, Jr.,
018213, U.S. Army.

Brig. Gen. Charles Hartwell Bonesteel 3d,
018655, Army of the United States (colonel,
U.S. Army).

Brig. Gen. Lyle Edward Seeman, 017082,
U.S. Army.

Brig. Gen. Jack William Schwartz, 017823,
Medical Corps, U.S. Army.

Brig. Gen. Roy Tripp Evans, Jr., 019140,
Army of the United States (colonel, U.S,
Army).

TO BE BRIGADIER GENERALS

Col. Franklin Fearing Wing, Jr., 018107,
U.S. Army.

Col. Clarence Renshaw, 017708, U.S. Army.

Col. William Warner Harris, 018170, U.S
Army.

Col.
Army.

Col. Gines Perez, 030126, U.S. Army.

Col. Elmer Louis Littell, 020823, U.S. Army.

Col. Harvey Julius Jabloneky, 0183080, U.S.
Army.

Col. James Leelle S8nyder, 019627, Medical
Corps, U.S. Army.

Col. John Farnsworth Smoller, 019416, U.S.
Army.

Chester Willlam Clark, 041908, U.S.

In THE ArRMY

The following-named officers for promo-
tlon in the Regular Army of the United
States, under the provisions of title 10,
United States Code, sections 3284 and 3298.
All officers are subject to physical examina-
tion required by law.

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS
Ament. Richard G., 082260.
Barber, Harry K., O84071.
Barge, Beverly L., OT7265.
Barnes, Frederick, O73883.
Bayless, Robert E., 078223,
Beckhoff, Otto F., 081581.
Brink, Donald W., O78241.
Broadway, Thomas F., 073403,
Brown, Loy D., 073548,
Camphbell, Robert J., OT7303.
Carey, Calvin C., 081598.
Champlin, William A., O84074.
Cline, Ellis F., O77323.
Cloutier, Harold J,, 073139,
Cocke, Eugene R., OT3495.
Collins, Marion H., O81604.
Comer, Winston L., O77331.
Corbett, Richard L., 073992,
Cox, Elbredge R., 078269,
Cullen, James F., O78273.
Davis, John R., 078049,
Denny, Davis McC., Jr., O73997.
Fraley, Harold J., O74203.
Gates, Norman B., O73554.
Grann, Richard A., OB4083.
Grant, Gordon E., 077414,
Grey, Harold M., 078324,
Haas, Donald A., O78328.
Hanson, Gene, O73958.
Harrington, Regls A., Jr., 078340,
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Hawkins, Billy W., OT3500.
Hawkins, Charles C., O73960.
Haynes, Richard E., O73527.
Hesse, Richard P,, O77442,

Hill, Donald L., O75064.
Hoerning, Robert W., O74726.
Hoffman, John F., OB2276.
Holt, Charles M., Jr., 073504,
Holt, Robert B., O78354.
Holzheimer, Richard D., O82338.
Hookway, William A., OT8355.
Jessup, Morris M., O73506.
Johnson, Charles P., Jr., OT73507.
Johnson, James H,, Jr,, O81671.
Johnson, Marion, Jr., 074009,
Jones, Maury L., O84525.

Jones, Warren A., O73508.
Kakazu, Yoshiakl, O84087.
Kelley, Horace 8., Jr., 084088,
Killough, Charles K., O73564.
Kimmel, Rex M., O73510.
Kneibert, Richard G., O78390.
Knepper, Charles ., 082280.
Eovarik, David F., O84080.
Loomis, John McA., O78407.
Mark, James C., O81685.
Marshall, Richard H., O81897.
McNall, Jack G., O77575.
McEee, Robert W., O7T7572.
McNutt, George R., 078429,
Meisel, Karl H., Jr., O81701.
Miller, Clemith J., Jr., OT7900.
Moore, Jimmy N., O78442.
Moses, George W., OT3576.
Neely, Joe E., OB4097T.
O'Connell, Maurice P., 084099.
Ohlemueller, William A., 084100,
Ottinger, Teddy A., 084529,
Owens, Robert C., 078459,
Phillips, Robert A., O78464.
Propes, Norman C., O73581.
Quigg, Stuart M., 078473,
Quinlan, Harry L., O73516.
Rayburn, Donald D., 084530.
Richey, Wayne B., 084104,
Rigrish, Ernest E., O81725.
Rosenberg, Theodore R. 084105.
Ross, Robert E., O78483.

Rowe, Alvin G. O77661.
Sanders, Willlam C., 2d, O78488.
Sandstrum, Allan W., 074834,
Sawyer, Frank N., Jr., 073075.
Secord, John W., O81736.
Seeley, James L., O75084.
Sherzer, Morton P., O78501.
Skanchy, Robert K., OT8506.
Smith, Carl G., 073520.

Smith, Willis B., O78509.
Springstead, Bertin W., O77700.
Stevenson, Harry K., 0817486,
Toler, William K., O83667.
Walker, James R. O78536.
Walker, William C., 074034.
Wallington, Edward H., O777568.
‘Wheeler, Lester McF., 084113.
Wiles, James M., OTT777.
Works, Bobby, O81769.

‘TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANT, MEDICAL SERVICE CORPS
Anderson, Robert E., 083845.

The following-named persons for appoint-
ment in the Regular Army of the United
Btates, in the grades and corps specified,
under the provisions of title 10, United
States Code, sectlons 3285, 3286, 3287, 3288,
9201, 8202, 3294, and 3311:

TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL
Holmes, Robert H.,, MC, 0401472,

TO BE MAJOR
Mitchell, Donald G., MC.

TO BE CAPTAINS
Bellar, Mary E., ANC, N734887.
Bonglovanni, Esther T., ANC, N797405.
Brown, Inez M., ANC, N792815.
Browning, Ann C., ANC, N762686.
Carabba, Otto A., Jr., MC, O4067342.
Cates, Mildred M., ANC, N753226.
Chase, Dorothy L., ANC, N735082.
Deck, Violet E., ANC, N900163.



1959

Hammill, Janet A., AMSC, R2055.
Hayden, Mary N., ANC, N001168.
Horkowitz, Gabriel W., DC, 02240540.
Isham, Ruth M., WAC, L1020589.
Judge, Cecllia A., ANC, N621938.
Krause, Manfred E., MC, O1872350.
Lane, Richard A., DC, 02271824,
Lipham, Corinne I., ANC, N763740.
Maddox, Belman C., DC, O2274574.
McCarthy, Eathryn V., ANC, N805380.
Moore, Fred J., JAGC, O2206643.
Ramsey, Frank A., VC, 01941854.
Roberts, Lucile M., ANC, N778792.
Rogers, Robert E., MC O7876559.
Sidell, Norma E., ANC, N784889.
Stein, Robert L., MC, 04043339,
Zerbi-Ortiz, Alfonso, MC, 05826149,
TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS
Anderson, William L., VC, O5500709.
Antoniccl, Anna E., ANC, N900194.
Bosch, Lila J., ANC, N902121,
Bowman, Donald B., MC, O2284809.
Christie, John N., Jr., MC, 02288241,
Cotreau, Joseph C., DC.
Cunningham, Dillard, ANC, N8052983.
Donavan, Joseph E,, Jr., VC, 04060853,
Filtzroy, Barbara M., ANC, N902640.
Glisson, Bessie R., ANC, N805339.
Greene, Patricia A., ANC, N805742.
Hatfield, John L., MSC, 02033312.
LaBounty, Frances M., ANC, N805763.
Larkin, Francis J., JAGC, 02205247,
Lee, Laurie A., WAC, L1020159.
Locke, Samuel M., Jr., DC, 05202563,
Schadl, Hilda T. A., ANC, N901965.
Smith, Carol L., WAC, L1010813.
Bpencer, Charles D., MC, 05204132,
Thomas, Fred W., MC, 02284245,
Wampler, Stanley N., VC, O4068745.
‘Webb, John F., Jr., JAGC, 02287525,
TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS
Charlton, John L., Jr., MSC, 02287186.
Cissell, Donald J., MSC, O5401587.
Currie, Christian M., WAC, L2291663.
Curtis, Ann L., AMSC, R2737.
Decker, Walter J., MSC, 02283668.
Dial, Retta F., WAC, L2290016.
Fellman, Barbara M., ANC, N2288964.
Jump, Janice G., WAC, L.2280164.
Ruggles, Don C., MSC, 05402204,

The following-named persons for appoint-
ment in the Regular Army of the United
States, in the grades specified under the pro-
visions of title 10, U.S. Code, sections 3285,
3286, 3287, and 3288:

TO EE MAJORS

Brown, Joseph E., 01637095.
Frank, LeRoy P., 0547199,
Morgan, Clayton B., 02053901.

TO BE CAPTAINS

Bowman, James C., 02293329,
Friedlein, Charles M., O978305.
Hansen, Donald E., 02266362,
Keggins, Alfred G., 0939668.
McEenzie, Lawrence 8., Jr., 02006815.
Ruple, Charles O., 01334807,
Watson, Billy H,, 0413812.
Wilson, James J., 01826119,

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS
Agnew, James B., O1887776.
Allan, Walter F. D,, 04042218,
Barrow, Carrell M., Jr., 04048443,
Bettinger, Francis D., 04030793,
Bradshaw, Harold D., 04034781,
Brodt, James H., 02203280,
Bunevich, Peter C,, 02290254,
Desaulniers, John J., 01820950,
Driscoll, Jerome W., 04027261,
Etzler, Roy T., 04035357,
Fossett, John L., 01915487,
Henderson, Berry H., 04011967.
Howard, Matthew A., Jr., 04051387,
Kreilick, Elvin A, Jr., 04058610.
Lancaster, James G., 04049755.
Logerquist, Benjamin A., 04040332
Marion, Charles B., 02203091,
Peterson, James M., 040169183.
Rose, Robert D., O2285205.
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Schroeder, Willlam 8., 02283031,
Smith, Thomas L., Jr,, 01888293,
Sumner, Elton, O4044371.

Bte. Marie, Normand A., 01893117,
Thomas, Hiram J., 01880403.
Tollefson, Robert G., 040503486,
Tutwiler, James D., 04040941,
‘Werner, Gary L., 04057225,
‘Wheeler, Douglas E., O1875420.

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS

Altom, Gilbert J., 04026043.
Anderson, David P., O1879765.
Blakeley, David C., 04013353,
Briel, Ernest M., Jr., 04063021,
Cannon, Joseph M., 01890416.
Chenoweth, Robert T., 04041871,
Chick, Edward E., 04001336.
Clark, Gerald R,, 04064344.
Collins, Nicholas H,, O4052666.
Conroy, Arthur T.,, Jr., 04029115.
Crowley, Bruce B., 05505249,
Curran, Francis R., Jr., 04051343,
Decelle, Philip H., 04066282,
Deighan, William P., 04035730.
Dickens, Waverley J., III, O5200365.
Doolittle, Lloyd W., 04071744,
Douglass, Robert W., 04068849,
Durr, Donald D., 04047312,
Fader, Jerome H., 04060467,
Falver, George K., 05300689,
Fisher, Paul D., 04075395.
Fletcher, James E., O5700971.
Fournier, Joseph J., 04065545,
Fuschak, Frank M., 04025114,
Gaines, Merrel E., O4046453.
Goller, Gilbert F., 04052900.
Greenfield, Bennett E., 05202381,
Grgich, Rudolph M., O1875201.
Guba, Howard J., 04065389,
Guillory, Larry G., O4071777.
Haan, Philip J., 05504012,
Harrlson, Henry L., 04076248,
Hatcher, Joseph F., O5400087.
Heck, Donald E., 04070351,
Hehle, Joseph P., 04000595,
Hendrix, John W., 01880087.
Hennen, Paul G., 04085516.
Hesse, Russell 8., 04069430.
Hestand, Eenneth D., 05400458,
Higgins, George R., 04064277,
Howell, Hugh B., Jr., 04075576.
Izatt, James, O4068789.

Joezik, Robert L., 01935864,
Kaiser, Philip E., 04074828
Kaufman, Raymond, Jr., 04075417,
Eelley, John W., Jr., 04053051.
Koford, Joel L., 05405146.
Latturner, George J., 04060917.
Lewls, Robert C., O4077108.
Linver, Sidney L., 05201027.
Lipmanson, Joel D., O4046790.
Lockaby, Jesse 8., Jr., 04058973,
Luck, Bennie E., Jr., 04036011,
Malone, K. H., Jr., 04049273.
Mayes, Floyd B., Jr., 05300208,
Morse, David L., O5504333.
Mortensen, Theodore J., Jr., 04074838
Mosco, Richard A., 04042769.
Muhlenfeld, Willlam F., 05203215.
Munyan, William G., 04036781,
Nagy, Gerald, O4035792.
Newman, Charles D., 04025963,
Payne, Charles F., 05200170.
Pierce, Ellis E., Jr., 04052224,
Powell, Walter W., 04044311,
Prince, Ted, O5201581.

Reilley, James J., O5503403.
Remington, Allen K., Jr., 04037811,
Reynolds, Willlam H., 05302402,
Richards, Gerald T.

Riggs, Jack M., 05701109,
Roberts, Roy A., 04070472,
Rodnite, Andrew J., 04064997
Rudrow, Robert G,, Jr., 04004007.
Russell, Richard R., O5400067.
Sander, Robert C., 04032682,
Schiefer, Henry J., O4065234.
Schroeder, Eldon K., 04071829.
Shea, Charles E., ITT, 04085443.
Sims, John C., Jr., 04075453,
Slayter, John H., O4060341.
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Smith, Carl D., 04048500,
Smith, George 0., 04070769.
Speth, Gerald L., 04076290.
Tamminen, David L., 04064561,
Taylor, Harry S., 04083653.
Todd, Carman D., O4077732.
Torf, Arthur S., O4069385.
Truett, Curtis P., 04083613.
Turner, Thomas E., III, O4075844.
Venezla, Ronald A, 04066490,
Wallace, George C., O2277008.
Walters, Charles O., O4050653.
‘Wells, David K., 04077210.
Wilson, John W., 04041381,
Winkler, Carl G., 01926099.
Wise, Harry L., Jr., 04075978,
Yeary, Ira W., 04069250.

Yulll, Stuart J., O4047308.

Zitz, Joseph 8., 04047545.

The following-named officer for appoint-
ment, by transfer, in the Regular Army of
the United States, without specification of
branch, arm, or service in the grade specified:

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANT
Lange, John H., 072913.

The following-named distinguished mili-
tary students for appointment in the Med-
ical Service Corps, Regular Army of the
United States, in the grade of second lleu-
tenant, under the provislons of title 10,
United States Code, sections 3285, 3286, 3287,
and 3288:

Dix, Richard A.

Kelling, George H.

The following-named distinguished mili-
tary students for appointment in the Regu-
lar Army of the United States in the grade
of second lieutenant, under the provisions
of title 10, United States Code, sections
3285, 3286, 3287, and 3288:

Abbhott, Eugene E., Jr. Eetchum, Loren L.
Agee, Robert T., Jr, Enoop, Paul R.
Apostle, Basll N. Kolasheskli, Richard F.
Balkovetz, Fred W. 05024266

Boe, Eugene H. Landrum, Donald J.
Bogenrife, Richard E. Langbein, Eugene G.
Boles, John L. Langendorfl, Herbert

Bosking, Willlam H. E.,Jr.
Browning, David B..Lawson, Owen D,
Jr. LeCroy, James A.

Bunij, Edwin W. Ligon, John L.
Carey, Norman C. Lovvorn, Robert H.
Carson, Robert A. Lunt, Robert G.
Chutter, Robert W., Maccl, David E.

Jr. Mackey, Billy O.
Cinli, Lyn G. Malirs, Robert J., IIT
Clairborne, Max R. Mayhew, Alburt C.
Clarke, Joseph R. Moe, Donald W.
Corbett, Harvey T. Moore, Powell A.
Crawford, George 8. Morton, James O.
Crelghton, Francis W. Nowak, Leonard G.
Crowe, Robert E. Olson, Frederick N.
Davis, Paul L. Pasco, Allen
DePace, Anthony J.  Preppernau, Paul D.
Eschman, Gary L. Provenzano, Robert J.
Fasolo, Anthony V. Quattlebaum, Charles
Fisher, Luke C., Jr. w.

Frazler, Robert L. Quinlan, Patrick J.
Garding, Charles C. Ramey, Harold M.
Good, Willlam K., Jr. Rebholz, Edward S.
Greene, Robert P. Roberts, Claude W., III
Griffith, James E, Rogers, Richard L.
Groves, Michael D. Schoor, Gerard J.
Gumbert, Robert L. Smith, Allan D,
Hardwick, Willis C. Smith, Duane N.
Helbling, James J. Starley, Vernon B.
Hessler, Thomas J. Tausch, Russell E.
Hillen, John F., Jr, Thompson, Billie PF.
Hixon, Jerry F. VanHooser, Carroll T.
Hohl, Richard E. VanHooser, David P.

Howard, Joe Vanlandingham,
Hutchison, Howard H. Robert E.
Jr. Wagner. Robert C.

