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89th CONGRESS: 1st SESSION 

Heasure; Proposal 

Percentage 
of Deviation 
Rep. Dem. 

H. J. Res.234: To recommit in order to stop 0. 
shipment of certain surplus farm commodities 
to Col. Nasser of Egypt. (Passed 204-177) 

H.J. Res. 234: To insist on House provisions .7 
relative to shipment of farm products to Col. 
Nasser. (DGfeated 161-241) 

H. Res. 188: To recommit resolution providing .7 
funds for Committee on Un-American Activities 
in order to hold hearings on justification. 

(Defeated 58-332) 

H. Res 188: To provide $370,000 for operating 0. 
Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(Passed 359-29) 

H. R • · 980: To make it more difficult to 
send obscene material thru mails. 

(Passed 360-21) 

1.6 

H. R~ . 6675: To recommit Social Security 7.2 
bill in order to substitute Republican proposal 
for "Medicare." (Defeated 191-236) 

H. R,· 7750: To recommit foreign aid authori- 10.7 
zation to cut cost and to restrict activities of 
communist-dominated labor unions in connection 
with housing projects receiving our aid in Latin 
America. (Defeated 178-219) 

H. R. 8370: To recommit Agriculture appro- 1.6 
priation bill to restrict exportation of cer-
tain surplus farm products to United Arab 
Republic and Indonesia. (Defeated 187-208) 

H. R. . 8775: To recommit legisltive appro
priation bill to delete $35,000 for employment 
of 16 operators to run automatic elevators. 

(Defeated 149-244) 

H.Con. Res. 285: To amend resolution on show- 0. 
ing of USIA film on Pres. Kennedy in U.S. to 
provide that no fee shall be charged. 

(Defeated 174-216) 

H. R. 6927: To substitute an "Office of 3.9 
Urban Affairs" in Executive Office in place of 
new cabinet-level Department of Housing and 
Urban Development. (Defeated 141-259) 

H. R. 6927: To approve bill establishing 7.1 
new Dept. of Housing and Urban Development. 

(Passed 217-184) 

H.J. Res.541: To extend Area Redevelopment 12.1 
Act for two months. (Passed 224-167) 

H.R. 7984: To delete section on "rent supple- 2.9 
ments" from Housing bill. (Defeated 202-208) 

H.R. 7984: On final passage of Housing bill. 
(Passed 245-169) 

H.R. 6400: On the "honest elections" amend
ment to Voting Rights bill. (Passed 253-165) 

19.3 

0. 

30.3 

13.4 

17.9 

11. 

7.4 

21.8 

23.2 

23.4 

7.9 

18.5 

6.9 

24.1 

19.7 

26.1 

21.5 

41.5 

Votes to 
Win Rep. 
Position 

0 

41 

0 

0 

0 

23 
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89th Congress: 1st Session 

Measure Proposal 

Percentage 
of Deviati.on 
Rep. Dem. 

H. R. 6400: To adopt the Boggs Amendment 13.2 
weakening the voting rights bill by making 
it inoperative in counties where only at 
least 50% of Negroes are registered. 

(Defeated 155-262) 

H.R. 6400: An amendment to permit those 7.4 
illiterate in English to vote if had completed 
6th grade in Spanish-language schools. 

(Defeated 202-216) 

H.R. 6400: To substitute McCulloch-Ford 15.4 
voting rights bill for H.R. 6400. 

(Defeated 171-248) 

H.R. 8283: To recommit Poverty bill to keep 9.7 
Governor's veto and to reduce 1966 authoriza-
tion to an amount equal to that for 1965. 

(Defeated 178-227) 

H.R. 77: To recommit bill to repeal Section 13.7 
14b of Taft Hartley. (Defeated 200-223) 

H.R. 77: To repeal Sec. 14b of Taft Hartley 
(Passed 221-203) 

15.2 

S.l648: To amend to make more areas eligible 7 
for grants under the Public Works and Economic 
Development Act and to increase the authorization. 

(Passed 196-194) 

S.l648: To recommit Public Works and Economic 8 
Development Act in order to reduce cost by $85 
million and require annual review of expenditure 
by Con@ress. (Defeated 163-224) 

H.R. 9811: To recommit omnibus farm bill. 
(Defeated 169-224) 

H.R. 9811: To pass omnibus farm bill. 
(Passed 221-172) 

11.3 

15.4 

H.R. 2580: To amend the immigration bill to 9.7 
include a limitation on immigration from the 
western hemisphere. (Defeated 189-218) 

H.R. 8283: To recommit anti-poverty bill to 0 
conference in order to insist on House position 
on governor's veto. (Passed 209-180) 

H. Res 574: To kill the resolution asking 0 
Postmaster General to provide names of summer 
postal employees. (Passed 186-180) 

Q£ these l! significant votes:_t~ September 24 

Average d eiTiation 
Republican 6.7 percent 

Democrat 23.0 percent 

Vote changes needed to obtain Republican victory: 
Average: 24 

102. 

32.1 

19.8 

21. 

28.2 

30.1 

28.6 

18.3 

21.9 

25.2 

25. 

31 

25 

Number of instances where 30 or more votes needed: 6 

Number of instances requiring less than·3o votes: 15 

Number of instances in which Rep. views prevailed: 8 

Votes to 
Win P.::~r. 

POSit :con 

0 

0 

39 

25 

12 

10 

2 

31 

28 

25 

15 

0 

4 

' 
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89th CONGRESS: 1st SESSION 

Measure; Proposal 

Percentage 
of Deviation 
Rep. Dem. 

H. J, Res.234: To recommit in order to stop 
shipment of certain surplus farm commodities 
to Col. Nasser of Egypt. (Passed 204-177) 

H.J. Res. 234: To insist on House provisions 
relative to shipment of farm products to Col. 
Nasser. (D~feated 161-241) 

H. Res. 188: To recommit resolution providing 
funds for Committee on Un-American Activities 
in order to hold hearings on justification. 

(Defeated 58-332) 

H. Res 188: To provide $370,000 for operating 
Committee on Un-American Activities. 

(Fassed 359-29) 

H. R• 980: To make it more difficult to 
send obscene material thru mails. 

(Passed 360-21) 

H. R, • 6675: To recommit Social ~ecurity 
bill in order to substitute Republ~an proposal 
for "Medicare." (Defeated 191-236) 

o. 

.7 

.7 

o. 

1.6 

7.2 

H. R-. 7750: To reco t foreign aid authori- l[lv 
zation to cut cost and t . restrict activities of 
communist-dominated labor unions in connection 
with housing projects rece ving our aid in ~~in 
America. efeated 178-2191 

H. R. 8370: to recommit A !culture app~
priation bill to estrict exp~tation t:cfr
tain surplus f~rm ~roducts to~nited A b 
Republic and I~doneeia. (Defe•ted 18 8) 

H. R, . 8775: 1 recommit legi~l ive a~pro
priation bill to delete $35,000 f ~loyment 
of 16 operators t run automaticelevators. 

(Defeated ~-244) 

H.Con. &ts.-285: T~ ame~d resolution o~s~w
in~ qf us~ film on ~es.~ennedy}in u.s. to 
provide tha~ no fee sa-11 be charted. 

Defeattd 174-216} 

H. R.. 6927: ~ubstit~' an 'r<>ffice of 
Urban Affairs" i Executiv 0 in place of 
nev cabinet-level epartmen ~/Ho~g and 
UrBan Development. (De ated 1-259) 

I 

H. R~ 6927: To ap~rove~ll e~ablishing 
new Dept. of Ho~!ng and U an Dev~opment. 

Passed 211-1~ 

H.J. Res.541: To extend Area Redevelopment 
Act for two months. (Passed 224-167) 

H.R. 7984: To delete section on "rent s~pple .. 
ments" from Housing bill. (Defeated 202-208) 

H.R. 7984: On final passage of Housing bill. 
(Passed 245-169) 

H.R. 6400: On the "honest elections" amend
ment to Voting Rights bill. (Passed 253-165) 
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89th Congress: 1st Session 

Measure Proposal 

Percentage 
of Deviation 
Rep. Dem. 

H. R. 6400: To adopt the Boggs Amendment 13.2 
weakening the voting rights bill by making 
it inoperative in counties wher~ only at 
least 50% of Negroes are registered. 

(Defeated 155-262) 

H.R. 6400: An amendment to permit those 7.4 
illiterate in English to vote if had completed 
6th grade in Spanish-language schools. 

(Defeated 202-216) 

H.R. 6400: To substitute McCulloch-Ford 15.4 
voting rights bill for H.R. 6400. 

(Defeated 171-248) 

H.R. 8283: To recommit Poverty bill to keep 9.7 
Governor's veto and to reduce 1966 authoriza-
tion to an amount equal to that for 1965. 

(Defeated 178-227) 

H.R. 77: To recommit bill to repeal Section 13.7 
14b of Taft Hartley. (Defeated 200-223) 

H.R. 77: To repeal Sec. 14b of Taft Hartley 
(Passed 221-203) 

15.2 

8.1648: To amend to make more areas eligible 7. 
for grants under the Public Works and Economic 
Development Act and to increase the authorization. 

(Passed 196-194) 

S .1648: To recommit Public ltJorks a.nd Economic 8 
Development Act in order to reduce cost by $85 
million and require annual review of expenditure 
by Consress. (Defeated 163-224) 

H.R. 9811: To recommit omnibus fa·rm bill. 
(Defeated 169-224) 

11.3 

H.R. 9811: To pass omnibus farm bill. 15.4 
(Passed 211-172) 

H.R. 2580: To amend the immigratioh bill to 9.7 
include a limitation on immigration from the 
western hemisphere. (Defeated 189-218) 

H.R. 8283: To recommit anti-poverty bill to 0 
conference in order to insist on House position 
on governor's veto. (Passed 209-180) 

H. Res 574: To kill the resolution asking 0 
Postmaster General to provide names of summer 
postal employees. (Passed 186-180) 

On these ~ significant votes:_thru September 24 

Average d e-.riat ion 
Republican 6.7 percent 

Democrat 23.0 percent 

Vote changes needed to obtain Republican victory: 
Average: 24 

102. 

32.1 

19.8 
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28.2 

30.1 

28.6 

18.3 
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25.2 

25. 
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Number of instances where 30 or more votes needed: 6 

Number of instances requiring less than·3o votes: 15 

Number of instances in which Rep. views prevailed: 8 
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From the Offices of: Robert F. Ellsworth, 3rd District Kansas 
Peter H.B. Frelinghuysen, 5th District New Jersey 

FOR RELEASE THURSDAY A.M.'s 
MAY 13, 1965 

15 Republicans Underscore Support For Administration's Policy in Southeast Asia 

15 Republican Congressmen, in a letter issued yesterday, underscored 

Republican support of President Johnson's policy in Southeast Asia. In a letter 

to House Republican teader Gerald Ford, the 15 Congressmen pointed to the 

unanimous Republican support in both Houses of Congress for the President's 

request for an additional $700 million earmarked for Vietnam. The joint effort 

mentioned the Republican Party's "continuing dedication to its uninterrupted 

history of bipartisan support for United States policy in times of crisis." 

Tb.e letter to Ford reminded "all those abroad who may hope that internal 

differences will sap American will and purpose in Vietnam, the unanimous 

Republican support of the President should make clear just how wrong they are," 

and that the Republican Party, despite differences with President Johnson, stands 

together in the determination to preserve the integrity of South Vietnam and 

the right of her people to be free. 

Is/ Mark Andrews, N.Dak. Is/ William S. Mailliard, Calif. 

/s/ John F. Baldwin, Calif. /s/ Joseph M. McDade, Pa. 

/s/ Alphonzo Bell, Calif. /s/ F. Bradford Morse, ~-

/s/ William S. Broomfield, Mich. Is/ Charles A. Mosher, Ohio 

/s/ Robert F. Ellsworth, Kan. /s/ Howard W. Robison, N.Y. 

/s/ Peter H.B. Frelinghuysen, N.J. Is/ Herman T. Schneebeli, Pa. 

/s/ Frank J. Horton, N.Y. /s/ Garner E. Shriver, Kan. 

I•{ Robert T. Stafford, Vt. 

Text of Letter Follows 

' 
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From the Offices of: Robert F. Ellsworth, 3rd, Kansas 
Peter H.B. Frelinghuysen, 5th, New Jersey 

FOR RELEASE THURSDAY A.M.'s 

MAY 13, 1965 PAGE TWO 

The Honorable Gerald Ford 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Jerry: 

We take great pride in the unanimous Republican vote in both Houses of 
the Congress in support of the President's request for $700 million for 
u.s. policy in Vietnam. The message should be crystal clear: 

To President Johnson, Republican unanimity spoke of our 
Party's continuing dedication to its uninterrupted history 
of bipartisan support for United States policy in times of 
crisis. 

To all those abroad who may hope that internal differences 
will sap American will and purpose in Vietnam, the unanimous 
Republican support of the President should make clear just 
how wrong they are. 

And to those few here at h~me who demonstrate against the 
American presence in Vietnam the Republican Party has made 
clear that, whatever our differences with President Johnson, 
we stand together in the determination to preserve the integrity 
of South Vietnam and the right of her people to be free. 

Republicans of course will jealously guard our right to disagree with the 
President and to criticize him publicly when he is wrong. We do not for 
one moment suggest that we agree fully~with all phases of American policy 
or its implementation, even in Vietnam. But all people everywhere should 
have no doubt where we stand on the fundamental precepts of American policy 
in Southeast Asia: 

1. We believe that the United States forces should remain in 
South Vietnam as long as the Communist aggression continues. 

2. We believe that the United States cannot in good conscience 
abandon the Asian continent to Communist imperialist domination 
and that an American withdrawal from Vietnam in the present 
circumstances would undermine confidence in American leadership 
and encourage further tests of our will. 

3· We believe that the limited air attacks against North Vietnam 
are justified because they require the North Vietnamese regime 
to pay a heavy price for the aggression it is waging, because 
they may impel the North Vietnamese to seek a negotiated settle
ment, and because they may limit the effectiveness of the Viet 
Cong in South Vietnam. 

We believe that the surest road to peace and to constructive negotiations, 
in Vietnam and around the world, must inevitably begin with the willingness 
to meet agression whenever and wherever it occurs. 

The only purpose of force is to secure a just peace. We share the 
President's reluctance to use forces in Vietnam, but we share also his 
determination to persevere in the search for a just peace. 

Sincerely, 

, 



FOR THE SENATE: 

Everett M. Dirksen, L~aJ~r 
Thomas H. Kuchel, Whip 
Bourke B. Hickenlooper, Chr. 
o/ the Policy Committee 
Leverett Saltonstall, Chr. 
o/ the Con/araJUa 
Thruston B. Morton, 
Chr. R..pubHcan 
s~natorial Committee 

PRESIDING OFFICER: 

Th~ Republican 
National Chairman 
Ray C. Bliss 

THE JOINT SENATE-HOUSE 
REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP 

Press Release 

Issued ~Ql~qvi~ a 
Leadership Meeting 

July 22, .1965 

..... .. -·· . 

'; .. 

.-
1 

FOR THE HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES: 

Gerald R. Ford, 
Leader 

Leslie C. Arend1, Whip 

Melvin R. Laird, 
Ohr. o[ th~ Conference 

John J. Rhode., Chr. 
o/ the Policy Committee 

Cltp'elloe }. Brown, 
Ranking Member 
·Rule• Committee 

STATE:MElfr .!!! ,!lg, GE!lALD R, FORD t) ~ . ; ... 

Bob Wil•on, 
Cl.r. _R.p.,£/ican 

Congru•ional Committee 

. IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

Next week the Members of the House of Representatives will demonstrate by 

their votes whether the,f are members of an independent branch of government or 

simply yes men responding blindcy to the manipUlAtion of th.e Executive branch. 

The the House will face is fair consideration of the repeal of 

simply preserves to each 

State some ri~~ regulate labor-management relations, 

An attempt w made as a part of President Johnson's program to force 

through the House under the most stringent of gag rtiles .

I EP.nticipate a .Propose. t;ne,t the House act on this important change of policy· ·With 

only two hours of 
' . ... 

d that no opportunity be given to offer meaningfUl amend-

menta. 

If the House is belf-respect, it will vote down the 

proposal that it shut its mou 

Johnson Adminis.tration's 
... r ... 

debate and without oppor-

. tunity to vote on !Jm~-tAl~ uaentm1eft'l 

The action expected next week is ~ latest mimifestation of a disturbirig 

tendf)ncy to avoid discussion of the subject of the :repeal ofSect1on 14(b) on its 

merits. The Administration has engaged in cal type of log-rolling on the 

subjec~. It bas sought to convince city Congressmen to vote for ·a bread tax 

against their convictions in order to get repeal of Section 14(b) and farm Congress

men to vote for repeal of 14(b) against their convictions in order to get a farm 

bill. 

If the coalition which the Administration is ruthlessly trying to put to-

gether is successful, how can Congress be considered to act as sn independent 

branch ()f government? 

(Dirksen statement - page 2) 

Room S-124 U.S. Capitol-CApitol4-3121- Ex 3700 

STAFF CONSULT ANT: Robert Humphreys 

' 
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STATEMENT _m: SENATOR DIRKSEN 

A strange thing happened to the proposed constitutional amendment on appor

tionment of State legislatures on its way to the Senate floor. Disputes over the 

wording of the amendment have recently arisen and produced a deadlock in the Senate 

Judiciary Committee. 

I am confident that the Senate will in time act favorably on an amendment. 

Recent discussion shows the need for clarification of the effect of the proposal. 

There is universal recognition of the need for reform of the system or re-

presentation obtaining in most states at the time of several well-known Supreme 

Court decisions. In fact, in 1955 a presidential commission reported to President 

Eisenhower that the strengthening of state governments called for adequate repre

sentation of the interest of urban areas in state legislative bodies. I welcome 

the reforms now under way in .many states in the belief that they provide more 

equitable representation and help to invigorate state governments. I do not on 

the other band, conclude that mechanical adherence to the "one man, one vote" 

principle should be imposed on both branches of the legislature of every state by 

Federal fiat regardless of the desires of the people. Everyone concedes that it 

is appropriate to require that representation in one house of the legislature of 

each state be based solely on the factor of population. 

The proposed amendment does no more than per.mit the people of each state to 

employ factors other than population as the basis of representation in the other 

house if by periodic referendum a majority of the people in any state so desire. 

It would not deny any minority group the opportunity to gain representation. 

Presumably any system of representation contrived to discriminate against any.group 

would be struck down by the courts as a. violation of the 14th AmenC!ment. 

