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guarantee the right of any State to ap-
portion one house of its legislature on factors
other than population; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

By Mr. HARVEY of Michigan:

H.J. Res. 1105. Joint resolution to amend
the Constitution of the United States to
guarantee the right of any State to ap-
portion one house of its legislature on factors
other than population; to the Committee
on the Judiclary.

By Mr. GRIFFIN:

H.J. Res. 1108. Joint resolution to amend
the Constitution of the United States to
guarantee the right of any State to ap-
portion one house of its legislature on factors
other than population; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr, O'HARA of Illinois:

H. Con. Res. 318. Concurrent resolution
commending the Presldent for his recent
statement with respect to aggression in the
Middle East and expressing the sense of the

with respect to such aggression; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.
By Mr. ROOSEVELT:

H. Con. Res. 319. Concurrent resolution
commending the President for his recent
statement with respect to aggression in the
Middle East and expressing the sense of the
Congress with respect to such aggression; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs,

By Mr. PHILEIN:

H. Con. Res. 320. Concurrent resolution to
express the sense of the Congress on dis-
posal from the national stockpile of certain
materials; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. ANDREWS of Alabama:

H. Res. 798, Resolution to name the na-
tlonal wildlife refuge located at Walter F.
George Dam and Reservoir project, Alabama,;
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

MEMORIALS

Under clause 4 of rule
memorials were presented and referred
as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Memorlal of the Legis-
lature of the State of New Jersey, memorial-
izing the President and the Congress of the
United States to propose an amendment to
the Constitution of the United States of
America to restore to the cltizens of the sev-
eral States thelr sovereign right to determine
the form and the manner of their legislative
representation in State government; to the
committee on the Judiciary.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
Btate of Pennsylvania, memorializing the
President and the Congress of the United
Btates relative to H.R. 1794, relating to pro-
viding soclal and educational conditions for
certain American Indian tribes; to the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular 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:

H.R.11882. A bill for the relief of Le-Shiu
Du and Chen Chin-Lan Tu (also known as
Mr. and Mrs. R, 8. Tu); to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BELL:

H.R.11883. A bill for the rellef of Halguhi
Barkis Beringul; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. CHENOWETH:

H.R. 11884. A bill for the relief of Angela

Nemec; to the Committee on the Judiclary.
By Mr. MINSHALL:

H.R.11885. A bill for the rellef of Mr.

Lothar A. Koeberer, his wife Mrs. Agnes
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Eoeberer, and his minor child Agnes Eoe-
berer; to the Committee on the Judiclary.
By Mr. MOORE:

H.R.11886. A bill for the relief of Dr.
Amparo Gonzales Castro; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr, MULTER:

H.R. 11887. A bill for the relief of Behimi
Aktschura; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

“wE By Mr. OLSEN of Montana:

H.R.11888. A bill for the relief of Lauren
F. Teutsch; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. O'NEILL:

H.R.11889. A bill for the rellef of the JE-
IL Brick Co.; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. ROONEY of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 11890. A bill for the relief of Antonios
Jabbour Mikhail, his wife, Ivette Jabbour
Mikhail, and Jabbour Antonios Mikhail and
Mikhail Antonios Mikhail; to the Committee
on the Judiciary,

By Mr. TEAGUE of California:

H.R.11891. A bill for the relief of Adolfo
Lopez Mendez, M.D.; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. THOMPSON of Texas:

HR.11892. A bill for the relief of Guido
Aquilini; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PETITIONS ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII,

950. Mr. SNYDER presented a petition of
Clarence L. Frazier of Lexington, Ky., relative
to prayer and Bible reading in our schools,
which was referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

SENATE
‘WEDNESDAY, JULy 1, 1964
The Senate met at 12 o’clock meridian,
and was called to order by the Acting
President pro tempore (Mr. METCALF).
Rev. Richard T. Bray, Jr., pastor,

Claybrook Baptist Church, Weems, Va.,
offered the following prayer:

Our Father and our God, who hast
been our help in ages past, and art our
hope for years to come, we bless Thee
for Thy faithfulness, of which there is
no end. We praise Thee for the gift of
life, which only Thou canst bestow, and
for Thine unfailing goodness that over-
arches all our days.

Grant us grace, we beseech Thee, amid
the confusion of the world and the dis-
appointments of human hope to be still
long enough to hear Thy voice speak
unto our souls, May we open our
hearts; may we surrender our wills; may
we dedicate our thoughts to Thee. Cor-
rect us where we are wrong; confirm us
whenever we may be right; grant us
wisdom to discern Thy will, and courage
to do it.

At this season, O God, we are mindful
of Thy dealing with us as a nation. By
Thy hand Thou didst prepare this land
for human habitation; by Thy spirit, our
forefathers were moved to seek its
shores; by their trust in Thee, our
Founding Fathers made declaration of
the rights of men to life, liberty, and the
pursuit of happiness.

Forgive us our national and personal
sins. May we be humble in the ac-
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ceptance of our heritage. Keep us loyal
to the high aims which have been set be-
fore us. Grant us great sympathy with
all the people of the earth in their quest
for life and liberty. Help us to share
our blessings with others. Enable us to
stand for righteousness and truth, and
lead us in the pathways of peace.

We ask these things in the blessed
name of our Redeemer and Thy Son,
Jesus Christ. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request by Mr. MansFIELD, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday,
June 30, 1964, was dispensed with.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the Senate by Mr, Miller, one of
his secretaries.

REPORT OF NATIONAL AERONAU-
TICS AND SPACE ADMINISTRA-
TION—MESSAGE FROM THE PRES-
IDENT (H. DOC. NO. 314)

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem=-
pore laid before the Senate the following
message from the President of the United
States, which, with the accompanying
report, was referred to the Committee on
Aeronautical and Space Sciences:

To the Congress of the United States:

Pursuant to the provisions of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Act of 1958,
as amended, I transmit herewith a re-
port of the projects and progress of the
National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration for the period of January 1,
1963, through June 30, 1963.

This report covers 6 months of signif-
icant and encouraging activity in the
national space program. The breadth
of performance promises subsequent
periods of even greater accomplishment
in meeting the challenge of space.

LynpoN B. JOHNSON.

THE WHITE HOUSE, July 1, 1964.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—EN-
ROLLED BILL SIGNED

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Bartlett, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
enrolled bill (H.R. 2664) to amend sec-
tlon 6(o) of the Universal Military
Training and Service Act to provide an
exemption from induction for the sole
surviving son of a family whose father
died as a result of military service, and
it was signed by the Acting President
pro tempore.

LIMITATION OF DEBATE DURING
MORNING HOUR

On request by Mr. Ma~sFIELD, and by
unanimous consent, statements during
the morning hour were ordered limited
to 3 minutes.
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COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING
SENATE SESSION

On request by Mr. MansrFieLp, and by
unanimous consent, the Committee on
Finance and the Subcommittee on Anti-
trust and Monopoly, of the Judiciary
Committee, were authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate today.

AUTHORIZATION TO RECEIVE MES-
SAGES AND SIGN BILLS

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that, notwith-
standing the adjournments or recesses of
the Senate for the remainder of this
week, the Secretary may receive mes-
sages from the House, and that the Presi-
dent pro tempore or the Acting President
pro tempore be authorized to sign bills
and joint resolutions duly passed by the
two Houses and found truly enrolled.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so ordered.

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr, President, I
move that the Senate proceed to con-
sideration of executive business, to con-
sider the nominations on the Executive
Calendar.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration of
executive business.

EXECUTIVE REPORT OF A
COMMITTEE

As in executive session,

The following favorable report of a
nomination was submitted:

By Mr. EASTLAND, from the Committee on
the Judiclary:

Wilson Cowen, of Maryland, to be chief
judge of the U.S. Court of Claims.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. If there be no further reports of
committees, the nominations on the Ex-
ecutive Calendar will be stated.

AMBASSADORS

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read sun-
dry nominations of ambassadors.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that these nomi-
nations be considered en bloe.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, the nomina-
tions will be considered en bloe; and,
without objection, they are confirmed.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr, President, I
am delighted with the Presidential ap-
pointment of Gen. Maxwell D. Taylor
to be our Ambassador to the Republic of
Vietnam.

I believe that in this statesman-soldier
we have a man of extraordinary ability
and integrity who well understands the
situation in that area, and who will rep-
resent us with great patriotism and great
devotion. I believe this is a truly out-
standing appointment of which this
country can well be proud.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed at this point in
the Recorp a newspaper article in re-
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gard to the appointment of General
Taylor.

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

CroseuP: OUR NEW MAN IN SAIGON,
GEN. MaxweLL TAYLOR
(By Willlam H. Rudy)

A distinguished Army career . stretching
over more than four decades has produced
eight rows of decorations on the uniform of
Gen. Maxwell D. Taylor. One of them could
well be “for imagination beyond the call of
duty.”

Max Taylor has often been the man called
on when the situation needed something
more than the routine response. Now, at 62,
when his retirement had been expected in
the not too distant future, he has been named
Ambassador to South Vietnam.

As commander of the 101st Airborne Divi-
sion in World War II, Taylor dropped into
Normandy on the eve of D-day. If assign-
ment in Saigon in 1964 lacks the same degree
of personal danger, it i1s nevertheless the hot-
test of current trouble spots.

Taylor 1s a military brain without the
“military mind.” Back in 1922 when not yet
21, he graduated from West Point, fourth
in his class, he was saluted by the class year-
book, the Howitzer, as “the most learned” of
the class.

Gen. Douglas MacArthur, who was com-
mandant of the academy at the time, years
later was quoted as calling Taylor “promis-
ing * * * but a man who will never do any-
thing to jeopardize his career.”

But there came a day in 1959 when Taylor,
as Army Chief of Staff, disturbed by the ad-
ministration’s policy of massive retaliation
and outvoted by the other chiefs on 20 of 23
major issues, submitted his resignation to
President Eisenhower. It was accepted. Tay-
lor had been an Army man 41 years. He was
8 years shy of the normal retirement age for
officers of his rank.

As artlculate as he is courageous, he sat
right down to write “The Uncertain Trum-
pet,” a condemnation of existing U.S. mili-
tary policy.

It was a book sharply critical of the Eisen-
hower-Dulles policy of massive atomic
retaliation and forceful in its arguments
agalnst the plan advocated by Admiral Rad-
ford, chalrman of the Joint Chilefs, to cut
military costs by placing increased rellance
on atomic weapons.

Taylor, correctly foreseeing that wars of
the immediate future, at least, would be
“brush fires” falling short of world con-
flagrations, advocated “flexible response.”

“I have undertaken to write this book be-
cause of my conviction that the defense of
the United States 1z presently controlled
largely by nonmilitary factors which have
become outmoded,” he sald. “While there
are strong arguments for a cooling period
after leaving the post of Chief of Staff before
committing my views to writing, I have the
deep feeling that there is no time to walt.

“We are faced with declining military
strength at a time of increasing political
tension. To arrest this trend before it goes
too far requires certaln immediate actions
to be taken. * * * The permanent remedy
calls for a complete reappralsal of our
strategy by the responsible agencies of our
Government.”

Having sounded with “The Uncertaln
Trumpet” a clear signal that values existed
for him above that of not jeopardizing his
Army career, Taylor showed his own flexible
response by becoming later in 1960 the presi-
dent of the Lincoln Center for the Perform-
ing Arts, succeeding John D. Rockefeller IIT,
who became chairman of the board.

But one of those whose attention was at-
tracted to “The Uncertaln Trumpet" was
another thinker who rejected easy answers—
and when John F. EKennedy was elected
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President, Maxwell Taylor was called back
to duty.

He served first as the young President's
White House military adviser and eventually,
in July 1962, became Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs by Presidential appointment. It was
the post he held when President Johnson
chose him for Salgon.

As the most influential of military ad-
visers in the Kennedy administration, Taylor
is able to go off to Saigon with the argument
of massive retaliation versus flexible response
resolved for the present in his favor.

In Vietnam he finds the prime example of
the type of localized war to be contained and
then resolved by more subtle and complex
means than all-out military operations and
atomic attack.

Max Taylor, who was to have such an im-
pact on world military strategy and who was
to head Lincoln Center, was born In little
Eeytesville, Mo., the son of a lawyer for the
Katy Rallroad. He graduated from high
school in Kansas City and attended Kansas
City Junior College for a year before going to
West Point.

Taylor was sufficlently skilled in sclence
and particularly in languages to have made
a name for himself in academic life. He
taught Spanish and French at the Academy
for 5 years.

In 1926 he had married Lydia Happer, of
El Paso, Tex., and in 1935 they arrived In
Tokyo with two young sons. Captain Taylor
was attached to the U.S. Embassy with the
primary task of learning Japanese by golng
to school 8 hours a day, He stayed 4 years.

Anti-American feeling was running high
in those pre-Pearl Harbor days, and Mrs,
Taylor has recalled it's a wonder her husband
wasn't arrested as he traveled by streetcar
across the city to classes, studying Japanese
ca.mg;re.phy on little cards he kept in his
pocke

Taylor was able to read, write, and converse
in Japanese when he returned to the Army
War College in 1939. Even the most difficult
languages were relatively easy for him, his
wife has explained, partly because language
study relaxes him and becomes a form of
recreation. For most of his life he has con-
centrated on a language for at least an hour
a day.

This language facility took him off on a
speclal Army mission to South America just
before World War II, but with Pearl Harbor
the officer sought the active life.

Taylor was in on the birth of the Nation’s
airborne strength when he helped after the
outbreak of war to convert the 82d Infantry
into the 82d Airborne. He went overseas m
1943 as the division’s artillery command
and took part in the African, Sicilian, and
Itallan campaigns, getting his first oppor-
tunity for wartime heroles, though the ineci-
dent was a top secret at the time.

Just before the Allled landings in Italy,
secret efforts were started to arrange with
Itallan authorities for the surrender of their
forces. Major General Taylor and Col. Wil-
liam T. Gardiner, a former Governor of
Maine, left Sieily in a British PT boat, ren-
dezvoused with an Italian corvette and were
landed south of Rome disguised as U.S. air-
men picked up from a wrecked plane.

As ostensible prisoners they were taken
into Rome under the noses of the German
forces and conferred for 24 hours with Italian
leaders. Discovery would have meant certain
execution. They left just before the Allied
landings at Salerno, but the arrangements
they made later were abandoned because of
changing circumstances.

In “Crusade in Europe,” Eisenhower sald
“the risks he ran were greater than I asked
any other agent or emissary to undertake
during the war.”

His second outstanding exploit was drop-
ping into France on the eve of D-day to help
prepare the way for the invasion. He was
the first general officer to land in Normandy,
and later received the Distinguished Service
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Cross “for extraordinary heroism in action
against the enemy.”

Some weeks later he dropped with his
101st, “the Screaming Eagles,” into Holland.
When the division was trapped late that
year at Bastogne in the Battle of the Bulge,
Taylor was on a mission into the beleaguered
town with the first armored relief forces.

There were few Allied decorations he did
not hold at the end of the war.

Taylor's first peacetime assignment was
as Superintendent at West Point, where he
broadened the curriculum to provide more
liberal arts courses.

“Cadets should not live in mental clois-
ters,” he said. “Their Interests must be
catholle, avoiding the small horizons some-
times attributed to the military mind.”

Taylor's horizons were broad enough and
the posts he subsequently was chosen for
were those requiring such a man. He com-
manded both the American Military Govern-
ment and Army forces in West Berlin at a
time of great turmoil, and in 1853 was as-
signed to the most troublesome post of all—
commander of U.S. forces in Korea.

Service at such distant points under such
difficult circumstances reinforced his view
that the United States must be equipped
with sufficient conventional forces to cope
with limited and varying situations.

There followed his first tour as Army Chief
of Staff, which ended with his differences
with the Eisenhower administration and his
first retirement, during which he was for a
time chairman of the Mexican Light & Power
Co. and lived in Mexico City.

On his return to Washington with Presi-
dent Kennedy, Taylor was frequently as-
signed to troubleshooting jobs—a report on
the Bay of Pigs fiasco, missions to Pakistan
and India, negotiations in Indonesia.

As Chairman of the Joint Chiefs he argued
for ratification of the limited nuclear test
ban treaty and for the Kennedy foreign aid
programs, and with Defense Secretary Mc-
Namara visited the Far East to study the
frustrating Vietnam conflict.

The Taylors’ two sons have careers of their
own now. John Maxwell Taylor, 34, a Gov-
ernment civillan employee, is married and
lives with his wife and children in Falls
Church, Va. Thomas Happer Taylor, 29, an
Army captain, is stationed at Ft. Lewis,
Wash., where his father once was.

The general, nearing 63, 1s a handsome,
erect G-footer, trim and fit from years of
tennis, his consuming athletic interest. He
was captain of the team at West Polnt and
is now a director of the National Lawn Ten-
nis Hall of Fame at Newport, R.I.

But he has had some annoying bronchial
attacks recently, and considering the de-
mands of a 14-hour day in the Pentagon,
had indicated he might ask to be freed soon
for a second retirement, probably after the
November elections.

Now the call has come from President
Johnson to go to Saigon. It is a problem
that needs a man of broad horizons—and he
has accepted.

Mr. LONG of Missouri. Mr. President,
the appointment of Gen. Maxwell Taylor
as Ambassador to the Republic of Viet-
nam has come at a difficult and perilous
time for southeast Asia. It is a moment
of challenge for the protection of the
free world.

I know I speak for all of us when I say
that Maxwell Taylor will take to Vietnam
our deepest hope that through strength,
perseverance, and patience peace will be
established for the embattled people of
South Vietnam.

No one who has watched the long
career of Maxwell Taylor can doubt that
President Johnson has selected a leader

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

who will serve with wisdom and caution,
discipline and hard work.

Maxwell Davenport Taylor was born
in Keytesville, Mo., August 26, 1901, the
son of a railroad lawyer. When he grad-
uated from Kansas City High School at
age 15, he was known as both an athlete
and a scholar.

He had the best education the Army
could offer, beginning at West Point. By
the time he was appointed Assistant U.S.
Military Attaché in Peiping, in 1939, he
had become fluent in French, Spanish,
and Japanese.

After a distinguished World War II
service record—which included para-
chuting into Normandy on D-day with
his troops—and a period as Superintend-
ent at West Poinf, General Taylor be-
came Chief of Staff for the Armed Forces
in Europe, and Commander of the
American Military Government and
Army Forces in Berlin, 1949-51. He
spent 18 months face to face with So-
viet pressure on Germany, before he re-
turned to be an Army Deputy Chief of
Staff, in the Pentagon.

In 1953 he was sent to Korea, where
he commanded the 8th Army. Then as
Commander of the U.S. Army Forces in
the Far East, and United States-United
Nations Commander in the Far East,
General Taylor rounded out his knowl-
edge of Communist strategy and tactics
in Asia.

In 1961, President Kennedy acknowl-
edged General Taylor’s abilities, and in-
vited him to join his administration. As
military representative to the President,
and then as Chairman of the Joint Chiefs
of Staff, General Taylor has had a broad
and intimate acquaintance with the for-
elgn policies of the Kennedy and John-
son administrations.

There is no doubt that the man we are
sending to Vietnam is unusually endowed
with an understanding of American
policy and an ability to meet the prob-
lems of implementing that policy. For
3 years he has been in the day-to-
day handling of our effort in South Viet-
nam. He has gained the confidence of
military and political leaders, both at
home and abroad. Ambassador Taylor
is firmly committed to keeping South
Vietnam and southeast Asia from falling
to Communist insurgency.

It is a long way from Keytesville to
Saigon, but it is a path which Maxwell
Taylor has traveled with distinction. On
behalf of his native State of Missouri, I
congratulate our new Ambassador, and
wish him Godspeed.

U.S. CIRCUIT JUDGE

The Chief Clerk read the nomination
of Walter Ely, of California, to be a U.S.
circuit judge, for the ninth circuit.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, the nomina-
tion is confirmed.

U.S8. DISTRICT JUDGES

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read sun-
dry nominations of U.S. district judges.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that these nomi-
nations be considered en bloc.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, the nomina-
tions will be considered en bloc; and,
without objection, they are confirmed.

SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES CONTROL
BOARD

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read sun-
dry nominations for membership on the
Subversive Activities Control Board.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that these nomi-
nations be considered en bloe.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, the nomina-
tions will be considered en bloc; and,
without objection, they are confirmed.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Presi-
dent be immediately notified of the con-
firmation of these nominations.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, the President
will be notified forthwith.

LEGISLATIVE SESSION

On motion by Mr. MANSFIELD, the Sen~
ate resumed the consideration of legisla-
tive business.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem- -
pore laid before the Senate the following
letf:;s. which were referred as indi-
cated:

BROADENING OF VESSEL EXCHANGE PROVISIONS
OF MERCHANT MARINE AcT, 1036

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to broaden the vessel exchange provisions of
section 510(1) of the Merchant Marine Act,
1936, to extend such provisions for an addi-
tional 5 years, and for other purposes (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Commerce.

REPORT OF LEGAL Am AGENCY FOR THE Dis-
TRICT OF COLUMBIA

A letter from the Director, Legal Ald
Agency for the District of Columbia, Wash-~
ington, D.C., transmitting, pursuant to law,
a report of that Agency, for the period June
1, 1963, to May 31, 1964 (with an accompany-
ing report) ; to the Committee on the District
of Columbia,

ProvisioN FoOR FEDERAL GOVERNMENT To
SHARE IN THE REVENUE FROM THE LEASE,
Use, OrR DISPOSITION OF AIRSPACE ON THE
FEDERAL-AID HIGHWAY SYSTEMS

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to provide that the Federal Government
shall share in the revenue from the lease, use,
or disposition of airspace on the Federal-
ald highway systems (with an accompany-
ing paper); to the Committee on Finance.