Ingram, Samuel T. Ward, Charles E.
Jansen, Richard W. Wasson, James V.
Johnsen, Allen L. Wickstrom, Charles J.
Jones, Harry A. ‘White, Lawrence L.
Jones, Martin A. ‘Wilkinson, Tary D.
Eearney, Willlam M. - Willlams, Billy D.
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Windham, Joseph N. Zimbrick, Duane E.
Winston, Lowell O., Jr. Zumbro, Harold D.
Wright, Randolph M.
In THE Am FORCE

The following-named officers for appoint-
ment in the Air Force Reserve to the grades
indicated, under the provisions of section
8373, Public Law 861, 85th Congress, and
chapter 35, title 10, of the United States
Code:

TO BE MAJOR GENERALS

Brig. Gen. Clyde H. Mitchell, AO2630835, Alr
Force Reserve.

Brig. Gen. Clayton Stiles, AO269341, Air
Force Reserve.

Brig. Gen. Walter I, Miller, AO913582, Air
Force Reserve.

Brig. Gen. William 8. Johnston, AO144417,
Air Force Reserve,

Brig. Gen. John R. Alison, AO328165, Air
Force Reserve.

TO BE BRIGADIER GENERALS

Col. Frank 8. Perego, AO426422, Air Force
Reserve.

Col. James M. Stewart, A0433210, Alr Force
Reserve.

Col. Theodore G. Kershaw, AO230205, Air
Force Reserve.

Col. Barry M. Goldwater, AO270184, Air
Force Reserve.

Col. John B. Montgomery, AO304671, Air
Force Reserve.

Col. Charles F. Blair, Jr,, AO2261311, Air
Force Reserve.

Col. Roy T. Sessums, AO913943, Air Force
Reserve.

Col. John 8. Bagby, AO406530, Air Force
Reserve.

In THE Am ForcE

The following persons for appolntment
in the Regular Air Force in the grades indi-
cated, under the provisions of section 8284,
title 10, United States Code, with a view to
designation under the provisions of section
8067, title 10, United States Code, to perform
the duties indicated, and with dates of rank
to be prescribed by the Becretary of the
Air Force:

TO BE LIEUTENANT COLONEL, USAF (MEDICAL)
John W. Wichman, AO1702390.
TO BE MAJOR, USAF (DENTAL)
Haskell Gruber, AO2240202.
TO BE MAJORS, USAF (MEDICAL SERVICE)
V. Harry Adrounie, AO513157.
Ned F. Conner, AO1543263.
Arthur J. Donneson, AO1543287.
Francis J. Ryan, AO2040844.
Walter D. Schirmer, AO1535074.
Chauncey W. Smith, AO1541593.
Maynard F. Tinkham, AO1697884.
Gale A. Westerdoll, AO1533471.

TO BE CAPTAIN, USAF (MEDICAL)
Samuel J. Brewer, AO416502,

TO BE CAPTAINS, USAF (DENTAL)
Karl H, Hallwass, AO3000643.
Hunting J. Lord, Jr., AO1906110.
Paul W, Sproule, AO1864135.

Robert C. Walters.
Donald E. Williams, A02247385,

TO BE CAPTAINS, USAF (MEDICAL SERVICE)

Jarrell D. Bairrington, AO1906438.
Bernard F. Bauman, A0O1858317,
Marshal N. Blair, AO1912667.
Harold Diehl, Jr., AO1912503.
Glenn A. Huttenhauer, AO1904920,
James E. Johnson, AO1906750.
Harold M. Jones, AO2048353,

Paul W, Lappin, AO854185.

Joseph H. Leahy, AO1534320.
Walter J. McLellan, Jr., AO15340092,
Robert J. Moss, AO1542089.

Edward 8. Nugent, AO1865950.
John E. Pasch, AO2238677.

John R. Prigmore, AO555290.
William C. Ross, Jr,, A02213793.
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Bennle P. Simmons, AO2047148,
Frederick F, Thimm, AO2217409.
Garry W. Todd, Jr., AO2240055.

TO BE CAPTAINS, USAF (JUDGE ADVOCATE)

Julian C. Mann, AO2253031.
William L. Otten, Jr., AO3060600.
Robert G. Smith, AO2219051.

TO BE CAPTAINS, USAF (CHAPLAINS)
Anthony J. Jasinski, AO2255106.
TO BE CAPTAINS, USAF (NURSE)

Sarah E. Beard, AN2243829,

Eileen M. Hunt, ANT789785.

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS, USAF (MEDICAL)
Frank A. Camp, AO3088639.

Mack B. Cawthron, AO3075059.
Lawrence J. Enders, AO3076017.
Raphael K, Graves, AO3078329.
George M. Henneberger, AO3075348.
Thomas J. Scully, AQ2075299.
William M. Wahle, AO3075446.
Irving Waldman.

Mark J. Wegleltner, AO3075150.

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS, USAF (MEDICAL
SERVICE)

Ellis G.. Aboud, A0O2213624.
Charles A. Cravotta, Jr., AO3031075.
Charles J. Curry, AO3000140.
Roger S. Erickson, AO3000683.
George L. Flocca, AO3010604.
Earl W. Flaugher, AO3000263.
John Frezza, AO3003825.

John W. Eoehler, AOS98487.
Corlys D. Loban, AO3000152.
Arthur Louls, AO3000077.
Thomas R. Mayhugh, AO2262069.
Thomas J. McNey, AO3023688.
Joseph S. Pizzuto, AO3048264.
James M. Rutten, AO3000349.
John Y. Sadanaga, A04014462,
Raphael M, Sedler, AO3042986,
Ernest H. Slefarth, A02102931.
Horace D. Thomas, AO2239048,
Charles W. Tuck, AO30435586.
Seymour Wexler, AO3013367.
Rodney J. Zimmerman, AO3013411,

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS, USAF
(JUDGE ADVOCATE)

Jerome S. Cohn, AO2250565.

Edgar L. McHugh, A02222744.

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS, USAF

(NURSE)

Mary J. DeHaven, AN3045342,

Joan C. Gilbertson, AN3075423.

Marilyn Hunt, AN2242510,

Iva L. Jones, AN2243365.

Lillian F. Eneer, ANDS01422,

Mary E. Leftenant, AN2243758.

Lilly A. Nakatani, AN2242309.

Nell Noble, AN2242660.

Charlotte J. Phillips, AN2243320.

Doris L. Rumsey, AN2243284.

Ethel E. Sorrell, AN2242444,

Reva I, Sturm, AN2243373.

Joy L. Tofflemire, AN3075622.

Jane M. Vino, AN2243693.

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANTS, USAF
(MEDICAL SERVICE)

Thompson T. Abercrombie, AO307T9227.

Gordon R. Beem, AO3078257.

James B. Cobb, AO3046592.

John C. Compton, AO3088515.

‘Willis D. Cox, AO3076135.

James C. Cross, AO3078438.

Hugh R. Farrell, AO3078536.

Jack M. Gantz, AO3079400.

Sherwood S. Hill, AO3046033.

Ronald L. Eelley, AO3045313.

Charles L. Eennedy, AO3075472.

John B. Eennedy, AO3078988.

Ralph E. Neff, AO3088724.

Robert N. Olson, AO3077281.

Lester B. Parker, AO3076794.

Donald H. Relfe, Jr., AO3078911.

Arthur D, Strathern, Jr., AO3075361,

Lewis J. Thrasher, AO3078661,

John R, Watson, AO3077178.

February 12

The following persons for appointment in
the Regular Air Force, in the grades indi-
cated, under section 8284 of title 10, United
States Code, with dates of rank to be de-
termined by the Secretary of the Air Force:

TO BE MAJORS

David F. Barnett, Jr,, AOT89123,

Buford M. Eaves, AQ730418,

Raymond E. Fleck, AO808025.

Ray E, Hadwick, AO587803.

Robert A. Harris, AOB60262.

Harry R. Heiskell, AO561250.

Lonnie C. Hughes, AO1577343.

Robert E. Johnson, AO2058209.

John Messer, AO929640,

John H., Minnich, Jr., AOT90700.

Raymond P. Moore, Jr., AO673418.

John H. Murphy, AO2065599.

Robert H, Ottman, AO725345.

Earl L. Rigor, AO2071830.

Willlam C. Schuler, AO762056.

John C. Shahbaz, AOT16972.

Lenward A. £helton, AO761244.

Benjamin F. Smith, AO2063712.

Willlam €. Stickler, AO555304.

John B. Stirling, AO1699241,

Robert Stone, AO742538.

William E. Swindal, AO1168100.

Carmi A. Thompson, AO404675.

Richard T. Walsh, Jr., AO712710.

Robert E. Winters, AOT12068,

TO BE CAPTAINS

Bruce P. Davis, Jr., AO1858780.
Andrew S, Jones, AQ2222831.
John M. Lowery, AO2231051.
Chester W. Mumby, AC1849233.
Alvin E. Naumann, AO1850108.
Kenneth D, Weber, AO1850147.
Nena Zitinsky, AL2220228.

TO BE FIRST LIEUTENANTS
Robert C. Augur, AO3051485.
Robert R. Barnett, AO3052669,
Duane B. Blasl, AO3058127.
Harold M. Bowman, AO3059045.
Leslie A. Bryan, Jr., AO3050797.
Joseph W. Buchanan, AO3059048.
John T. Burch, AO3047217.
Norman K. Chase, AO3050538.
Donald N. Cherry, AO3050862.
Charles W. Collins, AO3056694.
Paul N. Doll, AO3028687.

Robert T. Donovan, AO3058794.
Joseph W. Felock, Jr., AO3050049.
Robert M. Flaherty, AO3053032.
Lowell A. Fredeen, AO3059072.
Stanley ¥. Purukawa, AO3046625.
Bruce R. Gardener, AO3040983,
Billy J. Gilstrap, AO3056850.
Allen W. Gray, AO3046315.
Charles H. Greenley, AO3050548.
Emmett D. Harper, AO3052220.
Theodore W. Hayes, AO3058749.
Frank W. Howell, AO3047658.
Robert Jacobs, A03029910.
Glenn J. Jaspers, AO3059094.
David L. Lawrence, AO3058344,
Donald J. Licatovich, AO3059083,
Harold G. Magner, AO3058753.
John H. Manley, AO30498919.
Arthur M. Mathison, AO3029858.
Malcolm 5. McManus, AO3051940,
Ronald L. McMillan, AO3048904.
John W. Meservey, AO3052423.
Jimmy F. Mikulas, AO3058756.
Donald D. Mueller, AO3050834.
Raymond C. Nellis, AO3052085.
George W. Ogles, AO3047230.
George W. Oliver, AO3058760.
Martin G, Olsen, AO3058761.
Alvin E. Owens, AO3051914,
Junior A. Pavik, AO3048410.
Ronald D. Peterson, AO3050841.
Carroll C. Rands, AO3051183.
Johnny P. Sanchez, AO3051621,
Leo J. Sheehy, Jr., AO3059036.
Edward B. S8heldon, AO3058824.
Wayne L. Shortridge, AO3051226,
Robert D. Smith, AO3027691.
Karl D. Sobolik, AO3050037.
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Daniel B. Stahl, AO3057149.
Duane G. Teuscher, AO3051103,
Thomas G. Tobin, AO3050663.
Eugene H. Unruh, AO3058777.
Matthew B, Wallace, AO3028808.
Bertil W. Wallin, AO3057092.
Alford M. White, Jr., AO3048012.

Harry D. White, Jr.,

A03028468.

Richard K. Whitney, AO3051137.
Joseph E, Wildt, AO30568911.
John R. Wojahn, AO3058053.
Bernard J. Zajkowski, AO3058779.

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANT—DISTINGUISHED
AVIATION CADET GRADUATE

Larimer J, Lenhardt, AO3081803,
IN THE COAST GUARD
The following-named persons to be chlef

warrant officers, W—4, in

Guard:

Cecil M. Thomas
John Needham

Arva 8. Alexander
Robert J. Mohr
Frank P. Coffin
Wesley R. Hansberry
Gerard A. Hearn
Peter Majkut
Raymond E. Holley
William M. Parker

the U.S. Coast

Oscar D. Diel

Peter 8. Fredriksen, Jr.
George W. Tanghe

Roy L. Dalsey

Cecil L. James

Charles E. Mueller
Thomas E. Harwell
Joseph M. McGahee
Arthur N. Colona
John E. Rowe

The following-named persons to be chief

warrant officers,
Guard:

Arloy F. Jensen

JIA’I “zn ShOWE
Charles H. Sanders
Richard G. Degnan
Louis W. Stanley
Jack D. Rodgers
Marshall K. Phillips
Artell B. Crowley, Jr.
Gordon R. Campbell
Martin F. Groff
Ronald McClellan
Lloyd T. Twiford
Millard W. Johnson
Daniel W. Cluft
Robert C, Ashdon
George W. Hupper
Harry J. Backman
Henry O. Aeschliman
Morris J. Marshall
Willlam E. Hughes
Joseph L. Richardson
Norman R. Hundwin
John T, Mears, Jr.
George D. Doll

Earl W. Skinner
Lester G. Quarles

W-8, in the U.S. Coast

Victor M. Adams
Charles I. Carpenter
Jack 8. Breschini
Ferdinand J. Selissen
Ernest T. Bittman
Julian R, Sherman
Leo V. Walsh, Jr.
Adrian Fulcher
Bhelbert P. Creech
George J. McKinlock
Glenn N. Nelson
David A. Smith
Walter S. Yeargain
Elmer L. Alban
George D. Miller, Jr.
Frederick D. Mann
James W. Berry
William F. Brock
Doily Fulcher

Merle 5. Wilson

Finis L. McClanahan
Robert F. Eonrad
Cornelius A. Johnson
Palmer F. Guarente
Clinton O. Gregory
Francis C. McCracken

Stanley Thoroughmean Howard A. Carande
The following-named persons to be chief

warrant officers,
Guard:
Frederick J. Alles
Edward J. Fraser
Thomas A. Gauld
Melvin C. Mize
Paul P. Sherrill
Timothy J. Crowley
John H. DeBoe

W-2, in

the U.S. Coast

William F. Eortlang
William E. Woodman
Robert E. Bonville
Robert L. Williams, Jr.
Neil H. Endsley
Charles O, Franklin

U.S. DISTRICT JUDGE
John G. Tucker, of Texas, to be U.S. dis-
trict judge for the eastern district of Texas,
vice Lamar Cecil, deceased.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

TrurspAY, FEBRUARY 12, 1959

The House met at 10:30 o'clock a.m.
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp,
D.D., offered the following prayer:

Judges 18: 5: Ask counsel of God, that

we may know whether our way, which we
go, shall be prosperous.

Eternal God, our Father, who art al-
ways seeking to draw us within the
compass and circuit of Thy divine fel-
lowship, grant that we may be eager to
accept and acclaim the overtures of Thy
friendship and love.

We acknowledge humbly that we great-
ly need Thy counsel and companionship
in order that we may be equal to all the
tasks and responsibilities which are far
beyond our finite wisdom and strength.

Inspire our souls to lay hold confident-
ly and courageously of those principles

of truth and righteousness, good will and .

brotherhood which Thou hast ordained
for the building of a nobler civilization,

May glory and majesty, dominion, and
power, through Jesus Christ, our Lord,
be Thine forever and ever. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
yesterday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A messege in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the House by Mr. Ratchford,
one of his secretaries.

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND
AND INTERNATIONAL BANK FOR
RECONSTRUCTION AND DEVELOP-
MENT—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 77)

The SPEAEKER laid before the House
the following message from the Presi-
dent of the United States, which was
read by the Clerk and, together with ac-
companying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency and
ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

In the Bretton Woods Agreements Act
of 1945 Congress authorized the partici-
pation of the United States in the Inter-
national Monetary Fund and in the In-
ternational Bank for Reconstruction and
Development.

This act of leadership on the part of
the Government of the United States
made it possible to bring these two great
international institutions into being and
to launch a major effort among the na-
tions of the free world designed to estab-
lish an effective and continuing system of
international cooperation in the fields of
monetary and exchange policy and eco-
nomic development.

Since their foundation 12 years ago,
the United States has given vigorous
support to the Bank and the Fund.

The two institutions have been out-
standingly successful.

The Bank has assisted on an increasing
scale the economic growth of the less
developed countries through well-con-
ceived and intelligently executed de-
velopment projects. The Fund, through
the provision of wise counsel and timely
financial assistance to member countries
faced with balance-of-payments diffi-
culties, has successfully promoted the
adoption of sound fiscal, monetary and
foreign exchange policies in member
countries.
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The international standing achieved
by the Bank and Fund is such that the
international economic system of today
cannot successfully function without
them. They are indeed vital to the con-
tinued economic growth and cohesion of
the entire free world.

The National Advisory Council on In-
ternational Monetary and Financial
Problems, which is responsible for ad-
vising me with respect to United States
relationships with the Bank and Fund,
has now recommended that the resources
of the Bank and Fund be increased.

I strongly concur in this recommenda=
tion. Accordingly, I ask that Congress,
in accordance with the provisions of the
Bretton Woods Agreements Act, author-
ize the U.S. Governor of the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund to request and
consent to an increase of 50 percent in
the quota of the United States in the
International Monetary Fund, and au-
thorize the U.S. Governor of the Inter-
national Bank to vote for an increase of
110 percent in the capital stock of the
Bank, and, subject to said increase be-
coming effective, subscribe on behalf of
the United States to 31,750 additional
shares of stock of the Bank, amounting
to a doubling of the United States sub-
seription.

The recommended increase is neces-
sary to enable the two institutions to
continue to operate successfully over the
years ahead. Our subscriptions are the
only financial support we are required to
give these institutions. Within the
framework of their capital structure,
they are self-supporting and do not re-
quire additional periodic contributions.

