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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

American Jewish Committee Honors
Dr. Louis L. Mann

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
HON. BARRATT O’HARA

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, September 23, 1963

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
in the autumn of 1960, one of the Na-
tion’s outstanding spiritual leaders
wrote:

God has no stepchildren. Both human-
ity and freedom are one and indivisible, The
artificial, arbitrary, manmade distinctions
between men must not be allowed to obliter-
ate the God-made resemblances between
them.

The words were written for the special
brochure which marked the centennial
of Chicago Sinai Congregation. They
were written by Dr. Louis L. Mann, now
honorary rabbi of the temple and the
man who held its pulpit from 1923 until
his retirement in 1962,

‘The philosophy expressed in that par-
agraph epitomizes, too, the human rela-
tions appeal of the American Jewish
Committee: “One purpose pervades our
entire program—to advance man’s un-
derstanding of his fellow man.”

AWARD TO DR. MANN

The American Jewish Committee has
selected Dr. Mann as the honoree of the
dinner it will sponsor on Wednesday
evening, September 25, in the Pick-Con-
gress Hotel in Chicago. On that occa-
sion he will receive the committee’s first
Human Rights Award for his work, both
in the pulpit and in the community-at-
large, to combat bigotry.

Among his colleagues, Dr. Mann is
looked upon as a courageous preacher in
line with the tradition of the Hebrew
prophets. He was known to accept the
challenge of unpopular causes or, as he
preferred to put it, the not-yet popular
causes which had to struggle against the
forces of superstition, ignorance, cow-
ardice, and timidity.

Both the scholarly Dr. Mann and the
American Jewish Committee believe that
research and education are the most
powerful tools at man’s command to
achieve the goal of security and dignity
for all peoples.

In the centennial brochure, Dr. Mann
also wrote: “Every generation has been
called upon fo reinterpret, to modify and
qualify, and fo enrich our faith.” This
recognition of contemporaneousness in
religion, combined with respect for an
honored heritage, is the foundation, too,
of one of the continuing programs of the
American Jewish Committee, that of
helping Jews to preserve and enrich their
heritage while participating fully in the
life of America.

The American Jewish Committee and
its honoree are virtually contemporaries
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themselves. The organization was es-
tablished in 1906, about the time that
the future Dr. Mann was a studious teen-
ager.

- SCHOLAR AND SPIRITUAL LEADER

Louis L. Mann was born in Louisville,
Ky., the son of David and Frieda Mann,
on January 25, 1890. His education at
Johns Hopkins University, the University
of Cincinnati, Ohio, the Hebrew Union
College, Cincinnati, and Yale University
brought him two bachelor’s degrees, a
master’s, a doctor of philosophy and, in
1914, his ordination as a rabbi.

That year he became rabbi of Con-
gregation Mishkan Israel in New Haven,
Conn., where he was to hold the pulpit
until his call to Chicago Sinai Congrega-
tion in 1923.

A year after he was ordained, he went
to Cincinnati to claim a bride, the former
Ruth Cohen, daughter of Senator and
Mrs. Alfred M. Cohen. The Manns'
daughter, Mary Louise, now is herself the
wife of a rabbi, Dr. Richard C. Hertz, of
Temple Beth El in Detroit, Mich. Their
son, Arthur H. Mann, a stockbroker,
resides in Highland Park.

LECTURER AT TWO UNIVERSITIES

The intellectual energies of Dr. Mann
have extended beyond the pulpit for
many years, beginning in 1920, when he
began a 3-year term as a lecturer in com-
parative ethics at Yale University. From
1924 to 1955, he was a professorial lec-
turer in the Department of Oriental
Literature at the University of Chicago.

In the course of his career, Dr. Mann
has received a number of honorary
degrees, including a doctorate of divinity
from Hebrew Union College in 1944; the
doctorate of sacred literature, North-
western University, 1949; the doctorate
of literature, Ripon College, 1952; and
the LL.D., Chicago Mediecal College, 1963.

Academic and other honors have been
heaped on Dr, Mann through the years.
Northwestern University, at the time of
its centennial in 1951, bestowed on him
the Distinguished Service Award. The
Hillel Foundation, campus organization
for Jewish students of which he was a
founder, conferred its Distinguished
Service Cup in 1953. Phi Beta Eappa in
the Chicago area, whose president he
became, awarded him the Distinguished
Service Medal in 1954.

HIGHEST HONOR OF BOY SCOUTS

The highest honor of the Boy Scout
organization, the “Silver Antelope,” was
granted to Dr. Mann in 1960. And the
National Conference of Christians and
Jews, which he founded in 1928 with
Charles Evans Hughes, Newton D. Baker
and Dr. S. Parkes Cadman, in 1960 hon-
ored Dr. Mann with a silver plaque.

The French Government decorated Dr.
Mann with the title, “Member of the
French Academy,” in 1931 for his aca-
demic achievements,

The breadth of Dr. Mann's i.ntemts
in his world are reflected in the organi-
zations, institutes, committees, confer-

ences and other bodies of which he has
been an active part.

In 1947, he was one of the conferees for
the Rollins College Institute on World
Government and the Atom Bomb. He
also has been a member of the board
of trustees of the Church Peace Union,
established by Andrew Carnegie, since
1926.

During World War IT, Dr. Mann served
as an arbitrator for the U.S, Labor Board,
wage-and-hour division, for the textile
industry. Also, during this period, he
served in the department of psychologi-
cal reconditioning at Gardner Hospital

in Chicago.

Dr. Mann has also been a member
of the executive committee of the Eu-
genics Commission of the United States
and was one of the founders of the
American Birth Control League, now
known as Planned Parenthood. He also
has been a member of the executive com-
mittee of the National Crime Prevention
Institute.

A former vice president of the National
Big Brothers and Sisters Association, Dr.
Mann also was president of the Chicago
Big Brothers Association.

APPOINTMENTS BEY TWO PRESIDENTS

Herbert Hoover, when President, ap-
pointed him to the National Conference
of Child Welfare, and Dwight D. Eisen-
however, during his Presidency, named
Dr. Mann to the Traffic Safety Commis-
sion of the United States.

The National Association of Manufac-
turers selected him as a member of its
ethics committee and the American
Library Foundation nemed him a mem-
ber of its advisory council. He is a
former vice chancellor of the Jewish
Chautauqua Society.

Dr. Mann also has been a member of
the executive committee of the Chicago
Commission on Reconstruction.

Dr. Mann is as well recognized for his
ability as a writer as he is for his sermons
and his spiritual leadership. He is a
confributing editor to the World Book
Encyclopedia and a collaborator for the
New Thorndike Dictionary.

He was a contributor to “The Greatest
Sermons on Peace” and “World's Best
Sermons,” published in 1944, as well as
to “Message of Israel Sermons.” He also
is editor of the department of ethiecs of
the Universal Jewish Encyclopedia and
the author of “In Quest of the Bluebird."”

Arkansas: The Gamblers’ Paradise

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
or

HON. PAUL A. FINO

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, Seplember 23, 1963

Mr. FINO. Mr. Speaker, today, I
would like to bring to the attention of
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the Members of this House, more par-
ticularly the congressional delegation
from the State of Arkansas, the extent
to which organized crime benefits from
gambling in that State—thanks to blue-
nose morality.

Arkansas is one of the many States
which allows parimutual betting and
the turnover last year came to over $24
million with the State colleeting almost
$1.4 million in revenue. However, the
bookies handle the lion’s share of Ar-
kansas gambling boom. This lucra-
tive tax-free industry has made Little
Rock and Hot Springs well-known gam-
bling centers on a national scale

According to the estimates of nation-
wide off-track betting that were pre-
sented before the McClellan committee,
almost $500 million was gambled illicitly
on the horses in Arkansas in 1962, Of
course, as revealed before that commit-
tee, off-track betting represents only
one-half of the illegal betting in the
Nation. So on that basis, total gam-
bling in Arkansas may well approach
a billion dollars a year. A neat tax-free
monopoly.

No wonder the crime syndicates are
prosperous. They take 10 percent of
this gross turnover—$100 million as
profit—and use this money to finance a
lot of narcotics, prostitution, and other
illegal activities. But in order to stay in
business, organized crime spends about 15
percent of these profits to corrupt public
officials and the processes of law en-
forcement.

Because of its failure and refusal to
control and regulate gambling, the State
of Arkansas is guilty of subsidizing the
forces of organized crime and permitting
the crime syndicates to continue to fat-
ten its criminal treasuries and expand
its nationwide web of dirt.

The simple solution, Mr. Speaker, is
the establishment of a national govern-
ment-run lottery which would not only
clean out the crime syndicates and wipe
out corruption in law enforcement but
pump into our own treasury billions of
dollars in additional much needed reve-
nue.

Foreign Currency Loans to Private

Business

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. HAROLD D. COOLEY

OF NORTH CAROLINA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, Seplember 23, 1963

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, in 1957
I sponsored an amendment to Public
Law 480 providing that not to exceed
25 percent of the local currencies re-
ceived from the sale of agricultural com-
modities under title I of that act should
be reserved for loans to private American
business firms or their affiliates for com=-
mercial development in the purchasing
country and for loans to any private
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firm, foreign or domestic, for the con-
struction in such country of facilities
which would assist in the sale of Ameri-
can agricultural commodities.

I am happy to say, Mr. Speaker, that
this has been one of the most popular
and, I believe, one of the most construc-
tive uses being made of the local curren-
cies generated by the sale of our agri-
cultural surpluses.