Ex];>erience shows that the "one man, one vote" principle can be used.to 

euchre minorities out of seats in legislative bodies. This can be accomplished by 

submerging minorities in large constituencies with at-large elections, as has been 

done in the State of Virginia to render less likely the election of members of 

minority groups to the State legislature. It can be acccmplished by drawing dis-

trict lines so as to spread the minority population thinly over a number of districts. 

The issue which the proposed amendment presents is this: Shall we allow the 
~eople to make the decision about the basis of representation in one house of their 
ata.te legislature, or shall we impose a decision on them whether they want it or not? 
'1Te propose to meet this issue and fight every step of the way to preserve our Fed
eral-State system and the historic right of the people of the several states to 
determine the cqmposition of one branch of their own legislature according to their 
desires,. 

-- ooOOOoo--

' 



FOR THE SENATE: 

Everett M. Dirksen, Leader 
Thomas H. Kuchel, Whip 
Bourke B. Hickenlooper, Chr. 
of the Policy Committee 
Leverett Saltonstall, Ch,·. 
of the Conference 
Thruston B. Morton, 
Chr. Republican 
Senatorial Committee 

PRESIDING OFFICER: 

The Republican 
National Chairman 
Ray C. Bliss 

THE JOINT SENATE-HOUSE 
REPUBLICAN LEADERSHIP 

Press Release 

Issued following a 
Leadership Meeting 

July 22, 1965 

STATEMENT ~ ~. GERAlD R. FORD 

FOR THE HOUSE 
OF REPRESENTATIVES: 

Gerald R. Ford, 
Leader 

Leslie C. Arends, Whip 

Melvin R. Laird, 
Chr. of the Conference 

John J. Rhodes, Chr. 
o/ the Policy Committee 

Clarence]. Brown, 
Ranking Member 
·Rules Committee 

Bob Wilson, 
Chr. Republican 

Congressional Committee 

IMMEDIATE RELEASE· 

Next week the Members of the House of Representatives will demonstrate by 

their votes whether they are members of an independent branch of government or 

simply yes men responding blindly to the manipulation of the Executive branch. 

The issue which the House will face is fair consideration of the repeal of 

Section 14(b) of the Taft-Hartley Act -- a section which simply preserves to each 

State some right to regulate labor-management relations. 

An attempt will be made as a part of President Johnson's program to force 

repeal of Section 14(b) through the House under the most stringent of gag rules. 

I anticipate a proposal that the House act on this important change of policy with 

only two hours of debate and that no opportunity be given to offer meaningful. amend-

menta. 

If the House is not to .sacrifice its self-respect, it will vote down the 

proposal that it shut its mouth, plug its ears, close its eyes and swallow the 

Johnson Administration's prescription without adequate debate and without oppor-

tunity to vote on important amendments. 

The action expected next week is the latest manifestation of a disturbing 

• tendency to avoid discussion of the subject of the repeal of Section 14(b) on its 

merits. The Administration has engaged in a cynical type of log-rolling on the 

subject. It has sought to convince city Congressmen to vote for a bread tax 

against their convictions in order to get repeal of Section 14(b) and fa~ Congress-

men to vote for repeal of 14(b) against their convictions in order to get a fa~ 

bill. 

If the coalition which the Administration is ruthlessly trying to put to-

gether is successful, how can Congress be considered to act as an independent 

·cran.ch of gov-ernn.ent? 

(Dirksen statement - page 2) 

Room S-124 U.S. Capitol-CApitol 4-3121 - Ex 3700 

STAFF CONSULTANT: Robert Humphreys 

' 
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STATEMENT ~ SENATOR DIRKSEN 

A strange thing happened to the proposed constitutional amendment on appor-

tionment of State legislatures on its w~ to the Senate floor. Disputes over the 

wording of the amendment have recently arisen and produced a deadlock in the Senate 

Judiciary Committee. 

I am confident that the Senate will in time act favorably on an amendment. 

Recent discussion shows the need for clarification of the effect of the proposal. 

There is universal recognition of the need for refor.m of the system or re-

presentation obtaining in most states at the time of several well-known Supreme 

Court decisions. In fact, in 1955 a presidential commissicm reported to President 

Eisenhower that the strengthening of state governments called for adequate repre

sentation of the interest of urban areas in state legislative bodies~ · 1 welcome 

the reforms now under way in-many states in the belief that they provide more 

equitable representation and help to invigorate state governments. I do not on 

the other hand, conclude that mechanical adherence to the "one man, one vote" 

principle should be imposed on both branches of the legislature of every state by 

Federal fiat regardless of the desires of the people. Everyone concedes that it 

is appropriate to require that representation in one house of the legislature of 

each state be based solely on the factor of population. 

The proposed amendment does no more than permit the people of each state to 

employ factors other than population as the basis of representation in the other 

house if by periodic referendum a majority of the people in any state so desire. 

It would not deny any minority group the opportunity to gain representation. 

Presumably any system of representation contrived to discriminate against any group • 

would be struck down by the courts as a violation of the 14th Amendment. 

Experience shows that the "one man, one vote" principle can be used to 

euchre minorities out of seats in legislative bodies. This can be accomplished by 

submerging minorities in large constituencies with at-large elections, as has been 

done in the State of Virginia to render less likely the election of members of 

minority groups to the State legislature. It can be accomplished by drawing dis

trict lines so as to spread the minority population thinly over a number of district$. 

The issue which the proposed amendment presents is this: Shall we allow the 
~eople to make the decision about the basis of representation in one house of their 
atate legislature, or shall we impose a decision on them whether they want it or not? 
We propose to meet this issue and fight every step of the way to preserve our Fed
eral-State system and the historic right of the people of the several states to 
determine the c~position of one branch of their own legislature according to their 
desires. 

--ooOOOoo--

, 



September 27, 1965 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- APPENDIX A5469 

[From the Baltimore Evening Sun, 
Sept.22,1965] 

MANSFIELD DESCRmES PLAN To CORRECT 
PASSED BILLS 

(By Arthur Krock) 
WASHINGTON, September 22.-Benator 

MANSFIELD, the majority leader, is about to 
demonstrate once more that when he says 
something should be done he means to fol
low through. Recently he proposed that the 
next session of the 89th Congress "spend less 
time on new legislation and more time cor
recting oversights in legislation we have just 
passed." Today, reached by telephone in his 
home State of Montana, he described the 
practical steps with which he plans to give 
effect to his proposal. 

"I intend to submit it for action at a 
Democratic Senate conference before ad
journment," he said. "We have passed a lot 
of major bills at this session, scxme of them 
very hastily, and they stand in extreme need 
of a going-over for loopholes, rough corners, 
and particularly for an assessment of current 
and ultimate cost in the framework of our 
capacity to meet it." 

OVERSEEING SUBCOMMITTEES 
"In reminding the conference of this, I 

plan to ask for the creation of overseeing 
subcommittees among whose functions it 
would be to tighten up the hasty enactments 
in general and evaluate the degree of effi
ciency with which they are being adminis
tered by the executive." 

The plan seems marked for resistance in 
the Democratic Senate conference, despite its 
urgent necessity. And pressure against it 
may be expected frcxm House Democrats also. 
For the next session will occur in the year of 
the general congressional elections. And 
Democrats from States and districts where 
the 1964 landslide broke a long pattern of 
electing Republicans will in all likelihood 
prefer to postpone the risk inherent in 
such a reexamination and appraisal. Fearful 
Democratic candidates for reelection con
ceivably will even include some who sought 
to stem the legislatlve onrush of the Presi
dent and the party majority toward the wel
fare state goal of the Great Society. 

In this event the President's active support 
of MANSFIELD's highly constructive program 
may be required. And, although he can 
sense a political liability as keenly as any 
politician in the American past or present, 
ne is also alert to the hazard in exposing 
J.t as the unmistakable motive for the rejec
tion of a plan so obviously in the public in
terest. And that interest is implicit in a 
simple catalog of the measures he drove 
through this session of Congress. 

Moreover, Vice President HuMPHREY may 
not have been speaking entirely on his own, 
if he has been accurately reported as believ
ing "the huge legislative tonnage dropped 
on our doorstop" should undergo the man
agement analysis to which Defense Secre
tary McNamara subjects an military pro
grams. And this is precisely what Senator 
MANSFIELD intends to propose to the Demo
cratic Senate conference. 

"TONNAGE" LISTED 
This "tonnage" already consists of the fol

lowing on which action has been completed: 
medical care; financial help for Appalachia; 
the financing of regional development; ele
mentary-secondary education; omnibus pub
lic housing; a new department of housing; 
reduced excise taxes, and foreign aid. Near
ing final enactment are financing programs 
for higher education, depollution of the wa
ters, a supplemental antipoverty law, a na
tional arts foundation, and omnibus farm 
subsidies legislation. 

To this partial list of Federal undertak
ings at undetermined costs and wholly spec
ulative effects on the socioeconomy admin
istration pressure is now being exerted for 
a health conservation program more revolu
tionary than medicare and even more specu
lative as to cost. This calls for the estab
lishment of a network of at least 1,350 
diagnostic and treatment centers for heart 
disease, cancer, and stroke. A host of sur
gical teams and other hospital specialists 
would be paid for by grants from the Fed
eral Government. 

' 
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Friday, October 22, 1965 

Mr. GERALD R. PORD. Mr. Speaker, 
the record of the 1st session of the 89th 
Congress is spotty. Along with the en
actment of some meritorious and needed 
legislation, the Congress often acted 
hastily, blindly, and indiscriminately. 

The majority leader of the Senate, Mr. 
MANSFIELD, of Montana, has confessed 
serious deficiencies in the laws enacted 
by the Congress this year. He has an
nounced that the 2d session of the 89th 
Congress should "spend less time on new 
legislation and more time correcting 
oversights in legislation we have just 
passed." He has said that the Congress 
"must tighten up the hasty enactments" 
and must eliminate from the laws of the 
session just ended "a number of gaps and 
al1y number of rough edges, overexten
sions and overlaps." 

The Mansfield confession should be 
good for the soul of the American peo
ple. It should convince them that one
party government does not serve them 
well. 

One conclusion to be drawn from the 
1st session of the 89th Congress is that 
whenever the party that holds possession 
of the executive branch of the National 
Government also enjoys overwhelming 
dominance in the Congress, the Congress 
becomes a satellite of the President. 

The failure of the Congress to act as a 
deliberative body, coequal with the Ex
ecutive, is the most striking feature of 
this past session. Until the closing days 
of the session, it rubberstamped the pro
posals of the. White House in far too 
many Instances. 

The members of the American Politi
cal Science Association who gathered in 
Washington In early September of this 
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The latest report is that this is the last 

of the "observation" copies - please distribute 

with discretion. 

Congress will come to have the same im
portance in the American system of gov
ernment as the House of Lords has in 
the British, particularly If several future 
Presidents resemble Lyndon Johnson. 

Eric Sevareid wrote: 
We know of a number of Congressmen who 

would be very grateful to learn what they 
have really done this year. 

He also found that the Congress has so 
often acted under "a curious kind of in
timidation" that the "once-exalted title 
of Senator or Representative has lost 
much of its prestige." . ' 

One of the leading newspapers in the 
home State of the Vice President summed 
it up this way: 

Anyone following the dally deliberations of 
the House of Representatives must be struck 
by the ruthlessness with which the Demo
cratic majority of so-called liberals is :ll.ex!ng 
its muscles. It is not, 1n fact, a deltberatlve' 
body. Representative government is in a sad 
and critical state. 

Columnist Ted Lewis said: 
The presidential image of a miracle pro

ducer of new laws makes the legislative 
branch of Government appear to be a crea
ture of the executive branch. 

The Chicago Tribune, in an editorial 
entitled "Legislating by Scoop Shovel,'' 
said: 

It would take a truck scale to weigh the 
legislation forwarded by the Wbite House and 
automatically approved, most of it wastefUl, 
much of it unnecessary, and all of it putting 
the individual in the grip of the Federal vise. 

He [the President] has been legislating 
everything and anything, and, with two
thirds majorities in either Chamber, he has· a 
Congress of robots that is totally compliant. 

The Knoxville Journal editorialized: 
Any Congress which voluntarily yields its 

right to perform as a coequal part of the 
Federal Establishment, as this one has, is a 
continuing threat to the Nation. 

rush through such proposals without 
careful scrutiny and witliout reasonable 
debate. No Congress that performed its 
constitutional duty would do the slipshod 
job .of WhiCh Senator MANSFIELD in
dicted the present Congress when: he 
said that it must now devote most of its 
etfort to tightening up "its hasty enact
ments." 
EXAMPLES OF RUBBERSTAMPING BY '!,'HE CONGRESS 

On many important bills the House of 
Representatives acted without adequate 
consideration, without full hearings in 
committee, and without sufficient debate 
on the :Hoar. 

The arts and humanities bill was rail
roaded through the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor after about 15 minutes 
of consideration. Even a motion by the 
minority that the bill be read was sum
marily rejected by the majority. When 
the committee met to act on the bill, the 
members were presented for the first 
time with a new committee print, dated 
the same day, containing a number of 
significant amendments which the mi
nority members had never seen before. 
Thereafter, several additional amend
ments, which the Republican members 
had never seen, were quickly adopted in 
committee, and the bill was reported with 
great haste. 

The Education and Labor Committee 
made virtually no change in the admin
istration bill to provide assistance for 
elementary and secondary education, de
spite vigorous bipartisan ·complaints 
about the formula for distributing Fed
eral funds contained in the bill. On the 
:Hoar, at least 10 of 25 amendments were 
rejected without discussion due to the 
gag-rule limitation on debate. 

As this far-reaching legislation was 
being considered: by the House of Rep
resentatives, Democratic Congresswoman 

, 
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Observations on the 1st Session of 89th Congress 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

OP 

HON. GERALD R. FORD 
OP MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, October 22, 1965 

Mr. GERALD R. F'ORD. Mr. Speaker, 
the record of the 1st session of the 89th 
Congress is spotty. Along with the en
actment of some meritorious and needed 
legislation, the Congress often acted 
hastily, blindly, and indiscriminately. 

The majority leader of the Senate, Mr. 
MANSFIELD, of Montana, has confessed 
serious deficiencies in the laws enacted 
by the Congress this year. He has an
nounced that the 2d session of the 89th 
Congress should "spend less time on new 
legislation and more time correcting 
oversights in legislation we have just 
passed." He has said that the Congress 
"must tighten up the hasty enactments" 
and must eliminate from the laws of the 
session just ended "a number of gaps and 
any number of rough edges, overexten
sions and overlaps." 

The Mansfield confession should be 
good for the soul of the American peo
ple. It should convince them that one
party government does not serve them 
well. 

One conclUsion to be drawn from the 
1st session of the 89th Congress is that 
whenever the party that holds possession 
of the executive branch of the National 
Government also enjoys overwhelming 
dominance in the Congress, the Congress 
becomes a satellite of the President. 

The failure of the CongresS to act as a 
deliberative body, coequal with the Ex
ecutive, is the most striking feature of 
this past session. Until the closing days 
of the session, it rubberstamped the pro
posals of the. White House in far too 
many instances. 

The members of the American Politi
cal Science Association who gathered in 
Washington in early September of this 
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year felt that the legislative initiative has 
passed irretrievably to the executive 
branch. One of the experts at that con
vention, Lewis A. Dexter, .said that the 
Congress will come to have the same im
portance in the American system of gov
ernment as the House . of Lords has in 
the British, particularly if several future 
Presidents resemble Lyndon Johnson. 

Eric Sevareid wrote: 
We know of a number of Congressmen who 

would be very grateful to learn what they 
have really done this year. 

He also found that the Congress has so 
often acted under "a curious kind of in
timidation" that the "once-exalted title 
of Senator or Representative has lost 
much of its prestige." 

One of the leading newspapers in the 
home State of the Vice President summed 
it up this way: 

Anyone following the dally deliberations of 
the House of Representatives must be struck 
by the ruthlessness With which the Demo
cratic majority of so-called liberals is :l!.exing 
its muscles. It is not, in fact, a deliberative· 
body. Representative government is in a sad 
and critical state. 

Columnist Ted Lewis said: 
The presidential image of a miracle pro

ducer of new laws makes the legislative 
branch of Government appear to be a crea
ture of the executive branch. 

The Chicago Tribune, in an editorial 
entitled "Legislating by Scoop Shovel," 
said: 

It would take a truck scale to weigh the 
legislation forwarded by the White House and 
automatically approved, most of it wasterul, 
much of it unnecessary, and all of it putting 
the individual in the grip of the Federal vise. 

He [the President] has been legislating 
everything and anything, and, with .. two
thirds majorities in either Chamber, be bas· a 
Congress of robots that is totally compliant. 

The Knoxville Journal editorialized: 
Any Congress which voluntarily yields its 

right to perform as a coequal part. of the 
Federal Establishment, as this one has, is a 
continuing threat to the Nation. · 

It is one thing for a Congress to adopt 
Presidential proposals after thorough de
liberation and adequate discussion. It is. 
quite another thing for a Congress to 
rush through such proposals without 
careful scrutiny and without reasonable 
debate. No Congress that performed its 
constitutional duty would do the slipshod 
job . of Which Senator MANSFIELD in• 
dieted the present Congress when: he 
said that it must now devote most of its 
etfort to tightening up "its hasty enact
ments." 
EXAMPLES OF RUBBERSTAMPING BY 'l.'HE CONGRESS 

On many important bills the House of 
Representatives acted without adetiuate 
consideration, without full hearings in 
committee, and without sufticient debate 
on the floor. 

The arts and humanities bill was rail
roaded through the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor after about 15 minutes 
of consideration. Even a motion by the 
minority that the bill be read was sum
maii.Iy rejected by the majority. When 
the committee met to act on the bill, the 
members were presented for the first 
time with a new committee print, dated 
the same day, containing a number of 
signiflcant amendments which the mi
nority members had never seen before. 
Thereafter, several additional amend
ments, which the Republican members 
had never seen, were quickly adopted in 
committee, and the bill was reported with 
great haste. 

The Education and Labor Committee 
made virtually no change in the admin
istration ·bill to provide assistance for 
elementary and secondary education, de
spite vigorous bipartisan ·complaints 
about the formula for distributing Fed
eral funds contained in the bill. On the 
floor, at least 10 of 25 amendments were 
rejected without discussion. due. to the 
gag-rule limitation on debate. 

As this far-reaching legislation was 
being considere~ by the House of Rep
resentatives, Democratic Congresswoman 

' 
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GREEN, of Oregon, took the floor to pro- protect the religious liberty of employees 
test, "Today it seems to me we have in whose religious beliefs clash with com
the House a determined effort to silence pulsory union membership, and to in
those who are in disagreement." sure that employees would be protected 

well as vocational education and public 
assistance programs. 