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND

The International Monetary Fund has
two primary tasks. It promotes interna-
tional monetary cooperation and sound
foreign exchange practices which are
vital to the balanced growth of world
trade and development. It also provides
short-term financial assistance to mem-
ber countries to help them stabilize their
currencies, maintain or move toward
convertibility, and overcome temporary
balance-of-payments problems without
resorting to restrictions or other prac-
tices which may be harmful to interna-
tional cooperation. In its financial oper-
ations, the Fund utilizes the gold and
currencies which have been provided to
it by the member countries on the basis
of their quotas. These operations con-
sist of advances or drawings repayable
in not more than 3 to 5 years.

Since the beginning of its operations,
the Fund has made available about $4.1
billion to 36 countries. Of this sum $3.2
billion was actually drawn in eash; com-
mitments of over $800 million under
standby arrangements or lines of credit
are still outstanding; and $100 million in
such credits were allowed to expire un-
used. Approximately two-thirds of the
total was provided during the past 2
years, and the total amount of drawings
and unused standby commitments out-
standing on December 31, 1958, was $2.6
billion. On that date, the Fund’s hold-
ings of gold and U.S. dollars available
for new advances or commitments were
$1.4 billion, compared with $3.5 billion
at the end of 1956. In the light of past
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experience, this amount would not be
adequate if calls on the fund comparable
to those of recent years were made. The
fund must maintain sufficient liquid re-
sources to constitute a second line of
reserves to which its members can turn
with assurance at any time,

The proposed general increase of 50
percent in the resources of the Fund, to-
cether with larger increases requested
by a few countries, will meet this need.
These increases will raise the resources
of the fund by approximately $5 billion,
of which gold and dollars will amount
to some $2.3 billion. If these new re-
sources are made available, the free
world can have full confidence in the ca-
pacity of the Fund to perform its tasks
in the coming years.

Under the articles of agreements of the
Fund, when a quota is increased, the
member must pay 25 percent of the in-
crease in gold, and the balance in its cur-
rency. In our case, this means a pay-
ment of approximately $344 million in
gold and $1,031 million in dollars. The
latter will be held in non-interest-bear-
ing notes to be utilized only at such time
as the Fund may need cash to meet
drawings by its members.

I should like to stress the cooperative
nature of this proposed increase in fund
resources. Three-fourths of the gold to
be paid to the fund will come from other
countries. Moreover, the additional
holdings of other leading currencies will
be increasingly useful to the fund, par-
ticularly in view of the recent extension
of the convertibility of major European
currencies. This increase in resources
on a very broad base is assured by the
provision that the increase will not be-
come effective until members having 75
percent of present fund quotas have con-
sented to quota increases.

INTERNATIONAL BANK FOR RECONSTRUCTION AND
DEVELOFMENT

The International Bank for Recon-
struction and Development has, in its
12 years of operations, made loans of
over $4 billion in 49 different countries
and territories. The Bank's reconstruc-
tion loans were made in 1947, and since
then the Bank has made loans of some
$3.6 billion for productive development
projects. Loans by the Bank are cur-
rently running at the rate of about $700
million per year. Most of these loans
have been made to the underdeveloped
areas of the world. The Bank’s own fi-
nancing and technical assistance activi-
ties have increased the pace of economic
growth all over the free world. The
Bank has also been able to act as a con-
duit and stimulant to the flow of private
capital into less developed areas.

Under the charter of the International
Bank, only a small part of its authorized
capital is available for lending, and the
Bank obtains its funds primarily through
borrowings in the financial markets of
the world. Most of its authorized capi-
tal is, in effect, a guarantee for these
borrowings. The Bank has raised the
equivalent of more than $2 billion
through issuance of its bonds in several
different currencies. Approximately
$1.8 billion of such bonds are currently
outstanding, These bonds are recog-
nized throughout the world as high qual-
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ity securities. Both because of the mem-
ber countries’ guarantees and because
of the outstanding character of its rec-
ord, the Bank has been able to borrow
large sums of money at frequent inter-
vals at rates of interest comparable to
those on high-grade Government securi-
ties. This permits the Bank to fix inter-
est rates on its own loans that do not im-
pose undue burdens on the borrowing
countries,

At present, and in the foreseeable fu-
ture, the ability of the Bank to raise
funds in the capital market of the United
States will depend Ilargely upon the
guarantee inherent in this country’s
subscription. Under the current rate of
Bank borrowing, the present amount of
this guarantee will be exceeded in the
next 2 years. If the Bank is to continue
to play its full part in raising produc-
tivity and living standards, additional
capital far beyond the amount covered
by the existing U.S. subscription will he
needed.

The proposed increase of 110 percent
in the total capital of the Bank and of
100 percent in the U.S. subscription will
permit the Bank to meet its needs for
borrowed funds for a substantial period
of time. No part of the increase in our
subsecription would be required to be
paid in except to meet defaults on the
Bank's obligations. There is no reason
to believe that this contingent liability
will become a real one.

As in the case of the Fund, the pro-
posed increase in the capital of the
Bank will not become effective until sub-
scriptions have been received for ap-
proximately 75 percent of the existing
capital. This will assure a wide par-
ticipation by the member countries.

The Special Report of the National
Advisory Council, which describes in
detail the proposal to increase the re-
sources of the Bank and Fund, is
attached.

The entire free world needs sound cur-
rencies and orderly exchange systems to
foster trade and economic growth and it
needs capital which will support rising
living standards and accelerate the pace
of economic development in all of the
member countries. The International
Monetary Fund and the International
Pank for Reconstruction and Develop-
ment have achieved outstanding records
as effective instruments toward these
ends. For the well-being of the free
world and in our own interest, it is
essential that the proposed increases in
the resources of these two institutions
take place.

There is real urgency for prompt ac-
tion. The United States has for many
months been taking the lead in this im-
portant effort to equip the Bank and
Fund to continue their work., The coun-
tries of the free world look to the United
States, because of our economic strength,
to set the pace by acting without delay
to take up our subscription in the new
stock of the Bank and to pay our quota
increase in the Fund. I consider it to
be most important for the TU.S.
Government to maintain the posture of
leadership which it now occupies. To
this end, I urge the Congress to enact
the necessary legislation so that these
increases may promptly be made efiec-
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tive, to insure further progress toward
realizing a better life for the peoples of
the free world.
DwigHT D. EISENHOWER.
THE WHITE Housk, February 12, 1959.

RECESS
The SPEAKER. The House will stand
in recess subject to the call of the Chair.
Thereupon (at 10:34 o’clock a.m.) the

House stood in recess subject to the call
of the Chair.

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 10
o’'clock and 48 minutes a.m.

JOINT SESSION OF CONGRESS IN
THE HALL OF THE HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES HELD PURSUANT
TO THE PROVISIONS OF HOUSE
JOINT RESOLUTION 648, 85TH
CONGRESS, COMMEMORATING
THE 150TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
BIRTH OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN

THE JOINT COMMITTEE ON ARRANGEMENTS,
FRED SCHWENGEL, CHAIRMAN

For the Senate: Pavrn H. Doucras, of Illi-
nois; EVERETT M. DIRKSEN, of Illinois; JorN S.
Coorer, of Kentucky; Vance HARTEE, of
Indiana.

For the House: PeETer F. Mack, Jr., of
Illinois; Winrierp K. DeEnTON, of Indiana;
FreEp SCHWENGEL, of Iowa; WILLIAM G. Bray,
of Indiana.

THE PROGRAM FOR THE JOINT SESSION

Prelude.--c-eae- U.S. Army Band Orchestra
Maj. Hugh J. Curry, leader

Presiding officer . ool The Speaker
Hon. SaM RAYBURN

Invocation_____ Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D.D.

The Chaplain of the House of Representatives
Distinguished guests presented.

Songs_.._The Idlers, Choral Group of Cadets
U.S. Coast Guard Academy

Reading of the Gettysburg address________
Fredric March
e e e Carl Sandburg
Benediction._
Rev. Frederick Brown Harris, D.D.
The Chaplain of the Senate

The Speaker of the House presided.

The Doorkeeper announced the Vice
President and Members of the U.S. Sen-
ate, who entered the Hall of the House
of Representatives, the Vice President
taking the chair at the right of the
Speaker and the Senators occupying
seats in front of the Representatives on
the east and west side of the main aisle.

The Doorkeeper announced the fol-
lowing guests:

Former Vice President of the United
States Henry A. Wallace.

The assistant heads of departments;
heads of independent agencies, offices,
and commissions; Lincoln Sesquicenten-
nial Commission, honorary and advisory
members, Director and Assistant Direc-
tor; and Civil War Centennial Commis-
sion Director and Assistant Director who
occupied seats assigned them on the
floor.

The Chairman, Joint Chiefs of Staff,
Chief of Staff of the Army, Chief of
Naval Operations, Chief of Staff of the
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Air Force, Commandant of the Marine
Corps, Commandant of the Coast Guard,
generals of the Army, fleet ad-
mirals who occupied seats assigned them
on the floor.

The Chief Justice of the United States
and the Associate Justices of the Su-
preme Court, who occupied seats on the
left of the rostrum.

The Ambassadors, Ministers, and
Chargés d’Affaires of foreign govern-
ments who occupied seats assigned them
on the floor.

The members of the President’s Cab-
inet who occupied seats in front of and
on the right of the rostrum.

Mr. Fredric March, escorted by the
committee of Senators and Representa-
tives, took his place at the Clerk’s desk.
[Applause, the Members rising.]

Mr, Carl Sandburg, escorted by the
committee of Senators and Representa-
tives, took his place at the Clerk’s desk.
[Applause, the Members rising.]

The joint session of Congress was
called to order by the Speaker.

INVOCATION

The SPEAKER. The invocation will
be delivered by the Reverend Bernard
Braskamp, D.D., Chaplain of the House
of Representatives.

Dr. BRASKAMP. I Corinthians 13: 13:
And now abideth faith, hope, and char-
ity, these three; but the greatest of these
is charity.

Most merciful and gracious God, we
have assembled here to pay tribute to
the life and character of a great Amer-
ican patriot who stood like a giant
among his contemporaries and whose
record of heroic service has made an in-
delible impression upon succeeding gen-
erations.

We rejoice that he always kept the
windows of his soul open toward the
unseen and eternal, whence came his in-
sight and inspiration, his faith and for-
titude, his humility and charity.

Grant that his indomitable passion for
the preservation of the Union may also
inspire our longing to promote and pre-
serve the union and concord of God-
fearing men and nations in their search
and struggle for peace and freedom.

May our beloved country continue to
pray and labor to bring to fulfillment
and fruition that blessed day when all
the members of the human family shall
walk and work together in friendship
and fraternity.

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

THE U.S, ARMY BAND

The SPEAKER. Members of the Con-
gress, we will now have the pleasure of
some renditions by the U.S. Army Band
under the direction of Maj. Hugh Curry.

The U.S. Army Band played the fol-
lowing marches: “Adoration,” “Spirit of
Independence,” “Man of the Hour,” and
“All-American Soldier.”

The SPEAEER. Members of the Con-
gress, we will now be entertained by a
choral group as known as the Idlers,
Cadets of the U.S. Coast Guard Academy.

The Coast Guard Academy Chorus,
the Idlers, under the direction of Band-
master Donald L. Janse, rendered a med-
ley of excerpts from sacred and secular

. dedicate—we
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musie: “Lord, Thou Hast Been Our
Dwelling Place Forever,” ‘“America,”
“Dixie,” “When Johnnie Comes March=-
ing Home,” “Tramp, Tramp, Tramp, the
Boys Are Marching,” “Ora Lee,” “Battle
Hymn of the Republic,” “Taps,” and
the closing portion of “Lincoln’s Gettys-
burg Address.” Arrangement by Band-
master Janse.

READING OF THE GETTYSBURG ADDRESS

The SPEAKER. Members of the Con-
gress, it is now my great pleasure to pre-
sent a very famous man who has been
heard and seen throughout the country
and throughout the world, twice an
Academy Award winner, and selected for
his present role after consultation with
the Motion Picture Association of the
United States of America. I take great
pleasure, therefore, in presenting to you
a distinguished cititzen, a fine man, and
a great artist, Fredric March. [Ap-
plause, the Members rising.]

Mr. March will now read the Gettys-
burg Address.

Mr. MARCH. Mr. President, Mr.
Speaker, Members of the Congress, hon-
ored guests:

“Fourscore and seven years ago our
fathers 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. We are met on a great
battlefield of that war. We have come
to dedicate a portion of that field, as a
final resting-place for those who here
gave their lives that that nation might
live. It is altogether fitting and proper
that we should do this.

“But, in a larger sense, we cannot
cannot consecrate—we
cannot hallow—this ground. The brave
men, living and dead, who struggled here,
have consecrated it, far above our poor
power to add or detract. The world will
little note, nor long remember what we
say here, but it can never forget what
they did here. It is for us the living,
rather, to be dedicated here to the unfin-
ished work which they who fought here
have thus far so nobly advanced. It is
rather for us to be here dedicated to the
great task remaining before us—that
from these honored dead we take in-
creased devotion to that cause for which
they gave the last full measure of devo-
tion—that we here highly resolve that
these dead shall not have died in vain—
that this nation, under God, shall have a
new birth of freedom—and that govern-
ment of the people, by the people, for the
people, shall not perish from the earth.”

[Applause, the Members rising.]

ADDRESS

The SPEAKER. And now it becomes
my great pleasure, and I deem it a high
privilege, to be able to present to you
the man who in all probability knows
more about the life, the times, the hopes,
and the aspirations of Abraham Lin-
coln than any other human being. He
has studied and has put on paper his
conceptions of the towering figure of this
great and this good man. I take pleasure
and I deem it an honor to be able to

2265

present to you this great writer, this
great historian, Carl Sandburg.

[Applause, the Members rising.]

Mr. SANDBURG. Before beginning
this prepared address, I must make the
remark that this introduction, this re-
ception here calls for humility rather
than pride. I am well aware of that.

Not often in the story of mankind
does a man arrive on earth who is both
steel and velvet, who is as hard as rock
and soft as drifting fog, who holds in
his heart and mind the paradox of ter-
rible storm and peace unspeakable and
perfect. Here and there across cen-
turies come reports of men alleged to
have these contrasts. And the incom-
parable Abraham Lincoln born 150 years
ago this day, is an approach if not a
perfect realization of this character. In
the time of the April lilacs in the year
1865, on his death, the casket with his
body was carried north and west a
thousand miles; and the American peo-
ple wept as never before; bells sobbed,
cities wore erepe; people stood in tears
and with hats off as the railroad burial
car paused in the leading cities of seven
States ending its journey at Springfield,
Ill., the hometown. During the 4 years
he was President he at times, especially
in the first 3 months, took to himself
the powers of a dictator; he commanded
the most powerful armies till then as-
sembled in modern warfare; he enforced
conscription of soldiers for the first time
in American history; under imperative
necessity he abolished the right of
habeus corpus; he directed politically
and spiritually the wild, massive tur-
bulent forces let loose in civil war; he
argued and pleaded for compensated
emanicipation of the slaves. The slaves
were property, they were on the tax-
books calong with horses and -cattle,
the vaﬁuation of each slave written next
to his name on the tax assessor's books.
Failing to get action on compensated
emancipation, as a Chief Executive hav-
ing war powers he issued the paper by
which he declared the slaves to be free
under military necessity. In the end
nearly $4 million worth of property was
taken away from those who were legal
owners of it, property confiscated, wiped
out as by fire and turned to ashes, at
his instigation and executive direction.
Chattel property recognized and lawful
for 300 years was expropriated, seized
without payment.

In the month the war began he told his
secretary, John Hay:

My policy is to have no poliey.

Three years later in a letter to a Ken-
tucky friend made public, he confessed
plainly:

I have been controlled by events.

His words at Gettysburg were sacred,
yet strange with a color of the familiar:

We cannot consecrate—we cannot hallow—
this ground. The brave men, living and
dead, who struggled here, have consecrated
it, far beyond our poor power to add or
detract.

He could have said “the brave Union
men.” Did he have a purpose in omit-
ting the word “Union?” Was he keeping
himself and his utterance clear of the
passion that would not be good to look
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back on when the time came for peace
and reconciliation? Did he mean to
leave an implication that there were
brave Union men and brave Confederate
men, living and dead, who had struggled
there? We do not know, of a certainty.
Was he thinking of the Eentucky father
whose two sons died in battle, one in
Union blue, the other in Confederate
gray, the father inseribing on the stone
over their double grave, “God knows
which was right””? We do not know. His
changing policies from time to time
aimed at saving the Union. In the end
his armies won and his Nation became
a world power. In August of 1864 he
wrote a memorandum that he expected
in view of the national situation, he
expected to lose the next November elec-
tion. That month of August was so
dark. Sudden military victory brought
the tide his way; the vote was 2,200,000
for him and 1,800,000 against him.
Among his bitter opponents were such
figures as Samuel F. B. Morse, inventor
of the telegraph, and Cyrus H. McCor=-
mick, inventor of the farm reaper. In
all its essential propositions the southern
Confederacy had the moral support of
powerful, respectable elements through-
out the North, probably more than a mil-
lion voters believing in the justice of the
southern cause. While the war winds
howled he insisted that the Mississippi
was one river meant to belong to one
country, that railroad connection from
coast to coast must be pushed through
and the Union Pacific Railroad made a
reality. While the luck of war wavered
and broke and came again, as generals
failed and campaigns were lost, he held
enough forces of the north together to
raise new armies and supply them, until
generals were found who made war as
victorious war has always been made,
with terror, frightfulness, destruction,
and on both sides, North and South, valor
and sacrifice past words of man to tell.
In the mixed shame and blame of the
immense wrongs of two crashing civili-
zations, often with nothing to say, he
said nothing, slept not at all, and on oc-
casions he was seen to weep in a way
that made weeping appropriate, decent,
majestic. As he rode alone on horseback
near Soldiers Home on the edge of Wash-
ington one night his hat was shot off;
a son he loved died as he watched at
the bed; his wife was accused of betray-
ing information to the enemy, until de-
nials from him were necessary. An In-
diana man at the White House heard
him say, “Voorhees, don’t it seem strange
to you that I, who could never so much
as cut off the head of a chicken, should
be elected, or selected, into the midst of
all this blood?” He tried to guide Gen-
eral Nathaniel Prentiss Banks, a Demo-
crat, three times Governor of Massachu-
setts, in the governing of some 17 of the
48 parishes of Louisiana controlled by
the Union armies, an area holding a
fourth of the slaves of Louisiana. He
would like to see the State recognize the
emancipation proclamation:

And while she 1s at it, I think it would
not be objectionable for her to adopt some
practical system by which the two races
could gradually live themselves out of their
old relation to each other, and both come
out better prepared for the new. Education
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for the young blacks should be included in
the plan.