The authority for making these loans
was originally placed by the committee
in the Export-Import Bank and this
organization did an excellent job of ad-
ministering the program. In January
1962, the responsibility for administering
the program was transferred to the
Agency for International Development
and the report I am submitting herewith
is a listing, by countries, of the loans
which have been made by AID since that
time. I think it shows an excellent rec-
ord of utilization of these funds and I
commend both the agency and the pri-
vate firms which have borrowed the
money for their combined initiative in
developing economic opportunity in
these countries which have purchased
our surplus agricultural commodities:
AGENCY FOR INTEENATIONAL DEVELOPMENT—

RePoRT oM LocalL CURRENCY LENDING Ac-

TIVITIES, COOLEY LoOAws, JANUAryY 1, 1962

THROUGH JUNE 30, 1963

Local currency (Cooley) loans stimulate
economic activity by providing long-term
capital to private enterprise in friendly less-
developed countries through the lending of
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US.-owned foreign currency received in
payment for surplus agricultural com-
modities. Under title I of Public Law
480, loans may be made fo (a) qualified
U.S. firms to develop business and expand
trade or (b) US. or foreign com-
panies if the loan will result in expanded
markets for, and consumption of, U.S. agri-
cultural products. These loans are avall-
able only in countries where local currencies
have been allocated for this purpose under
Public Law 480 sales agreements. The loans
are made and are repayable in local cur-
rency without maintenance of value. In-
terest is usually comparable to that charged
by local development banks and maturities
are related to the purpose of the financing.

The uses for which Cooley loans have
been made are extremely varied. The local
currency loan proceeds may be used by the
borrower to finance local costs such as ex-
pansion of plant and equipment, land ac-
quisition, and other normal costs of opera-
tion, including working capital. The loan
must be acceptable to the host country
government. Cooley loans may not be made
for the manufacture of products which
would be exported to the United States in
competition with U.S.-made products or for
the manufacture or production of commod-
ities or the products thereof.

The Cooley loan program is one of the
principal points of AID's contact with the
American business community. In the year
and a half since the inception of AID’s ad-
ministration of the program, AID has ap-
proved 68 Cooley loans (including 31 in the
last 6 months) totaling the equivalent of
$61,239,000.

These loans, broken down by region, are
as follows:

AID
Number of | Percent of | Dollar | Percent of
loans loans equivalent dollar
equivalent
Thousands
Latin Americo: ... _______ 10 15 . T
FarEant o i 8 12 6
Alrica and Europe =
Near East and South Asia____ 50 73 53, 406 87
g1 R o S S SRS T R T 68 100 61, 230 100

During the first 41, years of the Cooley
program, the Export-Import Bank of Wash-
ington (which administered the program dur-

ing that period) approved 162 loans total-
ing the equivalent of $95,168,000 as follows:

Ezxport-Import Bank

Number of | Percent of | Dollar Percent of
loans loans equivalent | dollar
equivalent
Thousands

Near East and south Azia s 82 51 §64, 085 67
Latin America. B 40 30 15, 488 16
FarEast. .. rE 15 9 3, 766 4
Europe =g 16 10 11,829 13
AR e R e i 162 100 95, 168 100

In many cases AID has sought to make the
Cooley loan program more attractive to po-
tential American investors by not requiring
a guaranty from the U.S. investor or a local
bank. For example, of the 50 loans made by
AID in the Near East-South Asla region, only
17, or 34 percent, have been guaranteed by
either a U.S. firm or local bank or made
directly to a U.S, firm., Of the loans previ-

ously approved by the Export-Import Bank
in the NESA Region, B3 percent were guar-
anteed by either a U.S. firm or a local bank
or made directly to a U.S. firm.

Attached is a list of the Cooley loans ap-
proved by AID from the inception of the
AID administration of the program on Janu-
ary 1, 1962, to June 30, 1963.
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Cooley loans approved by AID,; Jan. 1, 1962, through June 30, 1963
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[ Number Percent of | Dollar | Percent of and eoun
Region and country umber of ma b e ¢ Reglon try Number of | Percent of Put?&tot
America: Thousands Near East and south Asia:
I-ﬂﬂ(l__l_- Tarm bl e e KW= $2, 790 Greece. a sl O
o : e T ;
T R e S PR § CEIRTIE TR - e 2
Subtotal 10 15 4,770 7 P e S e | 7
Pakistan 9
Far East: India. 19
China. 5 1,463
Pt’EﬁnM i l.m g o o et >
AR AR ) ARt 1y AL
thﬁ'm ) R 540 dy R e T ] 68
BODEANL - 1o e iz i 8 12 3, 563 6
Africa and Europe.
Cooley loans approved by AID, Jan. 1, 1962, through June 30, 1968
R t|
Country and Amount | Dollar |Interest °¥§r’£'='£°“ Authorized agree-
loan No. Borrower U.S. afliliate Purpose of loan uiv- rote or approved | ment signed
cantract t
Years! Grace
m @ @ @ ® ® m @ | O a0 (1)
LATIN AMERICA
bia: Thousands | Percent
C=14-11/A .. ... Hogares Colomblancs, | World Homes.__._..... HOUSING oo ooooemeeaen|  $5,000 570 4 | 15 | 1 |Apr. 12,1002 | Apr. 17,1962
C-1412A ... r:ﬁu‘gma Papelas, | W. R. Grace, Pulp, paper. 6,000 540 o} &) 14 g0 Nov. 20,1002
C-M-13/A oo Ogl:;liurdiwl, Goodyear Rubber Tires, tubes.............| 2,000 180 o | 5| 14l-—.do——_..| Apr. 26,1063
C-14-A_ [ Ggrfh de Colombia, 4,000 360 9| 5| 13§ d0ue....|Tan. 619063
C-14-15A .. o-'ui»ném::u Interna- 4,500 410 9| 5| 14 _do.._._|Jan. 21063
BI4&E-023....... m ﬁajhitﬂodaw 5,000 450 9| 5 Nov. 16,1962 | May 15,1963
B14-E-208. ... Productos Quaker, 8.A_ 2,800 280 9| 7| 1 |June 261963 |..oo........
518-E~018........| Industria Cartonera____| W. R. Grace and Inter- | Cardboard boxr manu- 5,754 260 9 L] | Apr. 85,1963 |___
FI8-E~020. tie Electric Co. Ogé-nl 'I\ell’:pfu%mma Txﬁm‘hm 8, 500 300 o | 10 | 1 |Apr 281063
..... ¢ P ———— . b prepi R I
of Colombia, 8.A. Electronics  Interna- P
Paraguay:
526-E-010- - ... Pan-Western Enter- | Pan-Western Enter- | Cattle, quebracho | 104,000 830 o | 10 | 3 |Mayio1s|M 1903
prlses.elnc. prises, Ine. black ul gt
Latin Amerieca s 4, 270
subtotal (10
loans).
FAR EAST
China:
484-FE-088______..| Atlag Taiwan____.__....| Atlas Chemieal. ...... -] Explogives. - oo ooee 24, 000 000 12 9 2 | June 29,1962 | Dec, 28,1062
484 E-032. .. China Manmade Fibre | None Cellopl 5, 940 o) 12| 4 1 |July 9,1062 | Apr. 11,1063
484-E-031_____| Proctér & Gamble Tal- | Procter & Gamble....._| Detergents. H 3, 400 85| 12 5| 1 |May 7,1962| Oct. 91962
. Wan.
484-E087....... Joys Inter-Associates_...| Nove.....o.ooo———o-..| Popeorn________________ 300 s| 12| 8w 1 [June 11,1063
$8E-038.-—| Procter & Gamble Tal- | Procter & Gambie.- .. Working Gpiial; pur | 24,80 0| 12| o] 24 Yane 2t 106
wan. chase D{
Eorea; 480-E-017..| Shinhan Flour None Foodstuffs. . _.oooeeeeee 20, 000 150 5l 6| e 7,1962 13, 1962
bilippines: White Rose Packing | Francis H. Leggett_ i 5, 500 1,410 74 10 1:1 26,1963 | Apr. 15, 1962
: Foremost Dalrles Viet- | Foremost Dairles, Inc... Dairy manufactoring... 40,000 540 6 544 June 10,1963
430-E-007. nam, 8.A.R.L.
..... 3,563
total (8
loans).
EUROFE L
NEAR EAST AND
BOUTH ABIA
Qreece: -
+eeeeee] Wood Industry Xelo- | Pappas & Skouras. ... cmmmt_d fiber | 18,000 €00 [ ﬁ 14| May 7,1962 | Sept. 19,1062
240-E-023....___._| Dow Hellenie. . Dow Chemieal......... b CW of plastic | 20,000 667 6 3 | June 27,1962 | Feb, 28,103
240-E-025...__._| Mobil Oil Hellas........| 0 17, 500 &80 6| 9| 2 |June 251902 | Dec. 51962
240-E-027 Isola, 8.A Rheem Manufacturing..| Working capital for | 20,000 666 sl 1 :jm. 31,1982
cturing.
240-E-020......... Voktas N Expansion of 000 333 [} Dec. 6,1082 | Jan. 17,1063
Feeds one, xpa oo . 10, m, 6,

