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RADIO ADDRESS TO HIS CONSTITUENTS BY
REP, GERALD R.. FORD, JR., FIFTH DISTRICT, MICHIGAN.
For Release Sunday, June 29, 1949

Ladies and Gentlemen:

This is Jerry Ford with your 24th weekly radio Gongressional report from
the Nation's capital.

Both the House and Senate during the past week have been sawing diligently
away on two extremely important legislative matters., The Senate has been
tussling with the proposed labor-management legislation aimed at repealing the
Taft-Hartley Act, and after some verbal shadow-boxing for a couple of weeks,
the toe ~to-toe slugg:mg has now begun. The decisive question is whether the -
Senate will write a labor-management law like the Sims bill, which was narrowly
defeated in the House a month ago, or whether the Senate’ w:.ll approve legisla~
tion similar to the Wood bill, which the House inltla.lly approved and subse—
quently sent back to cormittee.

The Administration is dssparately striving to hold the compromise line at
the Sims bill level, while the anti-Administration forces in the Senate are
fighting for a revised Yicod bill, “hen the Senate has concluded its delibera-
tions on this vital legislation, the Senate version will come back to the
House for further considerat;.i.on.

The House at the same time ha.s been considering the bill for Federal aid
on slum clearance and low rent public housing. It now appears a final vote on
this measure will come either late Friday or lionday, The Secnate has already
approved a similar bi]l which was supportcd by our lichigan Senators Vandenberg
and Ferguson.

The atmospherc on the fltmr of the House during the debate on this issue
is anything but calm and peaceful. For example, on Wcdnesday aftcernoon, 84—
year-old Rep. Sabath of Illinois and 69-ycar-old Rep. Cox of Georgia traded a
fow punches bscause lir, Sabath, who had charge of allocating debate time for
the Democrats, allegedly would not permit iir, Cox, who is a Democrat opposing
the bill, sufficient time to disecuss his point of view on this legislation,

. "~ I am certain this display of fisticuffs supplied more heat than light on
the merits or demerits of the proposed housing legislation., Later in the day
it was gratifying to sce apologies and handshakes all around, for nothing is

gained, legislatively speaking, by inept physical vioclence or derogatory name

callihg.

The proposed legislation includes four rather distinct programs, namely,
slum clearance, low-~rent public housing, housing research for the development
of more efficient and less costly housing construction, and financial assistance
for farm housing, Unfortunately, this is a one-package deal, In other words,
a Representative must either accept all or nonec., Few will dispute the need
for Federal assistance in the field of truc slum clearancc, nor is there much
controversy over the housing research portion of the bill, There is some ques-
tion being raised over the ;500 loans that can be made to sub-marginal farmers
80 they can put their housing facilities in better condition. The subscetion
of the bill that supplements the Farmers' Home Admindstration is desirable,

I believe this to be truc because last fall I porsonally saw how the Farmers'
‘Home Administration operates in our district and this agency of the Federal
govornment does do oxccllent work in rehabilitating farm properties,

The real controversy on the housing bill arises over Title II, which is
the lowm-rent public housing scction., This portion of the bill is opposed by
many Representatives who favor the other threc features in the proposal because
it authorizes public housing in raw or undeveloped suburban arcas and because
it further involves approximately three-quarters of the estimated cost of the
bill, If Title II were climinated thc rest of the bill would be given nearly .
unanimous approval., -As of now, no one can predict whother the bill in its
entirety will be approved by the House.

Thanks for listening and I will be back next week with another edition of
your weekly radio Gongressicnal report,



RADIO ADDRESS TO HIS CONSTITUENTS BY
REP. GERAID R. FORD, JR., FIFTH DISTRICT, MICHIGAN
For release Sunday, July 3, 1949

Ladies and Gentlemen:

This is Jerry Ford with your 26th weekly radio Congr3831anal revort from the
nation's capital.

The rough and tumble, ding-dong battle between the Administration forces
and Republicans continued unabated this past week in both the Senate and the
House. The labor-management issue for all practical purposes was lost by the
Administration in the Senete by the slim margin of two votes on the crucial
Lucas amendment, In the House, the Administration prevailed on the housing
bill, but only after the tide of battle had shifted first one way, then another,
On the all-impvortant roll call vote on the Rees amendment the margin of victory was
a slim five votes,

The vote for or against the housing bill on final passage was not the real
test. Actually, the showdown on this knockdown struggle took place on three
separate votes on the itees amendment Wednesday afternoon.