The Manpower Development and 
Training Act overlaps the poverty pro
gram. So little was the elementary and see- from compulsion to join a Communist

ondary education bill studied before floor controlled union. One unfortunate oversight in the laws 
of the session can be cited to illustrate 
the results of hasty and ill-considered 
congressional action. By increasing 
social security payments, the Congress 
inadvertently caused the termination or 
reduction of the pensions of tens of thou
sands of veterans. The added social 
security payment meant a reduction of 
the income of these veterans. 

action that two of the best informed TheWashingtonPostcommented: 
supporters of the measure, gave to the 
House contradictory explanations of its 
application to nonpublic schools. 

The higher education bill was reported 
out of the Education and Labor Com
mittee in great haste, apparently at the 
command of the White House. The 
Wall Street Journal noted that the com
mittee "under prodding from an im
patient White House deliberated for all 
of 20 minutes." Democratic Congress
man PuciNSKI, of illinois, calledJ the 
bill's handling "a mockery of the legis
lative process." 

Hearings on the administration's orig
inal highway beautification proposals 
were held by the Committee on Public 
Works on July 20, 21, and 22. These 
hearings were adjourned with the un
derstanding that the complex proposals 
should be studied further and acted upon 
early next year. Without warning, the 
hearings were reopened on September 3 
and 7, while the committee and its staff 
were absorbed with the omnibus rivers 
and harbors and flood control bill. The 
act was debated and passed by the House 
on October 7, with the final vote being 
tallied well after midnight. At one point 
in the proceedings the House voted 121 
to 84 to allow but 8 minutes of debate on 
5 separate amendments. 

Regarding the very controversial bill to 
repeal section 14(b) of the Taft-Hartley 
Act, the Democratic majority of the com
mittee on Education and Labor rejected 
all attempts by Republican members to 
amend the bill so as to provide some 
basic protections for rank-and-file em
ployees compelled to join unions in order 
to hold their jobs. Because of the re
strictive rule under which the bill was 
considered by the House, amendments 
which would permit compulsory union 
membership agreements only if the 
unions involved refrained from racial 
and religious discrimination, refrained 
from using union funds for political pur
poses, and refrained from denying em
ployees rights guaranteed them by Fed
eral law were rejected as not germane. 
Other amendments offered, on which the 
House was not permitted to vote, were 
designed to insure that unions securing 
compulsory membership agreements 
truly represented a majority as demon
strated by Winning an NLRB election, to 
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Several important questions were raised 
in the House debate and left unanswered. 

The Democratic majority rammed 
through a bill repealing section 14(b) 
which the Post said "scarcely qualifies as 
well-rounded legislation in the national 
interest." 

On the important bill to prohibit dis
crimination in employment and union 
membership, only the briefest of hear
ings were held by the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor. These hearings con
tained no testimony based on experience 
under the 1964 Civil Rights Act and were 
followed almost immediately by a sub
committee meeting which reported the 
bill favorably. An hour later the full 
committee met and reported the bill to 
the House. No amendments were offered 
because none of the minority members 
had any opportunity to study the long 
and complex measure and analyze even 
its theoretical weaknesses. This bill was 
not acted on by the House. 

The percentages allocated to the vari
ous categories of immigrants in the Im
migration and Nationality Act of 1965 
were not discussed either in the Judiciary 
Committee or on the floor. 

On the voting rights bill, the admin
istration forces on the Judiciary Commit
tee methodically rejected all significant 
amendments offered by Republicans. On 
the floor of the House the same general 
attitude prevailed. With the exception 
of the Cramer amendment to prevent 
election irregularities, any significant 
amendment offered by a Republican was 
blindly voted down. 

GAPS AND OVERLAPS 

The defects in the legislation enacted 
during the session of Congress just 
ended will come to light as the bills are 
put into effect. Problems of duplica
tion and overlap will be encountered. 

WEAKENING OF CHECKS ON EXECUTIVE BRANCH 

One-party domination of the legisla
tive and executive branches weakens the 
constitutional system of checks and bal
ances. The subservient Congress which 
it produces fails to exercise the restraint 
which it should over the executive 
branch. The majority leader of the 
Senate recognizes that such is the case 
when he urges the Congress now to un
dertake its neglected function of legisla
tive oversight over executive agencies. 

The executive branch unchecked .is 
prone to carelessness about legal re
straints and about the public interest. 
This carelessness can descend to the 
level of arrogance in some instances. 

Arrogance is a strong word, but there 
is no other word for the submission to 
the Senate of the nomination of Francis 
X. Morrissey to the Federal judiciary nor 
for the efforts to bull that nomination 
through the Senate. The American Bar 
Association and the Massachusetts Bar 
Association pronounced this nominee un
fit for the post. A representative of the 
American Bar Association testified on the 
Morrissey nomination: 

From the standpoint of legal training, 
legal experience, and legal ability, we have 
not had any case where these factors were 
so lacking. 

There is no word but arrogance for 
the Withholding of Federal funds from 
the city of Chicago in defiance of the 
procedures established by Congress. 

There is no word but arrogance for 
procedures in the Congress that silence The Appalachia bill overlaps several 

existing Federal-aid programs, notably dissent and preclude careful considera-
1::1 the fields of highway construction and tion of legislation. 
public health. There is no word but arrogance for 

The public works and redevelopment opposition to freedom of information leg
bill, providing aid to so-called depressed islation which would permit the public to 
areas, overlaps the Appalachia bill. know what is going on in the Govern-

The expanded poverty program over- ment which it pays for. The Freedom 
laps the elementary and secondary of Information Committee of Sigma 
school aid bill, which is ostensibly aimed Delta Chi, the national society of jour
at children from low-income families, as nalists, in its annual report, accused the 

• 

administration of seeking to ''warp the 
proposed Federal Public Records legisla
tion into an almost unlimited authority 
for the President to establish broader 
secrecy. practices." The committee also 
indicted the administration for "the se
crecy on the names of Post Office Depart
ment employees hired in the summer 
program in 1965; the Defense Depart
ment continues the October 1962, Sylves
ter Directive which requires military and 
civilian personnel to report all contacts 
with the press to Sylvester's office; the 
increased centralization of information 
releases at the White House, and the in
creasing sensitivity over leaks of infor
mation that have no connection with 
national security problems; the basic 
problem of balancing national security 
interests and freedom for the press in 
connection with Vietnam and the Do
minican Republic." 

There is no word but arrogance for the 
behavior of administration spokesmen, 
including the President and the Vice 
President, When they pointedly imply 
that the consideration which the prob
lems of a locality receives in Washington 
will depend on whether its local officials 
are Republicans or Democrats. It is 
shocking to learn that responsible na
tional officials would stoop to threaten 
any community with reprisals if its citi
.ze,ns choose officials who are not of the 
administration's party. 

The New York Times reacted with in
dignation to the threat when it was made 
in New York City. Its editorial 
commented: 

This is a remarkable indictment of the 
Johnson administration. It suggests, for 
example, that Sargent Shriver, the head of 
the antipoverty program and a Democrat, 
would be less sympathetic and helpful to New 
York if its mayor were a Republican. It 
makes the same innuendo about the officials 
who run the housing, education, mass tran
sit, antipollution, and other programs in 
which New York has a vital interest. It sug
gests that President Johnson, Vice President 
HUMPHREY, and Senator KENNEDY himself 
would not be so helpful to the mayor of the 
Nation's largest city If he were of a political 
faith different from theirs. 

FISCAL EXCESSES 

The carelessness of a Congress over
whelmingly controlled by the President's 
party is particularly manifested in big 
spending. This session of Congress has 
set a new record in appropriations not 
approached since the Second World War. 
The appropriation of $119.3 billion this 
year is $36 billion more than was ap
propriated by the last session of Congress 
during the Eisenhower administration. 
This staggering figure of almost $120 bil-
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lion does not include additional back
door spending of $7 billion made possible 
by the Congress this year. Nor does it 
include perhaps $5 to $7 billion needed 
for the war in Vietnam, a request which 
the administration is holding back until 
next January. 

The Congress failed to exercise any 
restraint on reckless spending. The re
duction of administration requests for 
appropriations by $2.4 billion is more 
apparent than real. The funds denied 
have only been deferred until 1966. 

The following table shows the amount 
appropriated by Congress in each ses
sion since 1960. It reflects an increase 
of $36 billion, or 43 percent, since 1960. 
Of this $36 billion increase, only $8.3 
billion is for defense: 

[In billions] 

Session 

86th Cong.: 2d (1960) ____ _ 
87th Cong.: 1st (1961) _____________ _ 

2d (1962) _____________ _ 
88th Cong.: 

1st (1963) _____________ _ 
2d (1964) _____________ _ 

89th Cong.: 1st (1965) ____ _ 

Appropria
tions 

$83.8 

95.8 
102.3 

102.6 
106.0 
119.3 

Change from 
preceding 

year 

+$12.0 
+6.5 

+.3 
+3.4 

+13.3 

CONSTRUCTIVE REPUBLICAN RECORD 
On February 3, 1965, the Republican 

leadership of the House of Representa
tives said: 

House Republicans have a major responsi
b1!1ty as the representatives of approximately 
43 percent of the electorate who voted for a 
Republican House of Representatives in 1964. 
That duty, as we conceive it, is to exert what
ever influence we can to guide the Nation 
toward the goals of freedom, security, peace, 
and well-being with fiscal responsibility. 

We cannot accept the statement, "The 
duty of the opposition party is to oppose." 
This is too narrow and too negative a formu
lation of our responsibility. 

We must do more than respond to the in
itiatives of the administration. We must 
take the initiative ourselves in two ways. 

First, we must offer alternative measures to 
cope with national problems when the ad
ministration's proposals are unwise. This we 
are doing, for example, in the matter of 
lightening the burden of the costs of health 
care for older people. 

Second, we must press for action to deal 
with the problems to which the administra
tion is blind or indifferent. 

In this spirit the Republican Members 

3 
supported by a majority of the House 
Republicans. In every case the Repub
lican alternative dealt more adequately 
with the problem without unnecessary 
extension of Federal power. 

VOTING RIGHTS 
The administration's bill on voting 

rights-H.R. 6400-as originally intro
duced, provided a remedy for discrimina
tion only in six Southern States and 
Alaska and in 37 counties in certain 
other States, including one county each 
in Arizona, Idaho, and Maine. These 
strange results were achieved by lan
guage which limited the application of 
the bill to places which used literacy tests 
or tests of moral character for voters and 
,in which fewer than 50 percent of the 
voting-age population voted in the 1964 
election. 

Republican House Members and Re
publican Senators introduced voting 
rights legislation before the administra
tion got around to deciding to present a 
bill. 

The basic difference between the ad
ministration proposal and the major Re
publican alternative, the Ford-McCul
loch bill-H.R. 7896-lay in the fact that 
the Republican bill provided a remedy 
for unconstitutional discrimination 
wherever it occurs and regardless of the 
device used to achieve discrimination. 

The administration bill wiped out 
literacy and other tests wherever fewer 
than 50 percent of the voting age popu
lation voted in 1964. The Ford-McCul
loch bill did not disturb nondiscrimina
tory qualifications for voting established 
by States. 

The administration bill required Fed
eral court approval of any new voting 
laws passed by the States to which it 
applied. The Ford-McCulloch bill did 
not restrict State authority to enact new 
nondiscriminatory voting laws. 

The administration bill, as originally 
introduced, approved of the poll tax, pro
viding that Federal examiners would 
collect it in areas in which they operated 
to register voters. The Ford-McCulloch 
bill directed the Attorney General to ini
tiate a speedy court test of the constitu
tionality of the poll tax. 

MEDICARE 

The medicare bill, included in the So-
of the House of Representatives have cial Security Amendments of 1965, is an 
discharged their responsibility this year. amalgamation of the administration 
Their record is impressive. proposal and a Republican alternative 

REPUBLICAN ALTERNATIVES Offered by Representative JOHN BYRNES, 
For six of the major bills proposed by of Wisconsin-H.R. 7057. 

the administration and passed in this In contrast to the bill originally pro
session, there were alternative proposals posed by the administration early in the 
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session, the Byrnes bill provided a sys
tem of insurance for the elderly-first, 
covering all medical expenses, not just 
hospitalization; second, offering volun
tary rather than compulsory coverage; 
and third, financed by a combination of 
general tax revenues and premium pay
ments by the insured, a,voiding the 
regressive social security tax. 

ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL AID 

The administration's bill to aid ele
mentary and secondary schools--H.R. 
2362-presented as a measure to assist 
poverty stricken children, is in fact the 
first general aid to primary and second
ary schools passed by the Congress. 
Under this bill, $2.1 million w1ll be 
granted by the Federal Government to 
Westchester County, the wealthiest in 
New York State, for the education of 
children from poor families. Sunftower 
County, Miss., with median family in
come only one-fifth that of Westchester 
County, will receive only $745,000 for 
the education of an equal number of 
children from poor families. 

Republicans sought to make it a bill 
which would do what it professed to do: 
aid poor children without undue Federal 
control of State, local, and private 
schools. 

The Republican effort was directed to
ward first, channeling Federal funds only 
into areas of need within each State; 
second, recognizing differences in finan
cial ability and need among States; third, 
concentrating the prokram upon the 
needs of deprived children; and fourth, 
reducing the discretionary authority of 
the U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

A Republican approach to the problem 
of expanding and improving elementary 
and secondary schools was incorporated 
in H.R. 6349, offered by Representatives 
WILLIAM AYRES, of Ohio, and THOMAS 
CURTIS, of Missouri, and others. This 
bill relied chiefty on the device of tax 
credits for individuals who pay for 
schools through State and local taxes 
directly or indirectly as well as for those 
who incur expenses for students in higher 
education. This bill would have diverted 
$3 to $5 billion annually from the Fed
eral Treasury and made it available for 
additional support for education at the 
State and local level. 

In addition, H.R. 6349 provided $300 
million annually to the States for the 
education of deprived children aged 3 
to 7. Unlike Project Head Start under 
the poverty program, which provides un
even summer schooling for some deprived 
children, this bill proposed a systematic 
national effort to give preschool educa
tion to children who need it. 
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APPALACHIAN REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT ACT 

The administration bill-S. 3-which 
became law, provided for an Appalachian 
Regional Commission with authority in 
360 counties in 10 States to plan the ex
penditure of funds for various public 
works, particularly highway construction, 
in a region that includes many severely 
depressed areas. 

The Republican alternative, offered 
by Representative WILLIAM C. CRAMER, 
of Florida-H.R. 4466-would have ex
tended Federal assistance to all econom
ically depressed areas throughout the Na
tion instead of to a single region. Unlike 
the administration bill, which provides 
.aid to prosperous as well as depressed 
areas in the region to which it applies, 
the cramer bill proposed to limit aid 
to places suffering economic distress and 
high unemployment. 

The Public Works and Development 
Act of 1965-Public Law 89-136-is, like 
the Cramer bill, a measure intended to 
assist depressed areas throughout the 
Nation. It raises serious problems of 
duplication and conftict with the Ap
palachian Regional Development Act. 

CABINET DEPARTMENT DEALING WITH URBAN 

AFFAIRS 

The administration bill establishing 
a new Cabinet agency, the Department 
of Housing and Community Affairs--H.R. 
6927-was defective in many respects. 
It did no more than confer a more pres
tigious title on certain existing agencies. 
It brought together in the new Depart
ment less than one-third of the Federal 
Government's housing activities and only 
a minor fraction of Federal activities 
and funds aimed at assisting States and 
municipalities to solve the problems of 
metropolitan areas. As passed by the 
House of Representatives, it made no 
provision for the continued existence of 
the Federal Housing Administration, a 
defect which Republicans sought to cor
rect and which was finally remedied in 
conference. 

The Republican alternative, offered by 
Mrs. DwYER, of New Jersey-H.R. 5173-
and several other Republicans, would 
have created an agency in the Executive 
omce of the President to deal with met
ropolitan area problems. This agency 
would have been a center of coordina
tion and information for all Federal pro
grams and activities relating to urban 
areas. 

HOUSING 

The administration's housing bill
H.R. 5840-as originally presented, of
fered a scheme of rent supplements for 
families whose incomes were above the 
levels set for public housing tenants. 

Under this plan, some families with an 
income of more than $11,{)00 in some 
places would be eligible to have a part 
of their rent paid by the Federal Gov
ernment. Beyond this, the bill provided 
largely for a continuance of existing 
Federal housing programs. 

A Republican sul::lstitute, offered by 
Representative WILLIAM B. WI»NALL, of 
New Jersey-H.R. 9501---sought to mod
ify existing housing policy in several im
portant respects: 

First, by giving residential redevelop
ment in urban renewal a higherpriopty; 

Second, by stimulating rehabilitation 
of existing sound housing; 

Third, by utilizing existing privately 
owned rental housing for low-income 
tenants; 

Fourth, by lower interest rates on loans 
for college housing and housing for the 
elderly; and 

Fifth, by providing new FHA mort
gage financing for veterans. 

Many of the features of the Widnall 
bill were incorporated in the measure 
which was enacted. 

REPUBLICAN IMPACT ON LEGISLATION 

In spite of the fact that Republicans 
in this Congress hold only one'-third of 
the seats, there were occasions when the 
Republican minority exerted an im
portant inftuence on legislation. 

A 7-percent increase in social security 
benefits was approved-a prop<)sal which 
Republicans made in 1964, but which was 
voted down in the last Congress by Dem
ocrats acting on White House orders. 

The repeal of Federal excise taxes--a 
step which Republicans have advocated 
for many years and which was called for 
in the Republican platform of 1964-was 
accomplished in this session. In 1964, a 
Republican proposal to repeal retail ex
cise taxes was defeated by Democratic 
votes. 

Other changes made in the social secu
rity system were inftuenced by· Republi
can initiatives and conform to long
standing Republican policy. One was 
the liberalization of the earnings limita
tion beyond which elderly people become 
ineligible to collect their social security 
benefits. The other was the liberaliza
tion of coverage reqUirements for people 
over the age of 72 in order to qualify for 
benefits. 

Similarly, Republicans took· the lead 
in advocating changes in tax policy to 
lighten the burden of medical expenses, 
The Congress repealed maximum limi
tations on income tax deductions for 
medical care insurance and authorized 
a deduction of one-half the cost of med
ical care insurance up to $150. 

.. 

The medicare bill passed by the Con
gress incorporates in its provisions much 
of the Republican bill offered by Repre
sentative JOHN W. BYRNES, of Wisconsin. 
This bill is not limited to hospital care 
as the administration recommended. In 
its final version it covers doctors' b1lls 
and ·other medical costs in provisions 
borrowed from the Byrnes bill. 