Bee footnotes at end of table,
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Cooley loans approved by AID, Jan. 1, 1962, through June 30, 1963—Continued
' | Repayment
and Amount | Dollar Inia-lj Authorized | Loan
e Borrower V.8, sffiliate Purpose of loan e L eDroved |-t signed
contract ﬂt
Years| Grace
m @ @) ()] ® ©) (] ®| @ (10) (11)
mumm
Tie): Thousands| Thousands| Percend
C-83-2 o niee Pfiver Egypt. - oo oeeeee Ple@ O Construction of pharma- $107 24 5 | 0] 1 |Apr. 20,1002 | Aug. 17,1062
e ceutical plant,
C-65-1...........| International Dairy.._..| Foremost Dalry......... Wgﬁ;cm%ﬂ for 7, 500 100 8 b 1% May 7,1962 | Aug. 29,1062
206-E-018...... Pars Cotton G & N S of bulk 000 320 5 T :

8., o L:ul 5 w{:nhs one.. 25, 8y %! June 27,1903
C-71-23..._.....| Halfs Bilos, Ltd._..___| . do Expansion of grain stor- 2175 58 10 5 1 | Feb. 21,1063 | Mar. 22,1963
271-E-078......- Bamson Tire & Rubber Geg:al Tire & Rubber %ﬂg&bﬂh 900 300 May 31063

; p!
= --t-n--| Dagon-Batey-M e | N S f stor- 800 27 a
E0S-...| Dagiy; R Mg [ Moot e :
2N-E-077. American Israel Corp. .. mmm of plastics i) a7 8 ] eamallO.. .| June 18,1063
271-E-076. Gidotf“ nb 1 tankers | Stanalchem, Ine.........| Expansion of bulk stor- 500 167 8 8 do.
211-E-079 Israel Alabama Wire | Alabama Wire ... Comstraction of slumil- 450 150 8 8 do June 10,1963
Oorp,, Lid, nﬂkwm and cable
271-F-085.____._| KLIL Non Ferrous | Rusco Industries.._._... Constriction of inte- 2,000 067 10| 10 2 | June 27,1063
Metals, Ltd. mﬂmmm ex-
and
plant. §
U.B. Royal Lastik.._...| U.B. Robber Co-..c.... W’“ﬂ:b:[ rubber 48,350 5,872 v 9341 1 | May 20,1962 | Apr. 61063
| Turk Maadin Sirketti...| Metallurg...__.._._.__.. Working mnphl‘ for 7,000 7I6 7 June 25,1962 | Feb. 26,1063
Wyeth Laboratuvartori. - Home Prod- Cmmﬁ,t&np& phar- 10, 600 1,178 7 9l 2 | July 23,1062 | Oct. 22,1062
| Goodyear Lastik________| Goodyear. - ccoooeae-- wﬁ rubber | 214,000 1, 650 4 14| Oct. 23,1062 | Feb. 5, 1063
Chrysler Sanyani_ ___.__| Chrysler.............. iy of truck 35, 000 3,876 % 12 3 | Nov. 2,1062 | June 18,1963
b's Starch & Glo- | Noneo——- —coooecmnecane- Wi - for 000 633 T 2 |7 b 963
mea None.... / orking ‘ﬁ““‘ .:. ] 6 an, 11,1063 | June 5,1
| U8, - weuns| U.8. RubberCo. ... Construction of rubber 250 250 8 i . 6,1063
Royal Lastik ubber Co. s o 11, 1, 924 an. 24,1063 | Apr. 6,1
Genertlc“' or;‘r: t‘;atrml:.ublm- Mm Tire & Robber |- @0 e eeeaane 718 1,503 15 134] Feb. 27,1962 | Apr. 18,1903
P el Bageing. ........ f 211 A ¢
akistan Fabrie Co. Belton Bagging. W"& nmg 1, 000 B4 1 | May 17,1963 | Aug. 14,1062
Pakistan Serviees. ......| Intercontinental Hotels.| Construetion of hotel in 2,760 583 :: 20 2 | June 25, 1962 ®
Pakistan American Lib- | American Liberty Tank | Construction of bulk 476 100 12 | 2 | Nov. 261062
erty Tank Terminals, inals. storage E ;
Pakistan Serviees. .....- Indu;?umtdn Hotels | Construction of hotel in 4,477 940 6 "’*f 3 | Mar, 61963
» A0CA. :
Merck Sharp & Dohme | Merck Sharp & Dohme. Gmm'um ﬂ;}ﬁmo{m 1,500 37 o4 12 | 2 | Apr. 24,1063
Phelps Dodge, Ltd......| Phelps Dodge.........-. p— of copper 7,140 1,500 10 | 4 | May 15,1963
and eable manufac-
Intercontinental Hotels THC’ 740 579 3 1963
0 - 5 'sequity 2, 04 18 May 29,
81%@1' Bewing Machine | S8inger Manufacturing... Wm -ﬂ:‘ﬂ for dis- 5,000 '1, 065 [ 913 4 | May 17,1082 | Bept. 29, 1962
0.
ufactured
man sowing
Madras Rubber..........| Mansfield Tire & Rub- | Construction of rubber 2, 500 528 o4l 7 2 W May 23,1062
ber Co. tire and tube plant.
Syntheties & Chemicals. Mw on Tire & Rub- Erpmﬂmmhw of ¥ 15, 000 3,168 64| 324] 1 | Feb. 20,1062 | Aug. 20,1962
.Wlm ardon Chem- : Oonsl.—wmjt‘ f stecl 2,500 527 64 94l 3 | May 7,1962 | Feb. 51063
Precision Bearings In- | Norman-Hoffman. ... .| cmm:mm of ball 3,000 [ 64 10 5 | June 25,1062 | May 17,1063
Vietor Gasket Vietor Manufacturing... Construction of sato 750 158 71 1 fetloe. | Dec. 61062
m manufecturing
Harig-Malik. ............| Harig Manufacturing_ __ w-m 285 80 10 | 1 | Bept. 17,1962 Do,
Arbor Acres Indin._...._| Arbor Acres.... _.| Esta of poul- 2, 500 527 7 | 64| 134 Oct. 23,1062 | Aug. 7,1963
MeNally-Bird. . ... | McNally Pittsburgh. . Constraction: of  eoal 5, 000 1,054 g 140 B do. Dec. 4,19062
Mysore Cement..___.___| Kalser Corp.....-——. pe= lwm of cement 4, 500 M9 T| W 3 | Nov. 21962
Union Carbide Indla....| Union Carbide ... Expansion of chemieal 21, 600 4, 557 7 10 34} Nev. 26,1062
and plastic mannfac-
Mandya Paper...______.| Parsons & Whittemore_. MM&&MM 15, 000 3,150 7 10 3 | Jan. 24,1963
Syntheties & Chemieals. Mhur Tire & Rub- ;Tmp:nmbbzmmmh 3 18, 000 2,160 7 0 [ do. Mar. 10,1003
Kirloskse Gumming:: . | Ot wd: of diesest | 10| 260| 7 24| May 15 1063
Ni Bevel Gear......| Ni Ind Min- | C bevel 4,000 2,500 7 3 24| May 14,1063
apeo apeo Industries, ooty

See footnotes at end of table.
CIX——1121
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Cooley loans approved by AID, Jan. 1, 1962, through June 80, 1963—Continued
Repayment
Coun%m‘d s Amount | Dollar |T terms Authorized | Loan agree-
loan No. Borrower U8, aflilinte Purpose n?):a banm“. 1\;— ¢| rate or approved | ment signed
Years| Grace
[6)] @ @ @ () ® m ®| O (10) (1)
Indla—-Cuntinusd Thousands| Thousands! Percent
weneeee| Chochin Pwt., Ltd...... Atalanta Trading Corp..| Expansion nfmsnhﬂmp $2, 365 500 T 10 2 | June 21,1963
processing es
386-E-006........| Frick India, Ltd........ oo o o B e SR Construction of refrigera~ 2, 600 520 3 8 P S RS, TR
tion equipment plant.,
386-F-093.... o Hindustan Aluminum | Kaiser COfPoeeenccannae Construction of alum- 10, 000 080 10 N R 1 e
o Litd. I:ﬁiittr; fabricating fa-
386-E—092. cmnnsn E%ro International, | General Electric.. anua- Construction of elec- 4,000 833 7 9 1 | June 27,1063
td. tr mlo:l equipment
385-E-00......| Gabriel India, Ltd.._.... Gabelal. - .. iiiciaeas Expansion of automatic 1, 400 202 7 8 Q) e do........
* ock absorber plant.
Near East and x 53,406 |
south
subtotal
(50 loans).
:ﬂom nn'dA&:::?l:g ?J; Eximrz-'[mpon Bank in November 1961, Loan agreement drafted

% To be sdministered by Export-Tmport Bank,

Refutation of Charges of Illegal Gam-
bling in New Mexico

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. JOSEPH M. MONTOYA

OF NEW MEXICO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, September 23, 1963

Mr. MONTOYA, Mr. Speaker, it was
with a great deal of interest that I read
the remarks on widespread illegal gam-
bling in New Mexico as they appeared
in the ConcrEssroNaL REcorp of Monday,
September 16, 1963. I, too, have been
very interested in the findings of the Mc-
Clellan commitiee upon which the re-
marks were ostensibly based.

However, I have been unable fo find
any mention of New Mexico in either
the testimony or the detailed committee
report. I have, therefore, been forced
to draw my facts and conclusions from
other accurate sources and based upon
these and an unbiased interpretation of
the committee report I wish to present
my findings, lest there be some confu-
sion on the matter, as I expect there
may very well be.