A play by play analysis might be helpful and enlightening. During the
consideration of the housing bill, Ren. Rees of Kansas offered en amendment
striking out Title II of the ccnnnxtee bill. Title II provided for the low-rent
public housing. The other provisions in the bill included a legitimate slum
clearance feature, provisions for housing regearch and development in order to
cut down costs and for the improvement of methods, plus farm housirng assistance
and extensions of F.H.A, financing. The Administrstion launched its most vower-
ful forces against the Rees amendment Every persussive mcthod was used. The
salvos by the Administration were countered by effective and determined opposi-
tion from those who did not favor low-rent public housing. After considerable
vehement debate the initial vote was taken and the Rees asmendment was defeated
126 to 135. By a subsequent teller vote the Rees amendment was approved 168 to
165

This see~saw battle continued with both sides doing their utmost to achieve
victory and no one could hagard a guess as to the eventual outcome, On the final
roll call vote where each renreseritative was called uoon to go on record for or
asgainst the specific question of low-rent public housing, the Rees amendment was
‘defeated 209 to 204, On all occasions I voted down the line for the Rees amendment
to delete Title II from the bill,

As inevitably happens some members of the House are absent when roll calls .
are taken. In this specific instance .certain absences were crucial, particularly
for the anti-Administration forces. I believe the record will shcw that four and
possibly five members of the House, who would have voted against the low-rent
public housing provision, were in the hospital because of injury or sickness.
These absences might have turned the tide,

After the Rees amendment was defeated by the slimmest of margins, a motion
to reconmit the bill was offered by Rep. Wolecott, This motion to recommit also
would have deleted the controversial Title II but at the same time would have
provided for true slum clearance. 1 also favored this motion to recommit but
unfortunately we were again defeated, 241 to 170,

Beginning next week the House moves its activities from the Capitol building
to a large caucus room in the 0ld House Office Building. We are being evicted so
that badly-needed and long-overdue repairs can be made in the House Chamber, It
is hoped that the necessary repeirs, which were delayed during World War II, can
be accomplished before we convene next January, but in the meantime, members of
the House, the Senate, v1sitors and the press will put up with cramped quarters.

Thanks for listening and I'1l be back next week with another edition of your
Washington Congressional report.



RADIO ADDRESS TO HIS CONSTITUENTS BY
REP. GERAID R. FORD, JR., FIFTH DISTRICT, MICHIGAN.
For Release Sunday, July 10, 1949

Ladies and Gentlemen:

This is Jerry Ford with the 27th edition of your weekiy'radio Congres-
sional report from the nation's capital.

Three matters of consequence were on the agenda this past week in the
House of Representatives. As you probably know, both the Senate and House have
been evicted from the Capitol in order that long-overdue and badly-needed repairs
could be made. As a sort of warm-up or preliminary for the more difficult con-
troversies to fbllaw, On Tuesday, when we convened in our cramped temporary quarters
the House considered the Yugoslavia Claims Act of 1949. This legislation in some
form appeared necessary in order to facilitate equitable distribution among
American claimants of 17 milliori which the State Department retained from- Yugo-
slavian assets frozen in this country during horld har II. By the terms of the
bill, an Internatienal Claims Commission under Stete Department jurisdiction will
be set up and the commission's job is to hear all American ¢leims and within four
yeers parcel out this 17-million-dollar kitty to the legitimate claimants. There
are several encouraging points to be noted: First, the setting up of this commi s~
sion is in keeping with the policy recommended by the Hoover Comission, and,
Secondly, all administrative costs of the commission will come out of the 17 mil-
lion and not out of general treasury funds,

On wednesday the House began work on the job of removing the fog and fuzz
from the "basing point" dispute. The need for this legislation has been urged ever
since the recent decisions of the United States Supreme Court in the Cement Insti-~
tute and Rigid Steel Conduit cases. The fundamental problem is whether the ahsornticn
of freight rates by basic producers of cement, steel or any other product is illegal
per se. The proposed legislation, which has strcng bi-partisan support and which
has already been overwhelmingly approved by the Senate, clarifies the right of
sellers—-for example, cement manufacturers—-in the absence of combination, con-
spiracy, or collusive agreement, or monopolistic, oppressive, deceptive, or fraudu-
lent practices, to quote and sell at delivered prices, to absorb freight, and to
meet coampetition in good faith. The two Supreme Court decisions have disrupted
long-established business practices and seriously injured the competitive position
of western Michigen, according to a number of small menufacturers in our district,