The Housing Act passed by Congress 
contains six significant features from the 
Republican substitute proposed by Rep
resentative Wn.LIAM B. WIDNALL, of New 
Jersey: · 

First, low-income private housing: 
This new program will provide imme
diate 'relief to low-income families who 
have been living in substandard housing 
1n those areas where there is a long wait
ing list for public housing. It will use 
any adequate existing housing on a vol
untary basis at a cost not exceeding 
present public housing rental levels, 
without the gigantic expense of con
structing new public housing units. 

Second, veterans housing program: 
The first major veterans' benefits legis
lation affecting so-called cold war vet
erans ever to be enacted by the Congress, 
this will also apply to an estimated 21 
million veterans who have failed to use 
C)J;' qualify for VA home loan benefits. 
Comprehensive benefits include no down 
payments for homes costing up to $15,000, 
with as little as $500 down on a $20,000 
home. 

Third, low interest rate college hous
ing: .Conferees accepted this proposal, 
despite the firm opposition of the John
son administration. It will provide $1.2 
billion in lower rent college housing, 
avoiding an expensive Federal grant pro
gram. 

Fourth, low interest elderly housing: 
To prevent the phasing out of a highly 
successful program , administered by 
churches and other nonprofit organiza
tions, a program with rents at a level 
they can afford will be available to 
elderly people of low income. 

.Fifth, compensation for condemnees: 
Thisprovides, for the first time, prompt 
and equitable compensation for home
·owners and small businessmen displaced 
by urban renewal and other housing Pl1>
grams. 

Sixth, rehabilitation loan program: 
. Sponsored by Republicans in the 1964 
.Housing Act, the low-interest loan pro
gram for tenants, homeowners, and 
small businessmen in urban renewal 
areas received a. $400 million authoriza
. tion.· This was not requested by the 
administration. 
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· A notable improvement in the housing 

bill was made with the adoption of an 
amendment offered by Representative 
JoHN c. KUNKEL, of Pennsylvania, aiding 
homeowners who became unemployed be
cause of the closing of Federal installa
tions. It placed a moratorium on FHA-

5 
On April 30, the House Republican 

leadership proposed the creation of an 
inter-American police force to restore 
peace and order in the Dominican Re
public. On May 3, the administration 
offered this proposal to the Organization 
of American States. 

insured loan payments of such persons The appropriation of an additional 
and authorized the Secretary of Defense $700 million for defense as a means of 
to acqUire their properties for FHA dis- emphasizing national unity and national 
posal when the owners were unable to 
dispose of them on reasonable terms. 

The Voting Rights Act as passed con
tains at least two provisions of Ret>Ubli
can origin. One was the clean elections 
provision proposed by Representative 
WILLIAM CRAMER, of Florida, inserted in 
the bill over the opposition of a ma
jority of the Democrats in the House of 
Representatives. The b111 as finally 
passed dealt with the question of the poll 
tax by directing the Attorney General to 
secure a speedy court test of the consti
tutionality of the tax-the approach used 
in the Ford-McCulloch bill. 

The immigration bill contains a ceiling 
on immigrants from the Western Hemi
sphere because of Republican effort. 
Because of opposition from the White 
House and the State Department, an 
amendment to bring such iminigration 
under control presented by Representa
tive CLARK MACGREGOR, of Minnesota, Was 
voted down by Democrats in the House. 
This provision prevailed in the Senate, 
however, and was incorporated in the 
final version of the law. 

Republican initiative and solid Repub
lican support saved for State Governors 
some power of veto over projects under 
the poverty program within their States 
in opposition to the effort of most Demo
crats to eliminate any vestige of State 
control over this program. 

Republican initiative and solid Repub
lican support led to the denial of funds 
for the rent supplement program under 
the Housing Act. 

Republican initiative and solid Repub
lican support led to the denial of funds 
for a federally directed National Teacher 
Corps. 

On the other hand, an initial Repub
lican success--the prohibition of the use 
of agricultural funds for aid to Nasser, 
voted by the House at the motion of Rep
resentative RoBERT. MICHEL, of Dlinois, 
on January 26-was reversed under se
vere administration pressure on Febru
ary 8. 
REPUBLICAN INFLUENCE ON EXECUTIVE ACTION 

In some instances the policy of the 
President and other executive agencies 
.responded to Republican proposals. 

resolve in the face of Communist aggres
sion on two continents was suggested by 
the minority fioor leader at a White 
House Conference on Vietnam problems. 
The administration subsequently re~ 

quested the increased appropriation. It 
was granted with the unanimous support 
of Republican Members of both House 
and Senate. 

Since mid-1963, Republicans in Con., 
gress have been urging the administra
tion to take the lead in convening an in
ternational monetary conference to deal 
with the urgent balance-of-payments 
problem. In 1965, the urging was re
newed by Representative RoBERT ELLs
woRTH, of Kansas, and by the joint Re
publican leadership on July 1. on July 
10, Secretary of the Treasury, Henry 
Fowler, announced that the U.S. Govern~ 
ment would issue a call for such a 
conference. 
OTHER NOTEWORTHY REPUBLICAN INITIATIVES 

Representative MELVIN R. LAIRD, of 
Wisconsin, and Representative GLENARD 
LIPSCOMB, of California, performed im
portant service in bringing to public at
tention the inadequacy of the admin
istration's defense budget for the prose
cution of the war in Vietnam. In order 
to give the appearance of holding Fed
eral expenditure below the level of $100 
billion in the fiscal year and to leave 
room for Great Society legislation, the 
administration devised its defense budget 
on guidelines set in 1963, which did not 
take account of the involvement of 150,-
000 American troops in a shooting war 
in Asia. The result, as the Preparedness 
Subcommittee of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee under Senator STEN
NIS has found, is a dangerous drain on 
personnel, eqUipment, and ammunition 
in other parts of the world. 

Representative H. R. GRoss, of Iowa, 
served as the public conscience, along 
with Senator JOHN WILLIAMS, of Dela
ware, in endeavoring to raise the ethical 
standards of the administration with 
special attention to the treatment given 
Otto Otepka and the inadequately ex
plored aspects of the Bobby Baker case. 

Representative PAUL FINDLEY a.nd his 
task force on NATO and the Atlantic 
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Community Issued a thoughtful report on 
means of strengthening the Atlantic Al
liance and improving the strained rela
tions of the United States with France 
a.fter a study trip to Paris. 

Representative FINDLEY, along with 
Representative RALPH HARVEY, of In
diana, also took the lead in an unsuccess
ful :fight against the administration on 
the sugar bill in an effort to recapture 
for the taxpayers of the United States a 
part of the excess profit which foreign 
sugar producers derive from sales in this 
country because Government action 
maintains a domestic price more than 
double the price in the world market. 

Representative RoBERT J. CORBETT, Of 
Pennsylvania, fought unsuccessfully to 
bring about an adjustment of the pay 
of Federal employees to provide full com
parability with pay scales in private in
dustry. Though full comparability is 
given lip service by the administration, 
it is opposed to putting this principle 
in practice. 

Representative ANCHER NELSEN, of 
Minnesota, continued his efforts to pro
tect Federal employees from illegal po
litical pressures imposed by the admin
istration, particularly in the matter of 
forced contributions to Democratic fund 
raising events. 

Representative Ross ADAIR, of Indiana, 
sought vainly to secure for the service
men fighting in Vietnam educational 
benefits similar to those granted to the 
veterans of the Second World War and 
Korea. 

Representative WILLIAM S. MAILLIARD, 
of California, sought with limited success 
to secure legislative action to reinvigorate 
the merchant shipping of the United 
States. 

REPUBLICAN SOLIDITY 

Republican ranks in the House of Rep
resentatives held fast on important votes 
throughout the session. On the 26 roll
call votes in which a party position was 
formulated by the House Republican pol
icy committee headed by Representative 
JOHN RHo:DEs, of Arizona, 87 percent of 
the votes cast by Republican Members 
were in support of the party position and 
only 13 percent in opposition. 

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE PARTIES 

During this past session of the Con
gress, there were 93 rollcall votes on 
which a majority of the Republi
can Members of the House voted .in op
position to a majorj.ty of the Democrats. 
On these votes in the aggregate, 81.4 per
eent of the Republican votes were on the 
side of tlle majority of their party and 
80.2 percent of the Democratic votes were 
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in agreement with the majority of their 
party. These 93 votes reveal some sig
nificant differences between Republicans 
and Democrats. 

The general conclusions to be drawn 
from these votes is· a Republican prefer
ence for a more discriminating approach 
to national problems. Republicans op
posed and sought to modify the loosely 
drawn, ambiguous, blank check approach 
of the Democratic majority. 

Republicans showed themselves more 
concerned than most Democrats about 
such things as prudent use of tax dollars, 
the danger of inflation fired by big in
creases in Government spending and un
ending deficits, the stifling of State, lo
cal, and private initiative by the spread 
of an overweening Central Government, 
the peril of runaway bureaucracy, and 
the application of the commonsense 
principles of good management in Fed
eral programs. 

For all of these reasons, a majority of 
Republicans in the House of Representa
tives, in contrast to a majority of the 
Democrats, voted against such things 
as--

Doubling the authorization for the 
poverty program at a time when loose 
administration prompted the Committee 
on Education and Labor to launch a full 
investigation of the program; 

A rent supplement program whereby 
taxpayers wotild help to pay the rent of 
families earning in some areas more than 
$8,000 a year and possessing assets of as 
much as $25,000; 

A foreign aid program of $3.2 billion 
which all agree needs drastic overhaul
ing; 

A farm bill which will mean that Gov
ernment payments in 1966 will equal 
one-third of realized net farm income 
but will not.solve the farm problem; 

A Public Works and Redevelopment 
Act modeled after the discredited Area 
Redevelopment Act and the Advanced 
Public Works Act; and 

A Highway Beautification Act rushed 
through the House without adequate de
liberation. 

Republican Members even voted 
against a pay raise for themselves, again 
unlike a majority of the Democrats. 

In order to proVide a more consistent 
and vigorous foreign pOlicy, Republicans 
unsuccessfully attempted to place re
strictions of foreign aid funds so that 
the American taxpayer would not be fi
nancing anti-American regimes or as
sisting nations that are helping North 
Vietnam in the war in which 150,000 
American fighting men are now engaged. 

For these reasons most Republicans sup
ported a prohibition . against American 
aid to nations engaged in supplying 
North Vietnam and against further ship
ment of agricultural commodities to 
Egypt's Nasser and Indonesia's Sukarno. 

In order to preserve the integrity of 
State and local governments, most 
Republicans sought to-

Retain the veto power of State gov
ernors over poverty program projects; 

Maintain the power of the States to 
forbid compulsory unionism; 

Permit the people of each state to 
decide the basis of representation in one 
house of their State legislature; 

Defeat appropriations for a federally 
controlled National Teacher Corps; 

Secure legislative recognition of the 
rights of States to set standards of water 
purity in rivers instead of transferring 
this authority to the Federal Govern
ment; 

Maintain State authority to deter
mine the use to be made of areas adjoin
ing highways; and 

Maintain the right of States to deny 
the suffrage to people unable to read or 
write the English language. 

PLANNING AND RESEARCH COMMlTI'EE 

Early in the session the planning and 
research committee was established as 
an organ of the Republican conference 
of the House of Representatives. This 
new agency was created to help mobilize 
actiVity toward the development of long
term solutions to national problems. 

The planning and research conunit
tee issued in August a report entitled, 
"Vietnam: Some Neglected Aspects of the 
Historical Record." Columnist Roscoe 
Drummond said of this report: 

This is "loyal opposition" at its best. 

Headed by Representative CHARLES E. 
GooDELL, of New York, this committee 
supervises the activities of 13 task forces, 
each of which has spent this year in the 
study of major public policy problems in 
its field of jurisdiction. Several of the 
task forces have made reports contain
ing constructive proposals in 1965. All 
will make a substantial contribution to 
the positive Republican program in 1966. 

The task forces and their chairmen 
are: 

Agriculture: ODIN LANGEN, Of Minne
sota. 

Congressional reform and minority 
staffing: JAMES CLEVELAND, Of New 
·Hampshire. 

Economic opportunity: PETER FRELING• 
HUYSEN, of New Jersey. 

Education: ALBERT H. QUIE, of Minne
sota. 

.. 

Federal ciVil service: ANCHER NELSEN, 
of Minnesota. 

Latin America: Cochairmen F. BRAD
FORD MoRsE, of Massachusetts, and DoN
ALD RUMSFELD, Of Illinois. 

NATO and Atlantic Community: PAUL 
FINDLEY, Of Illinois. 

Nuclear affairs: CRAIG HOSMER, of Cali
fornia. 

Platform implementation: JAMES BAT
TIN, of Montana. 

Unemployment compensation system: 
JOHN W. BYRNES, of Wisconsin. 

United Nations: JOHN B. ANDERSON, of 
niinois. 

Urban and suburban affairs: CLARK 
MACGREGOR, of Minnesota. 

Voting rights: WILLIAM M. McCUL
LOCH, of Ohio. 
REPUBLICAN SUPPORT OF ADMINISTRATION BIILS 

Several enactments of the past session 
received strong Republican support. 
Republican House Members judged each 
bill on its merits and gave approval to 
administration measures that served the 
public interest. 

Among the bills that were given strong 
Republican support on final passage were 
the following: The higher education bill, 
vocational training loan bill, the immi
gration bill, the Export Control Act, con
stitutional amendment on Presidential 
succession, the Older Americans Act of 
1965, various bills in the field of health, 
excise tax cuts, manpower development 
and training bill, expansion of veterans• 
benefits, various anticrime bills, pay 
raises for military and civilian personnel, 
legislation for the control of air and 
water pollution and water resources 
planning, and the voting rights bill. 

A SAMPLING OF REPUBLICAN LEGISLATIVE 

PROPOSALS 

Republican Members of the House of 
Representatives introduced bills which 
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comprise a comprehensive, broad
gauged, and constructive legislative pro
gram. 

At least 256 bills expanding and liber
alizing social security were offered by 
Republicans. These bills dealt with 
such matters as reduction of the age 
requirements for beneficiaries, increas
ing the maximum age for eligibility of 
children, expansion of the system to 
groups not presently covered, and in
creasing the amount of earnings per
missible without sacrifice of benefits. 

At least 61 Republican bills were in
troduced for the reduction or repeal of 
excise taxes. 

At least 59 Republicans introduced 
voting rights legislation, generally pat
terned after the Ford-McCulloch bill. 

At least 54 Republicans introduced 
bills providing for a new program of 
medical care for the aged. The three 
major approaches were typified in the 
proposals of Representative THoMAS B. 
CuRTis--H.R. 3728; Representative 
FRANK T. Bow-H.R. 21; and Represent
ative JOHN W. BYRNES-H.R. 7057. 

At least 46 Republicans proposed a 
constitutional amendment to permit the 
people to employ factors in addition to 
population in the apportionment of one 
house of State legislatures. 

At least 27 Republicans introduced bills 
to establish a coordinating office con
cerned with urban area affairs in the 
Executive Office of the President. 

At least 28 Republicans introduced bills 
establishing a Commission on the Orga
nization of the Executive Branch of the 
Government to do the job which two 
Hoover Commissions did in the past. 

Nine Republicans introduced a free
dom of information bill defining the au
thority of Federal agencies and officials 
to withhold information in order to make 

7 
available a maximum of information to 
citizens and taxpayers. 

The House Republican conference 
adopted the recommendation of its task 
force on education, headed by Repre
sentative ALBERT QUIE, of Minnesota, for 
legislation granting a tax credit against 
the costs of higher education. A large 
number of Members have sponsored bills 
like Mr. QUIE's which permits a credit up 
to an amount of $325 per student 
annually. 

At least 78 Republicans have joined 
With Representative THOMAS CURTIS, of 
Missouri, in offering the Human Invest
ment Act, a bill granting credits against 
the Federal income tax to business for 
the expenses of retraining present or 
prospective employees to upgrade their 
skills. 

At least 60 Republicans have intro
duced legislation of the type recom
mended by ~he House Republican task 
force on agriculture, headed by Repre
sentative ODIN LANGEN, of Minnesota, to 
establish a World Food Study Commis
sion to determine population trends and 
food needs for the future. 

This list could be extended indefinitely. 
It is meant to be illustrative not ex-
haustive. 

CONCLUSION 

Looking back on the session just con
cluded, the Republican Members of the 
House of Representatives can take pride 
in the role that they have played. They 
tried to make the Congress what it should 
be-a deliberative body, independent of 
and coequal with the Executive, judging 
legislation by the sole standard of the 
national interest. Their success cannot 
be measured in terms of the votes on 
which they prevailed-which were few. 
The verdict on their work will not be 
known until the people speak in the elec
tions of 1966. 
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PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 89th CONGRESS, FIRST SESSION 

Observations on the 1st Session of 89th Congress 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

011' 

HON. GERALD R. FORD 
OP III:ICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Frfdaf/, October 22, 1965 

Mr. GERALD R. PORD. Mr. Speaker, 
the record of the 1st session of the 89th 
Congress is spotty. Along with the en
actment of some meritorious and needed 
legislation, the Congress often acted 
hastily, blindly, and indiscriminately. 

The majority leader of the Senate, Mr. 
MANsFIELD, of Montana, has confessed 
serious defl.c1encies in Ulii!""'B.W'll 

by the Congre~ t!lls 
nounced th~~ot'lhe 2d s 
Congress · ould "spend 1 

and more 
oversig ts in legislation 
pass ." He has said tha 
"m tighten up the hast 

time on pew 
e correcting 
e have jU\t 
the Congres\ 
enactm'ents" 

an~ust eliminate from laws of the 
ses on just ended "a numbe f gaps and 
an number of rough edges, verexten
sio and overlaps." 

he Mansfield confession sft\.uld be 
for the soul of the Americai\~eo
It should convince them that on~ 

government does not serve the~ 

conclusion to be drawn from {he 
1st se ion of the 89th Congress i$' that 
wheneve{ the party that holds pq,Session 
of the ex"utive branch of tlJ""National 
Governmenl 4lso enjoys )il'ferwhelming 
dominance in tM~. the Congress 
becomes a satellite of the President. 

The failure of the Congress to act as a 
deliberative body, coequal with the Ex
ecutive, is the most striking feature of 
this past session. Until the closing days 
of the session, it rubberstamped the pro
posals of the White House in far too 
many instances. 

The members of the American Politi
cal Science Association who gathered in 
Washington in early September of this 

793-358-0591 

year felt that the legislative initiative has 
passed irretrievably to the executive 
branch. One of the experts at that con
vention, Lewis A. Dexter, said that the 
Congress will come to have the same im
portance in the American \rstem of gov
ernment as the House o~f'ords has in 
the British, particularly if veral future 
Presidents emble Lyndo ohnson. 

Eric Sev e wrote: 
We know a umber of con essmen who 

would be v y ltateful to le what they 
have really d~ne \hts year. 