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is quite correct,

as asserted, that $37 million were in-
volved in parimutuel betting in
New Mexico during 1862, and from this
the State treasury did indeed receive
approximately half a million dollars in
revenue, With these facts I am in total
agreement.

It was estimated by an expert commit-
tee witness, Mr. John Scarne of Fair-
view, N.J., that on a national average,
about $16.50 is wagered offtrack for
every dollar legally placed in parimutuel
betting. However, the figure placed in
the CoONGRESSIONAL RECORD, apparently
based on this ratio, set New Mexico’s
illegal offtrack betting at $265 million
for last year. By my calculations, using
the same ratio, should such conditions
exist, the amount spent on illegal off-
track wagering would equal $610,500,000,
not the quoted $265 million.

Moreover, Representative Fmvo in his
remarks applied this $16.50-to-$1 ratio
to all forms of gambling. This, in spite
of the fact that the source of this figure,
Mr. Scarne, in his testimony said, “$16.50
is bet off track for every dollar bet legally
at the track.” This ratio is an estimate
quite clearly related then to horse rac-
ing alone. Additionally, the witness in-
tended only this interpretation since
such a ratio could not be applied to any
other form of gambling because New
Mexico, like most States, permits only
parimutuel betting; thus, in no other
form of gambling is there a correspond-
ing $1 legal sum bet.

Obviously, Mr. Speaker, the foregoing
are but technical and mathematical
errors made in the assertion. As far as
fundamental inaccuracies are concerned,
suffice it to say that no such conditions
as those described by Mr. Fino exist in
New Mexico. Had the gentleman meant
to refer to New York rather than New
Mexico, as I suspect he did since New
York was frequently referred to in the
committee report, I might have some
basis for agreeing with him. But, as the
error was made and New Mexico was
most improperly characterized, I must
vigorously disagree.

In order to approach the astronomical
sum of $610,500,000, it would be neces-
sary for every man, woman, child, and
baby in New Mexico to illegally gamble
approximately $650,000 annually. The
incongruity of this increases when we
recognize that, unfortunately, there are
many New Mexicans who have an an-
nual income of less than $1,000. Surely,
we are not to believe that these people
are betting 65 percent of their annual in-
come on horses or anything else.

Mr. Speaker, I will gladly compare any
county in New Mexico against any
‘county in this great Nation. This is not
imprudent. This is not a rash gesture
for I ean guarantee that in New Mexico
there exist no such gross conditions.
There is no flaunting of the law; there is
no coddling of transgressors. Illegal
gambling is not to be found. As further
demonstration of my accuracy in this

regard, I urge that any individual having
evidence of illegal gambling or the sale
of lottery tickets in New Mexico im-
mediately notify the attorney general of
that State and/or district attorney in
any county concerned.

I am proud of my State. It ranks
among our finest States. Its contribu-
tions to the wholesome American way of
life, which we want all men to enjoy, are
myriad. Let there be no mistake about
it; I deeply resent anyone terming New
Mexico as “a vice-ridden gamblers’ fiesta
land.” It is a land of enjoyment, a land
of health, and a land of productivity. It
is a celebrated example of all that is
good and legal.

Walter G. Pratt, Stoughton, Mass.,
90 Years Young

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. JAMES A. BURKE

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, September 23, 1963

Mr. BURKE. Mr. Speaker, on Sep-
tember 7, 1963, I visited the Stoughton
post office in my congressional distriet,
and also visited the Stoughton townhall.
It was my pleasure to attend an im-
promptu birthday party for Stoughton’s
Town Assessor Walter G. Pratt, who was
celebrating his 90th birthday. Walter
was born September 7, 1873. He mar-
ried Emma A. Lowe. Walter is the fa-
ther of two children, grandfather of
three children, and great-grandfather of
one child, He has had a career as a
shoeworker from 1889 to 1931, fence
viewer—town of Stoughton—part time
from 1915 to 1956, private surveyor—
part time from 1915 to 1956, served on
the board of assessors from May 1, 1931,
and as chairman of the board of assessors
from 1945 to the present.

Walter is 90 years of age but very
young at heart. He enjoys the love and
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respect of all the townspeople. Dedi-
cated to his work he has set an example
for the young folks in the town. I know
I echo the sentiments of all who know
him when I say: “Walter Pratt repre-
sents all the fine things that can be
expected of a public official.”

Robert Smales, Stoughton's town
manager, was high in his praise for the
great work done by Walter Pratt in be-
half of the town of Stoughton. Em-
ployees at the townhall were warm in
their praise of Walter and it is very
evident that Walter has a special place
in their hearts.

I told Walter that I will want to be
one of those who will be present when
he celebrates his 100th birthday. I hope
he continues having the same bright
sunny outlook on life. It is like a breath
of spring.

Independence Day of the Federal Repub-
lic of Germany

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. ADAM C. POWELL

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, September 23, 1963

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Speaker, on Sep-
tember 21, the Federal Republic of Ger-
many celebrated the 14th anniversary
of her independence, and we wish to take
this opportunity to send warm felicita-
tions to His Excellency, the President
of the Republic, Dr. Heinrich Luebke;
His Excellency, the Chancellor, Dr. Eon-
rad Adenauer; and His Excellency, the
Republic’s Ambassador to the United
States, Mr. Heinrich Knaptstein, on this
memorable occasion.

It was on September 21, 1949, that the
United States, France, and the United
Kingdom brought the new Republic into
being. The journey to independence had
begun just a year earlier when a West
German Parliamentary Council, which
was, in fact, a constituent assembly, met
in Bonn to draft a constitution for Ger-
many. Since Soviet-occupied eastern
and central Germany were not repre-
sented, the council limited itself to
drafting a basic law for the German
Federal Republie, until such time as an
all-German Constituent Assembly could
replace it with a constitution agreed on
by the entire German people. By the
end of May 1949, this basic law had
been drawn up by the Parliamentary
Council, adopted by most of the 11 land
parliaments, and formally promulgated.

After a general election in September,
followed by the choice by the Bundes-
tag—the popularly elected chamber—of
Dr. Theodor Heuss as Federal President
and of Dr. Konrad Adenauer as Chancel-
lor, the Western Allies were willing to see
the Federal Republic actually launched.
The Allies had in the meantime worked
out three related instruments: First, an
occupation statute, which defined the
residual powers of the Allies in the Fed-
eral Republic; second, a Trizonal Fusion
Agreement, which set up an Allied High
Commission for Germany; and third, a
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charter for this Commission defining its
organization and procedure. After the
acceptance of these Allied instruments
by the President and Chancellor of the
German Federal Republic at Petersberg
on September 21, the German Federal
Republic came formally to existence.

During the first years of the Republic,
its sovereigniy was considerably limited
under the Occupation Statute of 1949.
Step by step, these limitations were re-
duced until the Paris Agreements of 1955
made the Federal Republic a sovereign
nation, limited only by a few remaining
restrictions on nuclear and other special
armaments. The Republic also became
a member of the North Aflantic Treaty
Organization and the Western European
Union. Even before gaining complete
independence, West Germany had taken
part in establishing the European Coal
and Steel Community and had joined
the Organization for European Economic
Cooperation, the Council of Europe, and
three specialized agencies of the United
Nations.

The most startling development in
postwar West Germany was the Wirt-
schaftswunder, or economic miracle.
Industry was rapidly reconstructed and
the country began to experience pros-
perity after 1949. By 1955, the net na-
tional income was 179 percent of that
of 1936. A good part—20 to 25 per-
cent—of this income went into new
investments, but per capita consumption,
too, by 1953 had reached 114 percent of
the 1936 level. It was nof surprising,
therefore, that West Germany, by then
the leading economic power of Europe,
became a charter member of the Euro-
pean Economic Community in 1957.
She has played a major role in the suc-
cess of that great experiment in eco-
nomic integration.

During the postwar period the German
Federal Republic regained for the Ger-
man people something that many Ger-
mans had always deeply desired—a re-
spected and honored place in the family
of nations. It is for this outstanding
achievement above all that we salute the
West German people and their govern-
ment on the 14th anniversary of the
Republic’s establishment.

Washington Report
EXTENSION OF REMARKS
or

HON. BRUCE ALGER

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, September 23, 1963

Mr. ALGER. Mr. Speaker, under the
leave to extend my remarks in the
Recorp, I include the following News-
letter of September 21, 1963:

THE Tax Bui—H.R, 8363
(By Congressman BRUCE ALGER, Sth
District, Texas, Sept. 21, 1963)

Tax cuts would amount to $11.1 billion
over a 2-year period; $8.8 billlon in in-
dividual and $2.3 billion corporate. Cor-
porate taxes will be cut from 52 percent to
48 percent., Individual rate changes, lowest
bracket 20 percent drops to 14 percent, top
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91 percent to 70 percent, changes equaling
30 percent and 20 percent, mpecﬂvely, while
middle income brackets average 15 percent.
Twenty-three structural changes in the bill
increase taxes selectively by #$1.1 billion, al-
though the minimum standard deduction at
the taxpayers' choice, alleviates further the
taxload of the lowest brackets and eliminates
1.5 million taxpayers in the lowest brackets
from paying taxes,

Everyone wants a tax cut. Though some
Members of Congress, like the President, will
only depict the blessings of a tax cut, which
everyone wants, others will sensibly ask,
“Then where do we get the money to pay
Government bills we continue to run up?”