It is contended by others, however, that certain businesses such as
independent grocery and drug stores will be harmed by this legislation unless
corrective amendments are wdded. The proponents of the bill strongly dispute this
assertion and are therefore opposed to any amendments. In the Senate two amend-
ments were offered by Senator Kefauver snd both were accepted. The House Committee
on the Judiciary did not include these asmendments because of a strong feeling that
the law should not discourage active business competition by preventing the meeting
of competition in good faith.

As you can see, this is extremely technical legislation with olenty of
arguments pro and con that would confuse even the best Philadelphia lawyers. The
bill has the recommendation of the chairman of the Federal Trade Commission,
officials in the Department of Justice and Senator O'Mahoney, a strong believer in
the rights of small business, Nany'members of the House feel that the opponents
of the proposed legislation are dragging in a few of the well-known "red herringa"
in order to cover up and protect other glleged interests,

The House 2lso will have legislation before us pertainzng to increases
in salaries for top executives in the Federal government. The Hoover Commission
recommends some increases but the conversation between members omn the floor can
be summed up in this way: Will salary increases mean better and more qualified
appointments by the President or will higher pay simoly mean bigger and ‘Better
political plums.

Thanks for listening and I will be back next week with another edition
of your weekly radio Congressional report,



RADIC ADDRESS TQ HIS CONSTITUENTS
BY REP. GERALD R. FORD, JR., FIFTH DISTRICT MICHIGAN
For release Sunday, July 17, 1949

Ladies and Gentlemen:

This is Jerry Ford with your 28th weekly radio Congressional report from
the nation's capital,

This past week was significant primarily because of the statements made
by President Truman in his Mid-year Economic Report to the Congress. When the
President made his initial address on Jamuary 5th to a joint session of the House
and Senate, we and the nation were told that "the state of the Union was good" and,
at the same time he strongly suggested certein legislative provosals, including s
four~billion dollar tax increase. Last Mondsy's report stated the United States
is "in a transition period" economically speaking and with that camment I agree.
However, a careful scrutiny and survqr'cf the President's legislative recommenda-
tions as contained in the latest report reveals a concurrence in part and a dis-
agreement in certain respects. I cannot, for $nstance, follow the President's
recomrendations when he says we should retain our wartime-imposed exeise taxes
on such items as railroad tickets, luggage, harsibags, electric light bulbs, toilet
articles and many other commodities and services, The President indicates such
taxes should remain even though the basic reason for enactment during world kar II
has now vanished. You will recall that the prohibitive excise tax rates were
imposed in order to curtail rail and air travel and to restrict the sale and pur-
chase of certain items that were indirectly and directly essential to the national
defense. I ask you, is it now fair and equitable to keep these rates at the
present high level? If we do, it penalizes both consumers ganerslly nnd certein
industries svecifically.

A concrete example is the excise tax on mueical instiuments.- In our dis-

trict we have at least two plano factories, a bard instrument company and numerous

retail stores selling such merchendise. During the war a prohibitivs excise tax
was imposed on all musical instruments. The manufacturers, the retaileps end the
consumers did not object, for it was part of the war effort, but now this segment
of our society demands equality of tresztment and I think they should get it without
further delay. If not, unemnloyment conditions in this industry will be seriously
aggravated. I repeat, those are not luxury items; actually, musicsl instruments
are & distinct part of our over-all educational progrem and should be so trested
under our internal revenue laws,

You should know what is being done to relieve the situation. President
Truman szys no action should be teken. Many Members of Congress, including myself,
feel otherwise. The Senate Finance Committee on June 30th aporoved & bill which
would greatly reduce these taxes. Several months ago kep. Martin introduced 2
similar bill to reduce most of the wartime-imposed excise taxes, but the Adminis-
tration leaders in the House have refused to take any action. To force the issue
Rep, Martin initiated a discharge petition which must be signed by 218 Members
of the House before the bill can be brought to the floor for considerstion. To
date about 100 Representatives, including myself, have signed this petition. I
sse no reason for pigeon-holing this important proposal. Undeniably same Federal
revenue will be lost, but that is not a sound argument for the evsrlasting per-
petuation of an outmoded method of taxation which is discriminatory.