REPORT ON SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH GRANTS

A letter from the Administrative Assistant
Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, pur-
suant to law, a report on scientific research
grants, for the calendar year 1963 (with an
accompanying report); to the Committee on
Government Operations.

RFEPORT ON UNNECESSARY CoOSTS INCURRED
v CONSTRUCTION OF THE SMITHSONIAN IN-
STITUTION MUSEUM OF HISTORY AND TECH=-
NOLOGY
A letter from the Comptroller General of

the United States, transmitting, pursuant to

law, a report on unnecessary costs incurred
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in the construction of the Smithsonian In-

stitution Museum of History and Tech=-

nology, General Services Administration,
dated June 1964 (with an accompanying re-
port); to the Committee on Government

Operations.

ReroRT ON CosTs INCURRED IN EXCESS OF
THOSE INTENDED AND NECESSARY IN THE
ADMINISTRATION OF PUBLIC INFORMATION
ACTIVITIES

A letter from the Comptroller General of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report on costs incurred in excess of
those intended and necessary in the admin-
istration of public information activities,
Department of Labor, dated June 1964 (with
an accompanying report); to the Committee
on Government Operations.

REPORT ON EXAMINATION OF ECONOMIC AND
TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE PROGRAM FOR TURKEY

A letter from the Comptroller General of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report on examination of economic and
technical assistance program for Turkey,
Agency for International Development, De-
partment of State, fiscal years 195862
(with an accompanying report); to the Com-
mittee on Government Operations.

REPORT ON OVERCHARGES TO THE GOVERNMENT
FOR CHANGE ORDERS IssUED UNDER CERTAIN
Navy CONTRACTS

A letter from the Comptroller General of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report on overcharges to the Govern-
ment for change orders issued under Navy
contracts awarded to the Ingalls Shipbuild-
ing Corp., a division of Litton Industries,
Inc., Pascagoula, Miss,, Department of the
Navy, dated June 1964 (with an accompany-
ing report); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Operations.

AvDIT REPORT ON COMMODITY CREDIT
CORPORATION

A letter from the Comptroller General of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, an audit report on the Commodity
Credit Corporation, Department of Agricul-
ture, fiscal year 1963 (with an accompanylng
report); to the Committee on Government
Operations.

AMENDMENT OF ACT RELATING TO THE WITH-
DRAWAL, RESERVATION, OR RESTRICTION OF
PusLic LAnDS

A letter from the General Counsel of the
Department of Defense, transmitting a draft
of proposed legislation to amend the act of
February 28, 1958, relating to the withdrawal,
reservation, or restriction of public lands,
and for other purposes (with an accompany-
ing paper); to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs.

REPORT ON INTERSTATE COMPACT TO CONSERVE
O AND Gas

A letter from the Attorney General, trans-

mitting, pursuant to law, a report on the in-

terstate compact to conserve oil and gas,

dated June 1964 (with an accompanying re-

port); to the Committee on the Judiclary.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

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

By the ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore:

A resolution of the House of Representa-
tives of the State of Pennsylvania; to the
Committee on Finance:

“Whereas the mushroom growlng and
canning industry is one of the foundation
stones of Pennsylvania’s agricultural econ-
omy, gainfully employing thousands of
workers who produce a useful and unigue
grnt‘:lduct consumed throughout the Natlon;
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“Whereas the continued existence of this
great Pennsylvania industry as a viable force
in our economy is now in dire jeopardy due
to a torrential flood of low-priced imports
from a single cheap labor country which
have mounted to nearly 50 percent of domes-
tic production in less than 3 years; resulting
in wholesale bankrupteies and hardships to
Pennsylvania farmers and canners; and

“Whereas every factor indicates even great-
er future onslaughts which will surely sound
the death knell of a great American indus-
try located primarily in the State of Penn=-
sylvania: Therefore be it

“Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
requests his excellency, Willlam W. Scranton,
Governor of the Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
vania, to intercede on behalf of the people of
this Commonwealth and the mushroom in-
dustry with the President of the United
States and the U.S, Tariff Commission to im-
pose tariffs on the import of mushrooms of a
sufficlent amount to make them competitive
with the domestic mushroom industry; and
be it further

“Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
memorialize Congress to take whatever steps
may be necessary to protect the weakening
and declining domestic mushroom industry,
and restore the same to a competitive mar-
ket; and be it further

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be
transmitted to Governor William W. Scran-
ton; President Lyndon B. Johnson; U.B.
Tariff Commission; the presiding officer of
each House of the Congress of the United
States; and to each Senator and Member of
the House of Representatives from Pennsyl-
vania in the Congress of the United States.”

Two petitions of C. R. Mead, Westport,
Conn., praying for a redress of grievances; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

Sundry communications of Henry Stoner,
of Avon Park, Fla., relating to matters with-
in the jurisdiction of the Senate; ordered to
lie on the table.

RESOLUTION OF CONFERENCE OF
UPPER NEW YORK STATE REGION
OF HADASSAH

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, I pre-
sent, for appropriate reference, a letter
addressed to me embodying a resolution
adopted at the conference of the Upper
New York State Region of Hadassah, re-
lating to human rights. I ask unani-
mous consent that the letter be printed
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the letter
was referred to the Committee on For-
eign Relations, and ordered to be printed
in the Recorbp, as follows:

UrPER NEW YORKE STATE REGION,
WoMEN'S ZIONIST ORGANIZATION
OF AMERICA,
June 3, 1964.
Hon, JacoB JAVITS,
U.S. Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENaTOR JaviTs: The following reso-
lution was adopted at the conference of the
Upper New York State Region of Hadassah:

“Whereas the three human rights conven-
tions approved by the U.S. representatives
to the United Nations and by the President
of the United States, are now before the
Forelgn Relations Committee—these con-
ventions calling for: (1) The abolition of
enforced labor; (2) the abolition of slavery;
(3) political rights of women; and

“Whereas the Government and citizens of
the United States have consistently thought
to enhance the dignity of the individual and
safeguard the civil rights of human beings
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everywhere, which objectives the human
rights conventions are designed to further:
Therefore be it

“Resolved, That Hadassah supports the re-
gquest of many American organizations and
citizens to the chairman and members of
the Foreign Relations Committee that this
matter be brought to the Senate for ratifica-
tion at the earliest possible date, thus adding
the prestige and support of the United States
to the sponsorship of the human rights con-
ventions.”

We know you are giving this measure pos-
itive support.

Yours very truly,
Mrs. EARL GOLDMAN,
Regional President.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. DIRKSEN, from the Committee on
the Judleiary, without amendment:

H.R.9094. An act to authorize the Presi-
dent to declare July 9, 1964, as Monocacy
Battle Centennial in commemoration of the
100th anniversary of the Battle of the
Monocacy (Rept. No. 1153);

H.R.9234. An act to incorporate the Little
League Baseball, Inc. (Rept. No. 1154);

H.R. 10437. An act to incorporate the Na-
tional Committee on Radiation Protection
and Measurements (Rept. No. 1155); and

H.J. Res. 475. Joint resolution to authorize
the President to proclaim December 7, 1966,
as Pearl Harbor Day in commemoration of
the 25th anniversary of the attack on Pearl
Harbor (Rept. No. 1152).

By Mr. DIRKSEN, from the Committee on
the Judiclary, with an amendment:

H.R.4732. An act to change the name of
the United States Olympic Assocliation to the
United States Olympic Committee (Rept.
No. 1151).

By Mr. DIRKSEN, from the Committee on
the Judiciary, with amendments:

H.R. 8580. An act to incorporate the Avia-
tion Hall of Fame (Rept. No. 1150) ; and

H.J. Res. 6568, Joint resolution authorizing
and requesting the President to proclaim
1964 as “See America Year,” and for other
purposes (Rept. No. 1149).

By Mr, EEATING, from the Committee on
the Judiclary, with amendments:

S.J. Res. 23. Joint resolution to designate
the second Monday in April as National
Teachers’ Day (Rept. No. 1148).

By Mr. McNAMARA, from the Committee
on Public Works, without amendment:

H.R. 5478. An act authorizing a survey of
the Frio River in the vicinity of Three Rivers,
Tex., in the interest of flood control and
allied purposes (Rept. No. 1157); and

H.R.6923. An act authorizing a survey of
Cedar Bayou, Tex., in the interest of flood
control and allied purposes (Rept. No. 1158).

By Mr. McNAMARA, from the Committee
on Public Works, with amendments:

B8.1847. An act to provide a residence for
congressional and Supreme Court pages
(Rept. No, 1156).

By Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee
on Public Works, without amendment:

S.1282, A bill to permit a State to increase
the mileage of its Federal-ald primary sys=-
tem when provision is made for the comple=
tion and maintenance of 75 percent
thereof (Rept. No. 1159);

B.1593. A bill to amend section 14 of the
Federal-Ald Highway Act of 1954 concerning
the interstate planning and coordination of
the Great Rlver Road (Rept. No. 1160); and

H.R. 10392. An act authorizing the Coms=-
missioners of the District of Columbia to
locate a portion of a vehicular tunnel under
parts of the U.S. Capitol Grounds and the
U.S. Botanic Garden Grounds, and for other
purposes (Rept. No. 1161).
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Mr. RANDOLPH subsequently said:
Mr. President, earlier today, from the
Committee on Public Works, I reported
favorably, without amendment, House
bill 10392, relating to the location of a
portion of a vehicular tunnel under parts
of the U.S. Capitol grounds. I ask unan-
imous consent that the individual views
of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
Coorer] be printed as a part of that
report.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

By Mr. RANDOLPH, from the Committee
on Public Works, with amendments:

H.R. 10503. An act to authorize appropria-
tions for the fiscal years 1966 and 1967 for
the construction of certain highways in ac-
cordance with title 23 of the United States
Code, and for other purposes (Rept. No.
1162).

AMENDMENT OF RULE XXV, RELAT-
ING TO JURISDICTION OF COM-
MITTEE ON RULES AND ADMIN-
ISTRATION—REPORT OF A COM-
MITTEE (S. REPT. NO. 1147)

Mr. JORDAN of North Carolina, from
the Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion, reported an original resolution (S.
Res. 338) amending rule XXV of the
Standing Rules of the Senate relative to
the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Rules and Administration, and submit-
ted a report thereon; which report was
ordered to be printed, and the resolution
placed on the calendar, as follows:

Resolved, That the Standing Rules of the
Senate are amended by adding at the end of
paragraph 1(p) of rule XXV (relating to the
Jurisdiction of the Committee on Rules and
Admlniah tration) the following new subpara-
graph:

“(8) SBuch committee shall have jurisdic-
tlon to Investigate every alleged violation
of the rules of the Senate, and to make ap-
propriate findings of fact and conclusions
with respect thereto after according to any
individual concerned due notice and oppor-
tunity for hearing. In any case in which the
committee determines that any such viola-
tion has occurred, it shall be the duty of the
committee to recommend to the Senate ap-
propriate disciplinary action, including repri-
mand, censure, suspension from office or em-
ployltnent. or expulsion from office or employ-
ment.”

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the sec-
ond time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. COTTON:

B.2067. A bill to amend the Textile Fiber
Products Identification Act and the Wool
Products Labeling Act of 1939 in order to
require that imported woven .labels must
have woven into them the name of the
country where woven; to the Committee on
Commerce.

By Mr. METCALF (for himself and Mr.
MANSFIELD) @

8.20968. A bill to amend subsection 120(f)
of title 23, United States Code; to the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

(See the remarks of Mr, MeETcAaLF when he
introduced the above bill, which appear un-
der a separate heading.)

By Mr. GORE:

$5.2960. A bill establishing a Department
of Consumer Affairs; to the Committee on
Government Operations.
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(See the remarks of Mr. Gore when he in-
troduced the above bill, which appear under
a separate heading.)

By Mr. CHURCH (by request) :
£.20970. A bill to restore to the heirs of the
Indian grantor certain tribal land of the
Iowa Tribe of Oklahoma; to the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs,
By Mr. GOLDWATER:

S.2071. A bill for the relief of Fay Lun Mar;

to the Committee on the Judiciary.

RESOLUTION

AMENDMENT OF RULE XXV OF
STANDING RULES OF THE SENATE
RELATIVE TO JURISDICTION OF
THE COMMITTEE ON RULES AND
ADMINISTRATION

Mr. JORDAN of North Carolina, from
the Committee on Rules and Adminis-
tration, reported an original resolution
(S. Res. 338) amending rule XXV of the
Standing Rules of the Senate relative to
the jurisdiction of the Committee on
Rules and Administration, which was
placed on the calendar.

(See the above resolution printed in
full when reported by Mr. JorpaN of
North Carolina, which appears under a
separate heading.)

AMENDMENT OF SUBSECTION 120
(F) OF TITLE 23, UNITED STATES
CODE

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, on be-
half of the majority leader, the senior
Senator from Montana [Mr. MANSFIELD],
and myself, I introduce a bill for appro-
priate reference. I ask unanimous con-
sent that a statement in explanation of
the bill be printed in the Recorp.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
WaLTERS in the chair). The bill will be
received and appropriately referred; and,
without objection, the statement will be
printed in the REcorb.

The bill (S. 2968) to amend subsection
120(f) of title 23, United States Code, in-
froduced by Mr. MercaLF (for himself
and Mr. MANSFIELD) , was received, read
twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Af-
fairs.

The statement presented by Mr. MeT-
cavr is as follows:

STATEMENT OF JUSTIFICATION FOR BmLL To IN-
CREASE THE FEDERAL SHARE PAYABLE FOR
EMERGENCY RELIEF IN CERTAIN CASES
Under the existing provisions of section

120 of title 23, United States Code, the Fed-

eral share of emergency relief for highways

seriously damaged by a disaster is limited to

50 percent. In those States containing little

or nothing in the way of public lands, no

hardship results from this limitation. How-
ever, those States which contain large areas
of Federal lands have come to rely heavily,
for ordinary Federal-ald highway construc-
tion, upon the so-called sliding scale of Fed~
eral participation under Section 120. The
sliding scale takes into account the non-
taxable Indian lands, individual and tribal,
and public domain lands—both reserved and
unreserved—exclusive of national forests and
national parks and monuments, exceeding 5
percent of the total area of all lands in
any State in arriving at the Federal share
payable. Consequently, computations un-
der this section may raise the Federal share
payable for primary, secondary and urban
highway construction from the regular 50
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percent to nearly 95 percent in certain public
lands States.

Under these circumstances, the same type
of disaster could affect two States, one with
public lands and the other without, in an
entirely different manner. The former would
recelve as emergency rellef a payment for
reconstruction which might amount to little
over half of the Federal share paid for orig-
inal construction, while the latter would re-
celve a Federal payment for its damaged
highways representing the same Federal share
used in their original building. For this
reason, it appears most desirable to apply
the same Federal share to emergency relief
as is payable for original construction in
order to avoid inequities among the States
in case of widespread disaster,

ESTABLISHMENT OF A DEPART-
MENT OF CONSUMER AFFAIRS

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I intro-
duce for appropriate reference a bill to
establish a Department of Consumer Af-
fairs. The function and purpose of the
Department shall be to protect our pub-
lic interest, with particular emphasis on
consumer interest. In connection there-
with, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed at this point in the Recorp an
article from the current issue of the Na-
tion, written by Mr. Desmond Smith, en-
titled “Chain Squeeze: The Power of
Big Food.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
bill will be received and appropriately
referred; and, without objection, the ar-
ticle will be printed in the REcorb.

The bill (S. 2969) establishing a De-
partment of Consumer Affairs, intro-
duced by Mr. Gore, was received, read
twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Government Operations.

The article presented by Mr. Gorg is
as follows:

CHAIN SquErze: THE PowEr oF Bia Foop
(By Desmond Smith)

Big food, the $70 billlon a year supermar=
ket industry which has wiped out 140,000
family-owned grocery stores since the end of
World War II, is now drawing a bead on its
suppliers. Tomato growers In Texas, food
canners in California, poultry farms in Ala-
bama are among a dozen or so producing
groups that have succumbed to the python-
like embrace of the food chains in recent
years. But the latest group marked for ex-
tinction, the western livestock producers,
have proved more difficult to swallow, The
battle for control of the stockyards, to the
chagrin of big food, has suddenly shifted
from the boardrooms of the glant supermar-
ket chains to the White House. President
Johnson, a cattleman himself, has asked
Congress to move quickly on a bill that will
provide funds and authority for a national
commission “to study and appraise the
changes taking place in the American food
industry.” Chainstore officials have yelled
“election year polities,” but will find it hard
to sustaln the charge. The President has
deliberately emphasized the bipartisan
makeup of his proposed commission.

The importance President Johnson at-
taches to this Inquiry reflects, to some ex-
tent, a concern for the administration's farm
program—where the matter of surpluses still
awaits the logic of a EKeynesian solution.
But at least as urgent a motive is President
Johnson'’s knowledge that (as he mentioned
earlier this year in his message on agricul-
ture) *“while there are 200,000 retall grocery
stores in the United States, $1 out of every
#2 spent for groceries goes to fewer than 100
corporate voluntary or cooperative chains”
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The market power of Big Food has been
growing for some time; the plight of the live-
stock producers gave it the status of a na-
tlonal problem. The $8 billion a year beef
cattle business is today in the middle of a
slump that is being compared to the worst
days of the depression. Cattlemen put the
blame on the chainstores which, they claim,
have moved in on the feedlot and the cattle
range with a big stick. They point out that
retail beef sales through the chains now
represent about 85 percent of the total re-
tail sales of beef. The big stick carried by
the food chains is their “take it or leave it”
buying power. As Senator ALBERT GORE,
Democrat, of Tennessee, noted in Congress
recently, “Something is wrong when live-
stock values drop by something like 25 per-
cent over a period of about 15 months, with-
out any appreciable drop in the prices paid
for meat by housewives.”

Ever since the supermarket came to ma-
turity in 1948, the great fight for the con-
sumer’s food dollar—the biggest item in the
family budget—has found the chains en-
gaged in an economic war. Ironically, food
chains such as the A. & P. were late in chang-
ing over to the supermarket concept. It was,
in fact, the independent grocer, looking for
a way to beat the chains in the 1920's, who
ploneered the idea of the self-service store.
By the early 1950’s the change from neigh-
borhood shopping to automobile shopping
created the shopping center, and the chains
switched to supermarkets. How successful
that policy has been is spectacularly demon-
strated by America’s biggest food chain, the
A. & P. In 1946, the company operated 15,000
colonial-trimmed grocery stores. Today, the
number has been cut back to 4,600 brick-
faced, no-nonsense supermarkets. Despite
the reduction of outlets, profits bounded. In
1962, the A. & P. earned $60 million after
taxes.

In 1920, anyone with a couple of thousand
dollars could start a small (1,000-square-
foot) supermarket. In the postwar decade
the average supermarket covered 9,000 square
feet and required an investment of at least
$300,000. And even when the local food
store operator had the nec cash he
often found himself shut out of the shop-
ping center. The answer was always the
same, The center’s developer needed long-
term financing; the finance agency—usually
an Insurance company—considered a na-
tional chaln a more desirable tenant than a
local merchant.

By the mld-1950's, phase one of the war—
the removal of the corner grocer—was over
except for minor pockets of resistance. Phase
two was to prove a much more deadly battle.
The chainstores began to cut into one an-
other’s markets. When all else failed, that
old standby of big business, the merger, was
used. The Federal Trade Commission noted
in a complaint against the Eroger Co.:
“Twenty percent of the grocery stores in the
United States account for over 72 percent of
the total grocery store sales in the country.
From 1954 to 1957 some 36 corporations ab-
sorbed 88 grocery chains and thereby ac-
quired * * * over $11% billion in total sales.”

It would be wrong to conclude that the
supermarket revolution is without its sup-
porters. Whatever soclologists may feel
about the disappearance of the cracker bar-
rel, the housewife has few regrets. She ap-
preciates such features as refrigerated coun-
ters, prepacked “convenience” foods, frozen
orange juice, and the enormous improvement
in sanitary food-handling methods that are
part of the big change in food retailing, But
even though the food chains deserve much
of the credit for these gains, one still asks
whether it has been prudent to leave the
shaping of this marketing change entirely
in the hands of the big food chains. More
specifically, one wonders how long this coun-
try can muddle along without a Department
of Consumer Affairs.
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Congressional inquiries have turned up
damaging testimony against the food chains.
Deceptive food packaging, misleading label-
ing, misrepresentation, fictitious sales and
the widening practice of substituting food-
chain grading for Federal grading in meat
(most people understand what “Prime” sig-
nifies on a slab of beef, but what on earth
is “superrite quality’’?) make a pattern of
sharp merchandising. But the great weak-
ness of congressional publications is that
the public rarely gets to read them. Con-
sumer Reports is one of the few magazines
that regularly uncover consumer fraud, for
few national magazines or big clty newspa-
pers (dependent as they are upon food ad-
vertising) are eager to expose so sensitive a
topic.

We live in an economy of abundance; pro-
duction is no longer the problem. Increas-
ingly our concern is going to be with the
problem of marketing that abundance.
What is required is a permanent branch of
the Government that will speak for the un-
organized majority in America, conduct in-
quiries In cases where there is widespread
public dissatisfaction, and do so with the
minimum of political prejudice. Mrs. Esther
Peterson, assistant to the President for con-
sumer affairs, is doing a job that is a good
deal more than a political sinecure. Now we
need to recognize that the job deserves an
office.