REPUBLICAN POSITION

The Republicans, unlike the Democrat
leadership, will demand a limitation on
spending so that the tax bill will not become
effective unless current fiscal year 1964 ex-
penditures are held to $97 billion and fiscal
19656 budget will not exceed $98 billion.
True, these figures are high since they rep-
resent the culmination reached after the 1962
spending level exceeded 1961 by $6 billion;
1963 exceeded 1962 by $4.8 billion; 1964 ex-
ceeded 1963 by $5.5 billlon. However, the
Republican position draws the line against
further increases. Surely this 1s not asking
too much. And yet, the big spenders, in-
cluding the President, though always talk-
ing economy, will continue to increase spend-
ing even as we cut taxes. This course leads
to inflation, the worst tax of all, a hidden
tax on savings, pensions, and buying power,
the devaluation of the dollar, inereasing out-
flow of gold, and destruction of our competi-
tive position in world markets and financial
leadership of the free world. Indeed, any
such weakening of the United States eco-
nomically would make us extremely vulner-
able to a final Communist takeover. Our
greatest defense against the Communist
world conspiracy is a strong, healthy, grow-
ing economy which is not possible through
planned deficits.

The glowing predictions of the feedback,
or increasing Government revenues because
of the stimulating effect of a tax cut does
not obscure the horrible truth, that the
President and his congressional leaders are
asking Congress to approve deficit spending
and so secure the money to pay our bills by
borrowing and charging it all to our children
and later generations,

My conviction 1s that we should balance
the budget, as we have done before in two
Republican Congresses, cut the debt, and
then cut taxes—in that order, Further, it
seems to me we should move to-
ward a flat percent tax, the same percent
for regardless of income Jevel.
the best kept secret of our day is
that it isn't someone else who pays—it's each
of us. As taxpayers we pay, particularly the
low and middle income groups who neces-
sarily bear the cost—84 percent of the total
tax comes from the tax brackets under
$10,000 liability, We also pay when Gov-
ernment deficit finances and charges the
cost to us through reducing the buying
power of the dollar. Forgotten, for the
average wage earner (1) tax cut at best will
be 81 to $2 per week, (2) social security
taxes go up next January.

WEEK'S ACTIONS

The civil defense bomb shelter amendment
to the existing act, embarks us on another
great Federal subsidy of $2.3 billion over 5
years, beyond existing civil defense pro-
grams. Simultaneously we cut back our
offense, the development of the antimissile
missile, because of the test ban treaty, which
ultimately may invite enemy attack. We
seemn to forget the best defense is a good
offense. (2) The CAB examiner conducted
Washington hearings on Love Fleld. I testi-
fled on the need of the southwest area for
all present aviation facilities and all those
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to be made avallable in the future. (3) I
asked the President for his views on the
status of the Dallas Federal Building and
the removal of the VA office, suggesting cor-
rective action emphasizing (1) merit not
politics, and (2) a spending priority.

The Tragedy at Babi Yar and the Con-
tinued Oppression of the Jews by the
Soviet Government

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. EMANUEL CELLER

OF NEW YOREK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, September 23, 1963

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, under
leave to extend my remarks in the Rec-
orp, I include an address I made before
the Association To Perpetuate the Mem-
ory of Ukrainian Jews at the memorial
services for the victims of Babi Yar, at
the Hotel Commodore, New York, N.Y.,
and broadcast over radio station WEVD,
Sunday, September 22, 1963. My re-
marks follow:

“Over Babl Yar
There are no memorials"—

_ Bays the young Russian poet, Yevgeny
Alexandrovich Yevtushenko—

“Over Babi Yar
.Rustle of the wild grass.
The trees look threatening, look like judges.
And everything is one silent cry.
Taking my hat off
I feel myself slowly going gray.
And I am one silent cry
Over the many thousands of the buried;
Am every old man killed here,
Every child killed here.”

What happened at Babl Yar that makes
the poet weep and rage? On the eve of Yom
Kippur, in 1943, the Nazis murdered 100,000
Ukrainian Jews. Though not of the Jewish
faith, Yevtushenko identified himself with
the victims of the Nazis. Twenty years have
passed and let it not be said that we have
forgotten. The young Russian poet spoke
for the dead.

In World War I, the American poet, Alan
Seeger, speaking for all the dead, of Wars
and massacres and terrorisms, eried out “to
you we throw the torch.” And so the 100,000
in the mass grave at Babl Yar, over which
no memorial rises, ery out to us, “to you we
throw the torch.” We will earry the torch
in which burn the flames of liberty, enlight-
enment, and equality for all people regard-
less of race, religion, or national creed. How
can we loosen our grasp when hatred still
stalks the world and casts its ominous
shadow on the future? It is the cruelest of
ironies that the young Russian poet, Yeviu-
shenko, should have written “Babl Yar” in
a land where today the Jews are singled out,
as a religious group, for oppression and
denial. He was brave to have written that
poem but not brave enough, for while he
did, in his poem, depict the antisemitism in
the Soviet Union, he, under official ure,
subsequently changed the text when Shos-
takovitch set the words of “Babi Yar” to
musie.

Today, the Soviet Union boasts that its
Constitution guarantees religious freedom
and explicitly forbids “any restriction of the
rights of citizens on account of their race or
nationality” as well as “any advocacy of
racial or national hatred and contempt.”
But the words are not worth the paper upon
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which they are written for the Soviet Union
has committed itself, in practice, to wiping
out the religious and cultural rights of the
Jews and singling them out, as Jews, for
special cruel and unusual punishment.

In May of 1961, the Soviet Union enacted

decrees which set forth the death penalty
for such economic offenses as pilfering public
or state property, counterfeiting, currency
speculation, and bribery. The world was
shocked by such uncivilized, excessive, and
inhumane punishment, but the Soviet Union
has proven itself, again and again, immune
to world opinion. Within 2 years, from May
1961 to April 1963, 141 persons were sentenced
to death for such offenses. Of those sen-
tenced to death, nearly 60 percent were Jews.
If one examines the record carefully, it be-
comes dismayingly clear that this is a part
of a systemic plan, not only to incite the
Russian people against the Jews, as a minor-
ity group, but also to deny, to the Jews, their
religious heritage and to put them outside
the pale of the Soviet Union society. When
we realize that almost two million Jews re-
side in the Sovlet Union, we are then aware
of the extent of this tragic campaign. For
example, in one of the trials, 24 defendants
were accused of manipulating the price of
apples. Though the majority of defendants
were not Jewish, only the Jews received the
death sentence. In another trial, a Jew was
sentenced to death though he was only an
employee of some trade organizations in-
volved; the top officlals received only short
prison terms.
" In all of this campaign, the Soviet press
makes certain to implicate the synagogues
and rabbis In the alleged offenses. Beyond
that, we find the arrest of congregation
leaders, the ousting of congregation Jewish
officials, and the closing of synagogues.
While we cannot deny that all religions are
subjected to restrictions in the Soviet Union,
only Judaism is singled out for very special
denials. While other religions can form
national or regional associations, Jewish con-
gregations may not. Religious leaders can-
not receive permission to leave the country
or to study abroad or to make pilgrimages
as other religious leaders make. The Jews
are forbidden to manufacture any religious
articles such as prayer shawls and phylac-
teries. Only a very few are permitted to
print religious calendars. Tralning for rab-
bis has been curtailed until now, in Moscow,
only three or four are permitted to attend a
rabbinical academy. No Hebrew can be
taught nor can any prayer book or Bible be
printed in Hebrew. However, the Moslems
may use their Arabic for religious purposes
as may other ethnic and religious groups use
their respective languages. The baking of
matzah is forbidden. Without the matzah,
no Passover can- be properly observed. All
Yiddish journals are forbidden; no expres-
sion of cultural interest in the Jewish lan-
guage is allowed. Thus the theaters and
the dramatic schools and the publishing
houses which use the Jewish language are
closed. The old Jewish songs are forbidden.
The Soviet encyclopedia, which had devoted
116 pages to the cultural achievement of
the Jews, now gives only 2 pages to the
Jews. The Jews have been eliminated from
the Soviet Union political life. They are
excluded from the diplomatic service and
from the armed services. A study of the
status of Jews in the Soviet Union concludes
that the Jews are “deprived of their national
and religious rights as a group, and of full
equality as individuals.”

Soviet oppression and denial of equal
rights to its Jewish population has been
called “spiritual strangulation.”

Yet, withal, the Jews are not permitted
to leave the Soviet Union to seek freedom
from religious persecution, They are forced
to remain while the Soviet Union seeks ev-
ery way of denuding them of their tradition,
of their culture, of their faith in God.

September 23

‘We are gathered today in memorial to the
100,000 who perished at the hands of the
Nazis 20 years ago. But it is not enough to
mourn the dead; our responsibility now, to-
day, is for the living. Indifferent as the
Soviet Union may appear to be to world opin-
ion, such indifference cannot remain if the
protests are large and loud enough. Let it
not be said that the world condones by
sllence. The Jews of the Soviet Union will
not relinquish their religion, their heritage,
their culture. Hence, the Soviet Union has
placed itself directly on the road that leads
to genocide.