He also f~q that the Colli~SS has so 
often acted n<ler "a curio~ of in 
timidation" at the "once-ex ~ 
of Senator r Representative as lost 
much of its p stige." 

One of the ading newiJ>aper4 in the 
home State of e Vice PrfSident st\nmed 
it up this way~ 

Anyone to~l 1 th~,6uy deliberatl~ of 
the House of e tives must be s~ 
by the ruth ne which the De'\o-
cratic majo y of s -called--iJberals is flex~ 

1its muscle¥ It is n , 1n fac a deliberati" 
body. ~resentat!v ~overnment 1s in a sad 
and critical etate. 

c_g{umnist Ted Lew{\ said: 
The presidential image pf a ~acle pro

ducer of new laws mak$ the egislative 
branch of Government appelli' t be a crea
ture of the executive branch. 

The Chicago Tribune, in an editorial 

It is one thing for a Congress to adopt 
Presidential proposals after thorough de
liberation and adequate discussion. It is 
quite another thing for a Congress to 
rush through such proposals without 
careful sc~ttny and without~able 
debate. No Congress that p fbrmed 
constitutional duty ~mld do od 
job of WhiCh Selator M NSFIELD in
die the pr ent Congress when he 
said at i ust now devote most of its 

ightening up "its hasty enact-

On many important bills the House of 
Representatives acted without adequate 
onsideration, without full hearings in 

colqmittee, and without suflicient debate 
on the 1loor. 
The'~ and humanities bill was rail

roaded \hrough the Committee on Edu
cation ahd Labor after about 15 minutes 
of consi~eration. Even a motion by the 
minoritt that the bill be read was sum
marily Tejected by the majority. When 
_the c.9}nmittee met to act on the bill, the 
~ers were presented for the fl.rst 
time with a new committee print, dated 
the same day, contai g a number of 
signifl.cant amendmen which the mi

adl} 

entitled ''Legislating by Scoop Shovel," c:cnrt~tW~«n 

said: 
It would take a truck scale to welg 

legislation forwarded by the White Hou nd 
automatically ~roved, most of it w , 
much at It u nec~sary, and all of it Plltti g 
the !ndlvidu 1n 11flt grip of the l"edJrai vi . 

He [the residt\nt1 has been£g1s!Jti g 
everything nd a!\ ing, and, ith two
thirds majo ties 1n e ther Chamb r, he has a 
Congress of obots that 1s totall compliant. 

which v 
··-..~W"" coequal part of ibe 

Federal Establishment, as this one haa, 1s a 
continuing threat to the Nat\on. 

-~--

endments wer 
rejected wit discussion due to the 

itation on debate. 

resentatives, Democratic Congresswoman 

' 
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GREEN, of Oregon, took the floor to pro- protect the religious liberty of employees 
test, "Today it seems to me we have in whose religious beliefs clash with com
the House a determined effort to silence pulsory union membership, and to in
those who are in disagreement." sure that employees would be protected 

. So little was the elementary and sec- from compulsion to join a Communist
ondary education bill studied before floor cont!'oDed union. 
action that two of the best informed TheWashingtonPostcommented: 
supporters of the measure, gave to the 
House contradictory explanations of its 
application to nonpublic schools. 

The higher education bill was reported 
out of the Education and Labor Com
mittee in great haste, apparently at the 
command of the White House. The 
Wall Street Journal noted that the com
mittee "under prodding from an im
patient White House deliberated for all 
of 20 minutes." Democratic Congress
man PuciNSKI, of illinois, calledl the 
bill's handling "a mockery of the. legis
lative process." 

Several ilnportant questions were raised 
in the House debate and left unanswered. 

The Democratic majority rammed 
through a blll repealing section 14(b) 
which the Post said "scarcely qualifies as 
well-rounded legislation in the national 
interest." 

On the important bill to prohibit dis
crimination in employment and union 
membership, only the briefest of hear
ings were held by the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor. These hearings con
tained no testimony based on experience 
under the 1964 Civil Rights Act and were 
followed almost immediately by a sub
committee meeting which reported the 
bill favorably. An hour later the full 
committee met . and reported the bill to 
the House. No amendments were offered 

well as vocational education and public 
assistance programs. 

The Manpower Development and 
Training Act overlaps the poverty pro
gram. 

One unfortunate oversight in the laws 
of the session can be cited to illustrate 
the results of hasty and ill-considered 
congressional action. By increasing 
social security payments, the Congress 
inadvertently caused the termination or 
reduction of the pensions of tens of thou
sands of veterans. The added social 
security payment meant a reduction of 
the income of these veterans. 
WEAKENING OF CHECKS ON EXECUTIVE BRANCH 

One-party domination of the legisla
tive and executive branches weakens the 
constitutional system of checks and bal
ances. The subservient Congress which 
it produces fails to exercise the restraint 
which it should over the executive 
branch. The majority leader of the 
Senate recognizes that such is the case 
when he urges the Congress now to un
dertake its neglected function of legisla-

Hearings on the administration's orig
inal highway beautification proposals 
were held by the Committee on Public 
Works on July 20, 21, and 22. These 
hearings were adjourned with the un
derstanding that the complex proposals 
should be studied further and acted upon 
early next year. Without warning, the 
hearings were reopened on September 3 
and 7, while the committee and its staff 
were ·absorbed with the omnibus rivers 
and harbors and flood control bill. The 
act was debated and passed by the House 
on October 7, with the final vote being 
tallied well after midnight. At one point 
in the proceedings the House voted 121 
to 84 to allow but 8 minutes of debate. on 
5 separate amendments. 

because none of the minority members tive oversight over executive agencies. 

Regarding the very controversial bill to 
repeal section 14Cb) of the Taft-Hartley 
Act, the Democratic majority of the Com
mittee on Education and Labor rejected 
all attempts by Republican members to 
amend the bill so as to provide some 
basic protections for rank-and-file em
ployees compelled to join unions in order 
to hold their jobs. Because of the .re
strictive rule under which the bill was 
considered by the House, amendments 
which would permit compulsory union 
membership agreements only if the 
unions involved refrained from racial 
and religious discrimination, refrained 
from using union funds for political pur
poses, and refrained from denying em
ployees rights guaranteed them by Fed
eral law were rejected as not germane. 
Other amendments offered, on which the 
House was not permitted to vote, were 
designed to insure that unions securing 
compulsory membership agreements 
truly represented a majority as demon
strated by winning an NLRB election, to 
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had any opportunity to study the long The executive branch unchecked is 
and complex measure and analyze even 
its theoretical weaknesses. This bill was 
not acted on by the House. 

The percentages allocated to the vari-
ous categories of immigrants in the Im
migration and Nationality Act of 1965 
were not discussed either in the Judiciary 
Committee or on the floor. 

On the voting rights bill, the admin
istration forces on the Judiciary Commit
tee methodically rejected all significant 
amendments offered by Republicans. On 
the floor of the House the same general 
attitude prevailed. With the exception 
of the Cramer amendment to prevent 
election irregularities, any significant 
amendment offered by a Republican was 
blindly voted down. 

GAPS AND OVERLAPS 

The defects in the legislation enacted 
during the session of Congress just 
ended will come to light as the bills are 
put into effect. Problems of duplica
tion and overlap will be encountered. 

The Appalachia bill overlaps several 
existing Federal-aid programs, notably 
i:1 the fields of highway construction and 
public health. 

The public works and redevelopment 
bill, providing aid to so-called depressed 
areas, overlaps the Appalachia bill. 

The expanded poverty program over
laps the elementary and secondary 
school aid bill, which is ostensibly aimed 
at children from low-income families, as 

prone to carelessness about legal re
straints. and about the public interest. 
This carelessness can descend to the 
level of arrogance in some instances. 

Arrogance is a strong word, but there 
is no other word for the submission to 
the Senate of the nomination of Francis 
X. Morrissey to the Federal judiciary nor 
for the efforts to bull that nomination 
through the Senate. . The American Bar 
Association and the Massachusetts Bar 
Association pronounced this nominee un
fit for the post. A representative of the 
American Bar Association testified on the 
Morrissey nolnination: 

From the standpoint of legal training, 
legal experience, and legal ability, we have 
not had any case where these factors were 
so lacking. 

There is no word but arrogance for 
the withholding of Federal funds from 
the city of Chicago in defiance of the 
procedures established by Congress. 

There is no word but arrogance for 
procedures in the Congress that silence 
dissent and preclude careful considera~ 
tion of legislation. 

There is no word but arrogance for 
opposition to freedom of information leg. 
islation which would permit the public to 
know what is going on in the Govern- · 
ment which it pays for. The Freedom 
of Information Committee of Sigma 
Delta Chi, the national society of jour
nalists, in its annual report, accused the 

.. 

administration of seeking to "warp the 
proposed Federal Public Records legisla
tion into an almost unlimited authority 
for the President to establish broader 
secrecy practices." The committee also 
indicted the administration for "the se
crecy on the names of Post Office Depart· 
ment employees hired in the summer 
program in 1965; the Defense Depart
ment continues the October 1962, Sylves
ter Directive which requires military and 
civilian personnel to report all contacts 
with the press to Sylvester's office; the 
increased centralization of information 
releases at the White House, and the in
creasing sensitivity over leaks of infor· 
mation that have no connection with 
national security problems; the basic 
problem of balancing national security 
interests and freedom for the press in 
connection with Vietnam and the Do
minican Republic." 

There is no word but arrogance for the 
behavior of administration spokesmen, 
ineluding the President and the Vice 
President, when they pointedly imply 
that the consideration which the prob
lems of a locality receives in Washington 
will depend on whether its local officials 
are Republicans or Democrats. It is 
shocking to learn that responsible na
tional officials would stoop to threaten 
any community with reprisals if its citi
zens choose officials who are not of the 
administration's party. 

The New York Times reacted with in
dignation to the threat when it was made 
in New York City. Its editorial 
commented: 

This is a remarkable indictment of the 
Johnson adinlnistration. It suggests, for 
example, that Sargent Shriver, the head of 
the antipoverty program and a Democrat, 
would be less sympathetic and helpful to New 
York 1! its mayor were a Republican. It 
makes the same innuendo about the officials 
who run the housing, education, mass tran
sit, antipollution, and other programs in 
which New York has a vital interest. It sug
gests that President Johnson, Vice President 
HUMPHREY, and Senator KENNEDY himself 
would not be so helpful to the mayor of the 
Nation's largest city if he were of a political 
faith di!ferent from theirs. 

FISCAL EXCESSES 

The carelessness of a Congress over
whelmingly controlled by the President's 
party is particularly manifested in big 
spending. This session of Congress has 
set a new record in appropriations not 
approached since the Second World War. 
The appropriation of $119.3 billion this 
year is $36 billion more than was ap
propriated by the last session of Congress 
during the Eisenhower administration. 
This staggering figure of almost $120 bil-
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lion does not include additional back
door spending of $7 billion made possible 
by the Congress this year. Nor does it 
include perhaps $5 to $7 billion needed 
for the war in Vietnam, a request which 
the administration is holding back until 
next January. 

The Congress failed to exercise any 
restraint on reckless spending. The re
duction of administration requests for 
appropriations by $2.4 billion is more 
apparent than real. The funds denied 
have only been deferred until 1966. 

The following table shows the amount 
appropriated by Congress in each ses
sion since 1960. It reflects an increase 
of $36 billion, or 43 percent, since 1960. 
Of this $36 billion increase, only $8.3 
billion is for defense: 

[In billions] 

Session 

86th Cong.: 2d (1960) ____ _ 
87th Cong.: 1st (1961) _____________ _ 

2d (1962) _____________ _ 
88th Cong.: 1st (1963) _____________ _ 

2d (1964) _____________ _ 
89th Cong.: 1st (1965) ____ _ 

A pproprla- Change from 
tlons preceding 

$83.8 

95.8 
102.3 

102.6 
106.0 
119.3 

year 

+$12.0 
+6.5 

+.3 
+3.4 

+13.3 

CONSTRUCTIVE REPUBLICAN RECORD 

3 
supported by a majority of the House 
Republicans. In every case the Repub
lican alternative dealt more adequately 
with the problem without unnecessary 
extension of Federal power. 

VOTING RIGHTS 
The administration's bill on voting 

rights-H.R. 6400-as originally intro
duced, provided a remedy for discrimina
tion only 1n six Southern States and 
Alaska and in 37 counties in certain 
other States, including one county each 
in Arizona, Idaho, and Maine. These 
strange results were achieved by lan
guage which limited the application of 
the bill to places which used literacy tests 
or tests of moral character for voters and 
in which fewer than 50 percent of the 
voting-age population voted in the 1964 
election. 

Republican House Members and Re
publican Senators introduced voting 
rights legislation before the administra
tion got around to deciding to present a 
bill. 

The basic difference between the ad
ministration proposal and the major Re
publican alternative, the Ford-McCul
loch bill-H.R. 7896-lay in the fact that 
the Republican bill provided a remedy 
for unconstitutional discrimination 

On February 3, 1965, the Republican wherever it occurs and regardless of the 
leadership of the House of Representa- device used to achieve discrimination. 
tives said: The administration bill wiped out 

House Republicans have a major responsi-
bility as the representatives of approximately 
43 percent of the electorate who voted for a 
Republican House of Representatives in 1964. 
That duty, a.s we conceive it, is to exert what
ever influence we can to guide the Nation 
toward the goals of freedom, security, peace, 
and well-being with fiscal responsiblllty. 

We cannot accept the statement, "The 
duty of the opposition party is to oppose." 
This Is too narrow and too negative a formu
lation of our responsiblllty. 

We must do more than respond to the In
itiatives of the administration. We must 
take the initiative ourselves in two ways. 

First, we must o!fer alternative measures to 
cope with national problems when the ad
ministration's proposals are unwise. This we 
are doing, for example, in the matter of 
lightening the burden of the costs of health 
care for older people. 

Second, we must press for action to deal 
with the problems to which the administra
tion is blind or indi!ferent. 

In this spirit the Republican Members 

literacy and other tests wherever fewer 
than 50 percent of the voting age popu
lation voted in 1964. The Ford-McCul
loch bill did not disturb nondiscrimina
tory qualifications for voting established 
by States. 

The administration bill required Fed
eral court approval of any new voting 
laws passed by the States to which it 
applied. The Ford-McCulloch bill did 
not restrict State authority to enact new 
nondiscriminatory voting laws. 

The administration bill, as originally 
introduced, approved of the poll tax, pro
viding that Federal examiners would 
collect it in areas in which they operated 
to register voters. The Ford-McCulloch 
bill directed the Attorney General to ini
tiate a speedy court test of the constitu
tionality of the poll tax. 

MEDICARE 

The medicare bill, included in the So-
of the House of Representatives have cial Security Amendments of 1965, is an 
discharged their responsibility this year. amalgamation of the administration 
Their record is impressive. proposal and a Republican alternative 

REPUBLICAN ALTERNATIVES Offered by Representative JOHN BYRNES, 
For six of the major bills proposed by ofWisconsin-H.R. 7057. 

the administration and passed in this In contrast to the bill originally pro-
session, there were alternative proposals posed by the administration early in the 
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session, the Byrnes bill provided a sys
tem of insurance for the elderly-first, 
covering all medical expenses, not just 
hospitalization; second, o1Iering volun
tary rather than compulsory coverage; 
and third, :financed by a combination of 
general tax revenues and premium pay
ments bY the insured, avoiding the 
regressive social secwity tax. 

J:LEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL Am 

The administration's bill to aid ele
mentary and secondary schools-H.R. 
2362-presented as a measure to assist 
poverty stricken children, is in fact the 
first general aid to primary and second
ary schools passed by the Congress. 
Under this bill, $2.1 million w111 be 
granted by the Federal Government to 
Westchester County, the wealthiest in 
New York State, for the education of 
children from poor families. Sunfiower 
County, Miss., with median family in
come only one-fifth that of Westchester 
County, will receive only $745,000 for 
the education of an equal number of 
children from poor families. 

Republicans sought to make it a bill 
which would do what it professed to do: 
aid poor children without undue Federal 
control of State, local, and private 
schools. 

The Republican effort was directed to
ward first, channeling Federal funds only 
into areas of need within each State; 
second, recognizing di1Ierences in finan
cial ability and need among States; third, 
concentrating the program upon the 
needs of deprived children; and fourth, 
reducing the discretionary authority of 
the U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

A Republican approach to the problem 
of expanding and improving elementary 
and secondary schools was incorporated 
in H.R. 6349, o1Iered by Representatives 
WILLIAJII[ AYRES, of Ohio, and THOJIIAS 

CuRTIS, of Missouri, and others. This 
bill relied chiefiy on the device of tax 
credits for individuals who pay for 
schools through State and local taxes 
directly or indirectly as well as for those 
who incur expenses for students in higher 
education. This bill would have diverted 
$3 to $5 billion annually from the Fed
eral Treasury and made it available for 
additional support for education at the 
state and local level. 

In addition, H.R. 6349 provided $300 
million annually to the States for the 
education of deprived children aged 3 
to 7. Unlike Project Head Start under 
the poverty program, which provides un
even summer schooling for some deprived 
children, this bill proposed a systematic 
national effort to give preschool educa
tion to children who need it. 
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APPALACHIAN REGIONAL DKVELOPMENT ACT 

The administration bill-S. 3-which 
became law, provided for an Appalachian 
Regional Commission with authority in 
360 counties in 10 States to plan the ex
penditure of funds for various public 
works, particularly highway construction, 
in a region that includes many severely 
depressed areas. 

The Republican alternative, o1Iered 
by Representative WILLIAJII[ C. CRAMER, 
of Florida-H.R. 4466-would have ex
tended Federal assistance to all econom
ically depressed areas throughout the Na
tion instead of to a single region. Unlike 
the administration bill, which provides 
aid to prosperous as well as depressed 
areas in the region to which it applies, 
the Cramer bill proposed to limit aid 
to places suffering economic distress and 
high unemployment. 

The Public Works and Development 
Act of 1965-Public Law 89-136-is, like 
the Cramer bill, a measure intended to 
assist depressed areas throughout the 
Nation. It raises serious problems of 
duplication and confiict with the Ap
palachian Regional Development Act. 

CABINET DEPARTMENT DEALING WITH URBAN 

AFFAIRS 

The administration bill establishing 
a new Cabinet agency, the Department 
of Housing and Community A1Iairs-H.R. 
6927-was defective in many respects. 
It did no more than confer a more pres
tigious title on certain existing agencies. 
It brought together in the new Depart
ment less than one-third of the Federal 
Government's housing activities and only 
a minor fraction of Federal activities 
and funds aimed at assisting States and 
municipalities to solve the problems of 
metropolitan areas. As passed by the 
House of Representatives, it made no 
provision for the continued existence of 
the Federal Housing Administration, a 
defect which Republicans sought to cor
rect and which was :finally remedied in 
conference. 