Next week the House will consider legislation aimed at giving the Brannan
farm plan a trial run--at least, the Administration wants to give it a fling on a
few select commodities. Actually, the fight on the floor of the House will go far
deeper, with plenty of political implications. The issue will revolve around three
fundamental alternatives, namely, the presently-in~effect straight 90% of parity
program, the Aiken flexible price support long-range program, and the Brannan
outright subsidy plan. What the outcome on this all-important legislation will be
is a hazardous guess. I am no prophet, Next week I will meke a full report on the
House action, ‘ :

Thanks for listening.



RADIO ADDR:ZSS TO HIS CCMNSTITUENTS BY
REP. GERAID R. FORD, JR,, FIFTH DISTRICT, IMICHIGAN.

For Release Sunday, July 24th, 1949
ladies and Gentlemen:

This is Jerry Ford with the 29th weekly radio Congressional report from
the nation's capital,

As indicated in my previous broadcast, the House of tepresentatives for
the past few days has been laboring--and that puts it mildly--over the intricate
question of a future farm policy. Few will deny the basic importance of agricul-
ture in our over-all econocmy and the necessity for at least a minimum of agricul-
tural stability. The statisticians can illustrate graphically, and I should say
convincingly, that our totsl national income moves, upward or downward, with farm
income and, further, that every depression or period of prosperi@y begins with
the farmer.

Assuming thet to be true, the $64 question is, "whaet can be done on a
legislative level to stabilize our farm economy so the farmers are protected from
the perils and disasters of a severe depression without gouging consumers and
bankrupting the Federal treasury?" Cver the years several plans have been tried
and discarded as unworkable, After a good bit of experimentstion, the present
law is with us, including a complicated parity formula and a price suprort system
for many commodities., Few claim it is utopia, but until Secretary Brannan let
fly his "golden goose, all things to 2ll neople" program, no one wanted to junk
completely the existing law.

Zarly this year the Brennan Plan made its initial anpearance as the
panacea or sure cure for all evils., Hardly a member of the House anticipated
_any action on this proposal by the Congress during this session. Instead, it was
generelly assumed the Committee on fgriculture was to propose corrective amendments
to the present lsw in order to obviate for example re-occurrences of the potato
fiasco of recent years. Somehow, signals were missed and the House was presented
with a trisl run of the Brannan Plan,

During the debate, Sceretary Brannan's proposal was logically and un-
mercifully condemned by both Democrats and Kepublicans. loyal Administration
stalwarts led the battle ageinst Speaker Rayburn, who made a futile last-minute
plea for party unity. Sound logic and reason were victorious by a 69-vote margin
and for the time being at least the Brannan Plan is on the shelf.

The Administration wanted a "trial run'* for the Brannen Plan on three
commodities: Eggs, potatos and shorn wool. Rep. Gore of Tennessee, normally a
staunch supporter of the President's policies, ripped into the provosed egg
experiment. According to Mr, Gore, under the Brannan Plan the four million
families that sell eggs regularly in the United States would dispose of their
products each week at the current market price, The difference between the market
" price and the supvort price for each dozen eggs would in turn be paid to the four
million farmers by the Secretary of Agriculture from the treasury with genersl tax
dollars. Wwhat would these day-to-day transactions involve? First, every farmer
(remember, four million) who sold eggs at the market must send to the Department
of igriculture a receipt showing the szle; a second copy as evidence of the sale
must be kept by the purchaser and lastly the chicken raiser who sells the eggs
must keep a copy of the receiptfor future verification when he gets his subsidy
from the government. Simple arithmetic illustrates the red tape involved in just
this one commodity. The four million egg oroducers selling their eggs in one year
would produce automatically over 200 million such receipts in triplicatel

The peculisr thing about the debate on this issue was the failure of the
proponents to show or even claim that the Brannan Flan would work effectively or
thet it would cost less. Neither was it denied that the proposal involved
ebsolute control over a2ll land and production.

The House action wss decisive. The Committee on Agriculture now has the
Job of correcting the faults in the present agriculture laws. This can and must
be done.

Thanks for listening and I'll be back next week with another report from
the nation's capital.







































































































































































































































