The Russians make much of their fear of
the Germans. In what degree are they dif-
ferent? The Russians have sought to per-
vert history and, in so doing, have paid serv-
ice to it because what one seeks to pervert,
one cannot forget. History has proven, and
proven again, that tyranny bears within it-
self the seeds of its own destruction for the
heart and mind of man, once awakened,
finds the bans of oppression intolerable,
From Pharoah, to Hitler, to Khrushchev, the
lessons of history loom large. The conse-
quences of tyranny Khrushchev should know
will bury him.

We offer prayers for the dead, but we do
not forget the living. Let no one forget—
whatever his race, his religion, his creed —
oppression is a way of life; it feeds on itself
yet remains insatiable. When it is aimed at
one group, it reaches out to embrace an-
other and yet another. This, too, is a les-
son of history none of us can ignore, and I
mean, none of us.

Let the religions of the world take note
that, in the march of oppression, it is only
a matter of on whom it feeds first. There
are always the second, and the third, and the
fourth, and the fifth until all are engaged.
Then it may be too late.

Together we vow there shall be no more
“Babi Yars.”

The Tax Reduction Bill

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. VICTOR A. KNOX

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, September 23, 1963

Mr. ENOX. Mr. Speaker, under leave
to extend my remarks in the Recorp, I
include the speech that was presented to
the Nation on Saturday evening, Sep-
tember 21, 1963 by the Honorable
THOMAS B. Curtis, of Missouri. Mr.
Curtis has adequately and effectively
given a sound viewpoint on the question
of tax reduction which will be before the
House tomorrow.

I hereby include this address by my
worthy colleague Mr, CURTIS:

REMARKS oOF Hon. THOMAS B. CURTIS, OF
MissoUrl, SEPTEMEBER 21, 1963

Good evening, fellow citizens. In one
sense I want to apologize for displacing the
regular program you were looking forward
to enjoying this evening. In another sense
I really have no right to apologize. I am
here serving the very basic and vital function
in our system of representative government
of presenting to you the other slde of one of
the great issues now facing our country.
President Kennedy on Wednesday night pre~
sented one side of this issue for your con-
sideration.

Just as President Eennedy spoke to you
without regard to narrow political partisan-
ship, so shall I. This great issue of our
country's basic fiscal and economic policies,
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which was brought to a head by the tax cut
bill now approved by the Ways and Means
Committee, transcends this kind of narrow-
ness, I have the responsibility of presenting
as fairly, and yet as forcefully as I can, a
point of view in which I deeply believe.
Although this viewpoint iz almost unani-
mously held by Republicans in the Congress,
in fairness I must say that it is shared by
many Democrats as well. Certainly the vast
majority of our people, whether Democrats,
Republicans, or Independents, want to hear
the reason for a position, not simply what
political party or what individual person is
for or against it,

The President stated that this tax bill,
H.R, 8363, is the most important domestic
measure to be considered by the Congress in
16 years. I cannot share this view, as im-
portant as I think the tax bill is, unless it is
intended to change the basic fiscal and eco-
nomic policy which our country has adhered
to since its foundation. If this basic change
is intended, then the tax bill is probably
among the most important bills which the
Congress has ever considered in its 174 years
of history.

The President presented his arguments for
the tax bill as if the opposition were op-
posed to cutting taxes. This is not the case.
Those who are leading the opposition to HR.
8363, as presently written, have been argu-
ing the urgent need to reduce Federal taxes
long before President EKennedy decided last
August to promote a tax cut. He proposed a
tax cut as a solution to the problem of un-
employment and the flow of gold from our
country—the problems which he has not yet
been able to solve by any other means. He
has been unable to solve these problems in
spite of the normal cyclical upturn which
our economy took a few days after he was
inaugurated and months before the Con-
gress was able to take action on any of his
legislative proposals which were supposed
to pep up the economy.

Many of the leading opponents of the

Federal Revenue Act of 1963 have
been long-time promoters of what many of
you probably have heard of as the Baker-
Herlong tax cut bill, bearing the name of
Congressman Baxer of Tennessee, a Repub-
lican, and Congressman HerronG of Florida,
a Democrat, both of them respected col-
leagues of mine on the Ways and Means Com-
mittee. In contrast to the administration
approach, the Baker-Herlong bill ties tax
cutting to expenditure reform.

The question then, is whether there is
agreement between the people who think
as I do, and the President on the great need
for a tax cut to help our economy grow, to
ease the unemployment problem, and to
provide jobs for the increasing number of
young people who are and will be looking
for jobs. What is the fuss?

The President should have told you what
the fuss was all about instead of evading
the central issue. Actually much of the
fuss is unfounded. Certainly it is not over
any disagreement about wanting our country
to be better and stronger and our people
to have a better and more abundant and
more peaceful life.

All of us want these things just as deeply
as the President does. The fuss is over
whether we move toward these goals by
cutting taxes while increasing spending. Can
we really move toward these goals if we cut
taxes and if, at the same time, we do not
réduce our increasing Federal expenditures?
The Eennedy administration is spending
more money than it is taking In from Fed-
eral taxes. It has been doing so ever since
1960 when the Nation last had a balanced
budget. But lest my statistics convey erro-
neous impressions, as I believe those used
by the President did in his address Wednes-
day night, let me add that we have had un-
balanced budgets more often than not under
hoth the Truman and Bisenhower adminis-
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trations, These deficits were not good then—
and I said so at the time., They are not good
now,

Spending more money than is being taken
in at the Federal level is becoming a serious
and dangerous habit. And, mind you, the
Federal taxes have been doing a manful job
of getting money out of the pockets of our

ple. We collected $39.7 billion in 1946;
$67.9 billion in 1956; $77.7 billion in 1861;
$81.4 billion in 1962; $86.4 billion in 1963;
and it is estimated that the amount will be
$88.8 in 1964,

Now even President EKennedy agrees that
this tax system is taking too much from the
pockets of the people and businesses, even
when it is proving inadequate to meet the
cost of our ever-increasing Federal Govern-
ment.

But the Ways and Means Committee, on
which I serve, has more than the distaste-
ful task of writing the tax laws. When we
find that the taxes do not bring in enough
revenue to take care of our bills, we have to
figure out how to sell Government bonds to
make up the difference. We have to deter-
mine what the impact on our economy and
on the purchasing power of the dollar will
be from selling these bonds and to whom,
These are the problems involved in what we
call debt management,

It was in the field of debt management
that I directed my questions to Dr. Heller,
the Chairman of the President's Council of
Economic Advisers, when he testified before
the Joint Economic Committee last July
regarding the possibility of the President’'s
asking for a “quickie” tax cut. The idea
then was to cut Federal taxes by $10 billion.
I said, Dr. Heller, to whom will we sell these
bonds that will result from our budget defi-
cits and what will be the economic conse-
quences of these sales? Dr. Heller stated
that he agreed with me that, if we asked
the people and the businesses to buy the
bonds, it would take away the benefits sought
from the tax cut. Of course this was so.
The purpose of the tax cut, according to the
President, is to give the people more money
to spend. This will stimulate the economy.
But what happens if we go right back to the
people and say, “Give us back this money we
gave you and take these bonds instead?”
Of course then they wouldn't have any addi-
tional money to spend. There would be no
stimulus. Dr. Heller said he thought most
of these bonds should be taken up by the
system charged with keeping our money
supply and the purchasing power of the
dollar in good order, the Federal Reserve
System. I asked Mr. William McChesney
Martin, the Chairman of the Federal Re-
serve Board, when he appeared before the
committee a few days later, “Well, what
about the Federal Reserve System taking up
these bonds?” Mr. Martin replied that if
that were done it would let loose inflationary
forces which could not be controlled.

Now if Mr., Martin's appraisal is correct,
and I believe it is, this would diminish the
purchasing power of the dollar. Not just
the purchasing power of those who are
fortunate enough to make enough money to
be required to pay Federal income taxes but
of everyone from the lowest pensioned
widow on up.

Inflation is more unfair than any tax ever
devised by government. In effect it is a tax
on the consumer's dollar and, therefore, it
taxes those who can afford it the least at
the highest possible rate, 100 percent. It
taxes those who can afford it the most at
the lowest rate. Indeed, if one is fortunate
enough to have money to invest, he can
make more money through inflation by buy-
ing real estate and common stocks, which

up in dollar value as the real dollar, the
purchasing dollar, goes down in wvalue.

Aside from this fact, inflation, contrary to
some diehard bellevers, does not produce
prosperity. Quite the contrary, it produces
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misery and greater unemployment and, if
carried far encugh, the ruin of the Nation.

Let me fillustrate what would happen.
President Eennedy talked about the person
making $6,000 a year, He estimated that
this family would be paying about $600 a
year in Federal taxes. He said the proposed
tax bill would give him a tax cut of about
20 percent. This is $120. However, sup-
pose the Consumer Price Index, which is one
way to estimate inflation or how much the
dollar will buy, goes up 6 points that same
year, or in the 2 years during which the full
effect of the tax cut is to be felt. Then that
family would lose $360 in purchasing pow-
er—every dollar buys 6 cents less than it
did before. Apply this loss of purchasing
power to all consumers in the Nation and
there is a loss of $27 billion in overall pur-
chasing power. This is a strange way to in-
crease purchasing power to stimulate the
economy. Give back $11 billion in tax cuts
and take away $27 billion through inflation.