And this is required the more obviously
because of the strange economic conditions
under which the food chains have prospered.
Since it was the cattlemen's cry of pain that
alerted the President and Congress, it is
worth examining the chainstore’s defense in
this situation. Chain officials admit that the
drop in cattle prices may have cost the live-
stock producers more than $1 billion. But
they insist that, according to their own mar-
keting studies, the chains have been losing a
penny a pound on the retail sale of beef.
Following this line, they note that last year
beef consumption was more than 95 pounds
per person in the United States, and suggest
that a saturation point may have been
reached. But the livestock producers argue
that U.S. Department of Agriculture figures
on retall beef prices are far more significant
than partisan studies. And these show that
beef prices have remained stable in the food
chajins and have not reflected the catas-
trophic drop in stockyard prices. Beef con-
sumption, they insist, could go a good deal
higher. Plenty of Americans, cattlemen
point out, are eating “tube” steaks—frank-
furters—instead of cube steaks. If the food
chains would reduce beef prices, a large un-
tapped market would soon reveal itself,

Whatever the merits of these conflicting
statements, it would be naive to suppose
that they provide the real answer to the
current debate. The prime cause of the
present economic disruption can be found
in the supermarket wars over the last decade.
Before 1955, the main objective of the food
chains was to wrest the neighborhood mar-
ket from the local grocer. When a chain
had gained a virtual corner on the customers,
the savings made by mass-volume merchan-
dising were often shared with the housewife.
But as the local grocer quit—or merged into
a cooperative—rival chains moved in to fight
for a share of the market. Once the market
had been split, true low-cost selling was
abandoned. In its place came a surge of
trading-stamp promotions and other cus-
tomer-financed incentive schemes. Simul-
taneously, the chains stepped up the pres-
sure on thelr suppliers. A supplier who
would not come into line was reminded of
Sears, Roebuck, and Montgomery Ward.
Most suppliers got the hint; the mall-order
houses had met supplier opposition by cre-
ating their own sources.

‘With the local grocer disposed of, the next
to go was the wholesaler. The chalns took
to buying direct wherever possible. This
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move had great consequences for the food
producers and the processors. For one thing,
they learned that Big Food—once it had
banded together as a loose buying combine—
disliked competition as much as Big Steel,
Contrary to chamber of commerce theology,
most businessmen dislike competition in
their own fields. The history of antitrust
actions from Theodore Roosevelt's day to the
present is melancholy testimony to this
observation.

Having disposed of the wholesalers, the
supermarket chains could put the arm di-
rectly on the food processors. This pressure
has taken many forms. Price-off deals, “ad-
vertising” allowances (which not only paid
for the chain stores’ local advertising but
also became a price reduction), free mer-
chandise, and even cash allowances for pref-
erential shelf space (eye level instead of
knee level). All such devices have become
woefully familiar to the food producer or
packer who wants to do business with Big
Food.

It is clear that, for all the infighting among
the supermarket giants, and for all the
squeezing of the foodgrowers and processors,
the public has gained little or no benefit,
According to Department of Agriculture com-
parisons, a market basket of food that cost
the housewife $10 in 1947 would cost her
$11.83—nearly a fifth more—in 1963. True,
by comparison with other items in the family
budget, food prices have remained relatively
stable. But in the same years that the cost
of retail food has been rising slowly, the
price to the farmer has been dropping fast:
Since 1947 (again USDA statistics), the price
farmers receive for Choice lamb is down 16.5
percent; for pork, 37.9 percent; for choice
beef, 13.8 percent; for eggs, 36.3 percent; for
potatoes, 44.7 percent. During all these
years, the food chains have been perfectly
aware of our fertile acres and heavy gran-
aries; they know that food is a buyer’s mar-
ket, but have been careful not to pass the
word to their customers.

When the big food chains began to gang
up on the livestock producers 18 months ago,
the cattlemen hollered monopoly. When the
meat buyers from the chains bypassed the
stockyards and bought directly from the
feed lot, the cattlemen went to W 5
The powerful National Assoelation of Food
Chains protested their charges, but the
equally powerful National Farmers Union
sided with the cattlemen. James Patton,
president of the NFU sent a short note to
the White House and a detalled letter to the
Attorney General. The key section of his
letter to Robert Kennedy urged the Depart-
ment of Justice “to carry out an investigation
of retail food chainstore buying practices,
their degree of vertical integration into
packing plants, feed lots, and ranches, their
power to influence and subvert competitive
iree enterprise, and their power to increase
the spread between producers and consumers
without regard to supply and demand.”

Meanwhile the Senate Commerce Commit-
tee got busy. By early April, spurred by
the President's interest, the first important
hearings on a joint resolution to establish a
National Commission on Food Marketing to
study the food industry from the farm to the
consumer were being conducted by Sena-
tor GarLe McGeE, Democrat, of Wyoming,

The Senate recently approved the joint
resolution; the House is expected to follow
sult. Some time this fall the National Com-
mission should begin its study. All this will
take time, and whether Congress will even-
tually enact legislation that can provide the
farmer, distributor, and consumer with some
desperately needed countervailing power
must await the recommendations of the Na-
tional Commission. But Big Food is clearly
scared. As Senator McGeE noted last month,
there has been a sudden rise in weekend
“hotshot” beef sales at the supermarket.
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RESOURCES AND THE FUTURE
ENERGY

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the RECORD a release and report by the
Republican Citizens’ Committee Critical
Issues Council, headed by Dr. Milton S.
Eisenhower, reassessing the energy re-
quirements of the United States for its
future.

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

RESOURCES AND THE FUTURE: ENERGY

The Republican Citizens Committee’s Crit-
ical Issues Council, headed by Dr. Milton S.
Eisenhower, today called for a reassessment
of the Nation's energy policies and suggested
recommendations to meet the energy prob-
lems which the country will face in the com=-
ing decades,

The councll report was drafted by a task
force under Mr. Lewis L. Strauss, former
Chairman of the Atomic Energy Commission,
The other members of the group were Dr.
Williard F. Libby, of the University of Call-
fornia; Mr. Louis Roddis, president of the
Pennsylvania Electric Co.; and Mr., Robert
L. L. McCormick, former assistant to Mr, Her-
bert Hoover.

The report stated that “the wise produe-
tion and use of electrical energy calls for
sound working relationships between private
enterprise and government. While public
oversight 1s necessary, it must not paralyze
private initiative.

“With respect to some of the key electrical
energy matters today facing our people, we
think the present and previous Democratic
administrations have been deficient. * * *
Democratic Congresses, from 1956 to the pres-
ent, have been unwilling to accept a number
of the constructive approaches which we pro-
pose,” the report stated.

“We recommend a detalled study of the
relative efficiency of methods of generating
electrical power within the United States and
the development of a new constructive Fed~
eral power policy which will give due con-
sideration to the demonstrated achievements
of private industry in this area of power cost
reduction.”

The report also recommended that the
Congress, or the President by Executive
order, establish a competent objective body
to review the original purposes and present
activities of the Rural Electrification Ad-
ministration (REA), adding:

“Farmers are entitled to reasonably priced
electrical power, but we do not believe that
long-term money borrowed by the United
States at about 4 percent and then reloaned
the REA at 2 percent should be used to pro-
mote competition with private citizens.

“Efficlent private producers have proven
that they can provide electricity at low cost
to the consumer even against competition
taking advantage of the artificlally low in-
terest rates of REA loans.”

The paper went on to say that the REA
appears to have changed its emphasis from
servicing farmers to the generation and
transmission of much of its electricity for
“suburbia” or “outer suburbia.” It pointed
out that the Norris-Rayburn Act which estab-
lished the REA in 1936, was designed to help
bring electricity to rural areas not served by
private companies, and was not intended to
promote competition with private enterprise.

The report also said that the General Ac-
counting Office had found that major Fed-
eral power projects in general do not charge
rates sufficient to cover the modest interest
charges Imposed on them, and recommended
that rates charged to users of Federal power
be adjusted so that they do not recelve an
unfair advantage over those recelving their
power from private industry.
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Other recommendations by the council in-
cluded:

The Congress should express a national
policy on a nationwide electrical transmis-
sion grid.

Congress should immediately set a policy
on the renewal of licenses for private in-
dustry to operate hydroelectric plants.

The Federal Power Commission should be
given full authority to deal with private
transmission of power on public-land States.
The Interior Department now has veto power
in such matters.

The Federal Government should maintain
& constant survelllance over primary sources
of energy; and revise its import or other reg-
ulations whenever necessary to maintain
exploration, adequate supplies, and equitable
prices.

A new review of the peaceful use of atomic
energy to determine the areas in which re-
search can be effectively and Increasingly
supported and to restore the sense of ur-
gency to the development of atomic energy
for peaceful purposes which has been forced
to yleld to the more glamorous and costly
demands of space exploration.

Private industry has initiated a technologi-
cal revolution in the generation of electrical
power. Between 1926 and 1962, the average
cost of electricity for residential use fell from
7T cents per kilowatt-hour to 2.41 cents.
Also, new large generating plants developed
by private industry can produce power at a
little more than half the cost of small plants.

For all practical purposes, United States
is virtually running out of hydroelectric
projects that are feasible—that is, economi-
cally competitive when compared to power
generation by the new processes mentioned
above. Yet the Democratic administration
continues to place heavy emphasis on what
appear to be economically questionable hy-
droelectric projects.

The text of the report follows:
RESOURCES AND THE FUTURE: ENERGY

Our economy, which is based upon the em-
ployment of energy in its various forms, has
in recent decades demonstrated a rapid
growth in energy requirements.

At the present time, most of our energy is
derived from fossil fuels in which the ac-
cumulated solar radiation has been stored
by plant and animal life over countless mil-
lenia. These are the deposits of coal, petro-
leum and natural gas. While they are finite
in amount, exhaustion is not an imminent
peril and, in the case of coal, is very far off
indeed. We are holding our own (use versus
new finds) in petroleum, although it might
be argued that in time we may have to re-
duce usage for stationary energy sources to
provide reserves for automotive and aircraft
purposes. Any shortage and accompanying
price increase might, however, stimulate the
production of ligquid fuel in large quantities
from coal. Therefore, no case for urgency
can be made with respect to the short term
supply of fossil fuels.

Energy derived from falling water and
converted into the form of electricity has
been developed In the United States to about
the practical limit of its economic and geo-
graphic possibilities as will be discussed in
more detall later,

The waves, tides, winds, and direct solar
radiation all are possible sources of useful
energy, but all are either undependable, dif-
fuse, inefficient, low grade, or locality lim-
ited, They represent an insignificant part
of the presently consumed energy (other
than solar radiation in the production of
crops), and hence they will not be discussed.

The fuel cell, an interesting development,
is not a new source of energy, but a fuel use
promising higher efficlency. Present high
temperature steamplants approach 40 per-
cent thermal efficlency, a very great improve-
ment over the past 30 years. Fuel cells may
be developed eventually to operate at greater
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efficlencies than this, but, to be significant,
the capital cost per installed kilowatt would
have to be lower. At present the contrary
appears more likely.

PFinally, we have nuclear-powered genera-
tors of electricity. Only 22 years have
elapsed since the first controlled fission chain
reaction, and only 10 years since the first
plant to produce electrical energy for eivilian
consumption from nuclear fission was initi-
ated (shippingport). In view of the striking
and continuous reduction in the installed
cost per kilowatt of capacity and in the pro-
duction costs per kilowatt hour—to the point
where in several parts of the United States
nuclear plants are today competitive with
conventional coal-fired plants—Iit is not un=-
reasonable to expect further reduction in
the cost of electricity from atomlic fission.
Nuclear powerplants will be competing, of
course, with more efficlent steamplants
burning coal. In 1920, it required 3 pounds
of coal to produce 1 kilowatt hour; in 1940,
1.4 pounds; and in 1960, only 0.7 of a pound.
Thus, in the last 40 years, the amount of
electricity which could be generated by the
same amount of coal has more than tripled.
Continued improvement at this rate can
hardly be expected, however, whereas nuclear
technology is at its beginnings.

Atomic power from the fusion of the nuclei
of light elements is a development with vast
and revolutionary potentlals for the future.
Whether the necessary breakthrough {n
technology is imminent or far distant is un-
predictable. Most authorities agree that the
principle is theoretically feasible.

THE RECORD

1. Dams for energy and reclamation: In
1802, Republicans established the Bureau of
Reclamation and vigorously carried out Fed-
eral reclamation of arid lands. Of major
reclamation projects today, some two-thirds
were created by Republican administrations.
These include the gigantic multiple-purpose
Hoover Dam, on the Colorado River. Repub-
licans approved and were engaged in the final
stages of engineering plans for the Grand
Coulee Dam on the Columbia River and Cen-
tral Valley of California developments, when
the Democratic administration took over in
1933. The Grand Coulee, key to the whole
Bonneville Power Authority, is the largest
dam in that hydroelectric complex.

2. Water and power for the Southwest:
The Glen Canyon and Flaming Gorge Dams
brought forward the Colorado River storage
projects under the Eisenhower administra-
tion. This enormous project, one of the most
extensive water programs for arid areas yet
undertaken by man, will not be completed
until after the year 2000.

3. Power on the Niagara: Pursuant to the
treaty of 1950 and the subsequent statute,
licensing arrangements were made with the
New York State Power Authority for devel-
oping the electrical resources of the Niagara
River and were consummated by the Eisen-
hower administration. This source supplies
power for New York and much of New Eng-
land.

4, Oll as an energy source is conserved: In
1924, Republicans established the Oil Con-
servation Board; and, in 1929, oil beneath
the free public lands was withdrawn from
private entry. The same year a Republican
administration initiated the major interstate
compact for conservation of oll, which has
since come into being among 21 States.

5. Petroleum on the Continental Shelf:
Our vast new development of petroleum on
the continental oceanic shelf of the United
States was initiated and methods for its su-
pervision established under the Eisenhower
administration.

6. Self-liquidation policy for public works:
A Republican administration established the
policy of Federal loans for self-liquidating
public works, then financially not feasible
by private capital or State funds. Diverting
the Colorado River water supply to the Los
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Angeles area 1s an Instance. Those loans
made by a Republican administration are re-
payable to the Federal Government.

7. Water and energy from the Mississippi
into the Rockies: The so-called Frying Pan
project on the Arkansas and Red Rivers, while
finally authorized in 1962, was engineered by
the Eisenhower administration and repeat-
edly proposed to Democratic Congresses with-
out avail, This enormous project will assist
all South-Central States from the Mississippl
to the Colorado Rockles.

B. Atomic energy: The Eisenhower ad-
ministration made historlec contributions
toward effective use of atomilc energy for
peaceful purposes. In 1953, it proposed the
establishment of the International Atomic
Energy Agency. The Republican Congress
of 1954 amended the Atomic Energy Act
liberating the development of this great new
power source from the heavy hand of Gov-
ernment monopoly. The administration em-
phasized the uses of the atom in medicine,
industry, agriculture, and especlally the gen-
eration of electricity. The first reactors for
commercial civillan power date from the
Eisenhower administration,

DISCUSSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The wise production and use of electrical
energy calls for sound working relationships
between private enterprise and Government.
While public oversight is necessary it must
not paralyze private initiative. It is this
unique relationship of public to private en-
deavor which has helped make our country
the stronghold of freedom. This relationship
is delicate, and judgments on its precise ap-
plications can vary among men of good will.
For example, the extent of Federal support
for TVA financing is an open gquestion among
many citizens of each party. So too, In a
free soclety, one man’s yardstick can be an-
other man's goad—depending upon who
wields it. For these reasons, this paper will
deal with clear-cut actions, facts and issues.
It will not overstress the realm of judgmental
halrsplitting,

Our objective is not an indictment of
Democratic policy as a whole. We recognize
that within both partles there is room for
difference of opinion on the responsibilities
of the public and private sectors in the gen-
eration, transmission, and distribution of
energy—and the relationships of each to the
other. We seek, therefore, only to make
reasonable criticisms and to emphasize con-
structive recommendations for the solution
of energy problems which the Nation faces.

With respect to some of the key electrical
energy questions today facing our people, we
think the present and previous Democratic
administrations have been deficlent, through
action in some cases, inaction Iin others.
Moreover, Democratic Congresses, from 19055
to the present, have been unwilling to accept
a number of the constructive approaches
which we propose.

Fourteen specific subject areas merit dis-
cussion:

1. Improvements in energy technology:
Vast technological developments have re-
cently occurred in the efficiency of electrical
generation plants, but the Federal Govern-
ment seems inadequately aware of the facts.
New steam plants, especially those using coal,
generate electricity by the most advanced
methods. This is of vital importance in the
coal-}roducing Appalachian area, where at-
tention is now focused on the poverty prob-
lem. Private industry has initlated a tech-
nological revolution in the generation of
electrical power; and new methods of trans-
mission now permit electricity to be sent over
long distances with negligible line losses.

By the strategic placement of generating
plants (e.g., at the coal mine plt-heads), by
improved methode of mining and distilling
coal, and by enormously increased efficiency
of generation, tremendous savings to con-
sumers are possible. Yet the administration
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continues to place heavy emphasis on what
appear to be economically questionable
hydroelectric projects and on providing sub-
sidized REA loans to build small steam gen-
erators, many of which are unnecessary.

Small plants are relatively inefficient pro-
ducers. Studies made 8 years ago clearly
demonstrate that the cost of producing elec-
tricity by steam varies significantly with the
size of the generating plant employed. For
example, a 25,000-kilowatt plant will produce
power for 13.6 mills per kilowatt-hour, a
100,000-kilowatt plant can produce it for 9.3
mills, a 200,000-kilowatt plant for 8.3 mills,
a 400,000-kilowatt plant for 7.7 mills, and a
1-million-kilowatt plant for 7.4 mills. Thus,
a 1-million-kilowatt plant can produce power
at a little more than half the cost involved in
a 25,000-kilowatt plant.

The amount of heat required to produce a
kllowatt-hour has declined significantly. In
1926, 1t was 23,600 B.t.u.'s per killowatt-hour;
in 1962, it was only 10,493. The portion of
power produced by steam rose from 62.6 per-
cent in 1826 to 79.7 percent im 1962. Dur-
ing this same perlod, the average cost of
electricity for residential use fell from 7.00
cents per kilowatt-hour to 241 cents.

This technological revolution is pertinent
to the question of power hydroelectrically
produced, especially on marginal Federal
projects, for the kilowatt-hour costs on some
of these planned projects are high to start
with,

RECOMMENDATION NO. 1

We recommend a detalled study of the
relative efficlency of methods for generating
electrical power within the United States
and the development of a new and construc-
tive Federal power policy which will give
due consideration to the demonstrated
achievements of private industry in this area
of power cost reduction.

2. The scarcity of economically feasible
hydroelectric projects: For all practical pur-
poses, the United States is virtually running
out of feasible hydroelectric projects—that
is, projects which are economically competi-
tive when compared to power generation by
the new processes mentioned above. One
example is the Enowles Dam project in Mon-
tana; the electrical generation costs are ex-
pected to run from 10 to 20 mills per kilo-
watt-hour. Another example is the Devils
Jumps Dam project on a tributary of the
Cumberland River in Tennessee and Een-
tucky on which the cost would approximate
12 mills per kilowatt-hour, computed on a
comparable basis with privately financed
plants and normal amortization. (Compare
these with the new steam generation cost of
7.4 mills per kilowatt-hour for large installa-
tions.)

While these projects doubtless have agri-
cultural, recreational, or aesthetic benefits,
their overall economic advantages in electri-
cal generation are marginal, and they can be
justified only by placing exaggerated em-
phasis on criteria other than cost. It would
be possible to build dams in every river in
the United States for hydroelectric purposes
and justify them, if the standards are loose
enough. This characteristic taints the eco-
nomic justifications for proposed hydroelec-
tric projects on which the taxpayers' dollars
may be imprudently expended.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 2

We recommend that the study mentloned
in No. 1 be completed and the criteria there-
in developed in judging the economie justifi-
cation as well as the feasibility of hydro-
electric projects before contracts are let on
pending proposals.

3. Standards for determining the feasibil-
ity of justifying multiple-purpose projects:
The present administration has rewritten
the standards for justifying new multiple-

urpose hydroelectric projects, thus permit-
ting justification for marginal projects such
as those described above.
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The previous standards for justifying mul-
tiple-purpose hydroelectric projects had been
in existence for a decade; and were far from
stringent. Yet, in 1962, the administration
felt it necessary—presumably in order to
open the gate for more projects—to draw up
a new set of standards. The old standards
were loosened by extending the period of
projecting costs and benefits (the cost-bene-
fit ratio) from 50 years to 100 years.

Extending the standards to apply 100 years
hence ralses obvious questions. It is no more
possible today to foresee conditions in 2064
than it would have been to project 100 years
forward in 1764 or 1864. Technological and
population changes are certain to render any
100-year projection completely obsolete.
Furthermore, since Federal Power Commis-
sion licenses to private concerns are limited
to a maximum of 50 years, a private company
cannot even calculate on a 100-year amorti-
zation, and there is thus a built-in discerimi-
nation against private capital.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 3

We recommend that the present standards
for justifying multiple-purpose projects be
discarded in favor of a new and realistic set
of criteria. We recognize that certain ele-
ments, such as recreation, navigation, or fiood
control, are not readily susceptible to so-
called user charges; nor can such benefits be
estimated with accuracy under present
standards. But the present procedure which
often compares the cost of apples with the
benefits of bananas Is so loose that almost
any project can be justified.

4. A nationwide electrical transmission
grid: Congress has never authorized an elec-
trical transmission grid across the Nation.
Yet, segment by segment, Federal agencies
appear to be working to accomplish this.
The proposed 900-mile high-voltage inter-
connection between the Bonneville area and
the Hoover Dam is one example.

If the Congress wishes to authorize a na-
tionwide transmission grid, or a series of re~
glonal grids, we believe it should say so.
Certainly this objective should not be ac-
complished by bureaucratic subterfuge, or
in unplanned bits and pieces.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 4

The Congress should express & national
policy on high-voltage, cross-country trans-
mission grids for electrical energy to be ad-
hered to by all Federal agencies.