To Gov. Michel Hahn, elected in 1864
by a majority of the 11,000 white male
voters who had taken the oath of
allegiance to the Union, Lincoln wrote:

Now you are about to have a convention
which, among other things, will probably
define the elective franchise, I barely sug-
gest for your private consideration, whether
some of the colored people may not be let
in—as for instance the very intelligent and
especially those who have fought gallantly
in our ranks.

Among the million words in the Lin-
coln utterance record, he interprets him-
self with a more keen precision than
someone else offering to explain him.
His simple opening of the ‘“house
divided"” speech in 1858 serves for today:

If we could first know where we are, and

whither we are tending we could better judge
what to do, and how to do it.

To his Kentucky friend, Joshua F.
Speed, he wrote in 1855:

Our progress in degeneracy appears to me
to be pretty rapid. As a Nation we began
by declaring that “all men are created equal,
except Negroes.” When the know-nothings
get control, it will read “all men are created
equal except Negroes and foreigners and
Catholics.” When it comes to this, I shall
prefer emigrating to some country where
they make no pretense of loving liberty.

Infinitely tender was his word from a
White House balcony to a crowd on the
White House lawn:

I have not willingly planted a thorn in
any man’s bosom.

Or fo a military Governor:

I shall do nothing through malice; what
I deal with is too vast for malice.

He wrote for Congress to read on
December 1, 1862:

In times like the present men should utter
nothing for which they would not willingly
be responsible through time and eternity.

Like an ancient psalmist he warned
Congress:

Fellow citizens, we cannot escape history.
We will be remembered in spite of ourselves.
No personal significance or insignificance can
spare one or another of us. The flery trial
through which we pass will light us down in
honor or dishonor to the latest generation.

Wanting Congress to break and forget
past traditions his words came keen and
flashing:

The dogmas of the quiet past are inade-
quate for the stormy present. We must
think anew, we must act anew, we must
disenthrall ourselves.

They are the sort of words that actu-
ated the mind and will of the men who
created and navigated that marvel of the
sea, the Nautilus, and her voyage from
Pear]l Harbor and under the North Pole
icecap.

The people of many other countries
take Lincoln now for their own. He be-
longs to them. He stands for decency,
honest dealing, plain talk, and funny
stories. “Look where he came from—
don’t he know =all us strugglers and
wasn't he a kind of tough struggler all
his life right up to the finish?” Some-
thing like that you can hear in any near-
by neighborhood and across the seas.
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Millions there are who take him as a per-
sonal treasure. He had something they
would like to see spread everywhere over
the world. Democracy? We cannot
say exactly what it is, but he had it. In
his blood and bones he carried it. In
the breath of his speeches and writings
it is there. Popular government? Re-
publican institutions? Government
where the people have the say-so, one
way or another telling their elected lead-
ers what they want? He had the idea.
It is there in the lights and shadows of
his personality, a mystery that can be
lived but never fully spoken in words.

Our good friend, the poet and play-
wright Mark Van Doren, tells us:

To me, Lincoln seems, in some ways, the
most interesting man who ever lived. He
was gentle but this gentleness was combined
with a terrific toughness, an iron strength.

And how did Lincoln say he would
like to be remembered? Something of it
is in this present occasion, the at-
mosphere of this room. His beloved
friend, Representative Owen Lovejoy, of
Illinois, had died in May of 1864, and
friends wrote to Lincoln and he replied
that the pressure of duties kept him from
joining them in efforts for a marble
monument to Lovejoy, the last sentence
of Lincoln's letter, saying:

Let him have the marble monument along
with the well-assured and more enduring

one in the hearts of those who love liberty,
unselfishly, for all men.

Today we may say, perhaps, that the
well-assured and most enduring me-
morial to Lincoln is invisibly there, to-
day, tomorrow, and for a long time yet
to come. It is there in the hearts of
lovers of liberty, men and women—this
country has always had them in crises—
men and women who understand that
wherever there is freedom there have
been those who fought, toiled, and sacri-
ficed for it.

I thank you. [Applause, the Members
rising.]

EBENEDICTION

The SPEAKER. The benediction will
be pronounced by Dr. Frederick Brown
Harris, Chaplain of the U.S. Senate.

Dr. HARRIS. Our Father God, from
this national sacrament of gratitude and
memory, with the winged words of a
prophet of our day lodged in our hearts,
with the light of Thy countenance lifted
upc=— us,

Send us forth into this testing, try-
ing time with the faith and patience of
T;xy servant, Abraham Lincoln—Ilike

To be true to all truth the world denies,
Not tongue-tied by its gilded lies;

Not always right in all men'’s eyes,

But faithful to the light within.

Amen,

RETIREMENT OF DISTINGUISHED GUESTS

The Doorkeeper escorted the distin-
guished guests from the Chamber in the
following order:

'%‘he members of the President’s Cabi-
net.

The Chief Justice of the United States
and the Associate Justices of the United
States Supreme Court.

The ambassadors, ministers, and
chargés d’affaires of foreign governments.
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The assistant heads of departments;
heads of independent agencies, offices,
and commissions; Lincoln Sesquicenten-
nial Commission, honorary and advisory
members, Director and Assistant Direc-
tor; and Civil War Centennial Commis-
sion Director and Assistant Director.

The Chairman, Joint Chief of Staff,
Chief of Staff of the Army, Chief of Naval
Operations, Chief of Staff of the Air
Force, Commandant of the Marine Corps,
Commendant of the Coast Guard, gen-
erals of the Army, and fleet admirals.

JOINT SESSION DISSOLVED

The SPEAKER. The Chair declares
the joint session of the two Houses dis-
solved.

Thereupon (at 11 o'clock and 58 min-
utes a.m.) the joint session of the two
Houses of Congress was dissolved.

The Members of the U.S. Senate re-
tired to their Chamber.

AFTER RECESS

The recess having expired, the House
was called to order by the Speaker at 11
o'clock and 59 minutes p.m.

BIRTHDAY OF A GREAT PATRIOT,
LEADZR, AND REVOLUTIONARY
WAR HERO: THADDEUS KOSCI-
USZKO

Mr, STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks in the REcorp and also that any
Member who may desire to do so may
have 3 legislative days in which to extend
his remarks in the Recorp on the life
and character of Thaddeus Kosciuszko.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, to-
day, February 12, is the birthday of a
great Polish-American patriot. Tadeusz
Kosciuszko was one of those unique
European statesmen whose thinking was
far beyond his contemporary lifetime.

Above all, Kosciuszko was a democrat
in the tradition of Jefferson and Lafay-
ette. He implicitly believed in man'’s de-
sire and ability to grow, develop, and be-
come strong under the democratic form
of government. Throughout his long
life—February 12, 1746, to April 2,
1817—Kosciuszko devoted his entire en-
ergy and talent to furthering this belief
in practical form.

Aside from Kosciuszko's leadership in
Poland as well as in all of central Europe
in the cause of national and individual
freedom, this great man played one of
the most significant roles of any indi-
vidual in America’s fight for independ-
ence. He came to the United States in
1776 as a young man and distinguished
himself as a brilliant military strategist,
especially in New York and at the battle
of Yorktown. As recognition of his
services, General Washington promoted
Kosciuszko to the rank of colonel of ar-
tillery and made him his adjutant. In
1783, after American independence was
firmly established, Kusciuszko was re-
warded for his services to the cause of
U.S. independentse with the thanks
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of Congress, the privilegze of Ameri-
can citizenship, a considerable annual
pension with landed estates, and the
rank of brigadier general. A year later
he returned to his native Poland for
many years he led the struggling Polish
people in their unending battle for in-
dependence. In 1796 he came to the
United States for a second visit and
lived in Philadelphia until May 1798.
Gaining new insights into the demo-
cratic process, he returned to Europe
and made one last, but fruitless attempt
to restore the sovereignty of his home-
land at the Congress of Vienna. At length
he retired to his estates. His last act be-
fore his death on April 2, 1817, was
typical of a lifetime devoted to the free-
dom of the individual and belief in the
dignity of man. He freed all the serfs
in his care, insisting only on the mainte-
nance of schools on the liberated estates.

Today, with a world so torn with fear
and ideological conflict it is well that
we in the United States pause to pay
tribute to a great military leader, a great
statesman, and a great American. His
energy, his insight and his unfailing be-
lief in man as a rational political being
provide a contemporary lesson for us
all. Poland still fights in the name of
Kosciuszko. America remembers.

Mr. DULSKI. Mr. Speaker, February
12 marks the 213th anniversary of the
birth of Thaddeus Kosciuszko, who con-
tributed greatly to the battle for free-
dom both in his native Poland and in
America.,

Born in Poland in 1746 and educated
in the military schools of Poland and
France, Kosciuszko came to our shores
during the dark days of the Revolution
and unselfishly devoted his great ability
to the establishment of freedom and in-
dependence in America.

To the cause of the struggling colonies
Kosciuszky brought three things: Scien-
tific knowledge, strength of character,
and unwavering enthusiasm for the
cause of liberty. His contribution to the
struggle for American independence was
rivaled only by his fight for the freedom
of his native Poland.

Today all the people of America join
with Americans of Polish descent in pay-
ing tribute to this great Polish patriot.
His name will live always in the hearts
of all people who believe in justice,
freedom, and self-government.

Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, we
have gatherea here today in the Halls of
the Congress to observe the 150th birth-
day anniversary of the 16th President
and one of the greatest sons of our coun-
try, Abraham Lincoln. On this day, also,
we commemorate the birthday of a fa-
mous adopted son of our country, and a
hero of the Revolutionary War, Gen.
Tadeusz Kosciuszko.

In their backerounds, Lincoln and
Kosciuszko were far apart. Lincoln was
born in a log cabin in Kentucky, received
little formal education, and advanced
from his humble origin to the highest
office in our land.

Kosciuszko, in contrast, was born in
Poland, of a well-to-do family, and re-
ceived excellent education. He was a
graduate of the Military Academy in
Warsaw and the Military School of Artil-
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lery in Paris. Unlike Lincoln, he was
principally a soldier.

But in spite of their divergent back-
grounds, Lincoln and Kosciuszko were
alike in their love of liberty and justice,
and in their belief in the dignity and
basic equality of men.

It is these convictions which they
shared, and for which they lived and
died, that have earned them our love,
gratitude, and honor.

The lives of these two men, and their
achievements, are well known to all of us.
I shall not endeavor to repeat them. I
would, however, like to bring out one
point which seems very significant, and
very pertinent to the problems which our
Nation, and the rest of the free world,
face today.

Both Lineoln and Kosciuszko were in-
volved directly in tremendous struggles
to assure the freedom, and the unity, of
our Nation. And they both clearly real-
ized, and so indicated in their speeches
ar- writings, that those wars were not
fought solely for the sake of the then-
living generations. Those wars were
fought so that generations to come could
enjoy liberty, justice, and progress in a
free, democratic, and united nation.

We, too, are involved in a great and
terrible conflict: the conflict between the
free world and communism. The out-
come of this conflict may well determine
the survival of our western civilization,
and the survival of the priceless heritage
which came to us through the efforts and
sacrifices of men like Lincoln and
Kosciuszko.

We must realize and remember,
therefore, as they did so clearly, that
what is at stake in this conflict is not
only our own future, but also the future
of our children and of our children’s
children for many generations to come.
Our actions today will determine the
framework of the society in which they
will live for decades and even centuries
to come.

With God’s help, and a firm stand and
willingness to sacrifice on our part, we
may preserve our heritage and pass it on
to our children, so that they too will be
able to enjoy liberty and justice.

This is our responsibility. God give
us strength that, inspired by the example
of Lincoln and Kosciuszko, our Nation
today and in the days to come may live
up to that responsibility.

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Speaker, February
12 marks a very special day for all of us
who cherish freedom in our hearts. I
am proud to join in commemorating the
birthday anniversary of Tadeusz Kosc-
iuszko, who fought for freedom on two
continents.

Kosciuszko was born in Poland on Feb-
ruary 12, 1746. Benefiting from an edu-
cation in Poland and in France, the 30-
year-old captain of artillery joined with
the American patriots of 1776 in support
of the great moral and political princi-
ples set forth in the Declaration of In-
dependence.

A skilled military leader and a tireless
fighter for human liberty, he served with
distinction at Saratoga, Yorktown, and
Charleston. Through his talents he be=
came a brigadier general in the Conti-
nental Army.
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When it seemed that there was hope
for the cause of freedom in his native
Poland he returned to join the struggle.
Although the small but inspired Polish
army fought gallantly against the Rus-
sian hordes, defeat was inevitable. After
an imprisonment of 2 years in Russia,
he returned to America in 1797 for a
brief visit. -He formed a close friendship
with Thomas Jefferson who wrote of
him:

- I see Kosciuszko often. He is the purest

son of liberty among you all that I have ever
known.

The next year he returned to Europe
to champion once more the cause of Pol-
ish independence. He died in exile in
Switzerland in 1817.

To Kosciuszko, the gallant fighter for
the cause of human freedom, we offer
this tribute to perpetuate his memory
and our gratitude.

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, today,
February 12, we commemorate in this
country not only the anniversary of one
of our great national leaders, the great
emancipator, Abraham Lincoln, but also
we commemorate the anniversary of a
great American Revolutionary War hero
and patriot, who came from his native
land to help us with the liberty for
which we are today so grateful, Thad-
deus Kosciuszko.

It is indeed significant that the fight
for freedom and democracy which
brought about the independence of this
country caught fire across the seas and
rallied to American standards outstand-
ing men from other countries who
shared our sentiments. One of the
greatest of these was Kosciuszko, an out-
standing military engineer, whose ef-
forts contributed toward the military
fortifications at West Point in 1778, and
who played a prominent part in the de-
cisive Saratoga and Carolina campaigns
of the American Revolution. In recog-
nition of his great service to American
independence, Kosciuszko was made a
brigadier general in the American Army
by Congress on October 13, 1783.

After he returned to Poland, Kosc-
iuszko, with the same spirit of freedom,
became one of the great champions of
Polish independence, leading his coun-
trymen in uprisings against their Rus-
sian and Prussian oppressors.

But the brave Polish fight for inde-
pendence faced heavy odds from totali-
tarian aggressors, and General Kosci-
uszko was driven out of his homeland
and died in exile in Switzerland in 1817.

On this anniversary of his birth let
us pause today, Mr. Speaker, to pay
honor to the memory of a great and
gallant Polish officer who left home,
friends, and fortunes to serve the cause
of freedom in this country. May his
memory remind us that the cause of
freedom is indivisible, and that when the
freedom of any country is menaced the
freedom of all men is menaced.

Just as Kosciuszko left home to figcht
for American freedom, may we in days
to come dedicate our energies and re-
sources to the end of restoring freedom
from Communist oppressors to the Pol-
ish homeland which he loved so well
and served so faithfully.
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- Mr. KOWALSKI. A Mr. Speaker, Feb-
ruary is the month of heroes. To Amer-
icans the greatness of Washington and
Lincoln is called to mind. To Lithuani-
ans there are joyful recollections of in-
dependence, heroically won, only to be
bitterly lost in the tragic recent past, but
still celebrated in this month of honor.
And to Polish people all over the world
there is no date in memory more notable
than February 12, the birthday of the
great Polish statesman, military engi-
neer extraordinary, democrat and patriot
of two continents: Thaddeus Kosciuszko.

Never was there a man more inclined
to dream of the impossible, yet at the
same time so capable of fulfilling his
dreams. Born into the mid-Eighteenth
Century world, at a time when Poland
was plagued by foreign armies, Kosc-
iuszko grew up burning with the desire
to drive the foreigners, once and for all,
from Policsh soil. Was this a practical
dream? Was it practical to expect the
people of a nation with no natural
boundaries and little in the way of po-
litical unity to expel and hold at bay the
arms of Europe's mightiest nations?
Perhaps not, but Koseciuszko nonetheless
conceived this dream and clung to it as
long as he lived.