The Republican alternative, offered by 
Mrs. DWYER, of New Jersey-H.R. 5173-
and several other Republicans, would 
have created an agency in the Executive 
Office of the President to deal with met
ropolitan area problems. This agency 
would have been a center of coordina
tion and information for all Federal pro
grams and activities relating to urban 
areas. 

HOUSING 

The administration's housing bill
H.R. 5840-as originally presented, of
fered a scheme of rent supplements for 
families whose incomes were above the 
levels set for public housing tenants. 

Under this plan, some families with an 
income of more than $11,000 in some 
places would be eligible to have a part 
of their rent paid by the Federal Gov
ernment. Beyond this, the bill provided 
largely for a continuance of existing 
Federal housing programs. 

A Republican substitute, o1Iered by 
Representative WILLIAM B. WIDNALL, of 
New Jersey-H.R. 9501-sought to mod
ify existing housing policy in several im
portant respects: 

First, by giving residential redevelop
ment in urban renewal a higher priority; 

Second, by stimulating rehabilitation 
of existing sound housing; 

Third, by utilizing existing privately 
owned rental housing for low-income 
tenants; 

Fourth, by lower interest rates on loana 
for college housing and housing for the 
elderly; and 

Fifth, by providing new FHA mort
gage :financing for veterans. 

Many of the features of the Widnall 
bill were incorporated in the measure 
which was enacted. 

REPUBLICAN IMPACT ON LEGISLATION 

In spite of the fact that Republicans 
in this Congress hold only one-third of 
the seats, there were occasions when the 
Republican minority exerted an im
portant infiuence on legislation. 

A 7-percent increase in social security 
benefits was approved-a proposal which 
Republicans made in 1964, but which was 
voted down in the last Congress by Dem
ocrats acting on White House orders. 

The repeal of Federal excise taxes-a 
step which Republicans have advocated 
for many years and which was called for 
in the Republican platform of 1964-was 
accomplished in this session. In 1964, a 
Republican proposal to repeal retail ex
cise taxes was defeated by Democratic 
votes. 

Other changes made in the social secu
rity system were infiuenced by Republi
can initiatives and conform to long
standing Republican policy. One was 
the liberalization of the earnings limita
tion beyond which elderly people become 
ineligible to collect their social security 
benefits. The other was the liberaliza
tion of coverage requirements for people 
over the age of 72 in order to qualify for 
benefits. 

Similarly, Republicans took the lead 
in advocating changes in tax policy to 
lighten the burden of medical expenses. 
The Congress repealed maximum limi
tations on income tax deductions for 
medical care insurance and authorized 
a deduction of one-half the cost of med
ical care insurance up to $150. 

• 

The medicare bill passed by the Con
gress incorporates in its provisions much 
of the Republican bill o1Iered by Repre
sentative JoHN W. BYRNES, of Wisconsin. 
This bill is not limited to hospital care 
as the administration recommended. In 
its final version it covers doctors' bills 
and other medical costs in provisions 
borrowed from the Byrnes bill. 

The Housing Act passed by Congress 
contains six significant features from the 
Republican substitute proposed by Rep
resentative WILLIAM B. WIDNALL, of New 
Jersey: 

First, low-income private housing: 
This new program will provide imme
diate relief to low-income families who 
have been living in substandard housing 
in those areas where there is a long wait
ing list for public housing. It will use 
any adequate existing housing on a vol
untary basis at a cost not exceeding 
present public housing rental levels, 
without the gigantic expense of con
structing new public housing units. 

Second, veterans housing program: 
The first major veterans' benefits legis
lation a1Iecting so-called cold war vet
erans ever to be enacted by the Congress, 
this will also apply to an estimated 21 
million veterans who have failed to use 
or qualify for VA home loan benefits. 
Comprehensive benefits include no down 
payments for homes costing up to $15,000, 
with as little as $500 down on a $20,000 
home. 

Third, low interest rate college hous
ing: Conferees accepted this proposal, 
despite tne :firm opposition of the John
son administration. It will provide $1.2 
billion in lower rent college housing, 
avoiding an expensive Federal grant pro
gram. 

Fourth, low interest elderly housing: 
To prevent the phasing out of a highly 
successful . program administered by 
churches and other nonprofit organiza
tions, a program with rents at a level 
tney can afford will be available to 
elderly people of low income. 

Fifth, compensation for condemnees: 
This provides, for the :first time, prompt 
and equitable compensation for home
owners and small businessmen displaced 
by urban renewal and other housing pro
grams. 

Sixth, rehabilitation loan program: 
Sponsored by Republicans in the 1964 
Housing Act, the low-interest loan pro
gram for tenants, homeowners, and 
small businessmen in urban renewal 
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A notable improvement in the housing 

bill was made with the adoption of an 
amendment o1Iered by Representative 
JOHN c. KUNKEL, of Pennsylvania, aiding 
homeowners who became unemployed be
cause of the closing of Federal installa
tions. It placed a moratorium on FHA
insured loan payments of such persons 
and authorized the Secretary of Defense 
to acquire their properties for FHA dis
posal when the owners were unable to 
dispose of them on reasonable terms. 

The Voting Rights Act as passed con
tains at least two provisions of Republi
can origin. One was the clean elections 
provision proposed by Representative 
WILLIAM CRAMER, Of Florida, inserted in 
the bill over the opposition of a ma
jority of the Democrats in the House of 
Representatives. The bill as finally 
passed dealt with the question of the poll 
tax by directing the Attorney General to 
secure a speedy court test of the consti
tutionality of the tax-the approach used 
in the Ford-McCulloch bill. 

The immigration bill contains a ceiling 
on immigrants from the Western Hemi
sphere because of Republican e1Iort. 
Because of opposition from the White 
House and the State Department, an 
amendment to bring such immigration 
under control presented by Representa
tive CLARK MACGREGOR, Of Minnesota, was 
voted down by Democrats in the House. 
This provision prevailed in the Senate, 
however, · and was incorporated in the 
final version of the law. 

Republican initiative and solid Repub
lican support saved for State Governors 
some power of veto over projects under 
the poverty program within their States 
in opposition to the e1Iort of most Demo
crats to eliminate any vestige of State 
control over this program. 

Republican initiative and solid Repub
lican support led to the denial of funds 
for the rent supplement program under 
the Housing Act. 

Republican initiative and solid Repub
lican support led to the denial of funds 
for a federally directed National Teacher 
Corps. 

On the other hand, an initial Repub
lican success-the prohibition of the use 
of agricultural funds for aid. to Nasser, 
voted by the House at the motion of Rep
resentative RoBERT MicHEL, of Illinois, 
on January 26-was reversed under se
vere administration pressure on Febru
ary 8. 
REPUBLICAN INFLUENCE ON EXECUTIVE ACTION 

areas received a $400 million authoriza- In some instances the policy of the 
tion. This was not requested by the President and other executive agencies 
administration. 
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On April 30, the House Republican 

leadership proposed the creation of an 
inter-American police force to restore 
peace and order in the Dominican Re
public. On May 3, the administration 
o1Iered this proposal to the Organization 
of American States. 

The appropriation of an additional 
$700 million for defense as a means of 
emphasizing national unity and national 
resolve in the face of Communist aggres
sion on two continents was suggested by 
the minority fioor leader at a White 
House Conference on Vietnam problems, 
The administration subsequently re
quested the increased appropriation. It 
was granted with the unanimous support 
of Republican Members of both House 
and Senate. 

Since mid-1963, Republicans in Con
gress have been urging the administra
tion to take the lead in convening an in
ternational monetary conference to deal 
with the urgent balance-of-payments 
problem. In 1965, the urging was re
newed by Representative RoBERT ELLS
woRTH, of Kansas, and by the joint Re
publican leadership on July 1. On July 
10, Secretary of the Treasury, Henry 
Fowler, announced that theU.S. Govern
ment would issue a call for such a 
conference. 
OTHER NOTEWORTHY REPUBLICAN INITIATIVES 

Representative MELVIN R. LAIRD, Of 
Wisconsin, and Representative · GLENARD 
LIPSCOMB, of California, performed im
portant service in bringing to public at
tention the inadequacy of the admin
istration's defense budget for the prose
cution of the war in Vietnam. In order 
to give the appearance of holding Fed
eral expenditure below the level of $100 
billion in the :fiscal year and to leave 
room for Great Society legislation, the 
administration devised its defense budget 
on guidelines set in 1963, which did not 
take account of the involvement of 150,-
000 American troops in a shooting war 
in Asia. The result, as the Preparedness 
Subcommittee of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee under Senator STEN
NIS has found, is a dangerous drain on 
personnel, equipment, and ammunition 
in other parts of the world. 

Representative H. R. GRoss, of Iowa, 
served as the public conscience, along 
with Senator JOHN WILLIAMS, Of Dela
ware, in endeavoring to raise the ethical 
standards of the administration with 
special attention to the treatment given 
Otto Otepka and the inadequately ex
plored aspects of the Bobby Baker case. 

Representative PAUL FmDLI:Y and hts 
task force on NATO and the Atlantic 
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Community issued a thoughtful report on 
means of strengthening the Atlantic Al
liance and improving the strained rela
tions of the United States with France 
after a study trip to Paris. 

Representative FINDLEY, along with 
Representative RALPH HARVEY, of In
diana, also took the lead in an unsuccess
ful fight against the administration on 
the sugar bill in an effort to recapture 
for the taxpayers of the United States a 
part of the excess profit which foreign 
sugar producers derive from sales in this 
country because Government action 
maintains a domestic price more than 
double the price in the world market. 

Representative RoBERT J. CORBETT, of 
Pennsylvania, fought unsuccessfully to 
bring about an adjustment of the pay 
of Federal employees to provide full com
parability with pay scales in private in
dustry. Though full comparability is 
given lip service by the administration, 
it is opposed to putting this principle 
in practice. 

Representative ANCHER NELSEN, of 
Minnesota, continued his efforts to pro
tect Federal employees from illegal po
litical pressures imposed by the admin
istration, particularly in the matter of 
forced contributions to Democratic fund 
raising events. 

Representative Ross ADAIR, of Indiana, 
sought vainly to secure for the service
men fighting in Vietnam educational 
benefits similar to those granted to the 
veterans of the Second World War and 
Korea. 

Representative WILLIAM S. MAILLIARD, 
of California, sought with limited success 
to secure legislative action to reinvigorate 
the merchant shipping of the United 
States. 

REPUBLICAN SOLIDITY 
Republican ranks in the House of Rep

resentatives held fast on important votes 
throughout the session. On the 26 roll
call votes in which a party position was 
formulated by the House Republican pol
icy committee headed by Representative 
JOHN RHODES, of Arizona, 87 percent of 
the votes cast by Republican Members 
were in support of the party position and 
only 13 percent in opposition. 

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE PARTIES 
During this past session of the Con

gress, there were 93 rollcall votes on 
which a majority of the Republi
can Members of the House voted in op
position to a majority of the Democrats. 
On these votes in the aggregate, 81.4 per
cent of the Republican votes were on the 
side of the majority of their party and 
.80.2 percent of the Democratic votes were 
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in agreement with the majority of their 
party. These 93 votes reveal some sig
nificant differences between Republicans 
and Democrats. 

The general conclusions to be drawn 
from these votes is a Republican prefer
ence for a more discriminating approach 
to national problems. Republicans op
posed and sought to modify the loosely 
drawn, ambiguous, blank check approach 
of the Democratic majority. 

Republicans showed themselves more 
concerned than most Democrats about 
such things as prudent use of tax dollars, 
the danger of inflation fired by big in
creases in Government spending and un
ending deficits, the stifling of State, lo
cal, and private initiative by the spread 
of an overweening Central Government, 
the peril of runaway bureaucracy, and 
the application of the commonsense 
principles of good management in Fed
eral programs. 

For all of these reasons, a majority of 
Republicans in the House of Representa
tives, in contrast to a majority of the 
Democrats, voted against such things 
as--

Doubling the authorization for the 
poverty program at a time when loose 
administration prompted the Committee 
on Education and Labor to launch a full 
investigation of the program; 

A rent supplement program whereby 
taxpayers would help to pay the rent of 
families earning in some areas more than 
$8,000 a year and possessing assets of as 
much as $25,000; 

A foreign aid program of $3.2 billion 
which all agree needs drastic overhaul
ing; 

A farm b111 which will mean that Gov
ernment payments in 1966 will equal 
one-third of realized net farm income 
but will not solve the farm problem; 

A Public Works and Redevelopment 
Act modeled after the discredited Area 
Redevelopment Act and the Advanced 
Public Works Act; and 

A Highway Beautification Act rushed 
through the House without adequate de
liberation. 

Republican Members even voted 
against a pay raise for themselves, again 
unlike a majority of the Democrats. 

In order to provide a more consistent 
and vigorous foreign policy, Republicans 
unsuccessfully attempted to place re
strictions of foreign aid funds so that 
the American taxpayer would not be fi
nancing anti-American regimes or as
sisting nations that are helping North 
Vietnam in the war in which 150,000 
American fighting men are now engaged. 

For these reasons most Republicans sup
ported a prohibition against American 
aid to nations engaged in supplying 
North Vietnam and against further ship
ment of agricultural commodities to 
Egypt's Nasser and Indonesia's Sukarno. 

In order to preserve the integrity ot 
State and local governments, most 
Republicans sought to-

Retain the veto power of State gov
ernors over poverty program projects; 

Maintain the power of the States to 
forbid compulsory unionism; 

Permit the people of each State to 
decide the basis of representation in one 
house of their State legislature; 

Defeat appropriations for a federally 
controlled National Teacher Corps; 

Secure legislative recognition of the 
rights of States to set standards of water 
pUrity in rivers instead of transferring 
this authority to the Federal Govern
ment; 

Maintain State authority to deter
mine the use to be made of areas adjoin
ing highways; and 

Maintain the right of States to deny 
the suffrage to people unable to read or 
write the English language. 

PLANNING AND RESEARCH COMMI'l'TEE 

Early in the session the planning and 
research committee was established as 
an organ of the· Republican conference 
of the House of Representatives. This 
new agency was created to help mobilize 
activity toward the development of long
term solutions to national problems. 

The planning and research commit
tee issued in August a report entitled, 
"Vietnam: Some Neglected Aspects of the 
Historical Record." Columnist Roscoe 
Drummond said of this report: 

This Is "loyal opposition" at Its best. 

Headed by Representative CHARLES E. 
GooDELL, of New York, this committee 
supervises the activities of 13 task forces, 
each of which has spent this year in the 
study of major public policy problems in 
its field of jurisdiction. Several of the 
task forces have made reports contain
ing constructive proposals in 1965. All 
will make a substantial contribution to 
the positive Republican program in 1966. 

The task forces and their chairmen 
are: 

Agriculture: ODIN LANGEN, of Minne
sota. 

Congressional reform and minority 
staffing: JAMES CLEVELAND, Of New 
Hampshire. 

Economic opportunity: PETER FRELING
HUYSEN, of New Jersey. 

Education: ALBERT H. QUIE, of Minne
sota.. 

.. 
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Federal civil service: ANCHER NELSEN, comprise a comprehensive, broad- available a maximum of information to 

of Minnesota. gauged, and constructive legislative pro- citizens and taxpayers. 
Latin America: Cochairmen F. BRAD- gram. The House Republican conference 

FORD MoRsE, of Massachusetts, and DoN- At least 256 bills expanding and liber- adopted the recommendation of its task 
ALD RUMSFELD, of Illinois. alizing social security were offered by force on education, headed by Repre-

NATO and Atlantic Community: PAUL Republicans. These bills dealt with sentative ALBERT QUIE, of Minnesota, for 
FINDLEY, of Illinois. such matters as reduction of the age legislation granting a tax credit against 

Nuclear affairs: CRAIG HosMER, of Cali- requirements for beneficiaries, increas- the costs of higher education. A large 
fornia. ing the maximum age for eligibility of number of Members have sponsored bills 

Platform implementation: JAMES BAT- children, expansion of the system to like Mr. QmE's which permits a credit up 
TIN, of Montana. groups not presently covered, and in- to an amount of $325 per student 

Unemployment compensation system: creasing the amount of earnings per- annually. 
JoHN W. BYRNES, of Wisconsin. missible without sacrifice of benefits. At least 78 Republicans have joined 

United Nations: JOHN B. ANDERSON, of At least 61 Republican bills were in- with Representative THOMAS CURTIS, of 
illinois. troduced for the reduction or repeal of Missouri, in offering the Human Invest-

Urban and suburban affairs: CLARK excise taxes. ment Act, a bill granting credits against 
MAcGREGOR, of Minnesota. At least 59 Republicans introduced the Federal income tax to business for 

Voting rights: WILLIAM M. McCuL- voting rights legislation, generally pat- the expenses of retraining present or 
LOCH, of Ohio. terned after the Ford-McCulloch bill. prospective employees to upgrade their 
REPUBLICAN SUPPORT OF ADMINISTRATION BIILS At least 54 Republicans introduced Skills. 

Several enactments of the past session bills providing for a new program of At least 60 Republicans have intra-
received strong Republican support. medical care for the aged. The three duced legislation of the type recom
Republican House Members judged each major approaches were typified in the mended by the House Republican task 
bill on its merits and gave approval to proposals of Representative THOMAS B. force on agriculture, headed by Repre
administration measures that served the CuRTis--H.R. 3728; Representative sentative ODIN LANGEN, of Minnesota, to 
public interest. FRANK T. Bow-H.R. 21; and Represent- establish a World Food Study Commis-

Among the bills that were given strong ative JOHN W. BYRNEB--H.R. 7057. sion to determine population trends and 
Republican support on final passage were At least 46 Republicans proposed a food needs for the future. 
the following: The higher education bill, constitutional amendment to permit the This list could be extended indefinitelY. 
vocational training loan bill, the immi- people to employ factors in addition to It is meant to be illustrative not ex
gration bill, the Export Control Act, con- population in the apportionment of one haustive. 
stitutional amendment on Presidential house of State legislatures. 
succession, the Older Americans Act of At least 27 Republicans introduced bills 
1965, various bills in the field of health, to establish a coordinating office con
excise tax cuts, manpower development cerned with urban area affairs in the 
and training bill, expansion of veterans' Executive Office of the President. 
benefits, various anticrime bills, pay At least 28 Republicans introduced bills 
raises for military and civilian personnel, 
legislation for the control of air and 
water pollution and water resources 
planning, and the voting rights bill. 

A SAMPLING OF REPUBLICAN LEGISLATIVE 
PROPOSALS 

Republican Members of the House of 
Representatives introduced bills which 
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establishing a Commission on the Orga
nization of the Executive Branch of the 
Government to do the job which two 
Hoover Commissions did in the past. 

