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USELESS AR..Y HOSPITf.LS 

,The taxpayers are now ahead in the fiGht to close two "useless ll ar

my hospitals, but the next round wi take place in the Senate "lhere Sen

ator Potter is likewise prepared to put up a vigorous battle for economy. 

For the past few years the Army has deraonstrated that it doesn't 

need the Army and Ne.vy Ho spital at Hot Springs, Arkansas or the I,rurphy 

Hospit at ':!altham, hassachusetts. The Army has insisted that these 

should be closed to offer a saving of ~746,500, for the fiscal year 1958, 

a:nd an annual saving thereafter of ~;l ,043,000. HOi'leVer, the Der,locratic

contro ed House COLmittee on Appropriations has forced the Army to keep 

these hopitals opened. It attempted to do tl1e saue this year by writing 

into the Appropriation Bill for the Department of Defense language direc

ting the Army to keep these tV-TO hospitals open. 

You will be interested to know that the 450-bed hospital in Massa

chusetts has an avera~e bed-occupancy of 91, and that the Army is forced 

to employ 313 (military and civilian) persons to care for these 91 pati

ents. AnJY proved conclusively to our Committee that it had no need 

for lillrphy Hospital and that its facilities could be used by the New Eng

land Headquarters of the Army Corps of Engineers 1',hich is now paying ~l193-

000 a year in rent for office space in the ston area. Nevertheless, the 

Democratic-controlled cOLmittee, for obvious but unsound reasons, decided 

to force the Army to ",raste uplJards of a million dollars a year on the two 

installat 

I led a ,.inority report on lithe us ss hospitals il and was prepared 

to argue the case on its merits before the House. HOi-Jever, under the 

Rules of the House of Representatives, there may be no legislation in an 

appropriation bi In the consideration of the Defense Appropriation 

Bill last week, I raised a point of order that the provision forcing the 

Army to operate se tvlO hospitals was legi ion in an appropriation 

bill and contrary to existing law. 

After presenting my arguments to the Chairuan, he ruled that the lan

guage in the bill VlaS slation in that it imposed upon a department of 

Governuent an affiruative and mandatory requirement not required by law. 
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As a result, the provisions directing the Army to operate the hospitals 

was eliminated from the bill and the Army will not be required to Llain

tain them after June 30. Savings--Dl million annually. 

Senator Potter has assured me that he \!Ifill vigorously oppose any ef

fort in the Senate to restore the provision requiring this l'\fasteful ex

penditure. 

DEFE~SE DEPhR~~NT CUTTING BUSINESS ACTIVITY 

The Defense DepartQent gave the green light on April 19th to 155 more 

discontinuances and 8 Llore curtailments of commercial and industrial acti

vities. 

Added to 285 activities already discontinued, 47 in proce~s of dis

continuance, 65 curtailed and 2 in process of curtailr,lent, this makes a 

total of 562 instances lli1ere competition with private business by the 

Armed Services has been, is beinL, or Hill be ended or lessened. Secre

tary of Defense Wilson in the past 4 1/2 years has done an excellent job 

in getting the Armed Forces to stop competing with s;;lall business. 

HOOV~:;R COi. ,LISbIJN SAVIl~GS $2 J1 BILLION 1"ARK 

Savings totaling ~2, 818,000,000 l.Jere claimed Ijay 20 as proof of the 

value of the Hoover Commission recommendations. 

Chairman Clarence Francis of the Citizens Committee for the Hoover 
" 

Report said that adoption of proposals of the First Hoover Cor:unission led 

to budgetary economies of 02,337,900,000. So far, he said that his com

.nittee had traced savinGs of <.;4$0,100,000 due to recommendations of the 

Second Hoover Commission--although only 39 per cent of the Second COlnmis

sion's 314 recomuendations have been adopted and that some have been put 

into effect teo recently to yield significant savinLs. 

In connection l.dththis, it should be noted that the Eisenhower Ad

uinistration is r,laking every effort to implement Hoover Commission recom

uendations. The Executive Branch has accepted wholly or partially 73.8 

per cent of the 497 recomuendations made by the Hoover Commission on Gov

ernment Reorganization. 

According to a report submitted to the Presicient by his special assis

tant on [,overnuent reorganization matters, as of Lay 1st, 280 recor.1!llenda

Gions had already been inplemented or were in process of implementation 

out of 367 reconrrl1endations vIholly or partially accepted. 
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June 13, 1957 

'Th~ House"' dr:Represeritatives last week debated a bill to extend Public Law 480 

\,tdteth~ new~llape'rs' ga:.:re considerable space to radioactive fallout. I would like to 

;::onilllent on both items in this week's newsletter. 

'. ": PUBLIC LAW' 480 - Passed in 1954 as par t of Pres ident Eisenhower's program for 

redlictionof the accumulated agricul tural surpluses, and known as the Agricultural Trade 

and Assistance 'Ac t, will expire 'on June 30th, unless extended by the Congress. 

''the program under thi~ Act has been highly successful in disposing of our surpluses, 

in exp~nding old and developing new foreign markets for our farm products, and in pro

vidin"~ f6reigu' currency for meeting some of our obligations abroad, including the pur

! : , ! : , .~ 

chase of certain strategic materials .
• 

Since the fall of 1954, over $2 billion worth of surplus agricultural products 

hav~ been sold to 30 foreign nations. This includes 430 million bushels of wheat, 2.5 

million bales of cotton, 200 milli~n pounds of lard, 130 million pounds of dairy pro

ducts, und 80 million pounds of fruit and vegetables. We have reduced our own storage 

problems in the United States, and have gotten food to people who need it. 

In the implementation of this program, our government is using several promotional 

8evices, including partiCipation in trade and food fairs throughout the world, to encour

age greater sale of American farm products in worldwide markets. Market development pro

jects are actively underway in 21 countries with an aim to the increased use of American 

products. 

The foreign currency received in the sale of these surplus products is used in the 

country where it is obtained to meet U.S. obligations abroad. It is used to pay the cost 
, 

or our military establishments, including housing for servicemen and their families; it 

helps to meet the operating expenses of the Department of 
~ 

State and other agencies over

seas, and it is used for our educational exchange programs and the distribution of 

American books and periodicals. 

Substantial amounts of the foreign currencies are loaned to cooperating countries 

to promote economic development. Finally, these currencies are used to purchase strategic 

materials for our Armed Forces and to support allied military services and acquire equip

ment for our common defense abroad. 



Final passage of a bill to extend the operation of P.L. 480 was temporarily delayed 

when a technical point of order against it was sustained. We trust this problem will be 

rRsolved so the desirable and successful provisions of this program may be continued for 

another year. 

RADIOACTIVE FALLOUT: Atomic Energy Commissioner Willard F. Libby, a renowned 

scientist in his own right, told a Congressional committee that the danger from radio

active fallout resulting from the nucleer tests is very small. While acknowledging that 

tbks ['.re involved, Libby insisted that "testing .constitutes a small risk - very small 

compared to ordinary risks which can be tolerated." Commissioner Libby is a competent 

and highly qualified authority. Other scientists who have been reported to disagree with 

I!e. Libby don I t have all the facts at their disposal as does a member of the Atomic 

Energy Co~ission. T~e Co~ission's project on fallout research is, in Libby's words, 

"0r..e of the most impressive scientific investigations ever made." 