Kosciuszko’s role in the American
Revolution is legend. No sooner had he
entered upon the mliitary scene than
his talents at fortification construction
earned him wide renown. The defenses
erected at Ticonderoga early in the war
were his work, and his removal from that
post and a revision of the defenses there
brought forth an anguished cry from a
superior officer, who prophesied disaster
unless Kosciuszko returned. The pro-
test was prophetic for, in Kosciuszko's
absence, Ticonderoga fell to British as-
sault.

Not wanting to commit the same
blunder a second time, the American
Army authorities now turned over their
main defensive operations to Kosciuszko.
At Saratoga he laid out defenses that
enabled the Americans to overwhelm the
British attack. This victory, in turn,
won for America her salliance with
France and her recognition as an inde-
pendent nation by Louis XVI.

Now fully cognizant of the abilities of
this engineering genius, the Army ap-
pointed Kosciuszko to oversee the de-
fense of the Hudson River, with head-
quarters at West Point, the so-called
Gibraltar of the Hudson. Kosciuszko'’s
work at West Point was the longest and
most important of his undertakings in
the United States and is inseparably
connected in the American mind with
his name. Little is now left of his forti-
fications, but the monument raised in
his honor by the American youth, with
the inscription: “To the hero of two
worlds,” remains a grateful tribute to his
memory.

That the military students of the
United States can look back to West
Point as their alma mater is in great
measure Kosciuszko’s doing,. When it
was first resolved to found a training
school in arms for the young men of the
States, Kosciuszko urged that it should
be placed at West Point, and suggested
the spot where it now stands.

February 12

* When he sailed from American shores
in 1786, Kosciuszko left behind an en-
viable record. Living up to his constant
dream of democratic achievement in the
face of heavy odds, he had assisted in
the liberation of a colonial people from
the yoke of the most powerful military
nation in the world. His remuneration
had been slight, but that was no mat-
ter—a dream had been fulfilled.

Kosciuszko now returned to Poland in
the hopes of serving the Polish people
as he had served the Americans, and on
the occasion of the reorganization of the
Polish Army in 1789 he was appointed
major general. The stage was now set
for the closing drama of his career and
his final contribution to the world’s
awkward struggle for perfection.

The democratic tidal wave generated
by the American Revolution was now
rushing upon Europe and compelling
members of every class and creed to line
up, either on the side of the revolution-
ary doctrine of the rights of man, or in
defense of ancient European laissez-faire
traditions. When this tidal wave struck
Poland in May of 1791, Kosciuszko im-
mediately announced himself as a demo-
crat, calling upon the people to establish
constitutional government. He was with
the forces that carried the day.

A constitutional and hereditary gov-
ernment was established; burghers were
granted equal civic rights with the no-
bility, and the condition of the peasants
was ameliorated. At long last it ap-
peared that political unity had come to
Poland; that finally there existed the
basis for the growth and success of a
Polish state supported by the people.
But such a development would deal a
death blow to the designs of conquest of
those who had fed so long on Polish
weakness, including the neighboring
state of Russia.

In consequence of this, Russia invaded
Poland in May of 1792 and Kosciuszko,
for the second time in his career, found
himself engaged in the forefront of the
world’s battle for democracy. But on
this occasion the odds were impossible.
Notwithstanding Koseciuszko’s brilliant
generalship, the Polish Army was over-
whelmed after two months of some of
the most gallant fighting in military his-
tory.

When Poland was partitioned follow-
ing the war, Kosciuszko withdrew from
the army and retired to Leipzig. But the
next year he was back again, leading
an insurrectionary army against the
Russians with astonishing success until,
once again overcome by the heavy odds,
he was defeated for the final time.

What had Kosciuszko's military per-
formance achieved for Poland? The
cynical might observe that nothing was
accomplished. But life is not so simple
as to be governed solely by skirmishes
won and lost on a battlefield. Kosciusz-
ko’s brilliant, courageous, and idealistic
attempt to drive the foreign invader from
Polish soil, in the name of democracy,
created a tradition, which persists to this
day; a tradition that will never be eradi-
cated.

In his zeal for democratic government,
Kosciuszko was following in the foot-
steps of the United States. But that was
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not always the order of things. In April
1817, 6 months before he died, he is-
sued a letter of emancipation to the serfs
on his estate in Poland. It was to be
almost half a century before the United
States was able to emulate this depart-
ing gesture of one of Europe’'s truly great
democrats, Thaddeus Kosciuszko, the
“hero of two worlds.”

Mr. REUSS. Mr. Speaker, at a time
in our history when the emphasis on
military and defense requirements is so
constant as to be commonplace, it is
especially fitting that we pay more than
ordinary homage to a great soldier who
rendered extraordinary military service
to this country at a time when men of
his kind were few and far between, and
very much in demand.

I speak of course of Gen. Tadeusz
Kosciuszko, the great Polish-American
hero of the Revolutionary War. Both
his exceptional service as a military
commander in the Saratoga and Caro-
lina campaigns of the Revolutionary
War and his engineering feats as the
man who built the fortifications at West
Point mark him for greatness.

Today, it is imperative that we reecall
the great example set by General Kosci-
uszko for yet another reason. After the
Revolution this popular hero returned to
his native Poland to champion his own
people’s fight for independence. This is
a fight that is not yet over, a fight that
could well benefit from the likes of
another Tadeusz Kosciuszko.

Mr. Speaker, it is with a deep sense of
gratitude and admiration that I join in
this salute to General Kosciuszko on the
anniversary of his birth 213 years ago.

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, the suc-
cess of the American Revolution was
assured by the unrelenting efforts and
untold sacrifices made by the people here
struggling for their independence. Oth-
er peoples, not native to this country,
but equally great fichters for the cause
of liberty, also contributed significantly
to the suceessful culmination of that
historic and glorious event. Tadeusz
Kosciuszko of Poland, that intrepid, gal-
lant and gifted soldier of freedom, was
one of those whose personal participa-
tion in the American Revolution marks
him as one of the great heroes of his
day.

This great man was born into an im-
poverished family on February 12, 1746.
At the age of 13 he lost his father, but
his yearning for education led him to the
Royal School at Warsaw in 1765. He
was graduated with the rank of captain
in 1769, and was awarded a scholarship
to France where he studied at the fa-
mous military school at Mezieres, spe-
cializing in artillery and engineering.
In 1776 he was in Paris when he heard
of the American Revolution. That
stirred his imagination; he saw his
chance for action in a good cause, and
with borrowed money he sailed for
America. He arrived in Philadelphia in
August and immediately applied for mil-
itary service. He was admitted, and
charged with the drawing up of plans for
fortifying the Delaware River. The im-
mediate success of this work earned him
a commission as colonel of engineers in
the Continental Army.
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In the spring of the following year he
joined the Northern Army at Ticon-
deroga. Later the fortifications he
erected at Saratoga contributed greatly
to the brilliant victory of our forces
there. During the next 2 years he was
placed in charge of the building of forti-
fications at West Point. Subsequently
he took part in the Battle of Charleston,
and was among the first of the Conti-
nentals to enter that city after its evac-
uation by the British. On October 13,
1783, in recognition of his outstanding
services, Congress made him a brigadier
general.

Having served this country and its
noble cause successfully and brilliantly,
in July of 1784 he returned to Poland,
hoping to carry on the fight for the free-
dom of his countrymen there. For more
than 20 years he continued his brave but
unfortunately futile efforts for Poland’s
freedom and was fated to die in exile in
Switzerland on October 15, 1817.

Today, on the anniversary of his birth,
we solemnly honor his memory. We do
this not only because he fought for our
independence, but also because he was a
gallant and unwavering champion of the
universal cause of human freedom.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, there is
no aspect of human events so mighty in
its consequences as militant revolution.
Throughout history reformers and pseu-
doreformers have repeatedly raised the
revolutionary banner, inciting insurrec-
tion against national governments in the
name of liberty. The results have been
many and varied, sometimes mighty in
their beneficence, sometimes mighty only
in their destructiveness, and sometimes
productive not of liberty but only of a
mightier tyranny than any that existed
before.

The people of all nations have strong
feelings about revolutionary leaders. To
those who profess a love for liberty, yet
actually seek only personal gain, the
people accord nothing but scorn. Yet
to those who actually fight for liberty,
the people willingly pay eternal devo-
tion. It is the distinction of the Polish
people to honor as one of their revolu-
tionary heroes a man regarded by the
freedom-loving citizens of all nations as
the outstanding democratic revolutionist
of his age and one of the outstanding of
all ages: Thaddeus Kosciuszko, univer-
sally acclaimed as the hero of two worlds.

Kosciuszko's breadth of vision and
ability gave his career a fictional quality.
Of noble birth he rose above the narrow
outlook of the 18th century Polish no-
bility to espouse democratic reform. With
no prospect of personal gain he erossed
an ocean to aid a foreign people in over-
throwing British tyranny. Hailed in the
New World for his part in the American
Revolution he forsook all honors to carry
the spirit of revolutionary democracy
back to Poland. Defying his own class,
the Polish nobility, he campaigned po-
litically in behalf of constitutional gov-
ernment in Poland and when Polish
nobles and Russian and Prussian troops
sought to thwart the popular will, he
took up arms against them. Although
achieving fame in the American Revolu-
tion as an engineering genius he now ap-
peared in the role of military tactician,
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leading a minute Polish Army against
the Russian horde in some of the most
brilliant defensive military campaigns in
history.

Triumphant as a democratic revolu-
tionist in foreign parts, Kosciuszko was
defeated in his efforts in Poland’s be-
half. But only physically and in the
short-term sense. Actually, the classic
heroism of his actions captured the
imagination of the Polish people and of
the world at large, and established him
as a national symbol—a symbol which
stands today, not only representative of
Poland’s past, but of Poland’s future.
The democratic dreams generated by
Kosciuszko’s actions and beliefs have
taken permanent hold of the Polish spirit
and no temporary tyranny, no foreign
ideology is strong enough to snuff them
out.

As we in America have seen, democracy
is a hardy institution. It can withstand
the rigors of devastation and deprivation,
and ultimately come back from apparent
defeat to overwhelm its enemies. This
was the philosophy, the living philosophy,
preached by Thaddeus Kosciuszko, and
Polish patriots throughout the world
have learned it well.

The man we honor on this oceasion un-
doubtedly deserves our tribute for his
political and military accomplishments,
for in these respects he has few equals.
But it is to Kosciuszko the philosopher,
the father of democratic Polish thought,
to whom we owe our greatest debt, for
the fate of Poland’s future is still, to this
day, in the hands of his spiritual heirs.

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker, to
Polish people all over the world there
is no date more worthy of note than
February 12, the birthday of the great
Polish statesman, military engineer ex-
traordinary, democrat, and patriot of
two continents, Thaddeus Kosciuszko.

Revolution in behalf of any cause is
a perilous undertaking. Not only does
it inflict suffiering on the government
it assaults, but on the revolutionary
party as well, not to mention the thou-
sands of persons not directly involved
in the struggle. For this reason history
looks with a critical eye upon all revolu-
tionary leaders and observes closely
their merits and shortecomings.

Professedly democratic revolutions are
no exception to the rule. Far too often
self-styled democrats have instigated
revolution, overthrown tyranny and
then, in a burst of postwar confusion or
villainy, established a government as
tyrannical as that which it replaced.
The world owes nothing to such mis-
guided zeal but contempt, reserving its
respect only for the truly democratic
result, an all-too-rare occurrence in
revolutionary history.

In this country, following our War for
Independence, we had the good for-
tune to come under the guidance of
George Washington, a revolutionist of
genuinely democratic spirit, and our
progress as a Nation is to a large extent
the result of that happy occurrence.
But Washington was not the only great
statesman to emerge from this struggle,
nor his democratic outlook peculiar to
him alone. Numerous leaders in the
American Revolutionary Army were to
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become exponents of the democratic
dream and one of the most remarkable
of these was the man we honored on
February 12, Thaddeus Kosciuszko.

No one in history more deserves the
title of democrat than Kosciuszko, whose
sympathy for the oppressed carried him
across the seas to fight for principle on a
foreign shore. His participation in the
Revolution was vital. A master in the
art of fortification construction, he is
credited with laying the groundwork for
some of the Americans’ most outstanding
military achievements. And once the
war was over and America was free, the
people of his adopted land poured honors
on Kosciuszko and bid him remain, as a
distinguished and respected citizen.

But the ideal of democracy is a mov-
ing force, and it would not let Kosciuszko
rest. In a few years he was back in his
native Poland, campaigning as an apos-
tle of constitutional government. Long
subjected to the presence of foreign
troops on their soil, the Polish people
grasped at the teachings of democracy,
and in 1791 rose up to form a constitu-
tional monarchy, in the hope of at last
attaining political unity and repelling
foreien domination. When the neigh-
boring states of Russia and Prussia com-
bined with certain Polish nobles to quell
this democratic demonstration Kosci-
uszko met them on the battlefield and
though initially defeated he returned in
1794 at the head of an insurrectionary
army to revive the democratic cause.

For a moment, and for a moment only,
Kosciuszko sat at the head of the coun-
sels of a free Poland. Temporarily tri-
umphant, the Polish democrats foresaw
a glorious future, such as that already
spreading before the Americans, and in
honor of Kosciuszko’s leadership in bat-
tle they chose him as President. In this
capacity Koseciuszko's attitude was the
same as that of the American leader,
George Washington. Despite his noble
backeround and militaristic career, he
gave to free Poland its first taste of gen-
uine democracy, initiating democratic
reforms that were immediately incorpo-
rated into the Polish tradition.

Although eventually overcome by the
military might of their powerful neigh-
bors, the followers of Kosciuszko real-
ized that they had taken up a cause that
could not be suppressed by armies alone
or by any other force, and from that time
to the present the democratic flame has
burned brightly in the Polish heart. The
result is directly attributable to Kosci-
uszko, whose love of democracy kindled
that flame. Democratic people the world
over have good reason to do him honor.
His abilities, his deeds, his courage, and
his foresight are unsurpassable. Indeed,
among the many heroes of democracy,
Thaddeus Kosciuszko ranks second to
none.

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR NEXT
WEEK
Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask

unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.
The SPEAKER. Is there objection

to the request of the gentleman from
Iowa?

There was no objection.
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Mr. HOEVEN. Mr. Speaker, I take
this time to inaquire of the majority
leader what the program will be for next
week.

Mr., McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, the
Rules Committee is meeting on Monday.
One of the bills that it will consider is a
rule on a bill reported by the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means relating to the
taxation of insurance companies. If a
rule is reported out, it is my intention to
bring that up on Wednesday.

At this time I know of no other legis-
lation or no other matter that I can pro-
gram for next week, but I do not by
any remark of mine want to be placed in
the position where I am foreclosed from
assigning any legislation that we can
bring up. As usual, and as is my cus-
tom, I would give the House, if there is
any further program, as much advance
notice as possible. Of course, that state-
ment does not include matters going
through by unanimous consent where
they are very carefully screened by the
leadership on both sides of the aisle, in-
cluding the chairman and the ranking
member of the committee, and which
require immediate action.

The only bill I know of now that I
can announce is the bill relating to the
taxation of insurance companies. That
will definitely be put down for Wednes-
day if a rule is reported.

PARLIAMENTARY INQUIRY

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan., Mr.
Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. (Mr.
Ixarp). The gentleman will state it.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Will
the Chair receive requests to extend re-
marks in the body of the Recorp at this
fime?

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
Speaker announced that the Chair

would receive requests for extension of
remarks only,

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legisla-
tive program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to Mr.
Davis of Georgia, for 60 minutes, on
Thursday, February 19, 1959.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
extend remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL
REcorp, or to revise and extend remarks,
was granted to:

Mr. BRADEMAS.

Mr. FASCELL.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

Mr. CArRTER (at the reqguest of Mr. Mc-
Cormack) and to include extraneous
matter.

Mr. McCULLOCH.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr, McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 12 o’clock and 5 minutes p.m.), under
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its previous order, the House adjourned
until Monday, February 16, 1959, at 12
o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC,

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu-
tive communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

553. A letter from the Deputy Secretary of
Defense, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation, entitled “A bill to amend title
10, United States Code, to authorize the
Secretary of Defense and the Secretaries of
the mlilitary departments to grant return
rights to career and career-conditional em-
ployees under certain conditions”; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

564. A letter from the Deputy Secretary of
Defense, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation entitled “A bill to amend sec-
tion 203 of the Career Compensation Act of
1949, as amended, to provide for authority
to make payments of special pay for certain
physicians, dentists, and veterinarians after
June 30, 1959"; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

555. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a summary of
contracts made by the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs, for the fiscal year 1958, pursuant to
section 4 of the act of June 4, 1936 (49 Stat.
1458, 1450); to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs.

556. A letter from the Secretary of the
Treasury, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation entitled “A bill to specify proc-
esses which shall be considered mining for
the purpose of computing percentage deple-
tion in the case of minerals and ores, and to
revise the depletion rates with respect to
certain clays when used to make common
brick and tile products”; to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB-
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. JONES of Alabama: Committee on
Public Works. H.R. 2228. A bill to provide
for the acquisition of additional land along
the Mount Vernon Memorial Highway in ex-
change for certain dredging privileges, and
for other purposes; with smendment (Rept.
No. 33). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. SPENCE:

H.R.4452. A bill to amend the Bretton
Woods Agreements Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

By Mr. KILEURN :

H.R. 4453, A bill to amend the Bretton
Woods Agreements Act; to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

By Mr. ABERNETHY (by request) :

H.R.4454. A Dbill to amend the act of
March 3, 1901, to eliminate the requirement
that certain District of Columbia corpora-
tilons be managed by not more than 15
trustees; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia.