5. Executive differences with the views of
the Federal Power Commission: The Demo-
cratic members of the Federal Power Com-
mission are appointees of the Democratic
administration, yet the executive branch
often works at cross purposes with the rec-
ommendations of the Commission. This
seems to us unfortunate. There should be
unified Federal policy on the development of
the Nation’s electrical energy resources,
worked out on an impartial basis, The De-
partment of the Interior, as owner of land or
as a speclal pleader, should not set the poll-
cles.

An example of harmful policy conflict is
the effort of the Interior Department to pre-
event private industry from developing the
high Mountain Sheep Dam in Idaho, The
Federal Power Commission evidently held a
contrary view. In substance, the Federal
Power Commission found it necessary to dis-

with the Interior Department for trying
to spend public funds when private resources
were available to achieve approximately the
SAme purposes.
RECOMMENDATION NO. 5

The policles for Federal development,
transmission and distribution of electrical
energy and the rates charged to the con-
sumer therefor should be decided primarily
by a bipartisan Federal Power Commission.
It is detrimental to the public interest that
the viewpoints of the Federal Power Commis-
sion and the Interior Department should be



1964

uncoordinated. This subject should have the
prompt attention of the Congress.

8. Uncertainties facing private industry as
the present Federal 60-year hydroelectric
licenses come up for renewal: Many existing
important hydroelectric plants operated by
private industry are under 50-year licenses,
some of which will come up for renewal by
1970. Private industry is in a dilemma con-
cerning further investments in the genera-
tion, transmission, and distribution faecili-
ties, because of uncertainty over license re-
newal. This uncertalnty is a deterrent to
new industries which might locate in areas
where they could contribute to employment
and local prosperity.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 6

The Congress should promptly establish a
Federal policy on such license renewals, and
this policy should not discriminate against
gﬁivaw industry over Government owner-

ip.

7. Veto power on the dispatch of elec-
trical transmission lines on public lands:
Since the Eisenhower administration left of-
fice, the Interior Department has sought to
establish control over the terms, conditions,
and uses of electrical power transmitted
by lines across land owned by the Federal
Government. The Federal Power Commission
has taken issue with this position of the
executive branch. We believe the Federal
Power Commission is right in its contentions.

In the 17 Western States the supervision
of vast public lands by the Interior Depart-
ment results in virtual control over all as-
pects of long-distance transmission of elec-
trical energy. The extent of Federal own-
ership of Western land is frequently not real-
ized. The chart below indicates the per-
centage of land owned by the Federal Gov-
ernment in five States:

Percent
T ] R R e s Lo M R B5.5
Utah ——-w G684
Oregon e - 61.9
Tﬂ:ﬁ: ol 64.6
Wyoming 48.2

Since the Interlor Department adminis-
ters the land, private companies, which may
wish to transmit power over any large area
iIn the West, are in a position (under the
Interior Department’s indicated policles)
where they can operate only by submitting
to conditions imposed not by the Federal
Power Commission but by the Department of
the Interior,

RECOMMENDATION NO. 7

We recommend that the Federal Power
Commission, free of dictation by the In-
terior Department, deal with the private
transmission of power in the public-land
States. The Interior Department should not
have veto power in such matters.

8. The lack of adequate hydrological stud-
ies: It has now been more than a decade since
the first Hoover Commission strongly rec-
ommended that more Federal emphasis be
placed on obtaining better hydrological data
in the United States. The Eisenhower ad-
ministration, through the President's Ad-
visory Committee on Water Resources Policy
(PACWRP), made strides in this direction.
Bince 19861, this effort has received inade-
qguate encouragement.

The recent, outstanding study of the Task
Force on Coordinated Water Resources Re-
search of the Federal Council for Science and
Technology has made a valuable contribution
to the Nation in this respect, but the recom-
mendations of the study have not been im-
plemented. The task force, under its dis-
tinguished Chairman, Dr. Roger Revelle of
the University of California, was concerned
with water primarily for its use by human
and industrial consumers. However, the rec-
ommendations for better hydrological infor-
mation apply in a parallel way to the need
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for more information in this area in connec-
tlon with the generatlon of hydoelectric
energy.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 8

We endorse the proposals of the Revelle
Task Force, since obtaining more data about
water will apply to its usefulness in generat-
ing electrical energy. We believe the Federal
system for obtaining hydrological data
should be materlally expanded and the agen-
cies Involved better coordinated.

9. Coordination among Federal agencies:
Under the Eisenhower administration, a sig-
nificant step forward was taken in coordinat-
ing the numerous Federal agencies concerned
with generating electrical power, through the
creation of PACWRP (see above).

Under PACWRP, policy differences were
greatly reduced, in marked confrast to the
problem of the Missourl River during the
late forties, when it became necessary to
organize an ad hoc coordinating group for
the Missouri River Basin alone. The so-
called Pick-Sloan plan for the Missouri River
Basin was then developed and halled as evi-
dence that Federal agencles could work to-
gether and reconcile the views of two organi-
zations with different objectives. In this in-
stance, one was concerned primarily with
flood control and navigation, the :other
mainly with irrigation. There was not
enough water in the Missourl basin to supply
all needs, and bureaucratic compromise
could not alter that fact., Yet, the Pick-
Sloan plan demonstrated a need which was
met in considerable degree in the Eisenhower
administration, though nothing since has
been done along this line.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 9

The President should insist upon coordina-
tion among executive agencies concerned
with generating and transmitting electrical
energy.

10. The new emphasis in REA on trans-
mission and generation facilities: The
Norris-Rayburn Act, establishing the Rural
Electrification Administration (the REA),
was approved by Congress in 1936, with the
announced purpose to bring the advantages
of electricity to rural areas. A “rural area"
was defined as any portlon of the Nation
which was not included within the bound-
arles of a city, village, or borough with a
population of more than 1,600 persons. This
definition of area is now construed to cover
much of suburbia or outer suburbia.

Senator George Norris, of Nebraska, author
of the act, convinced the Congress that the
law was needed to make electricity available
to farms and at reasonable prices. The pri-
vate power industry had naturally concen-
trated where the need per capita was greatest
and where the demand would make the fi-
nancing of facilities feasible.

It is amazing to realize that only four dec-
ades before the enactment of the Norris-
Rayburn Act virtually all of the United
States was lighted and fueled by coal, gas,
kerosene, and the llke. The private elec-
trical generating industry rose during the
first three decades of the 20th century from
insignificant beginnings into the most im-
portant industry in the United States.

Like all of our dynamic fields, the elec-
trical power Industry had severe “growing
pains.” It did not have enough trained
people to service the entire United States;
and high population density areas were
stressed. Private industry serviced major
rural areas where the load was adequate,
such as central New York State, with its
power requirements for dairying, and Cali-
fornia, with its irrigation pumping needs.
But, the general farming area was not so
served in 1936 when the REA was created.
Senator Norris correctly pointed out that this
was because adequate loads did not exist
in most rural areas.

In 1936, 89 percent of all farms were with-
out central service electricity. In 1964, the
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situation has completely reversed itself; 98
percent of all American farms are electrified
through central station service, and most of
the remaining 2 percent could be so serv=-
iced readily. In this respect, we believe the
REA has realized its purpose,

In recent years, however, the REA has
placed major emphasis on the bullding of
transmission and generation facilities and
on supplying electrical energy to suburbia
and outer suburbla. This was not the
purpose of the Norris-Rayburn Act. Now
that nearly all of the farm population has
been supplied with electricity, the REA, as
is the common experience with bureaucracies,
has sought ways of perpetuating and expand-
ing itself. In the few years since the Eisen-
hower administration left office, borrowings
from the REA to set up facilities for genera-
tion and transmission of electrical energy
have greatly increased and the trend is
sharply upward.

If rural areas are lacking in generation
and transmission facilities, they should by
all means have them, but we believe it un-
wise to finance such facilitles with Federal
funds where adequate and existing private
facilities already exist. Numerous examples
bear out this point; for instance, the
Patuxent area of Maryland and in southern
Indiana. In both cases, taxpayers’ money
was unnecessary since private facilitles were
available. These recent policies of the REA
are not the purposes of the law as expressed
by its original congressional sponsors.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 10

We recommend that the Congress by reso-
lution or the President by Executive order
establish a competent objective body to re-
view the original purposes and present activ=-
ities of the REA. Farmers are entitled to
reasonably priced electrical power, but we do
not believe that long-term money borrowed
by the United States at about 4 percent and
then reloaned through the REA at 2 percent
should be used to promote competition with
private citizens. Efficlent private producers
have proven that they can provide electricity
at low cost to the consumer even against
competition taking advantage of the arti-
ficially low interest rates of REA loans.

11. New steam-generating plants of the
REA bypassing Congress: As mentioned in
item No. 10, the REA appears to have changed
its emphasis from servicing farmers to the
generation and transmission of electrical
energy for consumers not engaged in agri-
culture. One aspect of this is certainly open
to question. On repeated occasions, the Con=
gress has refused to appropriate funds for
steam-generating plants as supplements to
Federal hydroelectric power projects because
private facilities were available. The Con-
gress was obviously unmindful of the fact
that hydroelectric power is often sporadic,
depending upon rainfall, and that therefore
hydroelectric power usually needs to be
supplemented with standby steam-generated
power, The questionable point is that REA
loans have been made apparently to build
steamplants for which the Congress had re-
fused to grant funds. Here are examples:

1. 1962—Colorado-Ute Cooperative: The
REA provided $21,602,000 toward financing a
150,000-kilowatt steamplant to firm up pow=-
er from the Colorado River storage project.

2. 1962—Basin Electric Power Cooperative:
A $36,600,000 loan was made to bulld a 200,-

000-kilowatt steamplant, most of the power

from which will be disposed of to firm up
Missouri Basin power.

3. 1963—Upshur Rural Electric Coopera-
tive: A REA loan of $9,170,000 was made to
bulld a 33,000-kilowatt steamplant and
transmission lines, The Southwestern Power
Authority will buy most of the power and
lease the transmission lines.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 11

The Congress should, by suitable legisla-
tion, restrain the REA from financing the
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construction of steamplant power-generat-
ing facilities as supplements to hydroelectric
projects in cases where the Congress itself has
refused to appropriate funds specifically for
such facilities.

12. Comparable rates: Consumers located
where they may buy power from Federal
projects usually obtain it at a price well
below its true cost of production. This is
unfair to power consumers who are not so
fortunately situated, yet who pay taxes to
subsidize the power for others. This in-
equity to taxpayers and to privately owned
utilities is a consequence of several factors.

First, Federal power projects are usually
tax exempt. Consumers of electriclty sup-
plied by investor-owned electric companies
must bear through their electric bills a sig-
nificant tax burden. In most instances, this
amounts to about 23 to 25 percent of the
cost of electricity, yet those who obtain their
power from Federal projects, in most in-
stances, do not have to pay such taxes.

Becond, rates charged to consumers for
power from most Federal projects are in-
tended by law to return interest on the un-
amortized power investment at only 3 per-
cent or less per year. Since it costs the Fed-
eral Government about 4 percent to borrow
money of & comparable maturity, the result
1s a subsidy given a few power consumers at
the expense of many others.

The Comptroller General of the United
States, an agency of Congress, found that the
Missourl Basin power projects, from their
inception to the end of fiscal 1960, had lost
a8 total of $51,778,000. 'The Southwestern
Power Administration and its appended
power projects, from 1its inception in 1944
through 1961, had lost $£50,105,000. The
Columbia River Power System, on its power
operations, had lost $53,320,000 from 1958
through 1963. The Southeastern Power Ad-
ministration, on its power operations from
18565 through 1960, had lost $20,400,000. The
sum of these losses was a gift to the users
of this power, pald for by taxes collected
from citizens in other areas.

Thus, the General Accounting Office has
found that major Federal power projects in
general do not charge rates sufficient to cover
the modest interest charges imposed on
them.

RECOMMENDATION NO, 12

The rates charged to users of Federal
power should be adjusted so that the users
of such power do not receive an unfair ad-
vantage as opposed to those who do not re-
ceive their power from federally subsidized
projects.

13. The fossil energy source materials:

Coal: In terms of tonnage, the coal in-
dustry is unique in that it has remained
relatively static for years. In 1962, the use
was as follows: industry 24 percent; coke
20 percent; electricity 48 percent: retail 8
percent; remainder, ammonia and other
special chemicals. Recent U.S. production
of coal is 440 million tons per annum (1962),
about one-seventh of the world production.
Coal and natural gas are almost perfectly
competitive for the cost of electricity produc-
tion, about 25 cents per million B.t.u., aver-
aged over the United States (local factors
favor one over the other of course)., Ofil is
about one-third higher in cost.

Coal reserves are calculated on the assump-
tion that 50 percent of the known quantities
in the ground are “recoverable,” depending
on technology and economic demand. On the
basis of this 50 percent, the present reserves
in the United States are 83x10% tons. At
1062 rates, we are then mining 0.05 percent
per annum. In other words, at 10 times the
present rate of use and with no new finds,
we have a 200-year supply—i.e., no case can
be made for an imminent shortage of coal.

Natural gas: Probably one of the fastest

areas of energy source is natural
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gas, which is increasing at 6 percent per an-
num. In 1962, a total of 13.9x 10 cubic
feet were sold, In 1960, the breakdown was
6.5 10" industrial, 4.1 10** residential and
commercial, and 1.8 10 fleld (l.e., losses,
ete.).

In the year 1961, proven reserves (economi=-
cally and technically recoverable) were
275 10" cubic feet. Under present use rates,
this is a 20-year supply but both use rates
and new finds are increasing so rapidly that
this figure does not have much meaning, as
is also true in the coal industry.

Petroleum: In 1962 the petroleum-use pic-
ture was—gasoline, 1.6 10° barrels; distil-
late, T4 107 barrels; residual, 5.6 107 bar-
rels; kerosene 163107 barrels (mostly jet
fuel); other, 743107 barrels, Iincluding
losses, export, etc.

The total demand was 3.8X10° barrels,
and the world supply was 8.8 X 10° barrels, so
that U.S. use runs around 40 percent. Net
U.S. imports are around 70 10" barrels per
year or less than 8 percent of use.

The present U.S. proven reserves (under
present technology and price structure) are
81.4 X 10° barrels.

It is generally bellieved that large reserves
of both oll and gas probably lle elsewhere
awaiting discovery on this continent and on
the coastal shelf.

If an equitable relationship of imports to
domestic production is maintained, these en-
ergy resources should remain adequate for
the foreseeable future. The Eisenhower ad-
ministration worked out such a policy of
balanced relationships in 1959.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 13

The Federal Government should maintain
a constant surveillance over primary sources
of energy and revise its import or other regu-
lations whenever necessary to maintain ex-
ploration, adequate supplies, and equitable
prices.

14. Atomic energy: As previously noted,
the Eisenhower administration gave particu-
lar encouragement to the peaceful uses of
atomic energy, and notable successes were
achieved. The first nuclear reactor to pro=-
duce electrical energy for commercial use was
initiated during the Eisenhower administra-
tion and bullt at Shippingport, Pa., with
large contributions from private industry.

The cost per kilowatt-hour of electrical
energy derived from the fission of uranium,
which was estimated at 8 to 10 times
the cost of conventional power in 1954, had
been reduced by the ingenuity of American
scientists and engineers until at the end of
the Eilsenhower administration plants were
under construction whose output was com-
petitive with steam-generating plants in the
same areas of the Nation.

Thus, while no early exhaustion of fossil
fuels appears to threaten us, and while tech-
nology is continually reducing the cost of
electrical energy derived from fossil fuels,
the remarkable strides in the reduction of
power costs from nuclear energy will stimu-
late a healthy competition to make elec-
tricity still cheaper for consumers.

An important research project in the area
of nuclear power development is the theo-
retical feasibility of producing electrical en-
ergy from the fusion of light elements such
as hydrogen and deuterium. This project,
research upon which was meagerly supported
until 1953, was given the encouragement of
needed appropriations beginning in that
year. Very great progress has been made
since, but a breakthrough in technology is
yet to be achieved. Both the British and
Soviet Governments are now belleved to
have come abreast of our former position of
leadership in this area of research. The
British effort is said to exceed ours, whereas
the Soviet effort is reported to be 200 percent
greater than ours.
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The significance of power from fusion, if
it can be achieved, is (a) the fuel supply is
unlimited since it exists in all bodles of
water, and (b) the cost of power so pro-
duced would be a fraction of present power
costs, We understand that this line of re-
search in our own laboratories has been re-
duced both in priority and support. We
believe this to be shortsighted.

RECOMMENDATION NO. 14

We recommend a new review of the peace-
ful uses of atomic energy to determine the
areas in which research can be effectively
and increasingly supported and to restore
the sense of urgency which seems to have
yielded to the more glamorous and costly
demands of space exploration.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr, President, this is
pursuant to my considered practice of
having introduced all of their reports
into the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD.

THE SITUATION IN VIETNAM

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, a
group of outstanding Republican leaders
in the other House has recently seen fit
to deliver themselves of a tirade on policy
in Vietnam. I am not surprised that the
partisan political knives should be drawn
on this issue. What amazes me is that
they have come out of the sheaths so
early. I can only conclude that they are
intended to be used in a preliminary rum-
ble in San Francisco as a warmup for
the political war later on.

Let me make clear, Mr. President, that
I am not deploring discussion of the
Vietnamese situation. It is a serious
situation. Any light which can be shed
upon it by serious discussion in the
House, in the Senate, or anywhere else,
for that matter, is to be welcomed.

But a statement which labels the effort
being made by thousands of Americans
in South Vietnam, and at a cost of many
American lives, a “why win” policy is not
serious discussion.

Any statement which classifies the
complex problem of Vietnam, which has
confronted us through the Eisenhower,
the Kennedy, and the Johnson adminis-
trations, as one peculiarly associated
with the latter alone, is not serious dis-
cussion.

Any statement which describes a policy
that has seen 16,000 American troops,
vast naval and air forces deployed in
southeast Asian waters, and billions of
dollars spent in a region of limited uni-
lateral American interest, as a policy of
“pervasive softness,” is not serious dis-
cussion.

Any statement which assumes that
this Government can take operational
control of the forces of another nation
without assuming, at vast cost in lives
and resources, total responsibility for
what happens in that nation—in short,
any statement which assumes that the
purposes of freedom can be achieved in
an alien land with an army of for-
eigners and some bargain-basement
techniques of command, is not serious
discussion.

Any statement which, in the manner
of Colonel Blimp, assumes, from a map,
that the mountains, sea, jungles, and
rivers—thousands of miles—of the exter-
nal South Vietnamese borders and of the
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borders of Vietcong-held areas within

that nation can be sealed off, not with

tens of thousands, if not hundreds of

thousands of U.S. forces, but with a

wave of a statement, is not serious
on.

Fortunately, Mr. President, there are
Republicans who understand the situa-
tion in Vietnam from a firsthand ex-
perience with it. I refer particularly
to our recent Ambassador in Saigon, Mr.
Henry Cabot Lodge. He knows the
meaning of what we are attempting in
Vietnam and in southeast Asia. He
knows the realities of the situation which
confronts us. He knows the course of
policy which offers the best hope of suc-
cess. We shall not hear from him any
comment about “why win” or “pervasive
softness.” Here is what we shall hear
from him—and I quote from Associated
Press dispatch No. 52, on June 30, 1964:

In Vietnam the alm of the struggle is to
create a proper political atmosphere. That's
how you beat the Communists there. The
minute you've created'a proper political at-
mosphere the war is over. That's why I was
encouraged by the report I recelved just
before I left Salgon that people are no
longer feeding the Communists. I don't see
the need for more troops in Vietnam. I
think our policy there of relying on the
Vietnamese to win with our help is the right

policy.

Mr. President, the statement of the
House Members to which reference has
been made is not an invitation to serious
discussion. It obscures the real ques-
tions with respect to Vietnam which con-
front the people of the United States.
These questions do need, and should
have, discussion. We do need public
clarity on rational objectives of policy,
not only for Vietnam, but also for all of
southeast Asia. We do need public dis-
cussion of the means for achieving these
objectives—of the military and the dip-
lomatic channels which may be open or
can be opened for dealing with the prob-
lems of that region which involve not
only the United States, but, first and
foremost, the people of the region itself,
and, in a larger sense, the Chinese, the
Russians, the Australians, the British,
the French—indeed, in an ultimate
sense, all of the people of the world.

That sort of discussion would be help-
ful to any President, Republican or Dem-
ocrat, in this serious situation, as he
strives, for all of us, to pursue a course
which will safeguard our national inter-
ests, bring about peace, and preserve the
opportunities for freedom in southeast
Asia, at the lowest possible cost in Amer-
ican lives.

That is what President Johnson is at-
tempting. Can any President attempt
less? Can any President do more?

Mr, President, the Republican task
force also made a statement about the
weakness of the Nation’s military posi-
tion. I ask unanimous consent to have
printed at this point in the Recorp a
news release by the Secretary of Defense,
Robert 8. McNamara, dated June 29,
1964, in reply to that segment of the
statement, and also a portion of the
remarks made by the President of the
United States at the Coast Guard Acad-
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emy, at New London, Conn., on June 3,
1964.

There being no objection, the news re-
lease and the excerpt from the Presi-
dent’s remarks were ordered to be
printed in the REcorbp, as follows:

[News release, Office of Assistant Secretary of
Defense (Public Affairs), Washington,
D.C., June 29, 1964]

Secretary of Defense Robert S. McNamara
today issued the following statement:

“I read with regret the partisan attack on
our Nation's military program contained
in the report of the Republican policy com-
mittee’s task force on American strategy and
strength.

“The national defense has always been a
bipartisan activity of the U.S, Government.
To date Republicans as well as Democrats
have supported the national defense pro-
gram of the Eennedy-Johnson administra-
tion. Such support was given to our very
first actions in 1961, which were to submit
supplemental budget requests that increased
the defense budget of this country by $6 bil-
lion for fiscal year 1962. From the begin-
ning of this administration through our cur-
rent request for flscal 1965, there has been
an increase of $28 billlon over the level of
spending that prevailed during the last year
of the previous administration, These much
needed increases have received bipartisan
support throughout the country as a whole
as well as in the Congress.