I am convinced from the testimony before tly committee, and we have gone into this 

problem extensively, that Libby is right, that the amount of .fallout is negligible and 

that '-1e have little to fear in this regard at the present time. 

It seems to me that the President put his finger on a vital point when he said that 

there appeared to be an organized drive to disc~edit our program of testing nuclear 

~vedPons. This drive seems to be sti!'1ulated by forces v;rhich haven I t as yet been identified. 

I~ this connection Commissioner Libby presented to the committee a serious and fundamental 

question when he asked, "Would we prefer to run the risk of annihilation which might 

result if we surrendered the ,..eapons \l1hich are so essential to our freedom and our actual 

surviva:!.?" 

I was also impressed with the recent statement of the Director of the laboratory 

\~hich th~ University of Chicago operates for the AEC, who stated fhat fumes from busses 

and cars .2.re more dangerous than radioactive fallout from nuclear bomb testing. Dr. Nor

ma') lIilberry said, "Frankly, I am more concerned about tetraethyl lead being tossed from 

B.Uto exhausts than I am about the present rate of fallout in the United States." 

In the years ahead it may be possible to work out a sound and effective interna

:':ic,al agreement to ban further testing and use of nuclear bombs. However, until such an 

;'.:;':"€e·.~~ent providing fool-proof safeguards can be established~ we must continue to develop 

·:hE. I!'OS C tLodern means for pro tec ting our na tion a:ld its peop le. 



Una IfMUy~~eV~7" 6r 
Congressman 

JERRY FORD 
June 20, 1957 

This past week your Congress:..an (uith some of my collea. ues) attended 

a breakfast at the ~~ite House. Fortunately I had the opportunity to sit 

directly across the table from Ike, vlhere one could observe him most close

ly. He looked in first-class physical condition--in fact, I haYe never 

seen him so vigorous, as we discussea his legislative program. Incidental

ly, as of l-iay 27th this Congress had approved only 13 of Ike t s 19S legis

lative proposals. 

At our table various members of the House popped questions at him, in

volvinL many of the controversial issues before the Congress. Someone 

brou,ht up the budget for the Army, Navy, and Air Force. Ike respo.nded by 

erp.phasizing that he had cut the Defense Department funds by ~~10 billion be

fore he submitted the budget to Congress in January. 

, Another Congressman brought up the item veto proposal 1:!hich Ike favors. 

The President believes there is a definite need for this legislation if he 

is to control the IIpork-barrel ll tendencies that sometimes run rampant in 

the House and Senate. 

The Hoover Commission reCOn1Llendations v"ere discussed in considerable 
~ 

detail. Ike indicated he had pledEed full support to Ur. Hoover and his bi

partisan cOLmission. At President Eisenhower's direction the Execut 

Branch of the Fede Government has accepted wholly or in part 74 per cent 

of the 497 recommendations. 

CIVIL RIGHTS: Last "\:leek the House vtTound up its lengthy debate on what 

ought to be considered as not merely important [islation but as a basic 

.;oral matter: H. R. 6127, !fa: bill to provide means of further securing and 

protectinG the c rights of persons uithin the jurisdiction of the United 

States. lf 

The bill it , a creation of the senhmver Administration, would (1) 

enable the establishment of a tipartisan commission to investigate matters 

Hherein citizens have been deprived of their right to vote by reason of 

race, creed, or color; (2) it would provide for the appointment of an addi

tional Assistant Attorney General by the President to head a Civil Rights 

Division in the Department of Justice; and (3) the bill \'lOuld authorize civ

il remedies--that is, it seeks to amend existing law so as to permit the 



Federal Government to obtain from the civil courts the necessary relief in 

cases where citizens may be deprived of the voting franchise granted to them 

under the Constitution. 

Such a crucial issue as this would certainly appear to the average 

strait;ht-thinking American as one to be treated without political pulling 

and bauling.Sadly enough, this is not the case. The Bill, as far as the 

House was conc~rned, survived the test with relatively little partisan fric

tion. However, as is not surprising, the Southerners persisted in giving 

it solid sectional treatment. The rub is this: the Southern Democrats 

'VlOuld inject into the Bill a so-called trial-by-jury amendment. This amend

ment would grant such a remedy to any private citizen or official who alleg

edly violates the injunction issued by the Federal Court where the court 

had acted to prevent the disenfranchisement of a qualified voter. Ue must 

realize that if used in certain geographical areas in the Nation the amend

ment would interfere ".Jith the protection of one 1 s right to vote. 

Actually H. R. 6127 does not have as its ultimate aim the punishment 

of offenders of Civil RiGhts legislation; rather it seeks to prevent any 

action that might be taken against lawful voters to prevent them from exer

cising their richts. This is moderate, and it is certainly fair. For one 

thing) the use of the injunction or court-restraininG order is perfectly 

normal protection in many Federal cases. The New York Times stated last 

month: "Any official who carries out his sworn obligation to uphold the 

Constitution need have no fear of the injunctive process. 1I 

The greater phase of the battle to complete the enactment of H. R. 

6127 VIill be waged in the Senate. Here one cannot proI.1ise quick passage-

for, as the Bill faces the Senate it awaits treatment by those who would 

interminably delay it, amend it to death, or shelve it forever. One can 

hope that this will not be its footno.te in history. 

DE1DCR1.T D2FICITS IH Pi,ST C~HTURY TOe '~?261 BILLION: A recent survey 

sh0\1s that the net total of deficits for the Democrats 1 40 years in office 

from BuchB;nan through Truman was ~261.7 billion. During 61 years of terms 

to which Republican presidents were elected, including budget estimates for 

fiscal 1958, the net total of deficits in budgets controlled by Republican 

presidents '!,vas only ~~l. 5 billion. The correlation be:t'lrleen Democrat deficits 

durinL, the past century and the huge national debt, now ~;272.6 billion gross 

seems ove~vhelmingly significant. 

http:footno.te
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JERRY FO'RD 
June 27, 1957 

Lest week the House of Represent~tives concluded action on the 

t"elfth of the thirteen regular appropri2tion bills for the fisc81 yeer 

1958, orie:inal bud"et proposals having been so fer reduced by i~htly 

over 4 billion dollars, or 7.2 %. The remaining bill is, of course, the 

DIl-important one on forei;:~n .o::id. It is now in the Ie .isletiye process 

'.rIhere tne pror;ram is !ettin'~ the closest 2nd most seC'rchinE:' scrutiny. 

This week I would like to c'iscuss tl'-fO parti(;ular items in last l.':eek f S 

House proceedings: (I) on flood insurc'lce appropri[1tions and (2) the 

stock-pilin~ of strcte:ic ~aterisls. 