By Mr. BROYHILL:

H.R.4455. A bill relating to the observ-
ance of holidays occurring on Saturday; to
the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service.
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By Mr. FASCELL :

H.R.4456. A bill to amend the National
Housing Act to assist in relieving the short-
age of housing for elderly persons and to in-
crease the supply of rental housing for
elderly persons; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

By Mr. McCULLOCH:

H.R.4457. A bill to further secure and
protect the civil rights of all persons under
the Constitution and laws of the United
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CLEMENT W. MILLER:

HR.4468. A bill to amend the Federal
Water Pollution Control Act to increase
grants for construction of sewage treatment
works; to establish the Office of Water Pollu-
tion Control; and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Public Works.

By Mr. MILLS:

H.R. 4459. A bill to amend certain provi-
slons of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954
with respect to corporate distributions and
adjustments; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

H.R.4460. A bill to rearrange and make
technical revisions in subchapter K of chap-
ter 1 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954,
relating to partners and partnerships; to the
Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. OLIVER:

HR.4461. A bill to equalize the pay of
retired members of the uniformed services;
to the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. RABAUT:

HR.4462. A bill to authorize the estab-
lishment of a Youth Conservation Corps to
provide healthful outdoor training and em-
ployment for young men and to advance
the conservation, development, and man-
agement of natlonal resources of timber,
soil, and range, and of recreational areas;
to the Committee on Education and Labor.
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By Mr. RAY:

H.R.4463. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954 to encourage the es-
tablishment of voluntary pension plans by
individuals, to promote thrift, and to stimu-
late expansion of employment through in-
vestment; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. RHODES of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 4464. A bill to provide relief for vet=
erans erroneously required to reimburse the
Unlted States for overpayment on the ad-
Justed-service certificates; to the Committee
on the Judiclary.

By Mr. SHELLEY:

H.R. 4465. A bill to amend the Federal Air-
port Act in order to extend the time for
making grants under the provisions of such
act, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

H.R.4466. A bill to extend the duration
of the Federal air pollution control law, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. TELLER:

H.R.4467. A bill to amend and revise the
laws relating to immigration, naturaliza-
tion, nationality, and citizenship, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. WATTS:

HR.4468. A bill to amend the United
States Housing Act of 1937 to extend the
period during which families of veterans and
servicemen may be admitted to public hous-
ing without regard to the general require-
ment that they be displacees or previous
residents of substandard houslng; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM:

H.J. Res. 239. Joint resolution proposing an

amendment to the Constitution of the
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United States relative to the balancing of
the budget; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mrs. GRIFFITHS:

H.J. Res. 240. 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. HALEY:

H.J. Res. 241. Joint resolutien to provide
for the designation of the week of Whit-
sunday of each year as Hernando de Soto
Week; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. ANFUSO:

H. Con. Res. 83. Concurrent resolution ex-
pressing the sense of the Congress that the
President of the United States should take
such steps as may be necessary to provide
for diplomatic representation of the United
States in the Vatican City; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. BALDWIN:
HR.4469. A bill for the rellef of Lucila
Garcia; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. DAVIS of Georgia:
H.R.4470. A bill for the relief of Riley D.
Wooten; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. HOLLAND:
HR.4471. A bill for the relief of Janko
Tomas Balc; to the Committee on the Judi-

By Mr. SHELLEY:
HR.4472. A Dbill for the relief of Chao
Chiung Chen; to the Committee on the
Judieiary.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

The Businessman in Public Affairs

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. ERNEST GRUENING

OF ALASEA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Thursday, February 12, 1959

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, the
address I am about to ask to have in-
serted in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD
was made yesterday by a man who is
peculiarly qualified to make it. It is on
the subject ‘“The Businessman in Public
Affairs,” and was made to the Weirton,
W.Va.,, Chamber of Commerce. The
speaker was the senior Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. RanpoLpe]. He be-
gan his activities as a working news-
paperman. Then he became, successive-
ly, a newspaper editor, a magazine editor,
a college professor, and a business
executive.

JENNINGS RanporrH served with dis-
tinction for seven terms in the House of
Representatives. In the course of that
service, I was privileged to have him,
with other members of a House com-
mittee, visit us in Alaska, where his
interest in its problems was reflected in
subsequent legislation.

After his seven terms in the House,
JENNINGS RANDOLPH became a business
executive again in an industry which is

greatly affected with the public interest,
namely, the aviation industry. He is
now, I am happy to say, our colleague
in the Senate. I ask unanimous consent
that his thoughtful and timely address,
“The Businessman in Public Affairs,” be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

THE BUSINESSMAN IN PUBLIC AFFAIRS

Mr. Toastmaster, members of the Weirton
Chamber of Commerce, and guests, it is a
pleasure to be with you and to discuss the
role of the businessman in public affairs.
This is a question which has long been of
interest and personal concern to me-—since
I have consldered myself a businessman as
well as one professionally interested in pub-
lic affairs—and I note that it is a subject
which is becoming of increasing regard to
your own organization.

During the campaign last fall an incident
occurred which I think highlights one aspect
of our discussion tonight. As I was
along the street in my home community of
Elkins, talking with the voters and discussing
the issues, I was stopped by a citizen who
drew me into a doorway to discuss the cam-
palgn. After finishing our conversation I
asked him why he had drawn me off the
street and into the privacy of a doorway.
Whereupon he replied: “You know I am in
business and I must be very careful of what
Ido and say.”

Though this man may have dramatized his
fears somewhat, ladies and gentlemen, he
does not represent an isolated state of mind.
For, the rule of prudence—the precautionary

attitude against speaking one's mind on
controversial issues—has taken seed among
too many of us. It is a measure of the fail-
ure of the democratic process—a fallure in
the belief In the great dialogue of democ-
racy—when anyone, businessman, profes-
sional man, or teacher, fears to participate
in the political process.

Therefore, I am much heartened by the
U.S. Chamber of Commerce program of the
Alrcade and local political workshops to en-
courage the political activity and participa-
tion of businessmen.

However, I would offer a word of caution.
For there is some indication that this action
is stimulated by the concern within the
thinking of some members of the chamber
for what is seen as the growing power and
political effectiveness of organized labor.

I hope that this view will not dominate the
political actions of businessmen. I hope
that they will see their role in larger terms—
and not merely in opposition to labor. For
any action which is cast in terms of protag-
onist and antagonist limits the freedom of
the actors—by limiting the scope of their
imagination and perception.

I would digress a moment to illustrate this
principle in reference to our own national
attitudes toward the Soviet Union. Russia*
has at one and the same time become our na-
tional demon and the gage by which we
measure our own progress. We are too fre-
quently confronted with such questions as
“Are American schools as advanced as those
of Russia?” “Do we offer enough support
for basic research in sclence and technology
compared with that of Russia?" “Are race
relations in the United States
the position of Russia in world opinion?”

Thus, in recent years, we have too fre-
quently approached our problems not in
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terms of finding the best possible solutions,
but in terms of the cold war with Russia.
And to that extent we have fallen increas-
ingly under the dominance of the Kremlin,
For the solution to any problem is deter-
mined, in large measure, by the questions
which one addresses to the problem.

I devoutly hope, therefore, that the politi-
cal actions of businessmen will not be thus
restricted—that they will ask questions not
in terms of whether a particular policy will
circumsecribe the power of labor, but rather
whether it is in the best national interests
as well as their own legitimate self interests.

This is only instance, however, of the need
to avold the general tendency of interpret-
ing public problems in terms of opposite
solutions, Our political discourse, and hence
the solution to political questions, is too
often restricted by the use of polar or oppo-
site terms—liberal and conservative, radical
and reactionary, labor and management,
farmer and consumer, socialist and capitalist,
et cetera. The list could be extended. And
we are all familiar with the old platitude,
“There are two sides to every question.”

Such a polarizing of public problems, how-
ever, falsifies the realities of political life.
For there are, in fact, as many sides to every
question as there are parties or interests in-
volved. And the great genius of the demo-
cratic process is that it offers a wider varlety
of solutions than can be encompassed by
mere opposites.

Politics in a democracy is the art of the
possible—the art of compromise and concil-
iation. Webster defines “compromise” as “a
settlement by arbitration or by consent
reached by mutual concessions.” This defi-
nition offers us a clue as to how the busi-
nessman can make one of his chief contri-
butions in the arena of public affairs. For
the life of business and commerce is in
large measure a life of offering mutual
concessions, of arriving at a compromise of
interests whereby each party gains some
satisfaction.

It was popular at one time in some quar-
ters to state that America needed a sound
business Government. Without comment-
ing on the recent record of some business-
men in Government, I suggest that this
statement offers an oversimplification of both
business and Government. For it assumes
that business can be defined solely in terms
of dollars and cents and cost accounting.
And that the justification of governmental
policies should be declded in the same terms.
I have called this an oversimplification, first,
because it fails to acknowledge the com-
plexity of government in a modern demo-
cratic soclety; and second, because it fails
to perceive the cultural significance of busi-
ness and commerce,

The modern businessman must be more
than a mere cost accountant. Wise deci-
sions in business require not only a knowl-
edge of how to conduct a commercial trans-
action, but knowledge of personal relations,
of community relations, and of the whole
process of communication. From this point
of view, therefore, the businessman, the
modern businessman, is peculiarly well gifted
to contribute to public affairs,

In this connection, it is appropriate to
mention that one of the distinguished guests
with us tonight, President Thomas E. Mill-
s0p, of National Steel Corp., is not only a
man of management, but one who has asso-
ciated himself with public affairs and has
made real contributions to the advancement
of community, State, and national inter-
ests.

The Natlonal Management Association, an
organization of 73,000 members in 340 affil-
iated clubs representing 1,200 companies in
34 States, honored Mr. Millsop by awarding
to him its 1958 Management Man of the
Year distinction. I am sure that this award
was not bestowed upon Tom Millsop simply
because of his technical proficiency in the
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management fleld; rather, it was recogni-
tion, too, of his broad understanding of and
contributions to public affairs in relation-
ship to the free-enterprise system.

I say in passing, however, that we should
not limit the term ‘“public affairs” to the
application of government alone. Public af-
fairs, and the role of the businessman
therein, imply the whole range of public
life and all of our cultural institutions as
well as those of the States. This means that
the businessman should interest himself not
only in politics in the more limited sense,
but also in the advancement of our schools,
our hospitals, and our institutions of the
fine arts, as well as those matters which
more immediately affect his own Iinterests,
such as tax revisions, fair-trade practices,
and the reciprocal trade agreements.

Participation in such affairs can be justi-
fied in more than just humanitarian terms
as well. It can be justified in terms accept-
able to the most hardheaded businessman.
For example, we are all well aware of the
need to attract a more diversified industry
to West Virginia. While we are fortunate
in having such basic industries as coal and
steel and chemicals, we also need light in-
dustries which involve a lower capitalization
per man in order to revive our sagging
economy and offer jobs to workers who have
been displaced by technological develop-
ments. And it has been the experience of
other States which have sought to attract
new industry that modern enlightened man-
agement is becoming increasingly concerned
with the general cultural conditlons in the
area in which they seek to locate. While
such factors as the tax climate, transporta-
tion facilities, and natural resources are per-
haps the dominant factors in attracting in-
dustry, present day management is aware
that its industrial and personnel relations
are strongly affected by the surrounding con-
ditions in schools, hospitals, recreational
facilities, et cetera. Thus, from a long range
point of view, it is equally to the interest of
the businessman to engage himself in the
development of the general cultural facilities
of his area.

This suggests another respect in which
the business community can make a genuine
contribution to public affairs. Ours is a
civilization dominated in large measure by
a business ethos—by the values and atti-
tudes of the business world. This condition
affords the businessman considerable influ-
ence in the molding of public opinion—in the
conditioning of cultural attitudes. I would
like to see him use this influence on public
opinion in raising the cultural status of the
expert—the person of achieved excellence.

The American businessman has the repu-
tation of being tough-minded. He is from
Missourl. He is hospitable to facts and to
the person who is expert in dealing with
them. I should like to see him use his in-
fluence and his arts of communication to
extend this hospitality to the expert
throughout the range of public affairs; I
should like to see such efforts emerge in a
revitalization of the American regard for the
expert, for the person who has achieved ex-
cellence in whatever field—in the arts, in
business, in science, in scholarship, in gov-
ernment administration, as well as in the
individual conduct of life in our daily affairs.

We are today, and we have been for some
years, faced with what might be called a
growing lack of accountability. In an ever-
more complex society In which individual
responsibility becomes lost in the mesh of
social relationships, it is too easy to avoid
responsibility—too simple to avoid being
held accountable for the gquality of one'’s
performance. This is what I mean by the
lack of accountability.

Thus we have given rise to the glorification
of mediocrity and the neglect of excellence.
To dispel such a popular attitude and re-
awaken a public regard for quality perform-
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ance may well be one of the greatest
contributions the businessman could make
to public affairs.

Now after this somewhat philosophical
foray, let me turn, in closing, to more con-
crete matters, to matters which I am con-
fident have occupied a considerable amount
of your interest.

I refer to two items of legislation which
will soon be presented to the 86th Congress.
First, Senate bill 505, introduced by Senator
Eennepy with myself as one of the cospon-
sors. This is the labor-management reform
bill—a revised version of the Kennedy-Ives
proposal which passed the Senate in the last
session by a vote of 88 to 1. During my
campalign I stated that I would support such
legislation as that offered by Senators Ken-
NEDY and Ives. As a member of the Sub-
committee on Labor of the Senate Labor and
Public Welfare Committee, I have offered
myself as cosponsor of the present measure.

I am well aware of the criticism that has
been leveled from some quarters. Without
taking these criticisms up in detail, and
without impugning the motives of any who
have criticized the bill, I would like to state
briefly its purpose and its provisions. But
first I would like to quote from a letter which
Senator KENNEDY recently received from for-
mer Senator Ives.

SBenator Ives wrote, “This bill represents
many months of careful study in committee,
the collective judgment of the U.S. Senate
as expressed in 5 days and nights of debating
and voting, and many, many years of col-
lective experience of labor-management leg-
islation.

“Furthermore, it is designed to meet the
objectives set forth in the report of the
Senate Select Committee on Improper Ac-
tivities in the Labor or Management Field.
It is my firm conviction that this bill not
only meets those objectives but does so in a
fashion that makes it corrective rather than
punitive legislation, a measure which will
correct abuses without undermining the
rights of working men and women."

First, as Senator KENNEDY has said, it is
“a bipartisan measure on a nonpartisan sub-
ject.” Becond, it is stronger and clearer in
its terms than was the original Eennegly-Ives
bill. It has been revised to make quite
clear that the section on employer reporting
does not interfere with normal personnel
relations or communications, and that the
section on bribes cannot possibly be inter-
preted to include wage or nther normal pay-
ments.

And third, it is, as Senator EKENNEDY
stated, “primarily a labor-management re-
form bill, dealing with the problems of dis-
honest racketeering—it is not a bill on in-
dustrial relations, dealing with the problems
of collective bargaining and economic
power.” The broad issues of labor-manage-
ment relations are not involved in this leg-
islation and were not so intended. For these
are guite properly divorced from the issues of
corruption and racketeering in labor.

I would, therefore, urge each of you to
consult the bill yourself and in your own
judgment determine if this is not for the
best interests for labor and management
alike, as well as in the larger national inter-
ests.

A question of equal importance to all of
you is that of forthcoming legislation on
small business. I am pleased that I am also
a member of the Senate Committee on Small
Business, and will be actively engaged In
legislation in this field.

In preface to my remarks on this topie let
me state that I am not one to whom big
business per se is an evil; there ls nothing
inherent in the size of any economic struc-
ture, nor for that matter in any political or
social structure, which makes it either good
or evil. It is the uses to which such organ-
izations are placed and the degree of respon-
sibility exercised by those in management
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which determine their ultimate benefit to
ety. In recognizing this we must ac-
kndwledge also that bigness has become a
permanent and fundamental characteristic
of American economic and political institu-
tions—pig government, big labor, and big
business are here to stay. The problems of
capitalizing modern industry and exploring
the new frontiers of technology require large
units of production. But with this, we must
develop and maintain the means and tech-
niques to prevent the individual man and
woman from being lost in the shuffle and to
insure the continued vitality of small busi-
ness.
The 85th Congress moved significantly in
this direction in establishing the Small
Business Administration as a permanent
agency, in passing the Small Business In-
vestment Act, and in broadening the lending
authority of the Small Business Administra-
tion. But much remains to be done.

There are approximately 5 million small
businessmen in the United States, roughly
the same number as there are farm families.
These two groups comprise much of the res-
ervoir of talent and initiative that have
brought our Nation to its present greatness.
We must see that this reservoir is not
drained off by neglect, by inequitable tax
laws, and by administrative regulations.

Let me emphasize once again the potential
power the businessman has for exerting his
influence far beyond the range of the activi-
ties of buying and selling and of producing
and distributing goods. For the men of com-
merce and industry are the ones who control
the material resources of our soclety; morally
speaking, these resources are held not in fee
simple but in stewardship—a stewardship
which carries with it the responsibility to see
that these material resources are used to
assure the widest possible benefit, both ma-
terially and spiritually, for a free society.
It is within your power if you but will it.

These are times of extreme tension—some-
times of deep doubts about our tomorrows.