“As a result of these increases, the nation-
al security of this country has been greatly
gg;:lanced. Since January of 1961, there has

n—

“A 150-percent increase in the number of
nuclear weapons avallable in the strategic
alert forces.

“A b50-percent increase in our strategic
bombers on alert.

“A 60-percent increase in the tactical nu-
clear force in Western Europe.

“A 4b-percent Increase in the number of
combat-ready divisions.

A 7b6-percent increase in airlift capability.

“A 100-percent increase in funds for gen-
eral ship construction and conversion to
modernize our fleet.

“A 175-percent increase in the procurement
of airlift aircraft.

“A 100-percent increase in the procurement
of tactical aireraft.

“A 44-percent increase in the number of
tactical fighter squadrons.

“An 800-percent increase in the Depart-
ment of Defense Special Forces trained to deal
with counterinsurgency threats.

“A 15,000-man increase in the strength of
the Marine Corps.

“Since 1960, the intercontinental ballistics
missiles and Polaris missiles in our arsenal
have been increased from less than 100 to
over 1,000 and the number of Polaris sub-
marines in commission from 2 to 21.

“Today the intercontinental ballistic
missile force of the United States is more
than four times that of the Soviet Union.

“As for the future, our research and de-
velopment program has laid the foundation
for a continuing increase in our military
strength. Since 1961, there has been—

“A 50-percent increase per year in the total
funds expended on research and development
over that prevalling during the last 4 years
of the previous administration.

“An addition of 208 major new projects.
These include 77 weapons programs with
costs exceeding $10 million each, including
such major ones as the medium range bal-
listic missile, the F-111 fighter-bomber and
the new main battle tank,

“An increase in expenditures for the de-
velopment of counterinsurgency weapons
and equipment from less than $10 million in
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1960 to over $103 million requested for fiscal
year 1965.

““A b4-percent increase in our antisubma-
rine warfare research and development pro-
gram in our fiscal 19656 budget request over
1961.

“This tremendous increase in strength
could not have been accomplished without
the closest cooperation between military and
civilian leaders. As Gen., Lyman L. Lem-
nitzer said when he was Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff: ‘I am in constant touch
with the Secretary, and through me, or in
direct consultation with the Chiefs them-
selves, he obtains the views of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff,’ and ‘T would like to reiterate
it here, there is the closest possible working
relationship between the civilian officials in
the Defense Department and the Joint Chiefs
of Staff.!

“Gen. Maxwell D. Taylor, who succeeded
General Lemnitzer as Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff, reafirmed the existence of
this intimate working relationship between
the military and civilian leadership in the
Pentagon in February of this year. And in
June of 1963, General Taylor said, ‘the voice
of the American soldier is entitled to a serious
hearing in our national councils—and I am
happy to report that he today receives that
hearing.'

“I am confident that there will continue
to be the closest of working relationships be-
tween the military and civillan leaders of
the Pentagon.”

REMARKS OF THE PRESIDENT AT THE COAST
Guarp AcapEmyY, New LonpoN, CoNN.

We, as well as our adversaries, must stand
in awe before the power our craft has created
and our wisdom must labor to control. In
every area of natlonal strength America to-
day is stronger than it has ever been before.
It is stronger than any adversary or com-
bination of adversaries. It is stronger than
the combined might of all the natlons in the
history of the world.

And I confidently predict that strength
will continue to grow more rapidly than the
might of all others.

The first area of this Increasing strength
i1s our ability to deter atomic destruction.
In the past 38 years we have Increased our
nuclear power on alert 215 times, and our
nuclear superiority will continue to grow un-
til we reach agreement on arms control.

We have more than 1,000 fully armed
ICBM's and Polarls missiles ready for re-
taliation. The Soviet Union has far fewer,
and none ready to be launched beneath the
seas. We have more than 1,100 strategic
bombers, many of which are equipped with
alr-to-surface and decoy missiles to help
them reach almost any target. The Sovlet
Union, we estimate, could with difficulty send
less than one-third of this number over tar-
gets In the United States.

Agalnst such force the combined destruc-
tive power of every battle ever fought by man
is like a firecracker thrown against the sun.

The second area of Increasing strength is
our abllity to fight less than all-out war, In
the past 3 years we have raised the number
of combat ready divisions 45 percent. They
can be moved swiftly around the world by an
airlift capacity which has increased 756 per-
cent, Supporting tactical alrcraft have been
increased over 30 percent, and the number
of tactical nuclear warheads in Europe has
been raised 60 percent. We, and our NATO
allies, now have 5 million men under arms.
In addition we are now ready to mobilize
large reserves in the event of conflict. Six
divisions, with all supporting units, can be
moved into action in a few weeks.

And we are continuing to bulld our forces.
In a few years our airlift capacity will be
five times what it was in 1961. Advanced
weapons and equipment are flowing to our
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armies. Our fleet 1is being modernized

through a decade-long shipbuilding pro-

gﬁn. And new tactical aircrait are being
t.

A third area of increasing strength is the
struggle against subversion. Our adver-
garies, convinced that direct attack would be
almless, today resort to terror, subversion
and guerrilla warfare. To meet this threat
we began a large effort to train special forces
to fight internal subversion. Since Janu-
ary 1961 we have increased these specialized
forces eight times. We have trained more
than 100,000 officers in these techniques. We
have given special emphasis to this form of
warfare in the tralning of all military units.

Our Army now has six Special Action
Forces on call around the world to assist
our friendly nations. They are skilled in the
languages and problems of the area in which
they are stationed. The Navy and Air Force
have several thousand men whose abilities,
training, equipment and mission are de-
slgned to combat clandestine attack. And
behind these groups are five brigade-size
backup forces ready to move into instant
action,

But just as subversion has many faces, our
responses must take many forms. We have
worked to increase and integrate all the re-
sources, political and social as well as mili-
tary and economic, needed to meet a threat
which tears at the entire fabric of a soclety.

But success in fighting subversion ultli-
mately rests on the skill of the soldlers of
the threatened country. We now have 344
teams at work in 49 countries to train the
local military In the most advanced tech-
niques of internal defense.

Subversive warfare is often difficult, dirty,
and deadly. Victory comes only to those with
the desire to protect their own freedom. But
such conflict requires weapons as well as
will, ability as well as aspiration. And we
will continue to increase this strength until
our adversaries are convinced that this course
too will not lead to conquest,

The fourth area of increasing strength is
in the development of new weapons for de-
terrence and defense. In the past several
years we have begun many important new
weapons systems. Minuteman II will have
twice the accuracy of the first Minuteman.
The new Nike X, when its development is
completed, will give us the option to de-
ploy, if national securlty requires it, the
best antiballistics missile available to any
nation. We are developing a new aircraft,
the F-III, with much greater range, pay-
load, and ability at air combat than present
tactical bombers or fighters.

The Lance missile, the EX-10 torpedo, the
A-TA attack aircraft, a new main battle tank,
new antitank missile systems, are the emerg-
Ing products of development that we are car-
rying on. And that effort is without parallel
in all the world. We will continue to carry
forward new projects which offer hope of add-
ing substantially to our strength. I can
assure the American people that the United
States Is, and will remain, first in the use
of science and technology for the protection
of the people.

DEPLORABLE FINANCIAL STATUS

OF CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL, WASH-
INGTON, D.C.

Mr. CLAREK. Mr. President, I offer for
the REcorp a brief statement describing
the deplorable financial condition in
which the Children’s Hospital of Wash-
ington, D.C., finds itself as a result of
inadequate funds being made available to
it, both through charity and through
public sources.
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The story is relatively complicated,
but I have prepared a chronology as of
Friday, June 26, which I ask unanimous
consent to have printed at this point in
the RECORD.

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

MEMORANDUM RE FINANCIAL CONDITION OF
CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL: CHRONOLOGY AS OF
FrioaY, JUNE 26
1, The Senate added $110,000 to the de-

ficlency appropriation for the District of

Columbia for fiscal 1964 for relmbursement

increases to Children’s Hospital for care of

Indigents.

2. The House knocked this out in confer-
ence, and the conference reports were ap-
proved in both Houses. (See Washington
Post story of June 4.) But the statement
of the managers on the part of the House
sald: “Deletes the proposal of the Senate to
increase the rates paid to Children’s Hos-
pital. The managers on the part of the House
feel this matter should be the subject of
consideration in connection with the regular
District of Columbia appropriation bill for
1965."

3. In an excellent editorial, the Washing-
ton Post on June 15 called upon the Commis-
sloners, the administration, and Congress to
save the Children’s Hospital.

4. Thereafter, on June 17, President John-
son sent a message to the Congress contain-
ing an amendment adding $160,000 to the
District of Columbia appropriation request
for fiscal 1965 to increase reimbursement
rates to Children's Hospital for care of in-
digents. (See text of message, and Wash-~
ington Post story of June 18.)

5. This money s desperately needed, and
it is cruclal that the Appropriations Com-
mittee act promptly to meet the request.

But the $160,000 is only part of the story
and will not solve the problems of the Chil-
dren’s Hospital created by its service without
charge to indigent children in the com-
munity.

What is needed is to redefine the term
“indigency” so that the hospital can be re-
imbursed for caring for those who are in
fact unable to pay, although they do not
meet the present legal criteria of “indigency.”
(See the excellent Washington Post edi-
torial of June 19.)

8. The true plight of Children's Hospital
is hard to appreclate for anyone who is not
closely familiar with the situation. A real
insight is supplied by President Kauffmann’s
memorandum, which is attached.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent also to have the fol-
lowing items printed at this point in the
RECORD:

First. A news story from the Wash-
ington Post of June 14, 1964, entitled
“Hill Conferees Reject Plea for Aid to
Deficit-Hit Children’s Hospital.”

Second. An editorlal, also from the
Washington Post of June 15, entitled
“Unpaid Bills.”

Third. A communication from the
President of the United States, trans-
mitéing an amendment to the budget
for the District of Columbia.

Fourth. A news story from the Wash-
ington Post of June 18, entitled “L.B.J.
Seeks Funds for Children’s.”

Fifth. An editorial under date of
June 19, published in the Washington
Post, entitled “To the Rescue.”

Sixth. A copy of a proposed draft of
a special report to the board of directors
on the state of the Children’s Hospital.
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There being no objection, the material
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

[From the Washington (D.C.) Post,
June 14, 1964)
Hiur CoNrFEREES REJECT PLEA FOR AID TO
DerFictT-HIT CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL
(By Dorothy Gilliam)

House-Senate conferees rejected a bid for
help to financially ailing Children’s Hospital
yesterday despite pleas from House
JoHN W. McCormack, Democrat, of Massa-
chusetts,

Their action dashed hopes for relief for
the hospital during the current fiscal year.

It was understood that House conferees
argued during the closed meeting that addi-
tional money for the hospital would consti-
tute payment of a subsldy to a private insti-
tution and might create a precedent for
other District hospitals.

Senator Jouwn O. Pasrore, Democrat, of
Rhode Island, reportedly made a strong plea
for the #$110,000 request—part of the $1.4
billion deficiency bill approved earlier by the
Senate—which would have permitted the
city to inerease payments to the hospital for
the care of needy children.

The House-Senate conference referred the
matter to the District Appropriations sub-
committees of both Houses for action in the
city’s budget for the fiscal year beginning
July 1.

The House earlier denied the Commission-
ers’ $110,000 request, but the Senate approved
funds to help in the hospital’s financial
emergency. Rejection by the House-Senate
conference came as a surprise because of
House Speaker McCormack’s endorsement
earlier this week.

The hospital has a current operating defi-
cit of §476,000. The hospital board has au-
thorized an emergency fund raising cam-
palgn to keep the institution open. Dr.
Robert Parrott, hospital director, yesterday
expressed “surprise and disappointment"
over the conference actlon and sald the
board would now have to “examine very
closely” what the hospital can do for needy
children over the summer.

“I would hope that the Appropriation Com-
mittees of Congress,” he said, "“will examine
the entire situation and take action in the
upcoming fiscal year to allow the District
government to assume a fuller part of its
responsibility for the care of District
youngsters.”

[From the Washington (D.C.) Post, June 15,
1964]

THE UnPamp BILLS

Under the lash of hard necessity, the Dis-
trict Commissioners are at last considering
the simplest and most obvious solution to the
impending disaster at Children’s Hospital.
The city must reform the crabbed and per-
verse rules that govern a child's_eligibility
for medical ald. -

Children’s Hospital loses about $300,000 a
year In the unpaid bills of children who are
indigent by every definition but the Health
Department’s. Unlike the city’s own clinics,
the hospital cares for sick children regard-
less of their eligibility for medical aid. The
hospital’s deficit is currently running above
half a million dollars a year, and within a few
months the hospital will be as destitute as
the least prosperous of its patients.

Out of over 100 children whom the hospital
admits as indigents, the Health Department
considers only about 50 to be eligible for
public medical aid. The hospital cares for
the others, certainly, but the whole cost of
that care is borne by the hospital itself.

Thirty out of every hundred indigent pa-
tients are ineligible because the Depart-
ment's family unit rule creates a vold of
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responsibility. Under the law, a child’s par-
ents are responsible for the hospital bill
Under the family unit rule, any relative liv-
ing in the same house is responsible. In a
typleal instance, the hospital discovers that
a child's mother, abandoned and penniless,
lives with relatives. The city then refuses to
pay the child’s bill becaues the relatives have
incomes. But the law gives the hospital no
right to recover from the relatives. Since
neither the city nor the relatives will pay,
then, the hospital bears the whole cost of
caring for the child.

Another 5 or 10 cases in every 100 are in-
eligible because of the man-in-the-house
rule. The man is not the child’s father and
cannot be made to pay; the city refuses to
pay in the name of what it calls morality.

In the remaining 10 or 15 cases, the child is
ineligible because his family’s income ex-
ceeds the permitted levels. A family of five
is permitted to earn only $260 a month to be
eligible for public ald. Since slum families
in Washington characteristically pay extor-
tionate rents, it is quite possible for parents
with three children to earn more than $260
a month and yet remain totally incapable of
paying large hospital bills.

All three of the District Commissioners
are kindly men, and no doubt they would
like to help Children’s Hospltal. Certainly
the Health Department is most anxlous to
reform its regulations. But Congress has in-
sisted upon the old eligibility rules, and
the Commissioners have been notoricusly
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reluctant to press Congress on the point.
It is a particular misfortune that Commis-
sioner Duncan, who is charged with ques-
tions of health and welfare, should have
shown so little interest in them over these
past 3 years. In the present emergency, the
initiative seems to be coming from the White
House and the Budget Bureau. Perhaps the
great distress of Children's Hospital will
finally force the Commissioners, the admin-
istration and Congress all to realize the dan-
gerous and mindless unreason of the city's
medical ald regulations.

AMENDMENT TO THE BUDGET FOR THE DISTRICT
OF CoLUMBIA—COMMUNICATION FROM THE
PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES TRANSMIT-
TING AN AMENDMENT TO THE REQUEST FOR
APPROPRIATIONS ‘TRANSMITTED IN THE
BupnGcer For 19656 IN THE AMOUNT OF
$160,000 For THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

(June 17 (legislative day, March 30), 1964.—
Referred to the Committee on Appropria-
tlons and ordered to be printed)

THE WaITE HOUSE, 2
Washington, June 17, 1964.

THE PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE OF THE SENATE.

Sm: I have the honor to transmit here-
with for the consideration of the Congress an
amendment to the appropriation request
made in my 1965 budget for the District of
Columbia in the amount of $160,000.

This proposal is intended to provide as-
sistance to Children’s Hospital, which has for
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many years been much more than a valued
community resource. Talents and devotion
have brought the hospital to a position of
leadership in research and in the develop-
ment of programs covering all aspects of
child care. The hospital has borne a large
burden in caring for children whose parents
were unable to pay sufficlent sums to meet
the cost of services rendered. The District
government must assume a proper share of
the cost of caring for these District children.
This budget amendment is an appropriate
step in that direction, and I am instructing
the District officlals to continue their study
of other appropriate measures,

The detalls of this amendment, the neces-
sity therefor, and the reason for its submis-
slon at this time are set forth in the attached
letter from the Director of the Bureau of the
Budget, with whose comments and observa-
tion thereon I concur.

Respectfully yours,
LynpoN B. JOHNSON.

e

ExEcUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT,
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET,
Washington, D.C., June 17, 1964.
The PRESIDENT,
The White House.

Sie: I have the honor to submit herewith
for your consideration an amendment to the
request for appropriations transmitted in the
budget for 1965 in the amount of $160,000
for the District of Columbia:

District of Columbia funds
?B%i'ﬁ:f“ %e H Request Proposed Revised
o diny
Columbia g pending amendment request
volume)
33 | Health and welfare_ _ $75, 406, 000 $160,000 |  $75, 656, 000

(Delete the
Health and
bia by Freedmen’s Hospital;

and] for care and treatment of indigent

rll}graph under this heading and insert in lien thereof the following:)
elfare, including reimbursement to the United States for services rendered to the District of Colum-
atients in institutions, including those

under sectarian control, under contracts to be made by the Director of Public Health; and purchase of three passenger
motor vehicles, including two for replacement only; [$70,526,048 #75,656,000: Provided, That the inpatient rate and
outpatient rate under such contracts, with the erception of Children's Hospital, and for services rendered by Freed-
men’s Hospital shall not exceed $34 diem and the outpatient rate shall not exceed $5.75 per visit [,); the inpatient
rate and outpatient rate for Children’s Hospital shall not ezceed $40 per diem and #6.75 per visit; and the ﬁetlent rate
(ezcluding the grol-pmwnatc share for repairs and construction) for services rendered by Saint Elizabeths Hospital for

atient care shall be [at a rate of $0.407] 39.74 per diem: Provided further, That this appropriation shall be available
lor the furnishing of medical assistance to individuals sizty-five years of age or older wﬁo are residing in the District
of Columbia without regard to the mguh'ement of one-year resigenm contained in the Distriet of Columbia Appro-
priation Act, 1946, under the headingh;()peraung E“{,ﬁ“m‘ Gallinger Municipal Hospital,” and this appropriation
shall also be nvqi'lsbls to render assistance to such individuals who are temporarily absent from the District of
Columbia: Provided further, That the authorization included under the heading “Department of Public Health,”
in the District of Columbia Appropriations Act, 1961, for compensation of convalescent patients as an aid to their
rehabilitation is hereby extended to the Department of Vocational Rehabilitation.

This proposed supplemental appropriation
iIs to adjust the per diem and outpatient
rates payable to Children’s Hospital to more
closely reflect audited costs, It will also en-
able the District of Columbia to relieve exist-
ing overcrowding in the pedlatrics ward of
District of Columbia General Hospital
through the transfer of healthy bables, who
are wards of the city, to Children’s Hospital
for care on a reimbursable basis.

I recommend that the foregoing amend-
ment to the budget for the fiscal year 1965 be
transmitted to the Congress.

Respectfully yours,
EerMIT GORDON,
Director of the Bureau of the Budget.

[From the Washington (D.C.) Post, June 18,
1964]

LB.J Seexs FunNps r¥or CHILDREN'S—ASKS
Hnn To Vore $160,000 To Meer HOSPITAL
Neeps
President Johnson sent to Congress yester-

day a proposal to award hard-pressed Chil-

dren’s Hospital $160,000 in the 1965 budget.
The President, in his message, said in part:

“The District government must assume a
oper share of the cost of caring for these

District children. * * * I am instructing the

District officials to continue their study of

other appropriate measures.”

In doing this, the President thus endorsed
& plan worked out by District Commissioners
and Charles A. Horsky, White House adviser
on District affairs, with the help of the Budg-
et Bureau and hospital representatives.

Horsky sald yesterday he was delighted
with the President’s action. Study will con-
tinue on ways to help all District hospitals
give more and better care to familles who
need treatment but can’t afford it.

OFERATING AT A LOSS

Deep in financial trouble Children's Hos-
pital has been operating at a loss for 8 years.
It is operating at a deficit of $470,000 in the
current fiscal year.

Hosplital officlals have warned they may
have to close the doors to indigent children
or even shut down altogether.

The budget amendment endorsed by the
President would provide a total of $160,000
in the 1965 budget. Of this, $90,000 would
go to cover the District's cost of reimbursing
the hospital at a rate of $40 a day for in-
patients and $6.75 a visit for outpatients.

The District is presently limited to paying
$34 a day for inpatients and $5.756 for out-
patient visits. The proposed increases will
more closely reflect audited costs to the hos-
pital, the Bureau of the Budget said.

AID TO PEDIATRICS WARD

The remaining 870,000 of the $160,000 will
enable the District to relieve existing over-
crowding in the pediatrics ward of District
of Columbia General Hospital by transferring
healthy bables who are wards of the city to
Children’s Hospital on a reimbursable basis.

At any given time there are about 20 bables
under the age of 6 months who have become
wards of the clty either through abandon~
ment or because they have no suitable homes.

Horsky sald study will continue on the
cost of easing the city’s stringent standards
governing hospital care for indigent children.
This proposal would affect all hospitals here,
including District of Columbia General and
Children's.

This Distriet is forbidden presently to re-
Imburse hospitals—for treatment of persons
from families above certain income levels.
These levels have been criticized as too low.

[From the Washington (D.C.) Post, June 19,
1964]

To THE RESCUE

President Johnson has accurately percelved
the value of Children’s Hospital to this com-
munity, and he has acted swiftly and effec-
tively to rescue it from financial disaster.
He has asked Congress to permit the District
to spend an additional $160,000 on the care
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of indigent patients there. The hospital's
desperate circumstances are wholly due to its
tradition of treating all children who require
it, regardless of their ability to pay.