On flood insurance, the 5en&te wanted ~14 willion to fet this p~-, 
L'rS1Jl ';off the f;round. ,i SOL,e 111embers of the House, as revealed in floor 

debate, v,r&nted to ';go along. ii I ~.'as not included amon~, those i..:ho shared 

that feeline and voted c:inst this appropriation. In so doinG, I \'TeS in 

no less sYLlpE'thy for those faced 1!ith the threat of flood-losses. How

ever, a ;;,)14 illillion approlJriation for flood insur:::mce l'ould have meant 

this: the Federal Governuent vmuld have initi8.ted a prOtTam of underNrit

such insurance. In time, this would hGve incurred a potential ;:~5 l::il

lion liability to the Federal Treasury. Furthermore, the amendment would 

have had the Federal Govemlllent paying insurance acents a substantial com

nission. But the nuri'iber of policies sold ~;~fjy not have been sufficient to 

F u<::.rentee repayuent, throur;h prelJ1iulJls, of losses to the Federal Govern

uent. The potential cost to the ."overnment over a six-yeer period cOEld 

then, as stated, ablount to about ,5 billion, and the Tre.::::sury v!()uld hewe 

to tap the pocketbooks of the i\uerican taxpayers for this oblization. 

1>. federal flood in ,urance procrara has 1)8en a lidream'; for years. 1\S 

late as 1951 follmdng the :.:-reat floods on the ldssouri River, the Com

mi ttee on Appropriations rJade f!n exhaustive st:udy of the problem. It Has 

t~le COlamittee f s unanimous ooinion at that time--De):oc'cClts cmd ReoublicC'ns
" 

alike--t11at a ~pvernment flood insurance proGram Has unsound. In these 

tL.,e s 1i11en the Congress is strivinE:; to curtail federal oblir:;ations it does 

not seem appropriate to el:!~'ark on a ne'!tlr scheme '::hich ~'!Ould add billions to 

c:m already overburdened U. S. Treasury. By a substantial ,argin the ap-

Jpro~)ri(}tion \ilTClS denied. 
/ 

..,....-.r:J.~.". 



The second item in this letter is concerned "lith an amendment before 

the House that called for :)10 million to continue the government subsidy 

on tungsten, which is listed as a strate~ic material. Congress has al

rea.dy amply provided for a stockpile 'of the various stategic materials. 

For example, to date the tungsten stockpile has been built up to a point 

where we wou,ld have at our disposal a 0-year wartime supply.
'. 

The proponents of the ~~10 million appropriation contend that money 

mus'i:', constantly be available for the purchase of tungsten to aid the min

ing industry. They argued that to curtail the present program would be 

a serious economic blow to certain areas of the l.'est, and that in time of 

emergency the means of supplying this essential metal would not be immed

iately available. The tungsten mining industry really wanted a continu

ation of the subsidy even though there is an ample tungsten stockpile for 

all puposes including wartime conditio'ns. 

Back in 1953 Congress extended the program of purchasing strategic 

materials to help producers for two more years. During this period the 

Government bought ~187,562,000 worth of surplus tungsten for the strategic 

and critical stockpile. The federal government paid a premium to domestic 

or U. S. producers under this le[isl[tion. 

Then in August, 1955, President Eisenhower vetoed a bill that would 

have extended the program, his reason being: liThe provisions (of the bill) 

would apply to only a small segment of the domestic minerals industry and 

would not reach the fundamentals of the proLram.•••. The interests of the 

domestic minerals industry will be better served by proceeding with the 

careful development of a long-range minerals program than by approving a 

stop-gap measure extending substantial Governm~nt aid to only a segment 

of industry. II . 

In his Budget for the coming fiscal year the President states that 

there is $260 million irlOrth of tungsten on inventory l'lhich "cannot be ab

sorbed ~ithin existing stockpile objectives." 

\lith these facts in mind, Your Congressman voted aLainst the expen

diture. A YES vote would have forced federal officials to buy minerals 

wl1ich are not needed at an exhorbitant price. I am glad to report that 

the House rejected this unnecessary federal spending. 



r~c~~Vm1<eVw 
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JE:R-R'··· FO R-D 
. JuJ.y 4, 1957 

This past "reek your Congressman attended a small luncheon on Capitol 

Hill where Secretary of State Dulles was the principal guest. Quite nat

urally the ten members of the House \-rho viere present questioned the Secre

tary on the progress the United States is making in our efforts against 
'I',' ' 

the threat of ,,,,orld Coumunism. Secretary Dulles was optimistic about the 

continuation of world peace as long as the United States and its allies 

stick together and keep pressure on the Soviets and the Red Chinese. He 

was definitely disturbed that some of our allies and some Americans were 

succumbing to a "soft H vievl reference to Red China. 

The Secretary of State indicated he was making a L1ajorpolicy speech 

on the Red China problem. He discussed with us the content of h~s add

ress and because his views are sound in my opinion I would like to include 

a few quotes: 

tTInternationally the Chinese Communist regime does not conform to the 

practices of c lized nations; does not live up to its international ob

ligations; has not been peaceful in the past and gives no evidence of be

ing peaceful in the future ••..• retains power not by will of the Chinese 

people, but by massive forcible repression ...•. 

"1'Je have abstained from any act to encourage the Communist regime, 
,-' 

IJorally , politically, or materially ..... 1.."e have not extended diplomatic re

cognition .•.. {To do so) i'JOuld have the following consequences: (1) The 

many mainland Chinese ..•. who seek to change the nature of their government 

\"lould be iltlmediately discouraLed; (2) the millions of overseas Chinese 

'.'JOuld feel that they had no Free China to which to look •... (3) the Republic 

of China vlould fe crushed by its friend .... (4) the free Asian governments 

of the Pacific and SoutheClst Asia would be gravely perplexed .... 

ITUnited States recognition of COLlmunist China would make it probable 

that the Communist regime would obtain the sel3.t of China in the United Na

tions .... The Republic of China is entitled to a permanent seat and Itveto 
I" 1 .' 


povler1! in the Security Council ~ tI 

" : \,' 

I know we can all agree that to admit Communist. China to the United 
;. ~- . ; i 

Nations and to give her the veto pQwer would, as far . the free 1I'10rld is 
, '~ j 

concerned, destroy the effectiveness of the UN. 



By supporting the UN and by adopting a policy of mutual defense we 

are waging a strong and successful fight a[ainst the Kremlin. Since 1950 

when our Lilitary Assistance Program was initiated, international Commun

ism has not acquired any land area oraqditional populations through agg

ression or subversion, vrith the sole exceptions of Tibet and North Viet 

Nam, which were already heavily infiltrated by the Communists in 1950. In 

other words, America, by the adoption of a forceful anti-Conrnunist policy 

and by a willingness to iIl1plement it with a pOl'lerful U. S. Army, Navy, and 

Air Force, has helped.tb stop the Soviets and the ~atellites in their 

tracks. Personally, I am proud of Secretary Dulles' record of maintaining 

the peace and keeping the Kremlin and Peiping on the defensive. 

SBA: The Hcuse of Representatives on June 26th voted 392 to 2 to 

make the Small Business Administration a permanent agency and to increase 

some of its powers. 

Established in 1953 on the recommendation of President Eisenhower, 

the SBA was the first independent Government agency created to serve and 

represent all small business both in peacetime and in periods of national 

emergency. 

SBA has four general functions. It will make direct loans or partic

ipate vri th private lending agencies to assi st a small business which has 

a legitimate need for money not available on reasonable terms elsewhere. 