I am not just picking a number out of the
air when I suggest that the Consumer Price
Index might go up 6 points. In the last
month for which we have the figures, July of
this year, the index went up one-half a
point; the greatest l1-month rise in nearly
4 years. If the next 12 months were to con~
tinue at this rate, the total would be 6 points
in a year. I don't think the rise will be
this great, particularly if we reduce our
spending and budget deficits, but let me
point out that the index has risen 4 points
since President KEennedy took office 32
months ago. 'This has already cut consumer
purchasing power by $18 billion.

President Kennedy boasted about what he
called great price stability in the last few
years, but did you eatch it when to prove
his point he said—the wholesale price index
has remained almost constant? He tripped
over the word wholesale a little bit and well
he might have. Who buys wholesale? Al-
most all of us have to buy retail, and the
Consumer Price Index about which I am
speaking is the retail price index.

Why has the retail price index gone up so
much when the wholesale price index has
remained steady? Primarily because items
like insurance and medical bills and what are
called services are included in the Consumer
Price Index but have little to do with the
wholesale price index. You don't get hos-
pital service wholesale.

Now the President and his advisers advo-
cate this novel fiscal and economic theory of
planned deficit financing. That theory is to
deliberately overspend your income in the
hope of promoting economic growth and jobs
from which the Government will derive more
revenue to eventually catch up with the in-
creased spending. Those who advocate this
theory have to answer the contention which
I have advanced that tax cutting without ex-
penditure control will cut in on the purchas-
ing power of the dollar and destroy any
stimulus to the economy. They claim that
this will not increase prices. Or put an-
other way, they claim it will not cheapen the
purchasing power of the dollar because in-
flation comes only when there are more
dollars than there are goods and services
avallable to be bought. Too many dollars
chasing too few goods is the way some econo-
mists like to put it. They say that these
new printing press dollars which they plan
to give our people will put our idle plants
back into production and that this, in turn,
will put the unemployed back to work to
produce the goods that the new dollars are
anxious to buy.

It is a shame the President didn’t tell you
about this theory Wednesday night so you
could evaluate it and better understand the
arguments against it, The arguments
against it point out that most of this so-
called idle plant is unwanted, obsolete, and
inefficient plant. The biggest unused plant
are our farms. We surely don’t want to put
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more land into agriculture production.
Furthermore, the unemployed are largely
among the unskilled and semiskilled, or
those whose skills have been rendered obso-
lete by automation. The decline in agricul-
tural employment has been 42 percent in the
past 10 years. These unemployed people
would not be put back to work unless they
had been trained in the needed skills first.
This takes tlme and locating the new jobs
among other things. Furthermore, the price
increases are not occurring primarily in the
area of goods, but rather in services where
there already iz a shortage of workers and
where jobs are going begging. Employment
in services increased almost 42 percent dur-
ing the 10 years in which agricultural em-
ployment declined. More dollars will shoot
the prices Tor services up even higher.

You are hearing some of the fact and argu-
ments that we in the Congress who have been
digging into this serious matter for the past
12 months have to weigh and consider in
reaching a conclusion as to what is the best
course of action for our Natlon.

The issue is now sharply drawn. Both
sides want to reduce tazes because both have
concluded that taxes are so high that they
are damaging our economy. One side, my
side, says we must earn a tax reduction be-
fore it will do any good. An unearned tax
cut, we believe, could do serigus harm.

What do we mean by “earn’ a tax reduc-
tion? By that we mean that we must cut
back our expenditures so that our Govern-
ment doesn’t have to print and sell bonds
to make up the difference between its income
and its expenses.

Incidentally, a Government bond is really
& deferred tax. It is something the taxpay-

passing on to future taxpayers the cost of
things the generation wants to have
but is not willing to pay for. We're paying
interest on it, but nothing toward paying off
the principal.

President Kennedy and his advisers have
tried to allay the fears of our people about
the tremendous Federal debt we have today.
It amounts to over $305 billion in bonded in-
debtedness, but the Federal Government has
over a trillion dollars in potential obligations
to pay. The President said, among other
things, that the debt is a smaller percentage
of our economic output than it was in 1946.

Well, I should hope it would be; 1946 is
the year right after World War II. Every-
body agreed we had to spend vast sums of
money over and above our income to win the
war. We sald then that we should pay this
money back as soon as the Nation got back
to peacetime operation. Now here it is 17
years later, and the Federal debt is still not
down to anywhere near the ratios of any one
of our peacetime periods, whether in the
thirties, the twenties, the nonwar teens or
in the 1900's or in the entire 19th cen-
tury. The main way the debt was reduced as
a ratio .of our economic output was through
juggling the value of the dollar. The heavy
inflation right after the war cut the pur-
chasing power of everyone’s dollar in half—
bread which once sold for 10 cents a loaf
went up to 20 cents a loaf or more. A home
which cost $4,000 in 1940 cost $10,000 in 1950,
The debt remains fixed in the same dollar
amount while the economic output doubled
when measured in the inflated dollar. Yes,
people who bought war bonds for $18.76 to
help the war effort got $256 back In 10 years,
but these new dollars bought less than $12.50
of groceries. Who got the difference? The
Government and a cagy investor here and
there.,

We have moved ahead alright but not be-
cause of inflation. We have moved ahead in
spite of 1t, But we have done s0 at the sacri-
fice of the standard of living and the dignity
of millons of our low-income people, includ-
ing those on retirement and pensions and on
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other fixed incomes. The cuttingof the ratio
of the Federal debt to gross national product
by inflation instead of by honest taxation
and reductions in expenditures is nothing to
boast about.

The President seeks to allay our fears about
the national debt by pointing out that busi-
nesses go into debt and so do individuals.
That is true, but when businesses or indi-
viduals go into debt, they usually have assets
to show for if, a plant and machinery, or a
home and a car. The Federal Government
spends, however—as it should—most of its
money for military goods which have no book
value. A fighter plane or a rocket must go
on the books at $1, not at the millions of
dollars it costs. It is an expendable item,
not a productive asset. It is wrong to com-
pare government debt, particularly Federal
debt, with private debt.

It costs us today over $10 billion in taxes
each Just to pay the interest on this
debt. This is more than the entire Federal
budget in the 1830's.

In his address Wednesday night, the Presi-
dent had two sentences on the subject of ex-
penditures. He said he would maintain “an
even tighter control over expenditures.”
Well, this has little meaning to those of us
in Congress who look at his record and see
no tight control to start with. President
Eennedy has been spending around $6 billion
more during each year that he has been in
office. This is twice the rate of increase
which ocecurred in the preceding years. In
fiscal year 1961, which was partly under
President Eisenhower, we spent $81 billion.
In fiscal 1962, we spent $87 billion; 1In 1963
$03.6 billlon. For the current fiscal year, the
President says he Intends to spend $98.8 bil-
lion, although he 1s asking in this budget for
$108 bllllon additional authority to spend.
At this rate, unless Congress does something
to check it, he will spend $105 or $106 billion
the next year. Incidentally, at the peak of
World War IT, in 1946, we spent $98.8 bil-
lion, the greatest sum in history up to that
point. Hence, President Eennedy's expendi-
ture estimate this year will break all our
spending records. And thisis during a period
of peace and during a normal economic up-
turn.

The tax bill has written in it that 1t is the
sense of the Congress that the President ex-
ercise expenditure control. But there are no
teeth in this statement. It is a pious hope.
The Republican propesal would require the
President to exercise expenditure reform. We
insist on deeds not words. If the require-
ment that the President must cut Federal
expenditures in the 2 years during which the
tax cut goes into effect is incorporated into
the tax bill as an amendment on the floor of
the House, then many Republicans and Dem-
ocrats, who will vote against the bill as it now
stands without effective expenditure reform,
will vote for the hill and it will pass.

I do not wish to mislead anyone. I myself
would not vote for the bill even with the
amendment. I think that holding expendi-
tures to $07 billion in fiscal 1964 and to $98
billion in fiscal 1965—which 1s what the
amendment proposes—would still create too
large & deficit and so create hazards that
would overbalance any stimulative effect of
the tax cut. It will require the selling of too
many additional billions of bonds, not to
create a seriqus loss in the dollar's purchas-
ing power.

In writing the Republican views on the
President’s economic report to the Congress
of January this year, my colleagues and I
suggested that in order to make a tax cut
meaningful and to really stimulate our econ-
omy's growth and to create more jobs we
should hold the expenditure level to the level
of fiscal 1963—the year ending last June 30—
which then was estimated to be about $94
billion—still $13 billion more than fiscal year
1961. We suggested that this level of $94
billlon be held not just for 1 year, but for
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3 years. Then, indeed, economic growth
would increase our tax revenues so that the
budget would balance out in about 2 years.

Under the President's own theory the
budget would not balance until 1967 or 1968,
But this theory is predicated upon many
questionable assumptions. Many economisis
and fiscal experts think 1972 is a more real-
istic estimate. Secretary of the Treasury
Dillon refused to estimate what the addi-
tional Federal debt would be by then—let
alone its consequence on the purchasing
power of the dollar.

It is clear that the President does not in-
tend to exercise expenditure reductions. He
has carefully hedged his words every time he
mentions expenditures. He talks not in
terms of dollars but in terms of essentiality.
But the level of spending which he belleves
is essential turns out to be much more than
what any other President believed necessary.
1t certainly turns out to be much more than
our anticlpated revenues. Indeed, Dr. Heller
and his economic advisers have stated that
as far as their mew theory is concerned, a
reduction in Federal expenditures would take
away the desired impact of the tax reduction.
These men believe this theory. But they will
not publicly argue for it. Dr. Heller has been
put under wraps for the time being. The
President himself would not argue for it last
Wednesday night. He left the impression
that he, too, agreed with the Puritan ethic
that we should not cut taxes unleas we exer-
cised expenditure reform. ¥Yet he balks at
the modest control which Republicans seek
to place in the tax bill.