I close on this positive approach:

There is no room for gloom in the long-
term future. Fact and faith must combine
in the promise of a further unprecedented
era of expansion, creation of mew industry,
and a more sustained prosperity.

The American people are resourceful. They
will realistically meet the challenge of
changing world and domestic conditions.

We must see to it that business continues
its dynamic development and that our co-
operative capitalism, which embraces both
employee and employer, be cushloned by rea-
sonable Government regulation and reputa-
ble practices within the framework of our
private enterprise system.

Ours is a growth country. It is a fallacy
to short-sell its future.

Deseret News Discusses Neuberger Bill
on Alcohol and Tobacco Education

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. RICHARD L. NEUBERGER

OF OREGON
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Thursday, February 12, 1959

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President,
one of the outstanding newspapers in
America is the Deseret News, of Salt
Lake City., In its weekly supplements
for January 17, 1959, and January 24,
1959, the Deseret News has published two
comprehensive interviews with me about
my legislative proposal to have Federal
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matching funds used to encourage
courses in our public schools in educat-
ing children with respect to the impact
on their health of both tobacco and
alcohol.

These interviews were written by Mr.
George L. Scott, veteran newspaperman,
who is correspondent in the Pacific
Northwest for the Deseret News.

I ask unanimous consent that these in-
terviews from the Deseret News, of Salt
Lake City, be printed in the RECORD,

There being no objection, the inter-
views were ordered to be printed in the
REcorbp, as follows:

[From the Salt Lake City Deseret News, Jan.
17, 1959 ]

OrecoN U.S. Sewator OprpPoses TOBACCO,
L1QUOR ADVERTISING

PorTLAND, OREG.—“Glamour advertising of
cigarettes and liquor over TV and radio, in
magazines and newspapers is aimed at the
young—older people are already hooked.”

So declared U.S. Senator RicHARD L. NEU-
BERGER, of Oregon, as he prepared to reopen
his senatorial effort to educate the youth of
the Nation on their gamble with health if
they use either product.

The Senator said he would reintroduce the
bill he placed before the Senate on May 21,
1958, This bill, which did not reach the
Senate floor before adjournment, provided
Federal grants-in-aid for educational pro-
grams to teach schoolchildren about the
dangers to health from cigarettes and liquor.
He said there would be no substantial change
in the measure.

Senator NEUBERGER emphasized that he was
not advocating a prohibition in the use of
elther tobacco or liguor.

“My purpose is to give the States of this
Nation a chance to advise their young peo-
ple on important matters concerning their
health,” he said.

“Most of the advertising on tobacco and
liquor is heamed at young people.

“They are entitled to know what the facts
are. After that, if they want to smoke, it's
up to them. Their own reasoning rather
than the pressure of glamorized advertising
should prompt them,” he declared.

LAUDS HEALTH EDUCATION

Senator NEUBERGER, who does not smoke
nor drink, said his determination to push for
health education was intensified following
his return from Washington after the last
sesslon of Congress.

He underwent surgery for a malignant
growth and is still under treatment.

“My own experience,” the Senator sald,
“has intensified my interest in anything deal-
ing with health.”

He pointed to the Nation’s $6.8 billion ex-
penditure for research, most of it dealing
with nuclear science, while only $211 mil-
lion, or 4 percent, was spent on medical re-
search of all diseases.

“Cobalt radiation, now used in the treat-
ment of cancer, is a result of research,”
Senator NEUBERGER said. "If my trouble had
developed a few years ago my chances would
have been much less.

“Look at the children in the past who died
of polio, diphtheria and other diseases be-
fore medical research made recovery almost
certain."”

CHILDREN SHOULD BE INFORMED

“I feel every child is entitled to the right
to be informed of dangers ahead. The best
place to do this is in school—backed by re-
search and not advertising glamour,” he said.

“In contrast to the guestionable advertis-
ing which prompts young people to take up
smoking at an early age, when they frequent-
1y are told to associate this habit with the
success of some great baseball star or motion-
plcture queen, is the warning by the Surgeon
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General of the United States, Dr. Leroy E.
Burney, who said:

“‘Many independent studies thus have
confirmed beyond reasonable doubt that
there is a high degree of statistical associa-
tion between lung cancer and prolonged cig-
arette smoking * * * while there are natur-
ally differences of opinion in interpreting the
data on lung cancer and cigarette smoking,
the Public Health Service feels the welght of
the evidence is increasingly pointing in one
direction—that excessive smoking is one of
the causative factors in lung cancer’.,” the
Senator quoted.

[From the Salt Lake City Deseret News, Jan.
24, 1959]

PuBLIC INDIFFERENCE DELAYS HEALTH BILL

PORTLAND, OREG.—Public indifference, ad-
vertising power and sectional economy will
be major hurdles to clear before the public
can be educated on the health hazards sur-
rounding the use of liquor and tobacco.

Senator RICHARD L. NEUBERGER, Democrat,
of Oregon, encountered all of these obstacles
after he first introduced his bill for Federal
ald to States desiring to give their school-
children the facts of research concerning the
use of cigarettes and alcohol.

He is hopeful there will be an upsurge of
support from Senators and the public when
he reintroduces his bill sometime in March.

“Any bill that has strong support from
public bodies in the States will be brought
out of committee for congressional action,”
the Senator said.

REACTION TO MEASURE

In dividing first reaction to his measure,
Senator NEUBERGER listed the following:

Public: Indifferent, little immediate sup-
port in general.

Educators: Some support but far under
expectations.

Churches: Good reaction from religious
groups, particularly the Church of Jesus
Christ of Latter-day Saints, Seventh-day Ad-
ventists, and Methodists.

Advertising agencies: Hostile reaction from
advertising magazines and publications.
Much of their revenues come from tobacco
and liguor.,

“Only a few Senators gave promise of sup-
port,” Senator NEUBERGER said.

“Southern Senators are swayed away from
support by the importance of the tobacco
crop to the South although they favored
education on liquor.

“I realize that it takes time to build up
a program but with the aid of such organ-
izations as the American Cancer Society,
other health groups, educators, and churches
it can be done.

“If the public gives its support you have
a chance to pass legislation.

“If indifferent, little chance because of the
great amount of legislation facing Congress."”

CHURCH MEMBERS LEND SUPPORT

Senator NevBERGER sald he received many
letters from Mormon Church officials and
members in Utah, Idaho, and California
backing his program.

“The power of liquor and tobacco adver-
tisers is the main hurdle facing the grant-in-
ald education program,” Senator NEUBERGER
said

“We leave the fleld entirely to the ligquor
and tobacco people who have unlimited capi-
tal to support their products.”

The Senator insisted that education is the
great hope for everything. He pointed out
that the grant-in-aid plan he backs for giving
the facts on cigarettes and alcohol respects
State's rights. No State, he said, is required
to give such education unless it so desires.

“I don't believe in prohibition,” he de-
clared, “but I do believe in giving relative
facts, If advertisers misdirect the Nation's
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youth, the Government should at least give
the fair facts.

U.S. AGENCIES INCONSISTENT

“If ever there was a situation where the left
hand knoweth not what the right hand do-
eth, it is in the policy of the U.S. Government
with respect to tobacco and cigarettes. While
one agency of Government warns that cig-
arettes may be a factor in causing cancer, the
most terrible disease affiicting the human
race, another governmental agency subsidizes
and encourages the growth of the product
from which cigarettes are made."”

Senator NEUBERGER inguired:

“What would be the reaction here in Amer-
fca if we learned that the government of
Red China was subsidizing the production
of poppies, from which opium is distilled?
Would we not ralse our voices in righteous
scorn and indignation? Then what must
the rest of the world think of the fact that
in the United States eggs and meat and
vegetables are not supported as basic farm
crops, but tobacco is?”

The Senator conceded that “a bill is sim-
ply a plece of printed paper that can be in-
definitely postponed.”

“Other things,” he said, “cannot be post-
poned so readily—cancer of the lung, for
instance. The doctors and sclentists will
continue their studies. They will report,
and some men in journalism and politics
will disseminate the reports. People will
smoke cigarettes, and human tissue and pro-
toplasm will react accordingly. Such events
as President Eisenhower’s account of how he
himself overcame the smoking habit are
sure to have a mighty effect. Americans
will learn the facts about cigarettes and vari-
ous diseases, and then they will wonder why
their Government considers tobacco a basic
crop but not the Thanksgiving turkey or
baby's milk or the morning baked apple or
glass of orange juice.

“When enough Americans wonder about
this, my bill will pass,” Senator NEUBERGER
concluded.

The Federal Budget

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. GLENN CUNNINGHAM

OF NEBRASEKA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, February 12, 1959

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr., Speaker,
this is an appropriate day to recall a
statement by Abraham Lincoln which
represents one of the guiding principles
in his private life and a basic tenet of
his approach to government

In 1843, Mr. Lincoln said:

As an individual who undertakes to live
by borrowing soon finds his original means
devoured by interest, and next, no one left
to borrow from, so it must be with a govern-
ment.

Certainly no one can dispute the ef-
fect of continued borrowing on the fi-
nances of an individual. No one can
hope to live forever by borrowing, for he
will in truth be eaten up by interest.

It is likewise true that governments
cannot continue to live by borrowing.
We are in our third decade of the era of
deficit spending. Since 1930 there have
been only 6 years in which the Federal
Government has lived within its income.
Yet in the recent years this country has
recorded unparalleled growth and pros-
perity, and in such times of record-
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breaking income, both individuals and
governments must seize the opportunity
to retire debts.

We are faced this year with a pre-
cariously balanced budget. It is doubt-
ful that the budget will remain balanced
in view of the action by Congress on the
first few spending bills which have been
brought before the two Houses. Many
responsible persons in and out of Con-
gress feel that unless there is bold action
to balance the budget this year and in
the immediate future, there will never
again be a balanced budget.

I share the view that we are reaching
a financial crisis, that if we are to re-
main a nation with strong economic
policies and a sound dollar—or perhaps
I should say a sound 50-cent dollar in
view of past inflationary spirals—we
must act boldly and strongly.

Accordingly, I am introducing a reso-
lution on this anniversary of Lincoln’s
birth which would set the wheels in mo-
tion for a constitutional amendment to
require a balanced budget except in war
or other grave emergency.

I do not feel a sense-of-Congress reso-
lution or any other act of Congress can
do the job, for it is agreed that an act
of one Congress does not necessarily
bind succeeding Congresses. We must
put this resolve—if the people express
their desire for it—in such a way that it
cannot be circumvented in future years.

My mail shows a growing concern by
persons throughout the country about
inflation and deficit spending. I know
other Members who also report the same
trend. People realize you cannot live
forever on borrowed money and they
know that Uncle Sam cannot either.

I urge my colleagues to let the people
decide through their State legislatures
whether they want to continue deficit
spending and inflation or whether we will
live within our income. Let the people
decide and then we will do their bidding.

Extension of the Draf?

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. STEVEN V. CARTER

OF IOWA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, February 12, 1959

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I have
cast my vote against H.R. 2260, the res-
olution which proposes to extend the
present draft law for a period of 4 years
and which was overwhelmingly passed
by the House of Representatives. Only
20 Members of the House voted against
the bill, although you and I know that
there were many more who did not, deep
in their hearts, favor the extension of
a national conscription. This fact in
itself may be indicative of the inordi-
nate amount of influence that the past
20 years of military presence has im-
posed on our thinking. True, this mili-
tary presence has been a most necessary
one, but one nevertheless that should be
continuously reevaluated in the light of
these rapidly changing times.
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I do not propose, Mr. Speaker, that
there is no longer a need for military
forces. I think that we all recognize
such a need is self-evident. The ques-
tion is, what kind of military forces do
we need? We are constantly told that
the Armed Forces need highly profes-
sional, highly trained, highly skilled,
highly technical, and highly motivated
personnel in this age in which we live.
Are those the words that describe the
draftee? I think we all realize that they
are not, Furthermore, I think we all
realize that the average draftee never
receives the incentives that will convert
him into the type of person fitted by
these descriptive words. The so-called
incentive pay bill of the last Congress
was badly misnamed. The only incentive
that can be read into this bill is based
on the assumption that everyone who
enters the Armed Forces is convinced he
will become an admiral or a general. We
know that such an assumption would be
entirely erroneous. Since the flag posi-
tions, which were really the only ones
to substantially benefit from the incen-
tive pay bill, are usually available only to
graduates of the service academies who,
presumably, are already provided with
necessary incentives, there actually re-
mains little or nothing for the conscrip-
tee or volunteer to entice him to become
a career military man,

Mr. Speaker, the draft has been with
us for almost 20 years now, far too long.
We all know it is not being fairly and
impartially administered and is far from
universal in its effect. Only one of the
three armed services is actually using
it to any extent. So tne true purpose of
the draft is to act as a club to force
young men to enter the Armed Forces.
Those who volunteer for the Navy and
the Air Force are only indicating their
desire, not to faithfully serve those par-
ticular arms, but rather to avoid the
rigors of Army life. Those who wait for
the draft are simply saying, in effect, that
they want to take the quickest way out.
In either instance, the psychological ap-
proach of these young men to military
service is the exact opposite of what it
should be, and what I think it can be.
Without the draft, the armed services
would be forced to make a military career
the attractive thing that it must become
in order to get the type of individual they
proclaim to be so necessary in this tech-
nical era. They would have to look else-
where for the cooks, sweepers, chauf-
feurs, and assorted coolie labor for which
today’s conscripts are being used.

Mr. Speaker, I have been in youth
work for a number of years, and I also
have two teenage sons. I think we can
all recall from our own lives and exper-
iences, as well as those we have ob-
served, the fact that there is a naturally
occurring amount of uncertainty and in-
decision during the years approaching
adulthood. Our draft law is simply ag-
gravating this uncertainty and is, in fact,
a substantial contributing factor to our
national problem of juvenile delinquency.
Our destiny and survival may very well
rest in the heads and hands of the youth
which are today subject to the draft. If
the pitched battle for survival comes, it
must surely come, it seems, within the
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next 30 years, or even sooner. From
every quarter, voices ery out that we need
scientists, educators, philosophers, ar-
tists, and political leaders to revivify the
essences and guts of Americanism, and to
meet the challenge of communism all
over the world. But what do we do to
the very number from which these people
are to come? We cast over them the
dark cloud of frustration and uncer-
tainty in the form of the draft. We dis-
courage, delay, and, in some cases, deny
the steps that will lead them to lives of
leadership and service in their chosen
field and on a high level. Our youth
cannot help but wonder why we have
huge armies that train and retrain, while
Asian, Middle Eastern, and South Ameri-
can nations continue to fall under the
influence, if not the domination, of com-
munism. These youth have a vague feel-
ing of uneasiness, to which they are prob-
ably unable to give expression in most
cases, that perhaps we have here an en-
emy who must be fought in other ways.
They are told that we are engaged in
an ideological conflict for men’s minds.
Yet many of our youth who are suffi-
ciently endowed to prepare themselves
for this conflict are conscripted for a
period of years, in which they perform
menial tasks, and they either lose the
impetus or the opportunity to sufficiently
prepare themselves for the defense of de-
mocracy. A further perplexing factor to
our youth is the fact that our Nation’s
leaders, whom they feel certainly must
be wise men, fail to furnish them the op-
portunities and inspiration, even the ex-
ample, as to how this enemy should be
fought. Could it be that the vistas of our
leadership are too limited and too inter-
woven with the traditional ideas of what
constitutes national power to see that we
are immolating much of the potential
of our youth on the altar of national con-
scription.

Let us liberate our youth, during that
period of unique vitality, to follow what-
ever constructive paths they may choose.
Let one of these choices be a career in
an attractive Military Establishment
where only the dedicated and proficient
volunteer can exist.

It is my sincere hope that we can elim-
inate these shackles and hindrances
which are so repugnant to the basic
American concept of individual freedom
and initiative, which has always been
the keystone of our greatness.

Recognition Is Given to Worldwide
Travel Show at Bluefield, W. Va.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. JENNINGS RANDOLPH

OF WEST VIRGINIA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Thursday, February 12, 1959
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President,
next Tuesday, February 17, the Blue-
field, W. Va., Automobile Club will open

its Worldwide Travel Show in the Blue-
field Municipal Auditorium.
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Mine has been a lively interest in the
beneficial effects of travel, and I was
privileged to issue a statement in con-
nection with the forthcoming Bluefield
Automobile Club travel show venture.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the CoNGREs-
sioNAL ReEecorp my statement to the
sponsoring club.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

I extend my congratulations to the Blue-
field Automobile Club and its director of
travel, James H. Cowan, for initiating the
first Worldwide Travel Show in West Vir-
ginia. I am confident of the success of this
venture. The Bluefleld Automobile Club de-
serves the gratitude of the citizens of the
Mountaineer State for taking this step to at-
tract the attention of American travel-
ers to the charms and beauties of our fair
State.

The tourist industry offers one of the
chief sources of potential economic de-
velopment in the State of West Virginia, and
the automoblile clubs are to be commended
for the part they are playing in stimulating
its development.

But it is worth noting that the Bluefleld
Automobile Club Show is not limited by
merely State or sectional interests. This ex-
hibition is an appropriate expression of the
growing interest of Americans in world
travel itself, and it offers another link be-
tween us and our neighbors in other lands.

We Americans are a mobile people, and
the urge to be somewhere else will hold a
continued fascination for innumerable mil-
lions of folk during this next record travel
year.

The once-popular song words, “I was
born to wander, I was born to roam,” con-
tinue to be lived by vacationers and tourlsts
who are lured “to the far-away places with
the strange-sounding names.”