It nlakes disaster loans carrying 3 per cent interest to rehabilitate busi

nesses or homes damaged or destroyed by storms or other disasters. This 

pr0t;;ral.1 we: s of great benefit to Ottm'la and Kent counties following the 

tornado of a year ago. 

SBA, in cooperation uith other government agencies, is charged with 

asslsting small business in obtoining a fair share of Government contracts. 

Allor a part of 19,123 government contracts have been set aside for small 

business in the past four years. Over ;:;1.6 billion has been involved in 

these contracts. 

SBA also offers its services in couns ing small firms on financial 

problems or in selling to the Federal Government~ 

Since its inception SBA has approved 182 business loans in J.J.ichiran, 

involving a total of :,;11,300,000. It .has authorized 140 disaster loans 

in our state in an amount totaling ,,,;1,000,400. Allor a great part of 

1132 government contracts involving :.127,058,000 have been set aside for 

small business in l.!ichigan. Nationwide SBA has approved 6,443 business 

loans and has authorized disaster loans in excess of 060 million. Its 

losses in four years came to :.;102,377, an amount represented by 6 loans. 

http:helped.tb
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July 11, 1957 

BILLION DOLLAR i~ISTAKE: Inconsistent vIi th Congress' struggle to re

duce the budget--and therefore insure us against inflation- s Senate Bill 

555, which would authorize a Federal dam project at Hells Canyon, Idaho, on 

the Snake River. If S. 555 were to become law, it would mean an outright 

expenditure of a billion dollars from the U. S. Treasury and a denial to 

this country of the benefits of assistance from non-Fede sources in the 

development of our hyclro-electric resources. The passate of the Bill '\-·muld 

mean that the development of II ap hydro-electric power" in the Pacific 

Northl,'lest vlith federal funds uould entice industry and consequently employ

ment out of our ovm state, l\iichigan, into that area. 

During hearinbs on the li1atter, it \'lBS affirmed that the total cost of 

the project at Hells Canyon ( for at-site and dOHnstream power) v'lOuld amount 

to ~,i651,800,OOO--.)36 million of hichiRan must.2..§:Y! In addition, 

Uncle Sam t'lould be liable for over :;~400 million in damages to the Idaho 

POvrer Company, inasmuch as that concern has started construction vIith its 

private enterprise project based on a cense from the Federal Power Com

mission. Lichigan's share of this tax ability with its share of other 

losses 'l'muld equal ;,,122.4 million. 

The Democratic members of both the House and Senate seem terrifically 

attracted by the idea of a Federally subsidized dam at Hells Canyon--but un

fortunately they are blinded by this fact: though the Pacific Northwest 

will benefit loc ly from cheap public power, the rest of the states (e. g. 

1.lichigan) 1:Till r through tax payments to finance construction of the 

dam. 

In addition to the actual project-costs (incidentally, they are 

nearly double the estimate originally given by the proponents of He s Can

yon), S. 555 'lOuld destroy the private project nOlt! under construction. In 

1958 this three-dam project of the Idaho Company could start paying 

local, state, and Fede taxes on its ovm pOvler gener:ation. i.!i th private 

enterprise doing the job, the Federal Treasury would·b~ receiving rather 

than spending tax money. 

Private enterprise has constructed 3/4 of the reclaraation 'vlOrks in 

is country, and reClal;lationists are strong b evers in private enter
> .... 
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prise. The whole purpose of the historic Reclamation Act of 1902 was 

to provide for the Federal financing of sound reclamation projects which 

,~uld not be ~ndertaken QI state or local interests. Nowhere in the Fed

eral reclamation proGram is it proposed that the Federal Government should 

3xclusively develop our water resources.. Secretary Seaton has recently 

estimated private and public power needs for the next 20 years at $49 bil 

liorJ.. To find these billions ) and at the same time to meet our primarily 

essential defense costs, it is necessary that all avenues ofassistance-

:1.ncluding private business--be utilized. The people of IIichigan might 't'lell 

d,jrect this question to supporters of the Hells Canyon Bill: tJhen private 

concerns are willing to finance a project--and thereby provide for paying 

off whatever taxes such a project 'tvould incur--uhy should the Federal Gov

ernment step in \-vith a project that ,,'muld cost the public money? 

It appears from recent action taken by the House Committee on Inter...; 

ior and Insular Affairs that the Hells Canyon Bill will not be reported to' 

the House and that therefore it is virtually dead. All Republicans on the 

committee opposed the Hells Canyon project vlith the expenditure of federal 

funds and were joined by several, Democrats who likewise believe in protect

ing the Federal Treasury. 

One important and final word--a careful analysis by the Federal Power 

Commission indicates that the non-federal dam will not be any more harmful 

to conservation interests than the project constructed with tax funds. 

SOCIAL SECURITY BRINGS (~l. 4 1.ILLION TO FIFTH DISTRICT LJNTHLY: Accor

ding to tho Department of Health, Education, and ~!elfare a growing number 

of Kent and Ottawa County residents are receiving benefits from social sec

urity. On December 31) 1955 there were 22,180 persons in the tl"lO counties 

who received social security checks every month totaling a little over ~~l 

million. One year later--Deceml~er 31, 1956--this fiGure Jumped to ~~l ,450

662 each month ,dth 25,397 persons in the Fifth District receiving these 

earned benefits. 

At the end of the past year 14,209 persons or their widows were re

ceiving benefits because of age. But in addition 2,875 children in our 

two countries Here recipients of funds under the survivors insurance provis

ion of the Social Security Law. Likevlise 3,041 v!idm'ls or widowers and 643 

mothers '''lere beneficiaries under the survivorship provision. Nine out of 

ten mothers and children in the Nation are nov! assured of monthly payments 

if the insured breadwinner of the family passes on. 
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Congressman 

JERRY FORD 
July 18, 1957 

A blow was dealt to the Congressional economy drive last week when 

the House voted 183 to 230 to keep a Tlriderl! in the Lilitary Construction 

3ill, empowering Congress to veto efforts by the Department of Defenp~ ~o 

get the Government out of private or civilian-type activities. 

The Hoover Commission foul1,d that' the Department of Defense has been 

operating more than 2,500 busin.ess-type activities such as rope manufac

tu ,coffee-roasting plants, various kinds of repair shops, dry-clean

ing shops, laundries, etc. The Department was seriously obstructed in 

eliminating these activities by the laN 1trhich provided that before it 

could dispose of any civi an-type activities, a report had to made to 

the Dense Appr<?priations subcommittee of the House and its counterpart 

in the Senate. Under that Im'i the t'\rlO committees had to approve the pro

posed:discontinuances. Secretary of Defense submitted in fiscal year 

1955 about 60 proposals for the disposal of military civilian-type activi

ties" On the lift of proposals vrere included a number of cobbler and 

pressing shops, laundries, etc. The group 0:',. the subcowmittee then spent 

nearly tl:10 weeks simply determining 1,:hether the Department of Defense 

should bet rid of such establi shments, involving a minimum number of em·

ployees. It vlas the most complete uaste of time I have ever experienced 

on that subcommittee', hecause under that procedure the sUbcommittee was 

called upon to hamper and hinder the Defense officials in their effort to 

economize and rid the m:.litary of activities which Nere competitive with 

private enterprise. 