The city has systematically pald the hos-
pital less than it costs to care for these chil-
dren; the President proposes to raise the
public payment much closer to the actual
price of treatment. He also proposes to have
the hospital care for some of the healthy
infants, abandoned or orphaned, who are
now crowded Into District of Columbia Gen-
eral Hospital.

But even if Congress appropriates the en-
tire $160,000 requested, that sum represents
only one-third of the hospital’s current an-
nual deficit. The greatest part of its loss
is incurred in caring for children who are
indigent in fact but not in law. The city's
definition of medical indigence is a catalog
of irrelevancies, and it must be completely
rewritten if the hospital's deficit is to be
ended. Very clearly, the city ought to pay
for those children whose parents cannot.
Perhaps the President can find the oppor-
tunity in a supplemental appropriation bill
later this year to provide the city with a just
and businesslike rule of responsibility for its
sick children.

SPECIAL REPORT TO THE BOARD OF DIRECTORS
ON THE STATE OF CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL

(By Rudolph Eauffmann II, president)

The time has come to state frankly and
bluntly that the National Capital area com-
munity, including the Government, must
find some means during the year of 1964 to
relieve Children's Hospital of the District
of Columbia of the mounting financial defl-
cits which are incurred on behalf of indigent
infants and children and which present rev-
enues from all sources are incapable of
meeting.

The alternative is that the community will
lose its major child health resource at the
time of its fullest potential as a complete
child health center.

Unless: (1) The Government proves will-
ing to provide substantially increased sup-
port for the care of indigent patients and
to broaden its definition of indigency; or (2)
private citizens come forward with more than
twice the annual sustaining funds they are
now providing, or both, the directors and
corporate members of the hospital must:

1. Close its doors to all but patients able
to pay for their care, or, if this does not
suffice;

2. Offer its facilities to some larger insti-
t?tti?n such as a university or general hos-
pital;

8. Hand over the institution to the Gov-
ernment; or

4. Seek dissolution of the institution em-
ploying whatever assets it possesses to satisfy
its creditors.

CHILD HEALTH PROGRAM AT STAKE

These rather stark alternatives, paradoxi-
cally, are faced at a time when the hospital
has developed and is offering a fully round-
ed child health program such as that de-
manded by the responsible citizens of most
other major communities in the country.
One of thirteen such institutions in the Na-
tion and the third oldest such institution in
the Natlon, Children's has never in its his-
tory been in a position to provide as high
caliber of hospital care to children as it is at
the present time. For example:

Its director is a nationally recognized
pediatrician,

Its active and courtesy staffs of practicing
physicians in the Washington area include
recognized leaders in their professions.

Its full-time research and teaching staff
supplies a diagnostic team that supplements
and complements the skills of the commu-
nity's practicing physicians and that has few
peers in the Nation.
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Research grants, under which many of the
hospital’'s physicians are developing new
tools to prevent and cure the diseases and
defects of children, now total in excess of $1
million annually.

Its teaching program, under which resi-
dent physicians from many parts of the
Nation and countries overseas, students at
George Washington University and George-
town University Medical Schools, and student
nurses from more than 16 schools of nursing,
injects a steady stream of gqualified practi-
tioners into the life of the community, of the
Nation, and of the world. Thousands of
sick children benefit as a result.

Special organizations affiliated with the
hospital, such as the Child Welfare Soclety,
which speclalizes in keeping the well child
well; the Hearing and Speech Center, which
treats and schools children with hearing
and speech defects; and the Hillerest Center
for Emotionally Disturbed Children, under
the medical direction of the hospital’s De-
partment of Psychiatry, add their speclal
skills to round out the hospital’s ability to
minister medieally to children.

LARGE INVESTMENT

To support the work of this many-sided
and many-skilled professional team, without
which the hospital would be little but bricks
and mortar, the corporate members and di-
rectors of the hospital have in the last two
decades Invested $5,800,741 of privately
donated funds, matched by $2,220,406 of
public funds made available under con-
gressional authority to create the facllities
that modern medical knowledge must have
to implement itself, and to provide the
quality of hospital care that the public is
entitled to and that it has a right to expect.

But, to state the positive side of the ques-
tion, to boast of the professional progress
of Children’s Hospital, immediately raises a
question: Why the problem?

Why, with so much in the way of facili-
ties and medical know-how, does Children’s
Hospital present a paradox? Why is it that
the better it gets the more nearly it ap-
proaches what in the case of a business in-
stitution would be bluntly called bank-
ruptcy? Why must it be said bluntly and
frankly that the institution stands with its
back to the wall?

Stated simply the answer to this question
is to be found in the fact that all costs of
hospital care are increasing and that the
reilmbursement sources for the care of char-
ity patients have not kept pace. Approxi-
mately half of the patient days of care in
the hospital and 90 to 95 percent of the
children admitted for treatment in its clin-
ics are charity cases falling into one or an-
other of several categories. A majority of
these cases reside in the District of Columbia.
In the case of just 40 percent of these Dis-
trict of Columbla charity cases the hospital
is reimbursed, but in part only, by govern-
ment. But the rest, or more than half of
the District of Columbia charity cases are
in effect treated free as the following will
illustrate:

Proportion of medically indigent District of
Columbia children found to be eligible
for Distriet of Columbia government re-
imbursement on admission to Children's
Hospital

Ineligible: “Family unit rule” .. coooo___ 26

Ineligible: Supplemental income from
e iAn Chouse! . Sis s T osiy e 12

Ineligible: “Over income". . . 23

Eligible for Government reimbursement__ 40

In these cases, the ones for whom mno re-
imbursement from any agency or govern-
ment source i8 received, the unfortunate fact
is brought about by the application of wel-
fare-type eligibility standards set by Con-
gress for the District of Columbia, These
require that if the earnings of a ‘“family
unit” or “man in the house” computed col-
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lectively with the income of actual parents,
are in excess of certain arbitrary maximums,
no tax support for the medical care of chil-
dren involved in such situations may be ob-
talned. The maximum gross allowable in-
come level itself in most instances is hardly
sufficlent to cover the cost of food, shelter,
and clothing, much less medical or hospital
care. For example, the maximum monthly
income for a family of four to qualify for tax
supported medical care is $230 per month,

When such standards involve medical care
and when they affect in concentrated form a
large number of patients at a single institu-
tion such as Children’s Hospital, their ap-
plication has a devastating effect on the
financial operation of the institution. It is
hard to belleve that those who support these
standards and implement them intend either
to destroy the city’s major child health in-
stitution through their application or to
abandon the health care of thousands of
infants and children.

Even in the instance of patients who qual-
ify for government reimbursement the funds
allocated provide relmbursement only at a
rate far below the actual cost. Thus, 40 per-
cent of the Distriet of Columbia charity
cases admitted to the hospltal are cared for
at a substantial loss because the rates of
reimbursement for such care do not meet
the cost of care and the remainder of charity
cases are cared for at what amounts to a
total loss.

This remains true although every effort
is made to obtaln part payment for care
glven patients ineligible for support from a
third party. However, even in cases where
some family income might be avallable it is
impossible to hold responsible for payment
individuals who bear no legal responsibility
for the existence of or for the support of a
child. Certalnly it is impossible to repossess
the health of the child to whom care has been
given and for whom payment on a budget
plan has not or cannot be made.

The following statistics will illustrate in
specific detall how losses occur, particularly
on children eligible for public support:

TasLE I.—Operating income and expenses for
the last 5 fiscal years

Operating
income
Year ending— after Operating |Operating
allowanece | expense loss
and free
service
June 30, 1968__...._ $2,656, 317 | $3, 240, 885 |($584, Hes’
June 30, 1962, __ 2, 518, 280 2, 680,080 | (170, 809
June 30, 1961___ 2, 048, 266 2,331,423 | (283,157
June 30, 1960__.___..| 1,835, 2,186, 553 1,324
June 30, 1959 _______ 1, 740, 618 2,150, 641 410,023

TasLE II.—Losses on Health Department
eligible indigent patient services for fiscal
year 1963

Children’s) MAD Units
cost reimburse-|provided| Loss
ment rate
Inpatient_..__ $40.15 $32 | 10,566 | $86,081
Outpatient.._. 10, 55 5 | 26,857 | 149,054

TasLE III.—Projected losses incurred on
Health Department eligible patient services
fiscal year 1964

Children's] MAD Units
cost reimburse-\provided| Loss
ment rate
Inpatient. ... $46.07 $34.00 7,548 | $01, 104
Outpatient. .. 11.13 5,75 | 30,255 | 162,772

But to this loss is added an additional esti-
mated loss on care of indigent patlents not
eligible for government or agency support—
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an amount just under 300,000 in fiscal year
1963, for example.

HOW LOSSES HAVE BEEN MET IN PAST

There is nothing new in Children’s Hospital
operating at a deficit. It has done so, with
minor exceptions brought about by windfall
donations, throughout its modern history,
and presumably throughout its entire his-
tory. After all, it was founded as a charitable
institution. And it has tried to conduct it-
self as one, its board of directors having
been guided by the statement in its original
charter below:

“Be it known to all whom it may concern,
that we, * * * citizens of the United States,
and of the District of Columbia, have as-
soclated ourselves together pursuant to the
provisions of the 3d section of the act of
Congress, approved May 5, 1870, entitled “An
act to provide for the creation of corporations
in the District of Columbia by general law,”
for the purpose of establishing a charitable
institution in sald District, to be used as a
hospital and dispensary for the treatment of
the medical and surgical diseases of children,
where all such may be treated gratuitously:
Provided, however, That the board of directors
may provide for the admission of sick chil-
dren whose parents or guardians may be will-
ing and able to defray the expenses thereof.”

To implement this pollcy, and to fulfill
its obligation to the community as set forth
in its charter, it has sought and obtained
from generous friends and supporters sub-
stantial funds. Also it has received specific
endowments and unrestricted bequests, made
to it because it was a charitable institution.

In the period covered by the statistics
above, for instance, it sought and obtained
annual donations through its annual sus-
talning fund appeal and its annual Christ-
mas card appeal as follows:

TABLE IV.—Gifts and donations from sustain-
ing fund and Christmas card appeal

Year ending— Card Sustaining | Total
appeal fund
$31, 183 $116,446 | $147, 600
27, 608 108, 509 131, 297
75, 806 102, 206 178,012
53, 556 91,018 144, 574
June 30, 1059.......... 61, 828 61,828

And it received in this same period unre-
stricted bequests totaling $837,642, more than
half of which was required for day-to-day
operations.

To meet its deficits it has, of course, spent
the revenues from these appeals. It also has
spent to finance its day-in-day-out opera-
tlons not only the income from an endow-
ment fund of $1,243,479, but also all of the
income from and $445,000 of the capital of
funds that have come to it in the form of
unrestricted bequests.

To sum up, it has been ready, willing, and
able to spend nonoperating income and capi-
tal in the perlod under review as follows:

TaBLE V.—Ezpenditure of nonoperating in-
come and capital for recent 5 years

Year ending June 30, 1963 - $440, 821
Year ending June 30, 1962 .- 389, 080
Year ending June 30, 1961 _____ 407, 282
Year ending June 30, 1960..______ 867, 549

Year ending June 30, 1959 ... 243, 075

But the hard fact of the matter is that
taking nonoperating income and capital from
all available sources into account, it mow
finds itself with only $143,000 to meet deficits
that are averaging $40,000 each month.

STOPGAP APPROPRIATION REQUIRED

To find some way to avoid the inevitable
financial collapse of the hospital, the officers
of the board of directors have taken their
case to the Commissioners of the District of
Columbia who have agreed to ask Congress

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

for a supplemental appropriation of $110,000
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1964, The
amount of this request is based on reimburse-
ment for units of service which the hospital
provided solely for patients ruled eligible for
tax support at a rate somewhat greater than
that presently provided but less than the
hospital’s audited cost of care. If this 1s
granted it will provide only temporary relief.

The hospital is informed that the Govern-
ment of the District of Columbia is pre-
cluded from making exception to the pre-
valling strict rules of eligibility for health
care. Presumably only Congress itself can
order rellef from losses in this category by
specifically exempting the medical care of
children from the eligibility rules., If the
hospital is to survive, or at least survive in
its present form, relief of both sorts is neces-
sary.

INDIGENT CARE VITAL PART OF CENTER

This immediately suggests an important
question which the community not only has
every right to ask but should ask:

Why not send the patients who are caus-
ing these losses and who in many commu-
nities would be the responsibility of the tax-
payer, to the city’'s public hospital, the Dis-
trict of Columbia General Hospital?

The answer to this question also falls in
several parts:

1. District of Columbla General Hospital
already is caring for a capacity patient load
of children,

2. Except under emergency conditions, the
thousands of indigent children who are not
eligible for Government reimbursement at
Children’s Hospital are not eligible for care
at District of Columbia General Hospital.
In fact, without Children’s Hospital, there is
no place to provide their health care needs
under present regulations.

8. Thus, Children's Hospital cares for as
many, and in some cases more, sick children
who cannot pay for their care than does
District of Columbia General Hospital. It
serves the northerly sections of the city for
Government-eligible patients in the same
way as District of Columbia General serves
the southerly sections of the city. It is,
therefore, the other half of facilities for such
care and traditionally has been treated as the
privately operated half of a public-private
partnership devoted to caring for the city's
sick poor children, having been expanded
and modernized to do the job by the invest-
ment of over $2 million of matching Govern-
ment funds in recent years. There is no
“third” place for them to go in any im-
portant numbers.

4, Children’s Hospital has been planned
and staffed and its plant has been financed
to do this job. In fact it was doing it as the
sole such institution in the District of Co-
lumbia before the creation of a children’s
unit at District of Columbia General Hos-
pital. Perhaps it should be compared to an
eight-cylinder automobile; its operation
could hardly be cut in half by removing four
of the cylinders, and it is doubtful it would
run at all in such a condition. To put it
another way, Children's Hospital's ability to
perform the charity task is built into its total
function as a children's medical center pro-
viding the finest of health care for all types
of patients, including those who can pay.
Thus, if the institution remains prepared to
meet fully the child health needs of the
community, it is doubtful that important
savings could be realized from simply turn-
ing away sick children even if they arrived at
the door properly tagged “eligible” or “in-
eligible” which, of course, they do not.

5. In order to carry out the care of the
charity patients at less expense and to pro-
vide a stimulus to Improved care for all pa-
tlents and to fulfill a responsibility as a
complete medical center, the hospital has,
over the years, developed some of the coun-
try’s best recognized training and research
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programs in child health. While the pres-
ence of teaching programs allows the charity
care to be carried out at lesser cost, it is
also true that the presence of charity or
“ward” patients allows a stronger teaching
and research program. A significant cut-
back in charity patients would in proportion
diminish the strength of the teaching and
research programs as well as narrow the
spectrum of avallable health care services.
And, at some point, it could no longer serve
as well the purpose of educating young doc-
tors and nurses. It might no longer attract
and hold highly skilled specialists who gravi-
tate to an Institution because of teaching
and research opportunities thus concentrat-
ing for the benefit of the entire community
in one place a central pool of speclalized
medical skills, If Children’s Hospital were
bereft of this concentrated team of special-
ists there would be little real justification
for its existence. That function could just
as well be fulfilled by adding beds for chil-
dren at each of the general hospitals of the
community.

Thus a speclalty hospital like Children's
is a meld of complex and interdependent
parts. Take one part away and the whole
tends to fall apart and become, relatively
speaking, a nonessential community asset.

FROGRAMS GEARED FOR PAYING PATIENTS AS WELL
AS INDIGENT

At this point another question suggests
itself: Why does not the hospital make more
of an effort to attract more paying patients
to meet the competition of the general hos-
pitals, particularly suburban hospitals con-
veniently located in higher income areas?

The answer to this is that all of the pro-
grams are intended to meet the needs of in-
fants and children in the best possible way
and thus to “attract” paying patlents whose
parents wish the best of medical and surgical
care for their infants and children despite
certain inconveniences of travel.

Since World War II the facilities of the
hospital, including a new main building,
research center and a modern diagnostic
and treatment center (together costing
$5,800,741, 83,680,335 of it privately donated
and $2,220,406 of it in matching Govern-
ment funds) have been improved and ex-
panded because the hospital recognized that
changing times made it imperative that 1t
equip itself to care for difficult and highly
specialized cases in addition to routine cases
that would gravitate inevitably to neighbor=-
hood hospitals. Thus, it has laid the ground-
work for maintaining a reasonable increase
in private patient load. But such a program
bears fruit slowly.

The medical board of the hospital is active
in bringing to the attention of referring
physicians the importance of having avail-
able an institution qualified to cope with
the difficult and complex ailments of chil-
dren; also the importance of supporting such
an institution despite considerations of con-
venience.

BROADER PUBLIC GIVING WOULD MATCH
GOVERNMENT SUPPORT

And, still another question is: Since Chil-
dren's Hospital 1s a charitable institution,
and, since private givers In the Washington
area have proven themselves willing to sup-
port it through their donations and bequests,
why doesn’t the hospital increase its efforts
to obtain more such support from the com=-
munity?

Once agaln, the answer must be complex
rather than simple:

The hospital has indeed Increased its ef-
forts over the past 8 years to solicit funds
from individuals on the basis of a list of
known friends and supporters of the institu-
tlon. The list of contributors now includes
the majority of those individuals who tra-
ditionally and in the light of the trend to-
ward unified appeals to support community
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charity can be expected to support such an
institution in addition to their support of
unified fund drives and their responsibility
to the many other demands made upon their
incomes by other worthwhile charitable, edu-
cational and cultural institutions and or-
ganizations. The next step in any effort to
supplement present private support for
Children’s Hospital charitable work would
have to be either a request for an increased
level of giving by those who have tradi-
tionally supported the hospital or a much
broader, public type, appeal. The board of
directors of the hospital believes that such
an additional appeal would receive much
greater reception if the effort were to be
matched closely by the Government's as-
suming its fair share of the financial burden
for the medical care of the poor.

CAN NATIONAL CAPITAL AFFORD NOT TO HAVE
MAJOR CHILD HEALTH CENTER?

In the final analysis there are the ques-
tions: Can the Nation’s Capital continue to
afford a specialized institution devoted to
the all around medical care of children?
Also, what will happen if Children’s Hospital
ceases to exist in its present form?

The answer to these questions lies at the
heart of the matter.

Of all places in the world, the Nation's
Capital should feel that it can afford to
travel first class in this respect. Children
deprived of the corrective health measures
that modern medicine is capable of pro-
viding may grow up to cause the community
vast expense in terms of institutional care
for adolescents and adults, in terms of de-
linquency and crime, in terms of unem-
ployment brought about by physical and
mental handicaps. Such ills can be pre-
vented if the skills represented by the core
of dedicated men and women brought to-
gether on a team basis such as those at
Children’s Hospital are brought to bear on
a solution to these problems at an inecipient
stage.

This kind of child health care is avallable
and needed and used at Children’s Hospital
now, not only by the indigent family but
by families at all income levels, including
those on the Government payroll, It is used,
for example, by the familles of Members of
Congress and of the diplomatic corps.

The hospital and its various programs
have been selected for visits by royalty,
visiting statesmen and professional persons
from all over the world.

Infants and children in families who may
not even have heard of the hospital have
penefited indirectly from Its presence by
and through the fact that it is training
doctors and nurses in the finest of child
health practice, is carrying out research to
understand and combat children’s problems.

But the Nation’s Capital is beset by many
problems. It may be that the specific prob-
lems of the future existence of Children’s
Hospital in its present form—a children’s
medical center, evolved through nearly a
century of devotion to child health into the
force for good in the community that it
now is—cannot be salvaged in the context
of life as 1t exists in the Nation's Capital
today.

This statement of the situation represents
what amounts to a last resort. If it fails of

, the corporate members of and di-
rectors of Children’s Hospital will be forced
to make such adjustments and to adopt
such solutions as the hard realities of the
situation dictate.

RuporLPH KAUFFMAN II,
President, Children’s Hospital of the
Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, I invite
the attention of my colleagues to the
desirability of the Congress rallying to
the rescue of this splendid institution
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which may be forced to close its doors
unless finances are provided for it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
further morning business?

Mr. McGEE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the rule of
germaneness be waived for a very minor
remark.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Is there further morning business?

REPUBLICAN STATEMENT OF AMER-
ICAN POLICY ON VIETNAM

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, a few
minutes ago the distinguished majority
leader [Mr. MaANSFIELD] commented up-
on the statement made by some 55 Re-
publicans in the House on Vietnam,

I have read the statement. I do not
agree with one portion of it, at least.
That portion is, as I remember, that it
recommended that American command-
ers should take command of the Viet-
namese troops. I rise nevertheless to
say—as I happen to be one of the few
Republicans on the floor at this time—
that I believe this statement, whether
the Senator agrees with it or not, or I
do, brings into play the very debate that
he, himself has recommended, that Viet-
nam should be discussed, and discussed
openly and objectively.

I might also say, without any attempt
to compare this particular statement
with other statements that have been
made in the Senate, that policy in Viet-
nam has been discussed on the floor of
the Senate for months. Some Members
of the majority have been, almost daily,
very critical of the administration’s po-
sition on Vietnam. The majority leader,
himself, has an alternative to the pro-
gram of the administration in Vietnam.

I would not want to stop by making
these comments. I believe that it is nec-
essary to maintain the strength of our
troops in Vietnam, a strength capable of
maintaining our position.

I believe also that every possible alter-
native should be considered which would
be helpful. I would advocate a convo-
cation of the Geneva Conference, not
with the purpose of agreeing to neutrali-
zation, but with the purpose of seeing if
there is any possibility of any agreement
that would recognize two separate, sov-
ereigen countries, and support for the
position, and support against the con-
tinued aggression and subversion of
North Vietnam. Thus could lead, I hope,
to the establishment of multilateral pa-
trols along the borders.