We Americans who live and work at such
a rapld pace can find in travel refreshment
for the body and renewal of the lagging spir-
it. We may be mindful as well of the in-
spirational and spiritual values that flow
from travel and the act of occasionally draw-
ing away from our daily preoccupations. For
it was the Master of all mankind, who, when
the pressures from expectant people tapped
too deeply His earthly resources, whispered
to His disciples: “Come apart, and rest a
while.”

Travel, however, fulfills more than the
needs of the individual alone. For the
American traveler has become his country’s
main diplomat abroad. And as a nation we
are in large measure judged by our neighbors
in other lands on the basis of the behavior
of the American tourist. Thus, the modern
conveniences of travel—the jet airliner and
the luxury ocean liner—will not alone bring
about a world community of neighbors.
There must be global-mined people traveling,
men and women disposed to appreclate and
understand the customs, cultures, and the
philosophies of the countries they visit.

The late Irish poet, George Russell, pre-
dicted in the 1920's that the United States
would have an historic role to play, because
“Americans have been the first people to
adopt a planetary viewpoint.” Though Rus-
sell’s statement was contested by those who
worried about America’s apparent drift to
extreme isolation, he insisted that he could
detect signs that we were preparing to as-
sume planetary responsibilities, He said,
“You Americans have a vision about this
planet that no other nation has ever had.”

We need to understand that our 177 mil-
lion citizens, comprising only 10 percent of
the non-Soviet world, control over half of
the world's production of goods. Therefore,
our policies and our actions affect not only
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our own national destiny, but that of the
world at large. We are challenged to think-
ing in world terms. We have now reached
the point where we must assume the same
kind of responsibility in world affairs as we
are accustomed to assume in our individual
affairs. If we falter, the free world falters.
If we are firm, the free world is firm,

The 20th Anniversary of Marian Ander-
son’s Concert on the Steps of the Lin-
coln Memorial

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
o

HON. JOHN BRADEMAS

OF INDIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, February 12, 1959

Mr. BRADEMAS, Mr. Speaker, today
Members of Congress have joined in
tribute to the man whom many Ameri-
cans regard as the greatest figure in the
history of our country, Abraham Lincoln.

We have heard a distinguished Ameri-
can, Carl Sandburg, speak on the 150th
anniversary of the birth of a man who
has been described by Walt Whitman as
“the grandest figure on the crowded can-
vas of the drama of the 19th century.”

Mr. Sandburg declared just a few days
ago that Abraham Lincoln took the word
“liberty” as precious, saying in 1858:

Our reliance is in the love of liberty which
God has planted in our bosoms. Our de-
fense is in the preservation of the spirit
which prizes liberty as the heritage of all
men, in all lands, everywhere.

Not only, Mr. Speaker, is 1959 the
150th anniversary of the birth of Abra-
ham Lincoln, It is also just 20 years
ago that Lincoln's memory was honored
in a concert on the steps of the Lincoln
Memorial, a concert given by one of the
grandest fisures on the crowded canvas
of the drama of our century, Miss
Marian Anderson.

It seemed to me most fitting that Miss
Anderson, one of the world’s greatest
musicians and one of America’s finest
citizens, should be invited to sing at the
joint session of Congress today when we
commemorate the birth of Abraham
Lincoln. For this reason, last month I
wrote a letter to the chairman of the
Committee on Arrangements on the
Joint Session urging that Miss Anderson
be invited. I am pleased to say that I
understand the committee did extend to
this great lady an invitation and that
only the pressures of the late hour pre-
vented her being with us today.

I wish to insert in the Recorp at this
point my letter to the chairman of the
committee:

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D.C., January 29, 1959.
The Honorable FRED SCHWENGEL,
House Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear MR. SCHWENGEL: I am writing to you
in your capacity as Chairman of the Commit-
tee on Arrangements on the Joint Session of
Cong‘ress for the commemoration of the 160th
anniversary of the birth of Abraham Lincoln.

It is my understanding that your commit-
tee has invited former Presidents Herbert
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Hoover and Harry 8 Trumsan to take part in
the ceremonies of February 12, 1859, and
that your committee has also arranged for
participation in the ceremonies of the dis-
tinguished American poet, Mr. Carl Sandburg,
and the distinguished American actor, Mr.
Fredric March.

I wish to congratulate you and your col-
leagues on your plans for honoring the
memory of this towering figure in our coun-
try’'s history.
~ Ishould Hke tosuggest, however, that you
invite another distinguished American to
take part in the activities of February 12—
Miss Marian Anderson, one of the world's
greatest musicians and one of America’s
finest citizens.

I was among those who on May 26, 1957,
watched Marian Anderson receive the hon-
orary degree of doctor of laws from the
president of 8t. Mary's College, Notre Dame,
Indiana. The degree citation read in part:

Arturo Toscanini said of Marian Ander-
son that a voice like hers happens once in a
hundred years. The distinguished composer
Sibellus protested that the roof of his house
was too low for her voice * * * Chiefs of
state representing their people have cele-
brated her public triumphs. At the invita-
tion of our own Government, Marian Ander-
son has sung to honor the visit of royalty, the
return of a hero from a war and the inaugu-
ration of a President.”

Miss Anderson has indeed served our coun-
try nobly and in many capsacities, most
recently as an alternate delegate to the
General Assembly of the United Nations. She
won much friendship for the United States
by her 1956 and 1957 concert tours in Europe
and the Far and Near East.

Her accomplishments are many and could
be multiplied and, as the President of St.
Mary's College sald in 1957, “All these
achievements Miss Anderson has accom-
plished in a spirit of profound Christian
falth.”

It was just 20 years ago, in 1939, that
Marian Anderson gave her now legendary
Easter concert, before 75,000 persons in Wash-
ington, D.C. She sang from the steps of
the Lincoln Memorial.

I believe it would be most fitting for your
committee to invite Miss Anderson once again
to sing in the shadow of Lincoln's memory
as the Members of both Houses of the Con-
gress of the United States join to pay tribute
to the man who is the symbol of America’s
dedication to freedom.

I hope, sir, that you and your colleagues
on the committee will invite Miss Anderson
to take part in the ceremonies of February 12,
1959, before the joint session of Congress.

With highest regard and best wishes, I am,

Sincerely yours,
JOHN BRADEMAS,
Member of Congress.

Housing for the Elderly

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
' oF

HON. DANTE B. FASCELL

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, February 12, 1959

Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, I have
introduced today a housing bill which
should be of substantial assistance in
relieving the shortage of housing for
elderly persons and in increasing rental
housing and related special health fa-
cilities for elderly families. My bill is
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directed toward the accomplishment of
two objectives: ; ]

First. Assistance in obtaining more
liberal FHA financing for the construc-
tion of rental and sales housing, es-
pecially designed in whole or in part
for our senior citizens; and

Second. Provision of adequate health
and medical facilities as an integral part
of such elderly family housing projects.

This bill makes a substantial amend-
ment to the existing FHA program for
section 213 cooperative housing, and in
addition, provides for an entirely new
FHA insured-loan program for elderly
family rental housing and for nursing
homes. The program for improving the

‘financing of elderly family rental hous-

ing is set forth in a new section proposed
for inclusion under title II of the Na-
tional Housing Act, as amended.

This new section, 229, would inerease
the dollar limits on insured loans for
elderly family rental units and provide
for insurance of a loan up to the full
replacement cost of a project as esti-
mated by FHA. A significant change
from existing law is that this bill pro-
vides for FHA insurance of loans for
both profit corporations and nonprofit
organizations. Present law is limited
to nonprofit operations.

In my bill, the maximum interest rate
would be 4!% percent and a priority of
occupancy is assured for elderly persons
or families—60 years of age or over. At
least 50 percent of the units in such a
project would have to be especially de-
signed for occupancy by elderly persons.

By special definition, the mortgage on
an elderly family rental project would
be able to cover structures and facilities
designed for assisting the elderly oc-
cupants in the care of their health.
These special facilities would be such
structures as infirmaries, inpatient or
outpatient health facilities, therapeutic
facilities or such other facilities as the
Commissioner of FHA might approve
and deem adequate to serve the elderly
occupants of the project.

In addition, my bill amends the exist-
ing law on cooperative housing to pro-
vide that an FHA section 213 cooperative
housing mortgage, for either sale or
rental housing, can cover the cost of
special facilities which are of the type
I have just described. In this way, a
cooperative housing project which, in
many areas of the country, is an ideal
vehicle for the supply of low-cost, lib-
erally financed housing suitable for our
senior citizens, will be even more able
to serve their needs. Existing law al-
ready permits cooperative rental projects
to cover needed commercial and com-
munity facilities. It makes sense, there-
fore, to add this further provision and
thus make possible in its most beneficial
way, the availability of cooperative
housing for our elderly families.

In one further way, this bill should
prove of real assistance for elderly family
housing projects. I have included pro-
visions in this bill which have already
received the approval of the other body,
covering a new program for the insur-
ance of a loan for the construction of a
nursing home especially directed toward
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the care of elderly persons. In my bill,
I have included in addition, however, a
provision directing the FHA to encourage
the construction of such nursing homes
at or near the site of elderly family hous-
ing projects. In particular, I am anxious
for the facilities made available by these
FHA programs to result in coordinated
and integrated projects of most benefit
and economical use for our elderly fami-
lies. Wherever possible, I feel, that proj-
ects of housing designed for our senior
citizens should be set up so as to become
a fully equipped community for their
better enjoyment of life.

I would hope in the future that a pro-
gram can be devised, using private
financing and private construetion but
with the insurance provided under the
FHA programs, so that our large, single
family housing projects under the basic
section 203 of FHA, can be developed as
planned communities including the fa-
cilities and services, with FHA financing,
aid, if needed, that seem best suited to
the majority of the occupants for which
the project is built.

Let me note that the amendments to
existing law which are contained in this
bill and the provisions of a proposed new
program for FHA rental housing, are no
burden upon current budget proposals in
any manner whatsoever. At the most,
in the long distance future, there is, of
course, a contingent liability as now
exists on all FHA insured loans. Ex-
perience has demonstrated conclusively,
however, that the security of the con-
struction, coupled with the debenture
system of FHA, are more than adequate,
together with ifs very substantial finan-
cial reserves, to protect the Govern-
ment’s interest, without drain, in any
way, upon taxpayers.

Civil Rights Legislation

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
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HON. WILLIAM M. McCULLOCH

OF OHIO
_ IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, February 12, 1959

Mr. McCULLOCH. Mr. Speaker, T
have today introduced a bill to imple-
ment the seven recommendations made
by the President in his civil rights mes-
sage of February 5, 1959.

This proposed Civil Rights Act of 1959
constitutes a moderate, practical, sound,
and, I believe, generally acceptable step
forward.

First. Title I would make it a criminal
offense to interfere with the exercise of
rights or the performance of duties under
orders of U.S. courts in school desegre-
gation cases.

Second. Title IT of the bill would make
it a Federal offense to cross State lines
to avoid prosecution or confinement for
destroying or attempting to destroy by
fire or explosive any structure used for
educational or religious purposes. This
legislation will clarify the authority of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation to
assist local enforcement authorities to
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track down the perpetrators of such
offenses.

Third. The President has said that the
right to vote is the keystone of demo-
cratic self-government. Title III of my
bill will require election officers to retain
and preserve for 3 years all records and
papers which come into their possession
relating to elections involving ecandi-
dates for Federal office. The measure
will also authorize the Attorney General
to demand their production for exami-
nation and copying with recourse to the
courts in the event of noncompliance.

Fourth. In establishing the Commis-
sion on Civil Rights, the 85th Congress
provided that the Commission shall ter-
minate its existence not later than 2
years and 60 days after the date of the
enactment of the Civil Rights Act. This
would mean that in the absence of an
extension the Civil Rights Commission
would, at the latest, cease to exist early
in November of this year. The Presi-
dent has recommended, and title IV of
this bill will accomplish, a 2-year exten-
sion in order that the Commission may
adequately perform the job for which it
was created. The bill also provides for
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the President and the Congress to be ad-
vised in an interim report to be sub=-
mitted not later than September 1, 1959,
as to Commission activities as of that
date.

Fifth. Title V will give legislature stat-
ure and independent existence to a Com-
mission on Equal Job Opportunity Un-
der Government Contracts. The 15
member Presidential Commission would
be authorized to continue and to expand
the work which has been done in recent
years to promote equal job opportunity
in the performance of Government con-
tracts without regard to race, ecreed,
color, or national origin.

Sixth. Title VI of the bill would ap-
propriately amend Public Laws 815 and
874 of the 81st Congress, which authorize
Federal payments to school districts
which provide free public education to
children whose parents reside or work
on Federal property not subject to State
or local taxation to include children of
members of the Armed Forces whether
they reside on Federal property or not.
This title will also authorize the acquisi-
tion of certain school buildings as rental
property, to be used for providing for
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children of military personnel education
necessitated by the closing of the public
schools,

Seventh. The final substantive title,
title VII, will authorize the Federal Gov=

-ernment to provide technical assistance

to States which prior to the Supreme
Court decision of May 17, 1954—Brown
against Board of Education—maintained
segregated schools and which seek to
comply with the decision of the Supreme
Court. It would accomplish this pur-
pose by making Federal grants available
to the States. Also, at the request of
the States or local agencies, the Com-
missioner of Education would be author-
ized to provide technical assistance and
information in the development of de-
segregation programs and upon request
of such officials will initiate or partici-
pate in conferences dealing with the edu-
cational aspects of problems arising from
desegregation "of public schools.

As indicated at the outset of this state-
ment, I am convinced that this bill is a
sensible, middle course which the Con-
gress should look upon with favor. I
sincerely hope it will receive considera-
tion at an early date.
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Rev. John C. Petrauskas, headmas-
ter, Marianapolis Preparatory School,
Thompson, Conn., offered the following
prayer:

O Lord, as we humbly commend our-
selves to Thy omnipresence, we invoke
Thy infinite blessings on this august
assembly, whose deliberations and deci-
sions reverberate to the farthermost
ends of the world which Thou hast
created.

Imbue our lawmakers, O Lord, with a
delicate sense of justice, a burning love
of the moral good, an unrelenting oppo-
sition to iniquity, and an unswerving
trust in Thy inscrutable ways.

As Thou regardest this troubled world,
with its emphasis on superlatives, take
heed, O Lord, of the plight of small na-
tions. We beseech Thee to look with
favor upon Lithuania and her neighbor=
ing Baltic States as they mark in mourn-
ing a once proudly proclaimed freedom
and independence, Banish tyranny and
bondage from the face of the earth, and
grant that Lithuania and all other cap-
tive nations may once again know the
blessings of freedom and security, so that
they may continue to glorify Thee.

With filial devotion and confidence, we
have recourse to Thee, who hast been
called our tainted mnature’s solitary
boast, and whose motherly concern em-
braces the suffering and the oppressed.
Instill in mankind a deeper sense of
human brotherhood under Thy common
motherhood and present to God, the
Father of all, our prayerful petition that
international justice and peace with
honor may endure among nations for-
ever. Amen.
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DESIGNATION OF ACTING PRESI-
DENT PRO TEMPORE

The legislative clerk read the following
letter:
U.S. SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, D.C., February 16, 1959.
To the Senate:
Being temporarily absent from the Senate,
I appoint Hon. THomas J. Dobp, a Senator
from the State of Connecticut, to perform the
duties of the Chair during my absence.
CARL HAYDEN,
President pro tempore.

Mr. DODD thereupon took the chair as
Acting President pro tempore,

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Jounson of Texas,
and by unanimous consent, the reading
of the Journal of the proceedings of
Thursday, February 12, 1959, was dis-
pensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the President
of the United States submitting nomina-
tions were communicated to the Senate
by Mr. Miller, one of his secretaries.

ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on February 12, 1959, he presented
to the President of the United States the
enrolled bill (S. 961) fixing the represen-
tation of the majority and minority
membership of the Joint Economic Com-~
mittee.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE
BUSINESS
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, under the rule, there will be the

usual morning hour for the introduction
of bills and the transaction of other rou-
tine business. I ask unanimous consent
that statements in connection therewith
be limited to 3 minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so ordered.

JOHN FOSTER DULLES

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, the news of the weekend from Wal-
ter Reed Hospital weighs heavily upon
all of us as we meet here in the Senate
today.

A valued American lies ill. Our hearts
and the hearts of free men everywhere go
out to John Foster Dulles as he begins his
fight for health. If tenacity, dedication,
and resoluteness of purpose are allies of
medicine, then the prognosis is certainly
encouraging, for Mr. Dulles has never
been lacking in these qualities. In the
most difficult and demanding of public
duties, he has been tenacious and tireless
in pursuit of what he has held to be
right. His example of exhausting and
unhesitating devotion to duty is one
which we both admire and envy.

Over the period of his service as Sec-
retary of State, Mr. Dulles and I have
both agreed and disagreed. Yet it has
never been difficult to work with him for
the best interests of the Nation. I have
never had occasion to say anything per-
sonal about him in any circumstance,
for I have held him in very high regard,
and I still do.

Mr. President, as a measure of our
feelings for the Secretary of State, John
Foster Dulles, I now submit, and send to
the desk, a resolution which expresses
the sympathy of the Senate for the Sec-
retary of State at this time of his illness,
and expresses our prayers and our con-
fidence for his early recovery. I ask
unanimous consent that after the reso-
lution is read, it he considered and
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