\lith the repeal of that mmeces3ary provision last year, the Secre

tary of Defense has curtailed or closed more than 500 business or indus

trial-type activitles. 

The Ii rider" the bill passed last l"leek grants veto power to either 

the House or Senate over any decision of the Department of Defense to ter-

Tainate or reduce these activities which have been in existence 5 or more 

years and employs 10 or more civilians. 

I supported efforts to remove this roadblock to further action in 
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order to assist the Defense Department in promoting additional ecenemies; 

in erder to. enceurage and benefit small business enterprises; and to. re

lieve the Cengress ef an unnecessary and unwarranted interference in the 

affairs ef the executive branchef the gevernment. 

I am cenvinced that the Heuse teek a backward step in this instance 

and hepe that the Senate reverses the actien. 

SOIL BANK 

In my newsletter ef I.iay 23 rd I had to repert that, because ef a 

negative vete in the Heuse, the Seil Bank had been deprived of acreage 

allotment funds fer the fiscal year 1958. Last week \\I"hen the Agricultur

al Appropriatien Bill was returned from the Senate," the Heuse accepted 

its amendment and autherized a centinuatien ef the Eisenhewer-backed 

soil bank fer anether year. 

The Bill centains a restrictien \·ihich ""ould liuit acreage reserve 

payments in 1958 by a dellar amount to any ene preducer. This was to 

eliminate the basis for seme of the criticism of the program wherein some 

large operators have received checks fer many theusands of dellars. 

The recerd~ indicate that the seil bank has been helpful in cutting 

back eur agriculture surpluses. The reductien ef these surpluses helps 

the farmer and will benefit the taxpayers generally. 

POULTRY INSPECTION BILL 

By a divisien vote ef 93 yeas to. 23 nays the Heuse last week passed 

H. R. 6814, to. previde for the cempulsery inspection by the U. S. Depart

ment ef Agriculture ef peultry and products sold in interstate cemmerce. 

This bill as amended will not harm er inconvenience small peultry 

preducers \'lho sell lecally. It dees net, incidentally, regulate in any 

manner the handling, shipment er sale ef live poultry, ner dees it apply 

to the precessing er sale ef eLgs er egg preducts er game birds. 

It sheuld also be peinted out that specific exemptions in the Bill 

are previded fer lecal preducers who. process their o~m peultry and sell 

it directly to. heuseheld censumers er to. restaurants er hetels fer cen

sumptienen the premises. 
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Congressman 

JERRY FORD 
July 25, 1957 

The ~illtual Security Bill before the House last week provided for the 

authorization of an appropriation of ~~3,242 ,333,000. This was a reduction 

of ~;3 75 million from the authorization contained in the bill as it passed 

the Senate and a reduction of ~~622 ,077 ,000 from the amount originally re

quested by the President. Its title as a "I'lutual Security Billll is self-

explanatory, and its purpose is manifold. 

On my radio program several days ago Rep. ~Jalter Judd (R-Einnesota) 

and I discussed some of the justifications for this approach to our nation

al security. In h'ir. Judd's words, "Ue are living on the same planet with 

a group of Cownunist conspirators seeking to change civilization as we en

joy it. II This is certainly the ~ vital issue with l'lhich the free world 

is faced. tie and our allies must stand up to the fact that while we must 

prevent a fighting war, we've still got a 11 cold 1rJar il on our hands, and it 

must be fought as diligently and \'fith as much precaution as though it were 

taking place on a battle field. Our priwary weapon, therefore, is a sound 

mutual security program. 

The House Committee on Foreign Affairs considered the studies and find

ings of several government agencies, held hearings at ~iliich 91 witnesses 

testified, and then i,'ith all the information available reported this Bill 

to the House, saying: tiThe mutual security program is essential to the 

national interest and security of the United States and should be contin

ued,1T 

The Committee made two ohservations in its report: (1) Events of the 

past year--e. g. the Soviet suppression of the Hungarian Revolt--have re

moved any uncertainties that existed a year ago as to the policies and tac

tics of the Soviet Union and the basic need for an alliance of the Free 

l~rld; and (2) our contribution to the free-world defense efforts have been 

sQall in comparison to the expenditures of our allies. 

The ConmlUnists have a direct control over far more territory, man

power, and resources than does the United States. HOI·!ever, our advantage 

lies yet in the fact that we (1) have a superior surface Navy, (2) are 

ahead industrially, (J) 1:Je are bolstered by more allies than are the Rus

sians, and (4) '\:e have more overseas bases. 
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.. It is largely because of the I',lJ:utual Security Program that we have 250 

overseas bases forming a ring around the Iron Curtain. Only two of these 

bases are on land under complete United States control. They are in Alas

ka and Okinawa. For the other 248 bases we are dependent upon an alliance 

with those countries that share a mutual desire for anti-Communist defense, 

and these range'from Greenland to Turkey. Such an alliance provides domes

tic' ,as well as int'ernat.ional security. If it were not for these bases we 

"lOuld be required to build defenses solely 1,']i thin our own shores. 

By spending on the Lutual Security Program less than one-tenth of what 

Vie' spend on our U. S. 1·1ilitary Budget He are able to double the p0\t.fer of 

our OVID Navy and Air Force and to .increase the strength of the ,U.. S. Army" 

10 times. If- it were not for, this cooperative program vlith our allies, the 

cost of our own national defense on 'a IIgo-it-alone" basi,s would be nearer 

~~lOO billion a year than the present :,,)38 billion~ 

Lastly, I,think it is well to remember that this is not a foreign.,.aid, 

give-altray program simply to buy' friends. Actually it is the most economi

cal method of providing for the mutual security of the free world and of 

defending the United States from those v/ho would destroy our way of life •. 

EISENHo\IER BOX SCORE 

Congress approaches adjournment with only 15.8 percent of President 

Eisenhovler's legislative program approved. The Congressional Quarterly's 

analysis of action on the President's 203 requests shows that 32 of them 

have gone through Congress successfully. The 15.8 percent score compares 

with a 26 percent approval score at a corresponding stage of the.84thCon~ 

gress. 

The Democratic-controlled 85th Congress through July 9th backed Pres

ident senhower on 43 (or 65 percent) of the 66 roll call votes that 'pre

sented clear-cut' tests of support for his views. By contrast ,the Democrat

ie ·84th Congress endorsed his stand on 72 percent of such issues and the 

Republican 83rd Congress on 83 percent of them. 