Nine Republicans introduced a free
dom of information bill defining the au
thority of Federal agencies and officials 
to withhold information in order to make 

CONCLUSION 
Looking back on the session just con

cluded, the Republican Members of the 
House of Representatives can take pride 
in the role that they have played. They 
tried to make the Congress what it should 
be-a deliberative body, independent of 
and coequal with the Executive, judging 
legislation by the sole standard of the 
national interest. Their success cannot 
be measured in terms of the votes on 
which they prevailed-which were few. 
The verdict on their work will not be 
known until the people speak in the elec
tions of 1966. 

U.S. GOVERIIMEST PRUITIIICii OFFICE: 1961 
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Observations on the 1st Session of 89th Congress 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

OF 

HON. GERALD R. FORD 
OF MICHIGAN 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Friday, October 22, 1965 

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. Mr. Speaker, 
the record of the 1st session of the 89th 
Congress is spotty. Along with the en
actment of some meritorious and needed 
legislation, the Congress often acted 
hastily, blindly, and indiscriminately. 

The majority leader of the Senate, Mr. 
MANSFIELD, of Montana, has confessed 
serious deficiencies in the laws enacted 
by the Congress this year. He has an
nounced that the 2d session of the 89th 
Congress should "spend less time on new 
legislation and more time correcting 
oversights in legislation we have just 
passed." He has said that the Congress 
"must tighten up the hasty enactments" 
and must eliminate from the laws of the 
session just ended "a number of gaps and 
any number of rough edges, overexten
sions and overlaps." 

The Mansfield confession should be 
good for the soul of the American peo
ple. It should convince them that one
party government does not serve them 
well. 

One conclusion to be drawn from the 
1st session of the 89th Congress· is that 
whenever the party that holds possession 
of the executive branch of the National 
Government also enjoys overwhelming 
dominance in the Congress, the Congress 
becomes a satellite of the President. 

The failure of the Congress to act as a 
deliberative body, coequal with the Ex
ecutive, is the most striking feature of 
this past session. Until the closing days 
of the session, it rubberstamped the pro
posals of the White House in far too 
many instances. 

The members of the American Politi
cal Science Association who gathered in 
Washington in early September of this 

793-358-0591 

year felt that the legislative initiative has 
passed irretrievably to the executive 
branch. One of the experts at that con
vention, Lewis A. Dexter, said that the 
Congress will come to have the same im
portance in the American system of gov
ernment as the House of Lords has in 
the British, particularly if several future 
Presidents resemble Lyndon Johnson. 

Eric Sevarei4 wrote: 
We know of a number of Congressmen who 

would be very grateful to learn what they 
have really done this year. 

He also found that the Congress has so 
often acted under ''a curious kind of in
timidation" that the "once-exalted title 
of Senator or Representative has lost 
much of its prestige." 

One of the leading newspapers in the 
home State of the Vice President summed 
it up this way: 

Anyone following the dally deliberations of 
the House of Representatives must be struck 
by the ruthlessness With which the Demo
cratic majority of so-called liberals is :!lexlng 
its muscles. It is not, in fact, a deliberative 
body. Representative government is In a Sad 
and critical state. 

Columnist Ted Lewis said: 
The presidential image of a miracle pro

ducer of new laws makes the legislative 
branch of Government appear to be a crea
ture of the executive branch. 

The Chicago Tribune, in an editorial 
entitled "Legislating by Scoop Shovel," 
said: 

It would take a truck scale to weigh the 
legislation forwarded by the White House and 
automatically approved, most of it wasteful, 
much of it unnecessary, and all of it putting 
the.indlvidualin the grip of the Federal vise. 

He [the President] has been legislating 
everything and anything, and, with two
thirds majorities in either Chamber, he has a 
Congress of robots that is totally compliant. 

The Knoxville Journal editorialized: 
AJ+Y Congress which voluntarily yields its 

right to perform as a coequal part of the 
Federal Establishment, as this one has, is a 
continuing threat to the Nation. 

It is one thing for a Congress to adopt 
Presidential proposals after thorough de
liberation and adequate discussion. It is 
quite .another thing for a Congress to 
rush through such proposals without 
careful scrutiny and without reasonable 
debate. No Congress that performed its 
constitutional duty woul4 do the slipshod 
job of which Senator MANSFIELD in
dicted the present Congress when he 
said th&t it must now devote most of its 
effort to tightening up "its hasty enact
ments." 
EXAMPLES OF RUBB11:!1STAMPING BY THE CONGRESS 

On many important bills the House of 
Representatives acted without adequate 
consideration, without full hearings in 
cominittee, and without sufficient debate 
on the :floor. 

The arts and humanities bill was rail
roaded through the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor after about 15 minutes 
of consideration. Even a motion by the 
minority that the bill be read was sum
marily rejected by the majority. When 
the committee met to act on the bill, the 
members were presented for the first 
time with a new committee print, dated 
the same day, containing a number of 
significant amendments which the mi
nority members had never seen before. 
Thereafter, several additional amend
ments, which the Republican members 
had never seen, were quickly adopted in 
committee, and the bill was reported with 
great haste. 

The Education and Labor Committee 
made virtually no change in the admin
istration bill to provide assistance for 
elementary and secondary education, de
spite vigorous bipartisan complaints 
about the formula for distributing Fed
eral funds contained in the bill. On the 
floor, at least 10 of 25 amendments were 
rejected without discussion due to the 
gag-rule limitation on debate. 

As this far-reaching legislation was 
being considered by the House of Rep
resentatives, Democratic Congresswoman 

' 
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GREEN, of Oregon, took the floor to pro
test, "Today it seems to me we have in 
the House a determined effort to silence 
those who are in disagreement ... 

So little was the elementary and sec
ondary education bill studied before floor 
action that two of the best informed 
supporters of the measure, gave to the 
House contradictory explanations of its 
application to nonpublic schools. 

The higher education bill was reported 
out of the Education and Labor Com
mittee in great haste, apparently at the 
command of the White House. The 
Wall Street Journal noted that the com
mittee "under prodding from an im
patient White House deliberated for all 
of 20 minutes." Democratic Congres.s'
man PucmSKI, of IDinois, called! the 
bill's handling "a mockery of the legis
lative process." 

Hearings on the administration's orl.g
inal highway beautification pro:PQSals 
were held by the Committee on Public 
Works on July 20, 21, and 22. These 
hearings were adjourned with the un
derstanding that the complex proposals 
should be studied further and acted upon 
early next year. Without warning, the 
hearings were reopened on September 3 
and 7, while the committee andits staff 
were absorbed with the omnibus rivers 
and harbors and :flood control bill. The 
act was debated and passed by the House 
on October 7, with the final vote being 
tallied well after midnight. At one point 
in the proceedings the House voted 121 
to 84 to allow but 8 minutes of debate on 
5 separate amendments. 

Regarding the very controversial bill to 
repeal section 14(b) of the Taft-Hartley 
Act, the Democratic majority of the Com
mittee on Education and Labor rejected 
all attempts by Republican members to 
amend the bill so as to provide some 
basic protections for rank-and-:fl.le em
ployees _compelled to join unions in order 
to hold their jobs. Because ot the re
strictive rule under which the bill was 
considered by the House, amendments 
which would permit compulsory union 
membership a&reements only if the 
unions involved refrained from racial 
and reLigious discrimination, refrained 
from using union funds for political pur
poses, and refrained from denying em
ployees rights guaranteed them by Fed
eral law were rejected as not germane. 
Other amendments o1Iered, on which the 
House was not permitted to vote, were 
designed to insure that unions securing 
compulsory membership agreements 
truly represented a majority as demon
strated by winning an NLRB election, to 
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protect the religious liberty of employees 
whose religious beliefs clash with com
pulsory union membership, and to in
sure that employees would be protected 
from compulsion to join a Conununist
controlled union. 

The Washington Post conunented: 
Several important questions were rais~ 

in the House debate and left unanswered. 

The Democratic majority rammed 
through a btll repealing section 14(b) 
which the Post said "scarcely qualifies as 
well-rounded legislation in the national 
interest." 

On the important bill to prohibit dis
crimination in employment and union 
membership, only the briefest of hear
ings were held by the Committee on Edu
cation and Labor. These hearings con
tained no testimony based on experience 
under the 1964 Civil Rights Act and were 
followed almost immediately by a sub
committee meeting which reported the 
bill favorably. An hour later the full 
committee met and reported the bill to 
the House, No amendments were offered 
because none of the minority members 
had any opportunity to study the long 
and complex measure and analyze even 
its theoretical weaknesses. This bill was 
not acted on by the House. 

The percentages allocated to the vari
ous categories of immigrants in the Im
migration and Nationality Act of 1965 
were not discussed either in the Judiciary 
Committee or on the floor. 

On the voting rights bill, the admin
istration forces on the Judiciary Commit
tee methodically rejected all significant 
amendments offered by Republicans. On 
the floor of the House the same general 
attitude prevailed. With the exception 
of the Cramer amendment to prevent 
election irregularities, any significant 
amendment offered by a Republican was 
blindly voted down. 

GAPS.AHD OVERLAPS 

The defects in the legislation enacted 
during the session of Congress just 
ended will come to light as the bills. are 
put into effect. Problems of duplica
tion and overllll) will be encountered. 

The Appalachia bill overlaps several 
existing Federal-aid programs, notably 
i::J. the fields of highway construction and 
public health. 

The public works and redevelopment 
bill, providing aid to so-called depressed 
areas, overlaps the Appalachia bill. 

The expanded poverty program over
laps the elementary and secondary 
school aid bill, which is ostensibly aimed 
at chfldren from low-income families, as 

well as vocational education and public 
assistance programs. 

The Manpower Developmen1i and 
Training Act overlaps the poverty pro
gram. 

One unfortunate oversight in the laws 
of the session can be cited to illustrate 
the results of hasty and ill-considered 
congressional action. By increasing 
social security payments, the Congress 
inadvertently caused the termination Ol' 

reduction of the pensions of tens of thou
sands of veterans. The added social 
security payment meant a reduction of 
the income of these veterans. 
WEAKENING OF CHECKS ON EXECUTIVE BRANCH 

One-party domination of the legisla
tive and executive branches weakens the 
constitutional system of checks and bal
ances. The subservient Congress which 
it produces fails to exercise the restraint 
which it should over the executive 
branch. The majority leader of the 
Senate recognizes that such is the case 
when he urges the Copgress now to un
dertake its neglected function of legisla
tive oversight over executive agencies. 

The executive branch unchecked js 
prone to carelessness about ·legal re
straints and about the public interest. 
This carelessness can descend to the 
level of arrogance in some instances. 

Arrogance is a strong word, .but there 
is no other word for the submission to 
the Senate of the nomination of Francis 
X. Morrissey to the Federal judiciary nor 
for the efforts to bull that nomination 
through the Senate. The American Bar 
Association and the Massachusetts Bar 
Association pronounced this nominee un
fit for the post. A representative of the 
American Bar Association testified on the 
Morrissey nomination: 

From the standpoint of legal training, 
legal experience, and legal ability, we have 
not had any case where these factors were 
so lacking. 

There is no word but arrogance for 
the withholding of Federal funds from 
the city of Chicago in defiance of ibe 
procedures established by Congress. 

There is no word but arroganee for 
procedures m:· the Congress that lilence 
dissent and preclude careful considera
tion of legislation. 

There is no word but arrogance for 
opposition to freedom of information leg
islation which would permit the public to 
know what is going on in the Govern
ment which it pays for. The Fre.edom 
of Information Committee of Sigma 
Delta Chi, the national society of jour
nalists, in its annual report, accused the 

administration of seeking to "warp the 
proposed Federal Public Records legisla
tion into an almost unlimited authority 
for the President to establish broader 
secrecy practices." The committee also 
indicted the administration for "the se
crecy on the names of Post Office Depart
ment employees hired in the summer 
program in 1965; the Defense Depart
ment continues the October 1962, Sylves
ter Directive which requires military and 
civilian personnel to report all contacts 
with the press to Sylvester's office; the 
increased centralization of information 
releases at the White House, and the in
creasing sensitivity over leaks of infor
mation that have no connection with 
national security problems; the basic 
problem of balancing national security 
interests and freedom for the press in 
connection with Vietnam and the Do
minican Republic." 

There is no word but arrogance for the 
behavior of administration spokesmen, 
including the President and the Vice 
President, when they pointedly imply 
that the consideration which the prob
lems of a locality receives in Washington 
will depend on whether its local officials 
are Republicans or Democrats. It is 
shocking to learn that responsible na
tional officials would stoop to threaten 
any community with reprisals if its citi
zens choose officials who are not of the 
administration's party. 

The New York Times reacted with in
dignation to the threat when it was made 
in New York City. Its editorial 
commented: 

This Is a remarkable indictment of the 
Johnson administration. It suggests, for 
example, that Sargent Shriver, the head of 
the antipoverty program and a Democrat, 
would be less sympathetic and helpful to New 
York if its mayor were a Republican. It 
makes the same innuendo about the ofticials 
who run the housing, education, mass tran
·Slt, antipollution, and other programs in 
which New York has a vital interest. It sug
gests that President Johnson, Vice President 
HUMPHREY, and Senator KENNEDY himself 
would not ~ so helpful to the mayor of the 
Nation's largest city if he were of a political 
faith different from theirs. 

FISCAL EXCESSES 

The carelessness of a Congress over
whelmingly controlled by the President's 
party is particularly manifested in big 
spending. This session of Congress has 
set a new record in appropriations not 
approached since the Second World War. 
The appropriation of $119.3 billion this 
year is $36 billion more than was ap
propriated by the last session of Congress 
during the Eisenhower administration. 
This.stag~ering figure of almost $120 bil-
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lion does not include additional back
door spending of $7 billion made possible 
by the Congress this year. Nor does it 
include perhaps $5 to $7 billion needed 
for the war in Vietnam, a request which 
the administration is holding back until 
next January. 

The Congress failed to exercise any 
restraint on reckless spending. The re
duction of administration requests for 
appropriations by $2.4 billion is more 
apparent than real. The funds denied 
have only been deferred until 1966. 

The following table shows the amount 
appropriated by Congress in each ses
sion since 1960. It reflects an increase 
of $36 billion, or 43 percent, since 1960. 
Of this $36 billion increase, only $8.3 
billion is for defense: 

[In billions) 

Session 

86th Cong.: 2d (1960) ____ _ 
87th Cong.: 1st (1961) _____________ _ 

2d (1962) _____________ _ 
88th Cong.: 1st (1963) _____________ _ 

2d (1964l-----"--------
89th Cong.: 1st (1965) ____ _ 

Appropr!a. 
tions 

$83.8 

95.8 
102.3 

102.6 
106.0 
119.3 

Change from 
preceding 

year 

+$12.0 
+6.5 

+.3 
+3.4 

+13.3 

CONSTRUCTIVE REPUBLICAN RECORD 
On February 3, 1965, the Republican 

leadership of the House of Representa
tives said: 

House Republicans have a major responsi
bility as the representatives of approximately 
43 percent of the electorate who voted for a 
Republican House of Representatives in 1964. 
That duty, as we conceive it, is to exert what
ever influence we can to guide the Nation 
toward the goals of freedom, security, peace, 
and well-being with fiscal responsibility. 

We cannot accept the statement, "The 
duty of the opposition party is to oppose." 
This is too narrow and too negative a formu
lation of our responsibility. 

We must do more than respond to the in
itiatives of the administration. We must 
take the Initiative ourselves In two ways. 

First, we must offer alternative measures to 
cope with national problems when the ad
ministration's proposals are unwise_. This we 
are doing, for example, in the matter of 
lightening the burden of the costs of health 
care for older people. 

Second, we must press for action to deal 
with the problems to which the administra
tion is blind or indifferent. 

In this spirit the Republican Members 
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supported by a majority of the House 
Republicans. In every case the Repub
lican alternative dealt more adequately 
with the problem without unnecessary 
extension of Federal power. 

VOTING RIGHTS 
The administration's bill on voting 

rights-H.R. 6400-as originally intro
duced, provided a remedy for discrimina
tion only in six Southern States and 
Alaska and in 37 counties in certain 
other States, including one county each 
in Arizona, Idaho, and Maine. These 
strange results were achieved by lan
guage which limited the application of 
the bill to places Which used literacy tests 
or tests of moral character for voters and 
in which fewer than 50 percent of the 
voting-age population voted in the 1964 
election. 

Republican House Members and Re
publican Senators introduced voting 
rights legislation before the administra
tion got around to deciding to present a 
bill. 

The basic difference between the ad
ministration proposal and the major Re
publican alternative, the Ford-McCul
loch bill-H.R. 7896'---lay in the fact that 
the Republican bill provided a remedy 
for unconstitutional discrimination 
wherever it occurs and regardless of the 
device used to achieve discrimination. 

The administration bill wiped out 
literacy and other tests wherever fewer 
than 50 percent of the voting age popu
lation voted in 1964. The Ford-McCul
loch bill did not disturb nondiscrimina
tory qualifications for voting established 
by States. 

The administration bill required Fed
eral court approval of any new voting 
laws passed by the States to which it 
applied. The Ford-McCulloch bill did 
not restrict State authority to enact new 
nondiscriminatory voting laws. 

The administration bill, as originally 
introduced, approved of the poll tax, pro
viding that Federal examiners would 
collect it in areas in which they operated 
to register voters. The Ford-McCulloch 
bill directed the Attorney General to ini
tiate a speedy court test of the constitu
tionality of the poll tax. 

MEDICARE 

The medicare bill, included in the So-
of the House of Representatives have cial security Amendments of 1965, is an 
discharged their responsibility this year. amalgamation of the administration 
Their record is impressive. proposal and a Republican alternative 

REPUBLICAN ALTERNATIVES Offered by Representative JOHN BYRNES, 
For six of the major bills proposed by of Wisconsin-H.R. 7057. 

the administration and passed in this In contrast to the bill originally pro
session, there were alternative proposals posed by the administration early in the 
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session, the Byrnes bill provided a sys
tem of insurance for the elderly-first, 
covering all medical expenses, not just 
hospitalization; second, offering volun
tary rather than compulsory coverage; 
and third, financed by a combination of 
general tax revenues and premium pay
ments by the insured, avoiding the 
regressive social security tax. 

ELEMENTARY AND SECONDARY SCHOOL AID 

The administration's bill to aid ele
mentary and secondary schools-H.R. 
2362-presented as a measure to assist 
poverty stricken children, is in fact the 
first general aid to primary and second
ary schools passed by the Congress. 
Under this bill, $2.1 million will be 
granted by the Federal Government to 
Westchester County, the wealthiest in 
New York State, for the education of 
children from poor families. Sunflower 
County, Miss., with median family in
come only one-fifth that of Westchester 
County, will receive only $745,000 for 
the education of an equal number of 
children from poor families. 