I think such a convocation might in-
volve the possibility, however doubtful
it may be, of staying increased military
movements which could lead to escala-
tion and final confrontation of the
United States and Communist China.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator has expired.

Mr. COOPER. I do not agree with the
entire statement made relating to Amer-
ican command of the Vietnam forces,
but the House Members have the right
to state their positions.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr, President, I
ask unanimous consent that the time of
the Senator may be extended.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so agreed.

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am not at all
averse to a reconvening of the Geneva
Conference to consider the situation in
Laos. I am not at all averse either, un-
der certain circumstances, to a recon-
vening of the Geneva Conference of 1954
covering the situation in Vietnam and the
other parts of what used to be known as
French Indochina. But I certainly can-
not imagine the Senator from Kentucky,
with his wide experience as a diplomat,
as a member of the State Department,
and as a member of the U.S. delegation
to the United Nations, agreeing to a pro-
posal which would make that a war un-
der direct American military command
and control in a foreign country.

Mr. COOPER. I just said that I did
not agree with such a suggestion. I said
that the majority leader took occasion
to criticize the proposal, which I do not
agree with; but I must say that almost
every day Senators, on his side, are dis-
aigreeing with the administration posi-
tion.

l\gr. MANSFIELD. The Senator is cor-
rect.

Mr. COOPER. The majority leader
himself has offered alternatives, con-
structive proposals, I believe that alter-
natives should be constructive.

Mr. MANSFIELD. AsI said in my re-
marks, I welcome discussion. All I hope
is that the discussion will be construc-
tive. I do not care for opposition on the
part of either Republicans or Democrats
for the sake of opposition. If a Sena-
tor is going to oppose, he should come
forth with a constructive alternative, if
he finds fault with a policy which the Na-
tion has in effect at the time he makes
his remarks or offers his solution.

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

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. JAVITS. I wish toaddress myself
to the subject under discussion. I am
grateful to the majority leader for re-
maining while I do so. It is interesting
that the report of the task force on the
part of the Republican Party in the
House is side by side with the report of
Ambassador Lodge to the people of the
United States and to the President. I
wish to identify myself with that group
which believes, regardless of party, that
we must stick it out in Vietnam. I do
not believe that we ought to pull out. I
believe there is too much at stake for us
to pull out. Also I do not believe that
we should overtly extend the war into
North Vietnam, which has been recom-
mended by some. I feel that while Sena-
tors, as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
Coorer] has said, have every right to
speak and should be encouraged to speak
and have been encouraged to speak their
views, I cannot accept the proposition
that any American President would not
wish to win a struggle in which American
lives and the destiny of freedom are con-
cerned. I do not believe that there
should be any implication in their state-
ment, much as they may differ with the
policy which is involved.

The majority leader has called for
constructive suggestions.
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First, there is no question about the
fact that a U.N. role in the problem is
essential. In my judgment, we should
press for a U.N. role—at least some role
along the borders which are allegedly be-
ing infiltrated, as Vietnam is an inde-
pendent and sovereign country.

Second, there is a complete inade-
quacy of cooperation with us by allies
who ought to be as deeply interested as
we. I do not make that statement in
any sense of remonstrance, but it is a
direction for activity by the United
States. The war is Australia’s war as
much as our own. It intimately threat-
ens Australia’s future freedom and secu-
rity. The war is Malaysia's war. I is
a war of the Philippines. It is also a
war of Taiwan, or the Republic of China
on Taiwan. It also deeply involves
Japan. Those are at least some of the
nations. It is next door to Taiwan, one
of our strongest and firmest allies in
that area of the world. An American
overture of the most urgent kind is re-
quired to obtain cooperation from other
nations in Asia.

Third, the success of freedom is in-
volved. Therefore, the job of economiec
reconstruction in the country of India,
the Government of India, and its secu-
rity against the Chinese Communist in-
cursions—all of these are critically im-
portant, just as is the defeat of the effort
to subvert the new Government of
Malasia. It is critically important that
we make a success in those struggles be-
cause they reflect on the whole position
in southeast Asia.

Finally, I have great pride in the bi-
partisan foreign policy forecast prac-
ticed by Arthur Vandenberg, and fol-
lowed by Eisenhower, Nixon, and the
other leaders of our party up until today.
I am deeply pledged to it. I intend to
stand with it in the policy I have out-
lined which, I believe, with respect to
Vietnam, I am following in the finest
traditions, offered for us and our allies,
and which has also been joined in on our
other side by the late Secretary Cordell
Hull and other leaders, along with the
late President Kennedy and President
Johnson.

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed at
this point in the REcorp communications
I have received from people across the
country who thoroughly disagree with
U.S. policy in Asia.

There being no objection, the com-
munications were ordered to be printed
in the REecorp, as follows:

New York, N.Y., June 24, 1964.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Building, Capitol Hill,
Washington, D.C.:

Eeep up fight against Vietnam flasco,
Your words make sense.

MIKE SPECTOR.
TacoMa, WasH., June 29, 1964.
Benator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

You have done a world of good already by
your masterful responses to interrogators
Scalley and Rawlson on “Issues and Answers”
yesterday. No acknowledgment necessary.

REx 8. ROUDEBUSH.
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San Frawcisco, CavLrr., June 29, 1964.
Hon. WAYNE MoRSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We applaud and support your courageous
and well reasoned stand on American policy
in southeast Asia.

Dr. and Mrs. RAYMOND.

Los ANGELES, CaLIF., June 28, 1964.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Congratulations on your appeal for legality,
commonsense, and peace on “Issues and An-
swers.”

SmoNEY MEYER.
BroOKLYN, N.Y., June 17, 1964.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.

My DEAR SENATOR MoRrsE: The country and
the world owe you and Senator Gruening
a debt which it will never be able to fully
repay. Attacking official U.S. policy is many
tlmes not only irresponsible but impossible.
Irresponsible because those people making
policy have access to information not gen-
erally known which may greatly influence
the solution picked for the problem in ques-
tion. Impossible because the President, Sec-
retary of Defense, and Secretary of State
are always on the front pages of newspapers
and magazines and always on the radio and
television news broadcasts. Thelr opinions
and ideas are generally known. The other
side often goes unnoticed. We do not always
think about the unthinkable. Thus, the
administration can much more easily build
up their support than can the opposition.

This is the case presently with Vietnam.
Here, opposition has been impossible but
not irresponsible., As a member of the Sen-
ate Foreign Relations Committee you have
had access to all the administration's in-
formation—or at least whatever they have
been willing to let you see. Even so, until
recently only the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD and
a very few newspapers presented the opposi-
tion point of view. The first time that the
TV mentioned that you were making speeches
on Vietnam was when a channel two reporter,
speaking on the progress of the civil rights
bill, said that you again Interrupted the
“debate” to speak on McNamara's war. No
mention was made of your reasons for this
opposition. Indeed, the way he made men-
tion of your speech was In a contemptuous
way—as if you were wasting the time of the
Senate.

Recently, however, several newspapers
have, at least, mentioned your name. This
is a beginning. More people are now talk-
ing about Vietnam and when the Senate
takes up the foreign aid bill the Vietnam de-
bate will really get going.

I do not support present U.S. poliey in
Vietnam. I do support taking the issue to
the United Nations where it belongs. The
war is probably a civil one since not many
Communist Chinese or North Vietnamese are
directly involved but this may be debatable.
How important the war really is to our secu-
rity and in terms of such intangible things
as Amerlcan lives and material things such
as money and arms may also be debatable.
But what is not debatable is that our policy
toward this war in Vietnam is a part of the
larger issue of whether we want for our-
selves and our children a world of law, or
“liberty and justice for all” or as President
Kennedy sald in his inaugural address: “A
new endeavor, not a new balance of power,
but a new world of law where the strong are
Just and the weak secure and the peace pre-
served.” Or whether we want a world based
on the jungle law of military might with
“the intoxication of power, constantly in-
creasing and constantly growing subtler, Al-
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ways at every moment * * * the thrill of
victory, the sensation of trampling on an
enemy who is helpless. If you want a plc-
ture of [this] future, imagine a boot stamp-
ing on a human face—forever.” (George Or-
well in ''1984".)

The one depends on nations forever tak-
ing arms to settle disagreements, the other
on an expanded use of international orga-
nizations such as the United Nations—to
talk, to settle disputes by reason and facts,
not force and arms.

At a time when we are extending the
boundary of law at home must we leave it in
Vietnam? Daniel Webster once said that
“whatever government is not a government
of laws s a despotism, let it be called what
it may.” Today, I say that whatever world
is not a world of laws is a despotism, let it
be called what it may.

To you, Senator Morse, and to Senator
GrRUENING I say please continue to speak out
agalnst our unnecessary, illegal, and immoral
actlons in Vietnam.

Sincerely,
Ne1L M. HORWITZ.
BrooELYN, N.Y.

I would also like to take this time to com-

mend you, Senator Morsg, for your stand on

- clvil rights. Few people have ever been as

consistently right on so many important is-
sues as you have been. When history records
these days it will be seen that you were one
of the Senators most responsible for so strong
yet just a bill being passed by Congress.

I would like to pose several guestions:

1. Under cloture, I thought that only the
clvil rights bill would be discussed and that,
for example, there would be no morning hour
or no nongermane speech, even on the Sen-
ator’s time, would be allowed. Which of
these was the intent of the Senate?

2. On Thursday, June 11, 1964 a modified
Ervin amendment was passed 80 to 16. It
added a new sectlon 1102 to the bill, Under
this amendment, if a man commits a crime
and has his day in court and then later com-
mits the same crime can he be tried again?
If originally he was tried for say, contempt
arising under his first crime, can he, for the
second crime, be tried for the crime itself?

3. Briefly, If possible, what was the Mo~
torola case?

4. On “The Making of the President, 1960"
last week it mentioned your running for
Presldent against the then Senator Kennedy.
I presume that this was in the Oregon pri-
mary. Is this correct and what was the
results?

Thank you, Senator Morsg, for letting me
take some of your so valuable time. Once
agaln, please continue speaking out against
our policy toward the war in Vietnam.
Agaln, thank you very much.

NEem M. HoROWITZ
(Again).

Los ANGELES, CALIF., June 14, 1964.
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE.

Dear SewaTor: I want to congratulate you
on your remarks concerning the southeast
Asla area and situation.

I hope we listen to your advice and bring
neutrality and peace to that area instead
of destruction.

Eeep up your remarks in the interest of
peace.

Yours truly,

GARY ALEXANDER.

SaN FrRANCISCO, CALIF.,
June 14, 1964.
Dear SEnaTOR Morsi: I have read some of
your remarks on our foreign policy in south-
east Asia. I believe you are doing a great
job. Someone in the Senate has to try to
bring some sanity to our policy in that part
of the world. If we continue as we are
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golng, South Vietnam will turn, at best, into
another Korea.

We are getting in a position of no return.
Please keep up your vigorous attacks on our
policy in Asia. I, like you, feel we should
take our problem to the U.N. If the U.N.
isn't good enough for us, it won't be good
enough for anyone else. It takes much more
than money to keep the U.N, as an effective
force. It takes the U.N.s faith in its ma-
chinery, or the U.N. will become just a sight-
seeing attraction in New York and follow
the footsteps of the League of Nations.
George Bernard Shaw either sald or quoted
someone else who said, “The only thing we
learn from history is that we don’t learn
from history.”” The time in southeast Asia
is growing short.

Please keep up your magnificent efforts.
Many Americans are behind you.

Very truly yours,
GILBERT B. FRIEDMAN.
VANCOUVER, BRITISH COLUMBIA, CANADA,
Benator WAYNE MORSE,
The Senate,
Capitol Hill,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sm: I live in Vancouver, Canada, and
heard your interview with Statlon CJOR,
Monday, June 4. If I was a praying man I
would flop down on my knees and thank
God that there is a little spark of sanity yet
in the United States. Everything you sald
was exactly according to facts and your es-
timation as to the solution right now also
squares with the development and stage that
the world is in, re the newly emerging na-
tions and those walting to be born, South
America, ete.

Your interviewer is still befuddled by cold-
war semantics and brainwash. Communism
won't overrun or move into any country, no
matter how small, until the present way of
life has broken down and the people them-
gelves want a change. I'm afrald time is
running out on us and we need many more
volces like yours with courage and under-
standing to let their fellow Americans real-
ize that they do not have this holy mission
bestowed upon them to force their way of
life on the rest of the world. It wasn't
humanly possible to make more blunders
and mistakes than U.S. internal and forelgn
policy has and if they pursue this line, we
surely face annihilation.

Once more the thanks of many, many
thousands of Canadians and surely men of
good will all over the world for your brave
stand against such great odds,

Very sincerely yours,
Mr. E, ENGLE.
AvgowNac, MicH., June 10, 1964.

Dear SENATOR MoORsE: I compliment you on
your true and courageous statements re:
our activities In Vietnam, Cambodia, Laos,
ete., today.

It is many a day believe me since we have
heard a Senator in U.S. Congress stand up
and tell the truth as you did.

It is a terrible thing when any people can

no longer trust their government to tell the
truth. We are being lied to all along the
line.
Scully's argument was really something to
behold—i.e., that we should not take the
time to take on disgraceful adventure In
Vietnam, etc., to the United Nations as that
would give “the Communists time to take
over.”

If the people of Vietnam think commu-
nism more suitable to their needs than our
famous “free enterprise” which is a polite
name for monopoly today, then all our
viclous war against those poor people will
never change their minds but will only
strengthen their hatred of United States as
indeed it should.

Beully’s assertion that we have not vio-
lated our international agreements was
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slckening and idiotic—he can lie so brazenly
because he knows how brainwashed the
average American is by monopolistic control
of all means of communications,

As for that pathetic creature, Stevenson,
how can you adequately express the con-
tempt any citizen can feel for him?

But thoughtful people are profoundly
thankful for men like you and Senator
GrRUENING and a few others (how pitifully
few) and I'll bet your words today will be
heard around the world.

More power to you my dear sir, if we sur-
vive as a nation with any self-respect at all
it will be because of men like you, not little
bootlickers like Adlal Stevenson, What a
figure he cuts before the U.N.

In sincere appreciation of your honest ef-
forts on behalf of country.

D. FLorENCE FacG.

SANTA BARBARA, CALIF.
Senator MoRSE.

Dear SenaTOR: I enjoyed your viewpoint on
Vietnam on “Face the Nation.”

Would like to see you appear on other net-
works.

Mrs. EATHERINE BERMAN,
BaAN FRANCISCO, CALIF.,
June 16, 1964.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DeArR SENATOR MoORSE: I should like to
thank you for the fine stand you have taken
on the Vietnam situation that we are now
unfortunately involved in. To begin with,
our Government (or CIA) has no right in-
fringing on other people’s rights of self-de-
termination. Then, to claim that there are
foreign invaders, that the people ask for
defense, and to go ahead and perpetuate a
war fraught with dictatorships, torture, lies,
and misinformation to the American people
is a terrible disgrace. Please continue your
fine work.

SBincerely,
DrEW LANGSNER.
BanTA MoNICA, CALIF.,
June 15, 1964.
Benator WAYyNE MoRsE,
Senate Office Building,

Washington, D.C.

Hown. SEnATOR MoORSE: We fully support
your views as expressed on “Face the Nation"
with regard to the war we are conducting
against South Vietnam. We believe that in
view of the pressures exerted for our Govern-
ment greater participation in South Vietnam
(as witness program of June 14, Marguerite
Higgins, etec.), 1t 1s imperative that you re-
peat your talk on TV in the very near future
before we as a nation become embroiled
beyond recall in a nuclear all-out war,

In profound appreciation for your hu-
manity and sanity.

Respectfully,
PHILADELPHIA, PA.,
June 27, 1964.

Dear SENATOR MORSE: I admire the moral
patriotic stand you have taken on the dirty
little war In Indochina, Long may you
teach the people.

Mrs. G. BLooM,

James DUGAN,

MooresTOWN, N.J.
Dear Mg, Morse: I heard your broadcast
on ABC radio June 28 and am in agreement
with your thoughts on the Vietnam situa-
tlon. I support your efforts to advance your
foreign policy philosophy and as a private
citizen will be glad to ald you in any way I
can.
Sincerely,
Emarre M. Smrre.

Dear Sewaror: I listened to you on the
TV program today, You were great. Now
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if you could be seen by more people on TV
or be quoted in the managed press.

With best wishes.

Zack KoRN.
ANDOVER, Mass.,
June 29, 1964.

Dear SEwnATOR MoRseE: Do keep plugging
for meeting at United Nations to help keep
the peace.

Very truly,
Eprra KITCHIN.

P.S.—Saw you on TV last night.

JuNE 28, 1964.

DEear SENATOR MoORSE: As a former resident
of the Pacific Northwest I am proud to con=
gratulate you on your civilized stand on the
Vietnam war.

Regards,
D. S. HERSEOWITZ.
NEwTON PUEBLO, COLO.

Bir: Admiring your talk on today's pro-
gram, please keep up the good work., It was
with the keenest appreciation that I listened
to you. Somebody has to speak out and trust
you will continue to do so. I'm no pacifist
nor the other way either although I have 10
years’ service under my belt, I see no earthly
use of sending more troops to Salgon or any
other place over there.

J. E. WICKERYOU.
JuNE 25, 1964.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

I listened to your interview with Nancy
Dickersen of NBC's “Today"” program this
morning—subject of “The War in Vietnam,"
and I want to say my husband and I agree
with every word you spoke.

More power to you and may you have some
influence to stop our country from trying
to police the entire Asian Continent.

We can't dictate to our neighbors and I
think as a country (of which we are proud)
we should quit trylng to dictate the policles
of other nations.

Mrs. WM. SCHUCHART.

DEARBORN, MICcH., June 26, 1964.
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE,
The U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.

Dear SEnaTOR MoRrsSE: May we congratulate
you on your stand on South Vietnam. We
listened to you on the “Today” show and
also FrRaNnk CHURCH with the opposite view.
We need more people like you to point the
way back to our country's basic principles
and our Constitution, especially to younger
people in public office—FraNK CHURCH. Our
Constitution perhaps should be read in its
entirety to each Senator every 6 months
or so.

We are with you all the way too on the
fallure of the United States to utilize the
United Natlons. Most smaller nations and
most Americans probably wonder why it
hasn't been used.

Congratulations again and best wishes
for great success in your stand.

Sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs. Ra¥ E. GOEBORO.
PITTSBURGH, PA.,
June 27, 1964.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR Morse: I have been wanting
to congratulate you for quite some time con-
cerning your enlightened opinions on foreign
policy. I certainly hope you continue to
work as effectively as you know how towards
a more realistic Vietnam policy, and other
policles,

It i1s a pleasure to read your speeches in
various magazines. Itlisindeed a shame that
the newspapers don’t hardly give you any
coverage.
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You have my deepest gratitude for your
courageous work.
Sincerely yours,
STEPHEN FREEMAN,

SANTA BARBARA, CALIF,,
June 27, 1964.

DEArR SENATOR MoRrse: We hope you keep
pounding away at the idea of bringing the
Vietnam situation before the United Nations.

I am occasionally asked to speak before
groups on behalf of the U.N. The question
that is often put to me—even by U.N. skep-
tics—is:

Here is a threat to world peace.
U.N. at least discuss the issue?

My best wishes.

Can't the

D. L. MARTIN.
JUNE 22, 1964.

DEeAR SENATOR Morse: I am very much in
agreement with the stand you took with re-
gard to the war in Vietnam.

I doubt very much if we are making any
true friends there in Vietnam and around
the world by our presence there. Many peo-
ple are shocked by our indiscriminate bomb-
ing with napalm and threats of atomic war-
fare. We have defended the tyranny of Diem
and bought our way in at that. The people
are tired of war and by our presence there
it will prolong the strife and agony for years
to come.

We should remember what France paid in
lives and money for years without any gain.
I doubt if we will get any other countries
to go along with us in this war.

Let's take a long-range look at the situa-
tion. As you have said, the best thing we
can do now is go to the U.N. This makes
sense to me and the only wise move we can
make at this time.

We need more men of stature to stand up
to the hotheads and the uninformed. We
need to make some long-range plans and
“think the unthinkable.”

Sincerely,
Don LINDERMAN.

P.5—I am an ex-constituent of yours, 28
years in Oregon.

MpyNEAPOLIS, MINN.,
June 26, 1964.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SEnaTOR: This is to tell you that we
heard you on the “Today Show"” and we ap-
preciate your stand on the Vietnam problem.
If we had 99 more men like you in the Sen-
ate and 435 in the House with your convie-
tions the rest of us humble citizens could
rid ourselves of our national guilt and shame.

We should understand that communism is
an ideology and cannot be detained with
bullets. The Romans tried to suppress the
Christians and failed. The Christians tried
to suppress the Moslems and they flourished
faster than ever. Now the Christians are
trying to suppress communism and for every
Communist they detain abroad, four Com-
munists in sympathy are generated at home.

For many long years these poor people in
southeast Asia have tried to rid themselves
of foreign impostors and now we, the most
destructive of them all, are in there to ruin
their land and homes. If we don't get out
our Democratic Party is going down to de-
feat this fall election.

Please Senator, more of the same, you
have millions of right-thinking people back
of you.

Yours sincerely,
E. P. LEVINE,
GLENDALE, CALIF,, June 25, 1964.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

DeAr SENATOR MORSE: I have listened to
your courageous talks against war several
times with great admiration, but have not
been courageous enocugh myself to write to
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you. Your views on this unbelievable action
in Southeast Asla and mine seem to be alike.