AGRICULTURAL YEARBOJKS 

I still have on hand in my office several copies of the Departm~nt of 

Agriculture yearbooks for the years 1954, 1955, and 1956. If anyone would 

like one--or all three--of these books please write me at the House of 

Representatives in t:ashington and I will be happy to provide you wi tl1 what

ever Qnes you want. 
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UQUi ~Iu!!!VJn~eV~7" 6r 
Congressman 

JERRY FORD 
August 1, 1957 

This past week the House of Representatives had albll schedule invol

complex, controversial, and costly legislation. The decisions in each 

;'lstance, for various reasons, were extremely difficult to make. Here is 

~t happened and here are my views in each case: 

bJJ:ITARY APPROPRIATIONS. Earlier this year the House cut about $2.5 

'::!'::'lli'::m from Ike r s budget for the Army, Navy, and Air Force. Although I 

fuvored certain cuts in expenditures, in my judgment a reduction of this 

ITl3.gaitude 'I,lOuld endanger our national security. The Senate subsequently 

:~ncreased the funds for the Armed Forces by approximately ::~900 million over 

the House total. In conference between the House and Senate a compromise 

'was worked out that provided ~;34.J+ billion, which is an amount about one

th._ '-d higher than the House fi 6'Ure but tltlo-thirds lot-fer than what the Sen

~~ v8 proposed. 

t 1 this be sufficient to equip and train our Army, Navy, and Air 


FOln~C' adequately so that the Soviet bosses in the Kremlin will not kick off 


.;:ot,her war, big or small? Uith several exceptions our Armed Forces should 


-.re sufficient funds this year to keep America strong and reedy, and I am 


r;,)~1. ;rinced that Secretary of Defense Hilson, through sound management, \'1ill 

, .;:l. ! lr3't-class job in achieving a powerful national defense program '-lith 

T,:lf'J minimum necessary funds. 

Incidentally, my fight to authorize the Army to close the unneeded 

hosp:.tal l,i.assachusetts has ,been won. If the Army n01tl closes out on this 

1:~a3teful operation, and I am certain Secretary Brucker will do so, the tax

payers t"lill be saved over :,;500,000 a year. I intend to continue the battle 

c:gainstthe same type of \-laste in the operation of the Army hospital in Ar

kansas. 

?OSTAL PAY RAISES. A strong case can be made for a fair pay increase 

for cur 500,000 post office workers and other government employees, inclu

ding those in the military service, to compensate for increased living costs 

3i~ce the last pay boost about 2 1/2 years ago. I will support such legis

lation. However, the bill passed by the House goes far beyond in that it 

provided for an across-the-board increase of $546 per man each year, or an 

11% boost in waLes. The facts indicate the cost of living has gone up 4.5% 
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since the last federal pay raise in 1955. 

The postal workers pay bill approved by the House will cost the Federal 

Treasury ~317 million each year. A comparable percentage wage increase for 

all other federal employees would add an additional $550 million in annual 

federal expenditures. If you add to that a similar pay boost for the Armed 

Forces the total cost to the Federal Treasury is over ~~2 billion per year • 

. Your ' Cohgressman is- convinced the President will veto any proposal that 

goes. far beybndahincreasein the cost of living. This means the bill 

passef by the House will not become law. It therefore appears more sensible 

and honest to favor a bill that is a fair wage increase and one that has a 

real chance of becoming law. 

It is interesting to note that the members of Congress who rammed the 

postal pay bill through the House are primarily the same members who consis

tently fight any increase in postal rates. The post office deficit is about 

~1 ,500,000 per day or nearly ~~700 million per year. If the Congress increa

ses postal pay by over ~300 million each year it means the Post Office De

partment will have an annual deficit of a billion dollars. This postal def

icit as "Je all knOl"l is paid for by every individual taxpayer. It seems to 

me that the users of the mail should pay a greater share of the cost. 

FEDERAL AID TO SCHOOL CONSTRUCTION. The House on a parliamentary man

euverby a vote of 208 to 203 defeated any further consideration of school 

construction legislation l'li th federal funds. The specific bill before the 

House was unsound, but I do not approve of whipping a measure on a parlia

mcmt.ary technicality • 

. Admittedly there is a shortage of school classrooms in the United States 

but the problem must be pinpointed. A good argument can be made that Uncle 

S&m should offer temporary assistance to alleviate that problem in those 

specific con~unities where there is a need and where the local citizens have 

conscientiously tried to sulve.their classroom deficiencies. However, the 

bill before the House would have paid out 51% of the federal funds to 19 

states 't'1ho either now have no shortage of school buildings or will hB.ve none 

by June 1958. In contrast the bill would have Liven only 19% Federal aid 

to the seven states where more than half of the shortages exist. In other 

words, the formula for distribution was completely wrong. It would not have 

helped adequately where the real need prevailed. Until the House Committee 

on Education and Labor proposes legislation that would allocate federal funds.. 
on a need-and-demonstrated-effort basis, it is my prediction there will be 

no school aid bill approv ed by the House for a while. 
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Your'Congres sman 'h a s ' consi stently endorsed and support ed the \,'Jork 

of the two Hoov er Commis sion s toward efficiency and e conomy in the Fed

cral Government. Th eir-record (73. 8'% of t he Commissions' recommenda

tions heving been accepted by the Execu t ive Branch) is 2111ple proof that 

they have served a good purpo se . Howeve r, in a r ecent cont rove r sy I 

have h a d to t ake th e s ide' that would oppose the enact ment of Bill H. R. 

8002 , advocated by the Hoove r Commi ssion . Th is bill vlOuld have th e Bud

get present ed to Congre s s on an ac crued expenditure bas i s. Thi'S "lOuld 

be an alteration--rath e r a " g;i!iillliekll --in the bookke eping system of ' our 

Federal Gove rnr,l ent, 1-!hieh , I"Jhile i ntending to promote e conomy , "'lOuld 

quite probably i nflat e gov e r nmental expendi t ure s . 

The proponent s of th i s bill at one ti lli e claimed i t ']Quld l! s ave 

over :,;3 billion ." j~ctual 2.y t hey hav e not p!:ove!l it 'I.·rill save one penny . 

If this bill be come s l all the "big s penclers " '.,'ill b e abl e to sell 

r,iore eaSily t h e ir new projects a.n d p r o£ r a.lll s to t h e Congre ss . H. R. 8002 

would pu.t Unc le Sam on i n stal lment buyi ng , a fe\'! dollars dorm and pay 

the rest of the contract over the yea rs . It is my considere d opinion 

that such a policy vrill r e sult, in t Ue Co ngr e ss cO L:mitt ing Uncle Sam to 

vast fu t ur e expenditure s . Exp erience clenrly s11o\"!s it is very easy to 

convince memb ers of t he Hous e and Senat e to put u p :::)1 mi llion th e fi rst 

year to initiate construct i on on a five yea r :,~400 mi llion mUlt i -pu rpo se 

hydroelectric project , but t hat on ce t he down payment i s made Uncle Sam 

must contin ue or lose his i nit i a l invest ment . In cont r ast , if t he full 

".'L~OO mil_lion had to be fllade available t h e first year , Congress would not 

be as prone to go ahead . Ins~ allment buying is th e heart of H. R. 8 002 , 

and if the gove rl1l.lent is to save money , it can 1 t be done by thi s meth od . 

LEGI SL.TIVE RLlUlmUp 

T1rfO i te lns came u p last "]eek tha t I f eel deserve some comment. 