The President's ‘actions, If not his words,
demonstrate beyond doubt that he is ad-
vancing a new and untried fiscal theory for
the United States, the theory of deficit fi-
nancing, the theory of planned deficits.
The President, with all his talk, has not
submitted a revised budget to the Congress
for this fiscal year. He is still asking for
$108 billion in new authority to spend
money, and he is putting all the pressure
on Congress possible to get it. His budget
estimate for the current year—$98.8 billion
in spending with only $88.8 billion im rey-
enues—remains unchanged.

The people surely remember how just a
couple of weeks ago the President chastised
the Congress, particularly the Republicans,
although we can do nothing in this Con-
gress without being able to persuade many
Democrats of the wisdom of our point of
view, for cutting the foreign aid bill a mere
300 million below the sizable £3.9 billion
expenditure of last year.

Next week the President is forcing onto
the floor of the House the costly area re-
development bill, which the House rejected
& couple of months ago as wasteful and in-
effective in coping with the problem of un-
employment. He is continuing to place
pressure on the Congress to pass all of his
expenditure requests. There is little gues-
tion that the President intends to increase
expenditures, not reduce them if permitted.
He has bought the new planned deficit
theory of Dr. Heller and his Council of Eco-
nomie Advisers which claims that we must
spend ourselves into prosperity by, in effect,
printing more money. This is all the deficit
financing proposal really means when it is
stripped of all its fancy economic termi-
nology.

Why else does the President fight the very
modest expenditure control that will be pre-
sented for consideration by the House next
Tuesday and Wednesday? All that is asked is
that expenditures for this year be held to
$97 billion, instead of the $98.8 he says he
will spend, and to $98 billion for the next
year, instead of the $104 to $105 billion,
which many of us are afraid he intends to
try to spend.

I think the most difficult thing for the
people of this country to understand, my-
self included, is why the President doesn’t
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forthrightly argue for his new theory of
deficit financing, if he really believes that it
is for the benefit of our country. Then let
us who disagree with him present our argu-
ments as to why we believe that balanced
budgets and lower expenditures and lower
taxes are In the best interests of our coun-
try, as well as in line with our noble tra-
ditions, I believe our country became great
through following the Puritan ethiec, which
is no more than saying that we should spend
less than we take in so we can pass on
greater assets to our children than we re-
ceived from our forebears. Let us debate
the issue and out of this debate can come
firm policy. But there can be no debate
when the President shies away from sup-
porting his theories.

We all want a tax cut. We badly need
it. But, my fellow citizens, we must earn
it. The process of expenditure control is
not just cutting out wasteful programs, as
the President said. This is really the easiest
part of expenditure control., The tough
part is when you get into the business of
assigning priorities to good programs. It is
tough for a person, particularly one in poli-
tics, to say “no” to a desirable program be-
cause we can’'t afford it and all the other de-
sirable programs this year. We must have
the courage and integrity to say: “Let's
keep it on the list of desirable projects for
the day when we have earned the right to
have it, by paying for it ourselves.” Per-
haps if we start this business of self-disci-
pline with our tax moneys, just as we all
must exercise this discipline in running our
families, we can be certain that the Gov-
ernment our children will be paying for
will be their own Government, not part of
ours.

Mr. Speaker, during the television

broadecast, Congressman CuUrTIs referred
to a memorandum from the U.S. Depart-
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ment of Commerce, Business and Defense
Services, addressed to assistant admin-
istrators, office directors, division di-
rectors, and staff officials. I think it
would be helpful if this were included in
the Recorp and under unanimous con-
sent, I include it in the REcorbp:

U.S. DEPARTMENT oF COMMERCE,
BuUSINESS AND DEFENSE SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION,

Washington, D.C., September 6, 1963.
To: Assistant Administrators, Office Direc-
tors, Division Directors, Staff Officials.
From: Paul W, McCann, Assistant Adminis-
trator, Industrial Analysis,
Subjéct! The Tax Reduction and Reform in

1963.

It is essential for sustaining an adequate
economic growth in the United States that
there be a reduction in personal income tax
rates and corporate income tax rates this
year. The House Ways and Means Commit-
tee has completed many months of careful
review of the administration's proposal for
tax reduction and tax reform. Customarily
the House as a whole does not analyze and
debate in detail such a conclusion of the
committee. The most that the House does
is accept, reject, or send back for further
study. To send this bill back for further
study would simply be a subterfuge for re-
jection. It is essential that this bill not
be rejected either directly or surreptitiously.
The reasons for acceptance of the bill were
spelled out in several pages of the President's
report to the Congress (January 1963), and
may be summarized as being essential for the
maintenance of a growth rate sufficient to
permit positive growth of profits and to re-
duce U.S. unemployment.

A major reduction of Federal expenditures
would almost eliminate the stimulus effects
of the bill. Nothing would be gained except
a significant reduction of defense and space
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expenditures; that is, at best, consumer ex-
penditures would be substituted for most of
our reduction of defense posture. Other
major Government expenditures are either
tied and provide very little scope for reduc-
tion, such as interest expenditure, or can-
not be effectively separated from individual
Congressman support, such as public works.
It is evident that Congress will not reduce
expenditures materially, and proposals to re-
consider on these grounds means that such
supporters do not want the economy stim-
ulated.

The need to stimulate the U.S. economy
is a lesson which can be learned now while
there is still time to extend the present re-
covery or the Nation can go through one
more unnecessary recession which will hurt
business more than any other sector of the
economy. If the gross national product does
not grow rapidly, profits do not grow at all.
This has been the unfortunate experience of
the U.S. economy (in constant dollar terms)
since 1958. It would be remarkable if the
business community would want this condi-
tion continued indefinitely with the share of
profits steadily falling. There is great ur-
gency that the tax reduction be achieved
now because the recovery is already 30 months
long and very few recoveries have gone be-
yond 30 months under their own power. If
Congress passes the tax reduction bill, the
results will be to extend greatly the length
of the recovery and to place the economy
on a more rapid growth rate for some years
to come. The personal income tax has a
tendency to become increasingly progressive
as real incomes per capita increase and as
price levels increase. That is why this tax
reduction is necessary at this time to correct
the accumulated stagnating effect of the
structure of U.S, taxes. Every business has
a keen personal interest in maintaining a
high rate of growth. The only way to be
assured of sustained growth at this time is to
have a reduction in tax rates now.

SENATE

Tuespay, SEPTEMBER 24, 1963

The Senate met in executive session at
10 o'clock a.m., and was called to order
by the Vice President,.

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

Father of all, whose righteous laws
condemn and will at last break whatso-
ever bars Thy children from abundant
life: In these days freighted with destiny,
for whose decisions the future will judge
us, by Thine enabling might may Thy
servants here in the ministry of public
affairs maintain their integrity unsullied
by personal animosities, prejudices, or
selfish ambitions.

And now as there looms the hour when
for men and nations comes the moment
to decide, to whatever decision come
those who here speak for this free land,
this day in a choice between frowning
risks on either side, may those who give
their consent and those who withhold it
alike be sustained by the supreme satis-
faction that, in a grave crisis, they have
done their full duty, and that in the
face of trembling and fearful humanity
their vote represents their patriotic judg-
ment deserving well of the Republie.

We ask it in the Redeemer's name.
Amen,

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE
LEGISLATIVE BUSINESS

Mr., MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that, as in legis-
lative session, there be a morning hour
for 5 minutes, at the end of which time
I should like o suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.

THE JOURNAL

On the request of Mr. MansFiELD, and
by unanimous consenf, the reading of
the Journal of the proceedings of Fri-
day, September 20, 1963, and Monday,
September 23, 1963, was dispensed with.

DEATH OF TILLMAN B, HUSKEY,
CHIEF CABINETMAKER IN THE
SENATE

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, on Au-
gust 24, just 1 day before his birthday,
Tillman B. Huskey, Sr., who was the
chief cabinetmaker on the Senate side,
passed away.

Mr. Huskey served this body for nearly
30 years. I wish to take note of his pass-
ing, because he was among those whom
the public never sees, but who so faith-
fully serve the Senate.

QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS ON THE
TEST BAN TREATY

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President,
last week, after the completion of my
remarks on the test ban treaty, the dis-
tinguished Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. THurMoND] placed in the REcOrD
36 questions he would have asked me
with respect to this treaty if he had been
on the floor when I concluded.

Inasmuch as it was necessary for me
to leave, to go back to Missouri for the
remainder of the week, in order to fulfill
several longstanding engagements, I
was not in a position to answer.

Upon my return to town yesterday,
however, I worked on answers to these
questions; and I ask unanimous consent
that they be printed, together with the
questions, at this point in the REcorp.

I take this opportunity to commend
the Senator from South Carolina for the
many long hours he has spent in study-
ing this matter. We agree on many
points; on others, we do not. I wish we
could agree on all, especially inasmuch as
I know of the complete sincerity of his
position.

Mr. President, the distinguished Sena-
tor from South Carolina also put in the
Recorp the transcript of a television pro-
gram of April 28 in which I participated.
That program was conducted at a time
when the Preparedness Subcommittee
was giving consideration to the so-called
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