Not only do I object to sending young
American men there to die, but I object to
their (or our) killing and burning those poor
miserable people of Vietnam and Laos.
Like you, I am very critical of my Govern-
ment, and certainly do not support President
Johnson'’s actions. I believe that President
Kennedy grew with his position as Presi-
dent and would never have gone this far—
even under pressure.

I am not only critical of this vicious be-
havior—not only in Southeast Asia, but
Cuba and South America—I am downright
ashamed of it. But, thank God, in you we
have a man who is not afraid to speak out.
I hope everyone heard you speak on NBC
today. Bless you, sir, and good heart to you.

Very sincerely,
MARGARET DORNHAUSER.
STONEWALL, OKLA.,
June 25, 1964.
Hon. WaYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SEnaTOR: I do not know how many
people, I have heard say amen to every word
that you said on NBC's “Today.” I suggested
we write and tell you how proud we had a
man in the Senate that would stand on his
two feet and tell the American people the
truth about this (Vietnam) situation. Get
our boys out of there, but they all said that
it would be paper for your wastebasket.

This is one thing that could defeat Presi-
dent Johnson.

Sincerely yours,
FreED MCKEEL.

GENEVA, N.Y., June 25, 1964.
Senator WayneE MORSE,
House of Senate,
Washington, D.C.

HonN. anp DeAR Sir: Thank you for your
forthright and courageous statement about
the situation In southeast Asia. We are
certalnly going headlong into something
which will lead to disaster and a war which
can be unending, and become a worldwide
conflagration, What has become of Presi-
dent Kennedy’'s assertion, “that we do not
fear to negotiate but we will not negotiate
out of fear.” The conference table is the
place of wisdom. I am convinced now be-
fore it is too late. Some way must be found
to organize minority opinion on this grave
matter. Can you get someone to take the
lead? Keep up your efforts.

Falthfully yours,
MELVIN ABSON,
Retired.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear MR, SENATOR: A foolish woman once
insulted you by saying you had been kicked
in the head by a horse. If I could offer one
suggestion for the future of American for-
eign policy, it would be: Find that horse and
set him loose in the Department of State.

I listened to your presentation on the ABC
television program “Issues and Answers"”
earlier this afternoon and then tuned in the
NBC “Open Mind"” program entitled “The
Crisis in Vietnam.” In your half hour you
made more sense on Vietnam and southeast
Asla generally than the whole gang on *Open
Mind"—including a Princeton professor, a
palr of journalists (one foreign, one domes-
tic), a foreign policy scholar, and the Special
Assistant to the Secretary of State for Viet-
namese Affairs—were able to achieve in 60
dreary minutes. Particularly valuable was
your suggestion for combining a SEATO
peacekeeping force with an emergency United
Nations meeting, to be followed by a speclal
UN force in that troubled land. Here is a
way for us to oppose a Communist takeover
without resorting to a dime-store Machiavel-
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lianism that flouts our charter commitments
to the United Nations, defies moral principle,
offends Africa and Asia and Latin America,
alarms our allies, tantalizes our enemies, and
threatens a nuclear holocaust.

Who can tell whether your suggestions
will be followed? I for one am grateful that
they have been given,

Whether this Nation hears or whether it
forbears, keep speaking up. Robert M. La
Follette, who came into the Senate 60 years
ago next January, had to entitle one chapter
of his autobiography “Alone in the Senate.”
A giant can stand alone when necessary.

Persist.

Yours sincerely,
Georce Koskl.
CLEVELAND, OHIO.
Hon, WAaYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SeENaTorR Morse: I am sending you
this page from the Cleveland Plain Dealer to
let you know that there are a good many
people throughout this country who think
as you do about the Vietnam question, and
who back you 100 percent in your effort to
prevent a war over there.

Keep on expressing yourself in this matter.
More power to you.

Sincerely,
Apa N. LEFFINGWELL.

[From the Cleveland Plain Dealer]
OpPEN LETTER ADp AsSKsS VIET NEGOTIATIONS

An open letter to the State Department,
signed by 69 Clevelanders from all walks of
life and urging negotiations instead of
stepped-up war in Vietnam, is published in
the Plain Dealer today as a pald advertise-
ment.

The letter's publication has been timed to
coincide with a foreign policy conference
here today in which the State and Defense
Departments are participating.

“The signatures are of those persons we
could readily reach within the last 10 days,”
sald Sheldon D. Clark, Cleveland lawyer and
initiator of the open letter.

“In my talks with fellow Clevelanders it
was felt that a statement to the officials of
the two Departments at this time afforded
the best means of expressing ourselves as
forelbly as we know how,” Clark said.

Scheduled to attend the all-day confer-
ence in Hotel Sheraton-Cleveland are George
‘W. Ball, Under Secretary of State, and John
T. McNaughton of the Defense Department,
Acting Assistant Secretary for International
Affairs.

Among the signers of the open letter are
Dr. Benjamin Spock of Western Reserve Uni-
versity, an authority on child development;
the Reverend Alan J. Davis, pastor of Alders-
gate Methodist Church; the Reverend Dennis
G. EKuby, pastor of Unitarian Soclety of
Cleveland; Paul Olynyk of Fenn College, an
advocate of a sane nuclear policy; Harold J.
Quigley, leader of the Cleveland Ethical
Society; Jack G. Day, lawyer, active in civil
rights cases; Sam Sponseller, retired labor
leader, and Osecar H. Steiner, businessman.

Money for the ad was raised by those who
signed the open letter, Clark said.

[From the Plain Dealer, June 18, 1964]
AN OPEN LETTER TO THE U.S. DEPARTMENT OF

StaTE—NEEDED: AN APPROACH To END THE

WaR 1N VIETNAM

The United States is a foreign party to a
civil war in Vietnam. Fifteen thousand
U.S. uniformed personnel have been com-
mitted to the battle. Casualties include
American soldiers.

Acceleration of the American war effort in
South Vietnam Invites increased ald by China
to the Communist Vietnamese. Stepping up
the war effort risks the use by either side of
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nuclear arms, Nuclear war offers no victory.
What is the alternative?

Negotiation is urged by Senator Wayne
Morse, Senator Ernest Gruening, Columnlist
Walter Lippmann and others. Recognizing it
takes both sides to make peace, we urge our
Government to initiate a conference of na-
tions to guarantee a neutral Vietnam. We
support U.S. efforts to insure enforcement of
agreements. The United Nations can assist
direct negotiation. Inspection teams must
be free to operate wherever needed. They
can be backed by frontler patrols. The best
guarantee of enforcement ls the mutual ad-
vantage of the agreement. The goal is &
Vietnam whose independence is guaranteed
and respected.

Robert R. Archer, Professor; Raymond
S. Beard, Business Counselor; Margue-
rite 8. Bellamy, Housewife; EKeith OC.
Billman, Social Worker; Evelyn A,
Blackburn, Insurance Agent; Isabel N.
Bliss, Homemaker; William M. Bliss,
Engineer; Edith O. Brashares, College
Instructor; Edwin A. Brown, Minister;
Rilma Buckman, Sociologist; Bronson
P. Clark, Businessman; Sheldon D.
Clark, Lawyer; Lila Cornell, Home-
maker; Marie F. Cotton, Homemaker;
Wendell P. Cotton, Salesman; Natalie
C. Crouter, Housewife; Elfrieda S. Dal-
ber, SBecretary; Alan J. Davis, Minister;
Hortense M. Davis, Teacher; Jack G.
Day, Lawyer; Steven Deutsch, Univer-
sity Faculty; Mort Epstein, Designer;
Gall R. Gann, Homemaker; Donald S.
Gann, Surgeon; Joel M. Garver, Law-
yer; Paul Gitlin, Soclal Worker; Henry
Gluck, Psychologist; Willlam F. Hell-
muth, Jr., professor; Arnold A. Herzog,
Lawyer; Fred Husa, Office Worker; Sid-
ney D. Josephs, Businessman; Mrs.
Harry Kirtz, Homemaker; Waldo H.
Kliever, Consultant; Dennis G. Euby,
Minister; Jerome Landfield, College
Professor; Ada N. Lefingwell, Home-
maker; George Levinger, Educator;
John P. Marhevka, Male Hair Stylist:
Mrs. Edward A. Marshall, Homemaker;
Charles R. Miller, Lawyer; Paul I. Mil-
ler, Professor; Hans F. Mueller, Retired,
Laura Mueller, Homemaker; SBarah B.
Nenner, Housewife; James M. Newman,
Advertising; Paul Olynyk, Professor;
Clyde Onyett, Public Relations; Wil-
llam W. Outland, Order Analyst; Sam-
uel Prellwitz, Industrial Research;
Harold J. Quigley, Minister; Willard C.
Richan, Educator; Eldon P. Roe, Mer-
chant; Marian Rosenberg, Soclal
Worker; Ralph Rudd, Lawyer; Audrey
Sabadosh, Librarian; Nicholas Saba-
dosh, Teacher; Wilmer L. Satterthwalit,
Painter; Vera A. Schwartz, Legal Secre-
tary; A. L. Sherwin, Lawyer; Frank
Spigel, Lawyer; Benjamin Spock, Phy-
siclan; Sam Sponseller, Retired; Vera
Bmisek, Teacher; Oscar H. Steiner,
Businessman; Helen Stewart, High
School Counselor; Edward A. Taubert,
Photographer; Warren E. Thompson,
Educator; Hugh Tyson, Graduate Stu-
dent; Harry O. Way, Bacteriologist.

(This statement pald for by the signers.)

LiTTLE ROCE, ARKE,,
June 24, 1964.

DEAR SENATOR MoRrse: May I express my
deep appreciation for the position you have
consistently taken on the Vietnam situa-
tion? Itseems you are one of very few In the
Senate who have taken this position, yet I
belleve most of the American people stand
with you.

It seems, sometimes, that the administra-
tlon has been goaded into its position by
the Birchites, ete. It can't be good politics
and it certainly is not good foreign policy.
The U.N. may have some business there but
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not the United States. If these people are to
be saved from communism what are they to
be saved for? Another Madame Nhu?

In our country’s foreign policy does every
other country have to be either capitalist
or Communist? What's wrong with letting
them decide. If they decide to try some
socialistic form of government then that is
their business. I simply cannot subscribe to
the thinking that our system is synonymous
with right and that their system is synony-
mous with wrong. Why do we want to
keep on being ugly Americans in the eyes
of most of the citizens of the world? We
have been unsuccessful in making law-abid-
ing citizens out of Mississippians (and oth-
ers). Who do we think we are in telling
southeast Asia how to live? A war there
may never be lost but it is certain it would
never be won.

Please continue to do all in your power
to let the President and others in positions of
responsibllity know what you think is right
for America during these times.

In appreciation,
TeD H. CRABTREE,

P.5S—My typing is at least as good as my
spelling.

ALLEGAN, MIicH., June 26, 1964.
Benator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Desar SeNaTorR Morse: Have seen you
many times on TV but the issue of the Viet-
nam war June 25 was right to the point; we
are all with you here. Why do they use this
issue as a political football during this elec-
tion campaign? We are certainly losing
ground that all America was founded omn.
Don't we have enough red-blooded American
Senators that would take a stand with you?
Have you ever thought of running for the
Presidency? I believe you would do a good
job for us—would like to see more of you on
TV.

Sincerely,
MARIE C. SMITH.
JUNE 25, 1964,
Dear SenaToR Morse: You are right in
everything you said about the war in Viet-
nam. This is a United Nations and SEATO
problem—not ours. We have no business
policing Asia, My son is over there and I
want him home. I hope you win your point
and I am not alone. I can produce dozens
of families that feel as I do. We are stick-
ing our nose into other people's troubles and
have enough of our own. God bless you.
PATRICIA M, FRAZER.
P.8.—I saw you on “Today Show” this a.m.
You were wonderful but makes my heart
bleed to think of another war.
BrooKLYN, N.Y., June 25, 1964.
Dear SEnNATOR MoORSE: So many of my
friends and I want to commend you on your
stand on “our” war in Vietnam and Laos.
There is enough to work for here at home
besides interfering in civil wars on the other
side of the world,
Keep up the good work.
With best wishes,
Bincerely,
Mrs. FRANCES G. BERLIN.
June 25, 1964,
Dear SENaTOR MoORSE: Your appearance on
the “Today"” show, Thursday, June 24 was
sensational. I wish every man and woman
in America could have heard you. In the
past I have seldom agreed with you, but to-
day I stood up at my breakfast table and
cheered. Thank you, sir.
Mrs. E. J. KESSLER.

JUNE 26, 1064.
Senator MogrsE.
Dear Sm: After hearlng you talk on the
“Today" show, June 25, I just want to tell you
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what you sald makes sense in my opinion.
I hope and pray that more Congressmen take
the same position.

On the “Today"” show they announced after
your interview that Senator CHUrcH would
be on the next day to give a different view
of the situation but after hearing Senator
CaURcH this morning it seems to me that
he has just about the same opinion of the
situation in southeast Asia that you have.
With all the problems in this country that
we don't seem to be able to cope with I don't
think we should be over on the other side
of the world trying to solve problems,

Jack Lescoulie on the “Today” show sald 1t
was surprising to him that people didn't
seem to know or care about this problem we
have taken on as ours in southeast Asia, of
course those are not his exact words but that
was the general idea he was talking about.
It is a shame that more of our people can-
not be awakened to the need to be actively
interested in what their lawmakers are doing.
I am very thankful to the “Today' show for
trying to help in this matter.

Sincerely,
Mrs. GLADYS BRANDHUBER.

San DieGo, CALIF.,

June 24, 1964.
Senator WAYNE MoRSE,

Washington, D.C.

Dear SEnaTOrR Morse: I agree with your
position opposing the present involvement
of the United States In Southeast Asia and
further extension of such involvement.

I urge you to carry your opposition and
viewpoint aggressively to the people via every
means of communication possible. It is only
such volces as yours that can prevent the
United States from further violation of in-
ternational law and treaties.

Respectfully yours,
D. W. MILLER.
MINNEAPOLIS, MINN., June 24, 1964,

My Dear SENATOR Morse: I wish to express
my sincere gratitude for your courageous
efforts in opposing our Government’s policy
in South Vietnam.

Your vocal expressions are the only opti-
mistic note in this unbelievable mess.

Mrs. ALLAN F. SKLADER.
GRAND HAVEN, MICH.,
June 24, 1964.
Hon. Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sim: I surely agree with your talk
over the “Today"” program on the talk you
gave over the air. You are a 100-percent
American and you are certainly right on your
Red China stand.

Stop and think what it will mean to have
any war of any kind.

EKeep up the good work.

Respectfully yours,
RoperT L. DIck.

PLAINFIELD, N.J.
BSenator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sm: I heard you this morning on
“Today” and I think you are absolutely right,
It is an outrage to send our boys to be killed
in Asia. We stick our noses in too many
countries and the money we pour into Com-
munist countries is outrageous. If I had a
son, I think I would rather he died a natural
death than to send him to Vietnam. Do keep
up your work and try and curb the ridiculous
spending of life and money outside of the
United States.

Sincerely,
HELEN STIRTSMAN.

P.S.—My husband was mayor of Plainfield
in 1929 and judge of the district court; were
he alive, he would agree with you.
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CrEvVELAND, OHIO,
June 24, 1964.
Senator WaAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DeAr SENATOR MorsE: My husband and I
have just finished listening to you on the
“Today"” television show. We are so grateful
to find we still have a statesman in our Gov-
ernment, and not just all Individuals striv-
ing for their own political gain.

I have never been able to understand why
the world seemed to condone the fact that
we got up in arms when Cuba based another
country's w: machinery on Cuba’s
soll, when the United States is parked on
practically everyone’s doorstep. This to me
is just not fair reasoning.

We have two sons serving in the Armed
Forces at the present time. One a young
ensign on the U.8.8. Dominant, in the Medi-
terranean, and the other a private first class,
in Germany. Our young next door neighbor
is now in Valley Forge Hospital from injuries
received in Vietnam, so these scattered “bon-
fires” are very real to us.

If there is anything that you know of that
average citizens can do to help you get this
problem into the United Nations and on Into
the right channels, we shall be very glad to
help.

‘I‘ri‘:\ank you again for sharing your en-
lightened wisdom with us.

Very truly yours,
EKATHRYN BROADMAN
Mrs. David Broadman.

ExCELSIOR, MINN., June 25, 1964.
Hon. WayNE E. MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

My Dear SEnATOR Morse: I just want to
tell you how gratifying it was to hear your
brave words on the “Today"” program this
morning. I agree with every word you sald,
and I only wish that your voice could reach
the White House and the State Department.

Sending General Taylor as Ambassador to
Vietnam is certainly not a step toward peace.

Sincerely,
Mrs, PauL F. KIEsgL,

WiTEEE, Wis., June 25, 1964.
Senator W. MoORsE,
U.S. Senate.

Dear SENATOR Morse: I have just heard
your wonderful talk on the “Today"” program
over NBC, I heartily agree that our boys
should not be in Vietnam. A little 4-year-
old said to me “if you vote for a Democrat it
means war.” How can we change that plc-
ture and idea? I have voted Democratic since
F.D.R. and I would like to be proud of my
party, but how when we do the things that
you outlined in your talk. May you have the
courage, money, and stamina to keep airing
these views.

My heart is in this. I have a son leaving
for Eorea in July.

Sincerely,
Mrs. MARTIN EESKIMAKI,

UNIVERSITY OF PITTSBURGH,
Pittsburgh, Pa., June 25, 1964.

DeAr SENATOR MoRrsE: I have a feeling that
yours must be a bitter and lonely lot—now
in the first aftermath of the Aslan crisis
and your sublime response to it. I put these
few words on paper because I hope to dilute
by an infinitesimal amount the abuse prob-
ably inflicted on you. I hope that you un-
derstand that at least in the academic com-
munities that you are a prophet with honor,
Also that yours is not the ephemeral kind
that comes and goes with political cam-
paigns. It is of the type that will be deeply
engraven in the records of the history of
our times. I do not and cannot speak for
the existing guild of historians, but I have
sufficlent experience to know that if there
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is a future—better than radioactive debris,
you will be recorded as one of its major
achievers, You may be pleased to know
that at least among my colleagues, each
new crisis evoked by our insane stance leads
us to say, almost instinctively that "‘Sen-
ator Morse will take a stand.”

I with that there was some simple, direct
way to convey to you the admiration that
I feel for your discharge of your high office.
Were I a deeply religious person, it could
be put as: “Thank God for Wa¥YNE MORSE."”
As it 1s, there is only the statement, the
historians will write your name in the lot
of those who deserved the most of the coun-
trymen.

Respectfully,
RoperT G. COLODNY,
Associate Professor, History.
Fort WAYNE, IND.,
June 25, 1964.
SBenator WayneE Mogse.

Dear Sm: Heard part of your discussion
of South Vietnam and southeast Asia and
TV this morning in answer to questions by
newscasters.

Most erudite, most reasonable, most log-
fcal, and factual discussion I have heard
and the most authoritative devold of emo-
tionalism and politics.

It was also a brave explanation. You
will be accused of everything and a lesser
light might even be accused of alding the
Communists if he had sald the things you
did.

Also, your solutions are based on the
Christian spirit of which our country boasts.

I want to say that I wish we had more
men and women fearless enough and intel-
ligent enough and moral enough to fight
for the things In southeast Asia and our
role there as you have done.

Sincerely,
JoHN CoNLEY, M.D,
HiINsDALE, ILL,, June 25, 1964.
Hon. Senator MoRsE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SenaTor Morse: Congratulations on
your position and public statement relative
to the Vietnam situation.

It is indeed disturbing in time of peace,
in a country in which “only Congress shall
declare war,” to have our Communist rid-
dled State Department “arrange the war,”
as I firmly believe they also did with Japan
prior to Pearl Harbor.

Is China such & threat to Russia that our
pink darlings feel that it is our duty to
take them “off the hook,” or are they afrald
that if Russia became entangled with China,
that the Red satellites may get an oppor-
tunity to free themselves?

For God's sake, do all possible to put the
management of our country back in the
hands of our representatives, and out of the
hands of our damnable State Department.

Again, my thanks for men of your courage.

Sincerely,
GeoreE H. REDIEHS.

Los ANGELES, CALIF.,
June 28, 1964.

Hon. WAYNE Morse,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR Morse: It was very good
hearing you today on “Issues and Answers.”

Thank you for representing the American
people’s side on the war in Vietnam,

With all good and kind wishes,
LuciLLE OSTON.
PHILADELPHIA, Pa.
Benator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate.

Dear Sm: I would like to thank you for
your courageous stand on South Vietnam.
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Most people that I know think it is a messy
situation, but say they don’t know enough to
write or sign petitions. There is a news
blackout here, and your views are not heard.
Continue the good work.

Miss CHARLOTTE GRANT.

PIrTSBURGH, PA.,
June 28, 1964.
Mr. WayNE MoORSE,
U.S. Senator.

Sm aNp GENTLEMAN: According to Pitts-
burgh Press, “Washington Calling,” column,
June 28, 1964, printed the following state-
ment: “Senator WaAyNE Morsg, Oregon Demo-
crat, who disagrees with administration's
Vietnam policy, is getting close attention
from Communist news agencies. When he
sald he was convinced ‘the greatest threat
to the peace of the world is the United
States,’ the Communists broadcast his re-
mark."”

Mr, WaynNE Morsg, when I enter the voting
booth I vote independently of party labels
or tags. But I do say, and have sald ever
since World War I, that the United States,
as today's reading of events and actlons
since World War I, to the present day and
time proves such a charge as most correct
in all details. And, Mr. Mosrse, you don't
have to be a Communist to see that.

Instead of maintaining and expanding not
only our respectability and leadership among
the nations of the world’s people, we as a
nation have, and are, becoming a nation
that is despised and hated by the world’s
exploited, robbed, and murdered peoples,
that was and is being accelerated by the
hour, by and through the “cloak and dagger'
organization—the CIA,

Our Constitution w