First: The pas eaL e of JI . R. 2147 by the Hous e on July 31st , in 

~y opini on , was a r eg rettable oc curren ce in vi ew of the Con~ressional 

c~conomy drive . Thi s bill vIOuld a.uthorize t he Department of the Inter

:i_or to const ruct a dam i n t.he Federa l Reclamation area in San Angelo , 
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Texas. The project, \vhich in a sense belongs to the IIHells Canyon cate

gory,if would cost about ~~32 million--~:?14)460,OOO of which would be non

reimbursable. Rep. John Rhodes of Arizona has set forth the following 

criticism of H. R. 2147 in his minority report to the Congress: "The 

fact that thip project is not an irrigation project but is a thinly dis

guised. municipal water project is further borne out by the fact that the 

ci~y of San Angelo, through a non-profit corporation, San Angelo 'l:later 

Supply Corp., has offered to underwrite all of the cost of the project 

chargeable to irrigation. It is admitted that irrigators cannot repay 

more than ~;4 million of the irrigation charges. As a sincere advocate 

of the historic theory of reclamation, I submit that there is not a pre

sent need for this project and that even under the multiple purpose con

cept of reclamation, this project does not fit under the reclamation 

tent. '" 

In concurrence \'1i th the above stateraent, Your Congressman voted 

against H. R. 2147. 

Second: I have always agreed with the farmers in Kent and Ottawa 

Counties that wheat grown on farms and used for feed, seed, or human food 

on the premises should be exempted from marketing quotas and their pen- ' 

alty provisions. In the Fifth Congressional District there are a great 

many f~ily-type poultry and dairy farms that certainly deserve this ex

emption. H. R. 8456 amends the Agricultural Adjustment Act to exempt 

wheat producers from any liability where the wheat crop is fed or used 

for seed or food on their farms. Specifically, the exemption would in

clude wheat production up to 30 acres for on-farm consumption. 

I supported this bill unconditionally. 

ANNOUNCELENT 

Early in October in Port Huron there will take place the Exhibit 

of Business Opportunities--sponsored by the Department of Defense. Those 

especially interested in industrial and labor conditions in Michigan may 

want to attend this Exhibit. This conference could be most helpful to 

small businesses interested in Defense contracts. 
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JERRY FORD 
August 15, 1957 

This past week the legislative floodgates opened ~dde with the House 

of Representatives considering a multitude of bills. Uith the final ad

journment date drawing near there is always a wild scramble to enact legis

lation. This session is running true to form. Although impractical, it is 

often said in Capitol cloakrooms--the public and Congress would be better 

off if no bills were approved in the dying days of a Co~gressional session. 

It can be emphatically stated that the House and Senate in an adjournment 

atmosphere do not as fully consider and debate proposals as is normally the 

case. R~ther than be placed in this situation, it would be far wiser for 

the Congress eith~r to forget about adjournment or put over bills ~~til the 
I ' ~ 

next session. 

In addition to the 30 or more bills approved on the consent calendar 

and a score of private bills, here's a partial list of the many proposals 

considered by the House in a five-day stretch: Appointment of cadets to the 

Air Force Academy; Atomic Energy COLwission Construction authority; Inter

national AEC implementation; Federal employees salary increases; postal 

,rate readjustment; Supplemental Appropriations for numerous agencies; meat 

promotion legislation; amendments to the Universal Military Training Act; 

cabaret tax reduction; Social Security coverage for policemen and firemen; 

alcohol and to~acco tax refunds; implementation of the Panama Treaty and 

Agreement; and several veterans benefit bills. 

lfuile members of the House were battling back and forth on this impos

ing list of proposals, the Senate concluded action on Civil Rights legisla

ti011. The big question at this writing is: t'hat will the House do with 

this controversial bill? The Senate version of this proposed legislation, 

by the inclusion of a sweeping IIjury trial ll amendment, goes fr.r beyond the 
~. 

bill approved in the House. Senate changes radically revised existing and 

historical legal procedures. At issue is the fundamental power of a court 

to enforce its orders promptly. Our American judicial system could be ham

strung by the far-reaching Senate amendments. 

I hope the House will reject the Senate version and stick as closely 
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as possible to its carefully considered bill overwhelmingly approved several 

months ago. President Eisenhower strongly favors the House version, which 

would be a major step forward in guaranteeing the right to vote without en

dangering our legal system. Most Republicans in the House will support 

Ike's position, while the Democrats will be badly split up. The top $tra

tegists on both sides of the political aisle are planning their parliamen

tary mOves carefully. 'The votes, and there should be several on this prob

lem, will be close, 

CIVILIAN ATOl'J.IC ENERGY FOR HICHIGAN: I'ilichigan had a big stake in one 

of the Atomic Energy bills before the House last week. To expand our indus

try so more jobs will be available, Iviichigan must be in the forefront on 

the development of electrical energy by atomic reactors. ldchigan is not 

endowed with natural resources that exist in the Pacific Northwest where 

low cost power, built in the main with federal funds, entices more and more 

industrial development. To overcome this competitive disadvantage l,iichi
,- '" 

gants industry must move forward with atomic power development. 

In August, 1956 the Power Reactor Development Corporation started con

struction ona Ufast breeder reactor" near Monroe. It is a partnership 

project with private industry spending approximately ::~5g million of its 

funds and Uncle Sam participating in the research costs to the extent ()f a

bout ~~g million. If all goes well the plant will produce electricalener

gy by mid-1960. Some question has been raised before the Atomic Energy 

Commission as to the safe operation of this type of reactor. This of course 

is a matter for the Commission and its experts to decide. 

The bill before the House, as it came from the Joint Congressional 

Committee on Atomic Energy, might, and I emphasize "might,tI have slowed 

down or precluded necessary research on this Michigan project. Fortunate

lyan amendment was approved that will permit the continuation of essential 

research on the "fast breeder reactorU so that all of the problems inclu

ding that of ltsafety" "'lill be resolved. If the Senate concurs, this 'VJich

igan project, which is vital for our industrial growth and more jobs, will 

not be stopped dead in its tracks. 

One of the fundamental issues at stake in the atomic construction leg

islation was the long-fought battle between private and government-operated 

pOVler facilities. On the various roll calls on the bill the Democrats con

Sistently approved an expanded government-mmed and ope'rated program while 

the Republicans favored a partnership program with emphasis on private in

dustry doing the job. 
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JERRY FORD 

August 22, 1957 

By the time this newsletter is read the curtain should be just about 

down on the first session of the 85th Congress. All the supposedly well

informed "dopesters lf predict adjournment on Saturday, August 24th. From 

all appearances the House and Senate can and will conclude action on all 

"must" legislation by that date. Obviously there will be bills which the 

House has passed with no Senate action and vice-versa, but in the second 

session, which begins in January, these problems can be tackled and re

solved. 

tlhat will the paLes of history indicate as the record of the 1957 

se.ssion of the ConLress? Economy in government was the big issue in the 

ci[ht months of this past session. Uhat was the net result of the assautt 

0'1 the budget submitted in January? From the facts at hand it appears 

that the various appropriation bills will be cut approximately 7 per cent 

or accumulated reductions of over ~~4. 5 billion. Included in this total 

dollar reduction, however, is one item of ~pl.2 billion, which is purely 

a bookkeeping transaction, so that the net cut-back in new funds for the 

numerous federal agencies must be reduced by that amount. 

As a whole the Congress worked hard on the budget problem. In my 

judgment the House and Senate slashed too deeply on funds for our nation

al security l."lhile at the same time it did not prune closely enough on 

other items and programs. 

Uhat was the lIeconomy" record of the eighteen Michigan members of the 

House of Representatives during the session? According to the August 2nd 

issue of the Congressional Quarterly, a news reporting service on Congres

sional activities, the six Democrats from Michigan voted for Iteconomy" 

only 14 per cent of the time. The twelve Republican House members from 

I\:iichigan had a 63 per cent batting averare for "economy." Congressman 

Clare Hoffman of our state \'las one of the champion "economizers" with a 

96 per cent average for budget slashing. 

1:Jhile the Congress battled over the Bud[et, President Eisenhower 

himself put new downward spending and obligation limitations on all fed- . 

eral agencies for the current fiscal year. In addition Ike made several 
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sizable slashes in the budget requests so that the net result in this 

twelve month period is most encouraging for real progress in holding down 

Uncle Sam's expenditures. 

On the other legislative issues the Democrat-controlled Congress 

Ii10vedat snail's pace with much of the President's program having a rug

,U~d time,. It is fair to s,ay that when Ike fights hard with th~Congress 

for a bill in~~ich ,he s~rongly believes, he is accused of dictating, 

while on ,the other hand when the President lets the Congress exercise its 

judgment he is chided fo:r a lack of interest • Any way you look at it, 

the Uhi te House has plenty .of "second-guessers" and "l'Ionday morning quar

terbacks.!! I can only say from my personal experiel1cesthat the President 

and his staff have done a fine job in working with the members of Con~ 

cress--both Republicans and Dem~crats--in seeking sound and constructive 

cooperation on vital legislative matters. 

ACTION ill! 1'.!:lli. DISPOSAL OF FEDERLLLY O~:NED LAND: The House Committee 

on Agriculture on August 16th reported favorably on my bill, H. R. 7900, 

to authorize the Secretary of Agriculture to sell the 6225 acres of land 
owned by Uncle Sam in Ottawa County. The land under the terms of the 

bill \1Ould be sold to the "highest r'esponsible bidders. II The Committee 
, , 

repor-ton the bill directs the Secretary of Agriculture to consult with 

the'Board of Supervisors of Ottawa County and the Hest Ottawa Soil Gonser

vation District on the sale of this land. In other words, this federally 

owned land' would not be'sold to "speculatorsll or those who would denude 

it, but 'sales could be made to those who will use it for constructive and 

productive purposes. Through a proper sales policy the townships will 

have new revenue for local schools and government expenses and at the 

same time. the federal Treasury will be reimbursed for its investments over 

the past 20 years. If at all possible I hope to get favorable House con

sideration on this bill prior to adjournment. The legislation would then 

[0 to the Senate for actioh in the next session. Under the bill it is not 

mandatory that all,of'the land be sold in a block, but rather it is con

telilplated that the total 'acres will be disposed of in smaller parcels. 
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. Congressman 

, .JEIlRYFORD 
August 29, 1957 

PERSONAL PLANS AND ,ADJOURNNENT 

This will be the final'riewsletter in 1957 unless Congress re


convenes,this year or the current session drags on indefinitely. Al


though in my previous forecast I missed the adjournment date by at 


.. least a week there have been no serious results except a shortened va

cation on the shores of Lake.Nichigan for our family. 1:Je, as a family, 

had hoped to spend two weeks at the beach before·school starts for our 

two older boys. It now looks like part of the family will be there for 

at least ten ~ays.with your Congressman dividing his time between Uash

ington and I~lichigan. 

SEE yOU IN OUR I'lOBILE OFFICE. 

I hope to get a fe'lrl days off before starting' the annual "mobile' 

. office ll tour ·of Kent and Ottawa counties. The first mobile office visit 

is scheduled for Grandville on September 12th. Tpe tour contemplates 

that Frank Meyer, a member of my staff, and I wi.!l visit 30 communities, 

in the 5th District between mid-September and November 19th•. Ue look 

forward to seeing you and hope all will stop in \rith any problems, sug

gestions, or comments--including criticism. The date for each community.. 
vrill be anno.unced well in advance. Ue have tried to pinpoint our stops 

.: •. j.' 

so that the Congressional mobile office at one time or another during 

the two month period will be at least \·rithin 6 miles of the home of every 

resident of our district. 

In addition my office in Grand Rapids will be open everyday from . . . 

Aug-qpt 27th ;to p~cember, 31st. It is located at 51SIvIichigan TruElt Buil; 
'. '" '". 4 

ding and..t-he'phone is GL 69747. Irene Schroeder and BobRic~.~will be 

in this office to answor inquiries or help .wi th any problems... The 1.!ash
. . . 

ington of.L'ice will also be open with I'iildred Leonard on,.hand if you are 


visiting the Nation's Capital .or need help there. 


Li.~T LINUTE NOTES 


. In the nine sessions of the '. Congress, 1949 through., 1957, your·
... . 

Congressman has sou-:.ht to maintain a first-class attendance record'·.in 

http:record'�.in
http:sou-:.ht


the House of Representatives. For the first eight years I batted 97 . 

per cent. This year the average should be about the same. As of this 

time there have been 209 quorum or roll calls. I've missed 7. Four 

of these absences occurred uhile I was hospitalized for a week early in 

the session. 

Understandably there is considerable public interest in the'" status 

of our'national debt. Here is an interesting fact: On August 16, 1957 

the public debt was ~27l billion. One year earlier it totalled (~274.4 

billion. This definite improvement in Uncle Sam's debt obligations is 

the result of President Eisenhower's new spending limitations on the nu

-'merous federal agencies and the economy efforts of the Congress. 

One of the bills not programmed by the House in the closing days of 

the session was the Tennessee Valley Authority financing legislation • 

. The Senate passed this controversial measure and it will be on the HOLse 

agenda early in 1958. 

From my analysis of the proposal, it is unsound and dangerous for 

several reasons, but primarily because any expansion of TVA with its 

low electric pOtier rates '. subsidized in part by Michigan taxpayers, vlill 

entic~ more industry and reduce job opportunities in our state. In the 

period frOl.l 1934 through 1956, Ivlichigan' s taxpayers have contributed 

9102 mi~lion in federal taxes to build and operate TVA. Right now the 

state .of Tennessee is urging l·dchigan industrial firms to move. to that 

stpte because of cheap power rates. Uncle Sam has invested over $1.5 

billion in TVA including Jl.'Iichigan' s "$102 million share. It's about time 

TVA s:t:;,ood on its own feet by substantially increasing the repayments 

to the Federal Treasury with interest. 

The record shows that the vast majority of RepUblicans in Congress 

oppose the expansion of TVA at the expense of the public generally. It 

is hard. to see how members of Congress from IlIichigan--Republicans or 

Democrats--could vote for legislation which \i'ill further subsidize TVA 

at the expenSe of l~iichigan industry and jobs. The tes,t on this will .come 

early in the next session. 
,<, ,<, ;;: ,<,~~ ~: 'I' '.' '.' 

So long with 'the newsletter till next year. Tharu{s for all your 


interest in our weekly reports. Hope to see you this fall in the Fifth 


District. 
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