Republicans sought to make it a bill 
which would do what it professed to do: 
aid poor children without undue Federal 
control of State, local, and private 
schools. 

The Republican effort was directed to
ward first, channeling Federal funds only 
into areas of need within each State; 
second, recognizing differences in finan
cial ability and need among States; third, 
concentrating the program upon the 
needs of deprived children; and fourth, 
reducing the discretionary authority of 
the U.S. Commissioner of Education. 

A Republican approach to the problem 
of expanding and iniproving elementary 
and secondary schools was incorporated 
in H.R. 6349, offered by Representatives 
WILLIAM AYRES, of Ohio, and THOlotAS 
CURTIS, of Missouri, and others. This 
bill relied chiefly on the device of tax 
credits for individuals who pay for 
schools through State and local taxes 
directly or indirectly as well as for those 
who incur expenses for students in higher 
education. This bill would have diverted 
$3 to $5 billion annually from the Fed
eral Treasury· and made it available for 
additional support for education at the 
state and local level. 

In addition, H.R. 6349 provided $300 
million annually to the States for the 
education of deprived children aged 3 
to 7. Unlike Project Head Start under 
the poverty program, which provides un
even summer schooling for some deprived 
children, this bill proposed a syste~natic 
national effort to give preschool educa
tion to children who need it. 
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APPALACHIAN REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT ACT 

The administration bill-S. 3-which 
became law, provided for an Appalachian 
Regional Commission with authority in 
360 counties in 10 States to plan the ex
penditure of funds for various public 
works, particularly highway construction, 
in a region that includes many severely 
depressed areas. 

The Republican alternative, offered 
by Representative WILLIAK C. CRAME!t, 
of Florida-H.R. 4466--would have ex
tended Federal assistance to all econom
ically depressed areas throughout the Na
tion instead of to a single region. Unlike 
the administration bill, which provides 
aid to prosperous as well as depressed 
areas in the region to which it applies, 
the Cramer bill proposed to limit aid 
to places suffering economic distress and 
high unemployment. 

The Public Works and Development 
Act of 1965-Public Law 89-136--is, like 
the Cramer bill, a measure intended to 
assist depressed areas throughout the 
Nation. It raises serious problems of 
duplication and conflict with the Ap
palachian Regional Development Act. 

CABINET DEPARTMENT DEALING WITH URBAN 
AFFAIRS 

The administration bill establishing 
a new Cabinet agency, the Department 
of Housing and Community Affairs-H.R. 
6927-was defective in many respects. 
It did no more than confer a more pres
tigious title on certain existing agencies. 
It brought together in the new Depart
ment less than one-third of the Federal 
Government's housing activities and only 
a minor fraction of Federal activities 
and funds aimed at assisting States and 
municipalities to solve the problems of 
metropolitan areas. As passed by the 
House of Representatives, it made no 
provision for the continued existence of 
the Federal Housing Administration, a 
defect which Republicans sought to cor
rect and which was finally remedied in 
conference. 

The Republican alternative, offered by 
Mrs. DWYER, of New Jersey-H.R. 5173-
and several other Republicans, would 
have created an agency in the Executive 
Office of the President to deal with met
ropolitan area problems. This agency 
would have been a center of coordina
tion and infor~nation for all Federal pro
grams and activities relating to urban 
areas. 

HOUSING 

The administration's housing bill
H.R. 5840-as originally presented, of
fered a scheme of rent supplements for 
families whose incomes were above the 
levels set for public housing tenants. 

Under this plan, some families with an 
income of more than $11,000 in some 
places would be eligible to have a part 
of their rent paid by the Federal Gov
ernment. Beyond this, the bill provided 
largely for a continuance of existing 
Federal housing programs. 

A Rep.ublican substitute, offered by 
Representative WILLIAM B. WIDNALL, of 
New Jersey-H.R. 9501-sought to mod
ify existing housing policy in several im
portant respects: 

First, by giving residential redevelop
ment in urban renewal a higher priority; 

Second, by stimulating rehabilitation 
of existing sound housing; 

Third, by utilizing existing privately 
owned rental housing for low-income 
tenants; 

Fourth, by lower interest rates on loans 
for college housing and housing fOr the 
elderly; and 

Fifth, by providing new FHA mort
gage financing for veterans. 

Many of the features of the Widnall 
bill were incorporated in the measure 
which was enacted. 

REPUBLICAN IMPACT ON LEGISLATION 

In spite of the fact that Republicans 
in this Congress hold only one-third of 
the seats, there were occasions when the 
Republican minority exerted an im
portant influence on legislation. 

A 7-percent increase in social security 
benefits was approved-a proposal which 
Republicans made in 1964, but which was 
voted down in the last Congress by Dem
ocrats acting on White House orders. 

The repeal of Federal excise taxes-a 
step which Republicans have advocated 
for many years and which was called for 
in the Republican platform of 1964-was 
accomplished in this session. ln 1964, a 
Republican proposal to repeal retail ex
cise taxes was defeated by Democratic 
votes. 

Other changes made in the social secu
rity system were influenced by Republi
can initiatives and conform to long
standing Republican policy. One was 
the liberalization of the earnings limita
tion beyond which elderly people become 
ineligible to collect their social security 
benefits. The other was the liberaliza
tion of coverage requirements for people 
over the age of 72 in order to qualify for 
benefits. 

Similarly, Republicans took the lead 
in advocating changes in tax policy to 
lighten the burden of medical expenses. 
The Congress repealed maximum limi
tations on income tax deductions for 
medical care insurance and authorized 
a deduction of one-half the cost of med
ical care insurance up to $150. 

.. 

The medicare bill passed by the Con
gress incorporates in its Provisions much 
of the Republican bill offered by Repre
sentative JoHN W. BYRNES, of Wisconsin. 
This bill is not limited to hospital care 
as the administration recommended. In 
its final version it covers doctors' bills 
and other medical costs in provisions 
borrowed from the Byrnes bill. 

The Housing Act passed by Congress 
contains six significant features from the 
Republican substitute proposed by Rep
resentative WILLIAM B. WIDNALL, of New 
Jersey: 

First, low-income private housing: 
This new program will provide imme
diate relief to low-income families who 
have been living in substandard housing 
in those areas where there is a long wait
ing list for public housing. It will use 
any adequate existing housing on a vol
untary basis at a cost not exceeding 
present public housing rental levels, 
without the gigantic expense of con
structing new public housing units. 

Second, veterans housing program: 
The first major veterans' benefits legis
lation affecting so-called cold war vet
erans ever to be enacted by the Congress, 
this will also apply to an estimated 21 
million veterans who have failed to use 
or qualify for VA home loan benefits. 
Comprehensive benefits include no down 
payments for homes costing up to $15,000, 
with as little as $500 down on a $20,000 
home. 

Third, low interest rate college hous
ing: Conferees accepted this proposal, 
despite the firm opposition of the John
son administration. It will provide $1.2 
billion in lower rent college housing, 
avoiding an expensive Federal grant pro
gram. 

Fourth, low interest elderly housing: 
To prevent the phasing out of a highly 
successful program administered by 
churches and other nonprofit organiza
tions, a program with rents at a level 
they can afford will be available to 
elderly people of low income. 

Fifth, compensation for condernnees: 
This provides, for the first time, prompt 
and equitable compensation for home
owners and small businessmen displaced 
by urban renewal and other housing pl'(>
grams. 

Sixth, rehabilitation loan program: 
Sponsored by Republicans in the 1964 
Housing Act, the low-interest loan pro
gram for tenants, homeowners, and 
small businessmen in urban renewal 
areas received a $400 million authoriza
tion. This was not requested by the 
administration. 
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A notable improvement in the housing 

bill was made with the adoption of an 
amendment offered by Representative 
JOHN C. KuNKEL, of Pennsylvania, aiding 
homeowners who became unemployed be
cause of the closing of Federal installa
tions. It placed a moratorium on FHA
insured loan payments of such persons 
and authorized the Secretary of Defense 
to acquire their properties for FHA dis
posal when the owners were unable to 
dispose of them on reasonable terms. 

The Voting Rights Act as passed con
tains at least two provisions of Republi
can origin. One was the clean elections 
provision proposed by Representative 
WILLIAK CRAMER, of Florida, inserted in 
the bill over the opposition of a ma
jority of the Democrats in the House of 
Representatives. The bill as finally 
passed dealt with the question of the poll 
tax by directing the Attorney General to 
secure a speedy court test of the consti
tutionality of the tax-the approach used 
in the Ford-McCulloch bill. 

The immigration bill contains a ceiling 
on immigrants from the Western Hemi
sphere because of Republican effort. 
Because of opposition from the White 
House and the State Department, an 
amendment to bring such immigration 
under control presented by Representa
tive CLARK MACGREGOR, of Minnesota, was 
voted down by Democrats in the House. 
This provision prevailed in the Senate, 
however, and was incorporated in the 
final version of the law. 

Republican initiative and solid Repub
lican support saved for State Governors 
some power of veto over projects under 
the poverty program within their States 
in opposition to the effort of most Demo
crats to eliminate any vestige of State 
control over this program. 

Republican initiative and solid Repub
lican support led to the denial of funds 
for the rent supplement program under 
the Housing Act. 

Republican initiative and solid Repub
lican support led to the denial of funds 
for a federally directed National Teacher 
Corps. 

On the other hand, an initial Repub
lican success-the prohibition of the use 
of agricultural funds for aid to Nasser 
voted by the House at the motion of Rep~ 
resentative RoBERT MICHEL, of Illinois, 
on January 26--was reversed under se
vere administration pressure on Febru
ary 8. 
REPUBLICAN INFLUENCE ON EXECUTIVE ACTION 

In some instances the policy of the 
President and other executive agencies 
responded to Republican proposals. 

On April 30, the House Republican 
leadership proposed the creation of an 
inter-American police force to restore 
peace and order in the Dominican Re
public. On May 3, the administration 
offered this proposal to the Organization 
of American States. 

The appropriation of an additional 
$700 million for defense as a means of 
emphasizing national unity and national 
resolve in the face of Communist aggres
sion on two continents was suggested by 
the minority floor leader at a White 
House Conference on Vietnam problems .. 
The administration subsequently reo. 
quested the increased appropriation. It 
was granted with the unanimous support 
of Republican Members of both House 
and Senate. 

Since mid-1963, Republicans 1n Con
gress have been urging the administra
tion to take the lead in convening an in
ternational monetary conference to deal 
with the urgent balance-of-payments 
problem. In 1965, the urging was re
newed by Representative RoBERT ELLs
WORTH, of Kansas, and by the joint Re
publican leadership on July 1. On July 
10, Secretary Of the Treasury, Henry 
Fowler, announced that the u.s. Govern
ment would issue a call for such a 
conference. 
OTHER NOTEWORTHY REPUBLICAN INITIATIVES 

Representative MELVIN R. LAIRD, o:f 
Wisconsin, and Representative GLENARD 
LIPSCOMB, Of California, performed im
portant service in bringing to public at
tention the inadequacy of the admin
istration's defense budget for the prose
cution of the war in Vietnam. In order 
to give the appearance of holding Fed· 
eral expenditure below the level of $100 
billion in the fiscal year and to leave 
room for Great Society legislation, the 
administration devised its defense budget 
on guidelines set in 1963, which did not 
take account of the involvement of 150-
000 American troops 1n a shooting w~r 
1n Asia. The result, as the Preparedness 
Subcommittee of the Senate Armed 
Services Committee under Senator STEN
Nis has found, is a dangerous drain on 
personnel, equipment, and ammunition 
in other parts of the world. 

Representative H. R. GRoss, of Iowa, 
served as the public conscience, along 
With Senator JOHN WILLIAMS, of Dela
ware, in endeavoring to raise the ethical 
standards of the administration with 
special attention to the treatment given 
Otto Otepka and the inadequately ex
plored aspects of the Bobby Baker case. 

Representative PAUL FINDLEY and his 
task force on NATO and the Atlantic 
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community issued a thoughtful report on 
means of strengthening the Atlantic Al
liance and improving the strained rela
tions of· the United States with France 
after a study trip to Pa.rls. 

Representative FINDLEY, along with 
Representative RALPH HARVEY, of In
diana, also took the lead in an unsuccess
ful :Hght against the administration on 
the sugar bill in an effort to recapture 
for the taxpayers of the United States a 
part of the excess profit which foreign 
sugar producers derive from sales in this 
,country because Government action 
maintains a domestic price more than 
double the price in the world market. 

Representative RoBERT J. CORBETT, of 
Pennsylvania, fought unsuccessfully to 
bring about an adjustment. of the pay 
of Federal employees to provide full com
parability with pay scales iri private in
dustry. Though full comparability is 
given lip service by the administration, 
it is opposed to. putting this principle 
in practice. 

Representative ANCHER NELSEN, of 
Minnesota, continued his efforts to pro
tect Federal employees from illegal po
litical pressures Imposed by the admin
istration, particularly in the matter of 
forced contributions to Democratic fund 
raising events. 

Representative Ross ADAIR, of Indiana, 
sought vainly ·to secure for the service
men fighting in Vietnam educational 
benefits similar to those granted to the 
veterans of the Second World War and 
.Korea.. 

Representative WILLIAM S. MAILLIARD, 
of California, sought with limited success 
to secure legislative action to reinvigorate 
the merchant shipping of the United 
States. 

~PUBL;tC<\N SOLIDITY 

Republican ranks in the House of Rep
resentatives held fast on important votes 
throughout the session. On the 26 roll
call ·votes in which a party position was 
formulated by the House Republican pol
icy committee headed.by Representative 
'JoHN RHoDES, of Arizona, 87 percent of 
-the votes cast by Republican Members 
were in support of the party position and 
only 13 percent iii opposition. 

DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE PARTIES 

During this past ·session of the Con
gress, there were 93 rollcall votes on 
which a majority of the Republi
can Members of the House voted in op
position to a majority of the Democrats. 
On these votes in the aggregate, 81.4 per
. cent of th~ Republican votes were on the 
.aide of ~ majority of their party and 
~0.2 percent of the Democr~~;tic votes were 
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in agreement with the majority of their 
party. These 93 votes reveal some sig
nificant differences between Republicans 
and Democrats. 

The general conclusions to be drawn 
from these votes is a Republican prefer
ence for a more discriminating approach 
to national problems. Republicans op
posed and sought to modify the loosely 
drawn, ambiguous, blank check approach 
of the Democratic majority. 

Republicans showed themselves more 
concerned than most Democrats about 
such things as prudent use of tax dollars, 
the danger of inflation fired _by big in
creases in Government spending and un
ending deficits, the stifling of State, lo
cal, and private initiative by the spread 
of an overweening Central Government, 
the peril of runaway bureaucracy, and 
the application of the commonsense 
principles of good management in Fed
eral programs. 

For all of these reasons, a majority of 
Republicans in the House of Representa
tives, in contrast to a majority of the 
Democrats, voted against such things 
as-,.. 

Doubling the authorization for the 
poverty program at a time when loose 
administration prompted the Committee 
on Education lind Labor to launch a full 
investigation of the program; 

A rent suPplement program whereby 
taxpayers would help to pay the rent of 
families earning in some areas more than 
$8,000 a year and possessing lissets of as 
much as $25,000; 

A foreign aid program of $3.2 billion 
which all agree needs drastic overhaul
ing; 

A farm bill which will mean that Gov
ernment payments in 1966 will equal 
one-third of. realized net farm income 
but will not solve the farm problem; 

A Public WorkS and Redevelopment 
Act modeled after the discredited Area 
Redevelopment Act and the Advanced 
Public Work$ Aet; and 

A Highway Beautification Act rushed 
·through the House without. adequate de
liberation. 

Republican· Members even voted 
against a pay raise for themselves, again 
unlike a majoritY' of the Democrats. 

In order to provide a more consistent 
and vigorous foreign policy, RepUblicans 
unsuccessfully attempted to place re
strictions of foreign aid ftinds so that 
the American taxpayer would not be fi
nancing anti-American regimes or as
sisting nations that are helping North 
Vietnam ,fn tbe war in which 150,000 

For these reasons most Republicans sup
ported a prohibition against American 
aid to nations engaged in supplying 
North Vietnam and against further shiP
ment of agricultural commodities to 
Egypt's Nasser and Indonesia's Sukarno. 

In order to preserve the integrity ot 
State and local governments, most 
Republicans sought to-

Retain the veto power of State gov
ernors over poverty program projects; 

Maintain the power of the States to 
forbid compulsory unionism; 

Permit the people of each State to 
decide the basis of representation in one 
house of their State legislature; 

Defeat appropriations for a federally 
controlled National Teacher Corps; 

Secure legislative recognition of the 
rights of States to set standards of water 
purity in rivers instead of transferring 
this authority to the Federal Govern
ment; 

Maintain State authority to deter
mine the use to be made of areas adjoin
Ing highways; and 

Maintain the right of States to deny 
the suffrage to people unable to read or 
write the English language. 

PLANNING AND RESEARCH COMMITTEE 

Early in the session the planning and 
research committee was established as 
an organ of the Republican conference 
of the House of Representatives. This 
new agency was created to help mobilize 
activity toward the development of long
term solutions to national problems. 

The planning and research conunit
tee issued in August a report entitled, 
''Vietnam: Some Neglected Aspects of the 
Historical Record." Columnist Roscoe 
Drwnmond said of this report: 

This is "loyal opposition" at its beet. 

Headed by Representative CHARLES E. 
GooDELL, of New York, this committee 
supervises the activities of 13 task forces, 
each of which has spent this Year in the 
study of major public policy problems in 
its field of jurisdiction. Several of the 
.task forces have made reports contain
ing constructive proposals in. ~965. All 
will make a substantial contribution to 
the positive Republican progra.Ig. in 1966. 

The task forces and their chairmen 
are: 

Agriculture: ODIN LANGEN, Of Minne
_sota. 

Congressional reform and minority 
staftl.ng: JAMES CLEVELAND, Of New 
Hampshire. 

Economic opportunity: PETn FRELIN1J
HUYBD, of New Jersey . 

Education: ALBERT H. QtnE, of Mimte-
American fighting men are now engaged. sota. 

.. 

Federal civil service: ANCHER NELSEN, 
of Minnesota. 

Latin America: Cochairmen F. BRAD
FORD MORSE, of Massachusetts, and DoN
ALD RUMSFELD, Of Illinois. 

NATO and Atlantic Community: PAUL 
FINDLEY, of Illinois. 

Nuclear affairs: CRAIG HoSMER, of Cali
fornia. 

Platform implementation: JAMES BAT
TIN, of Montana. 

Unemployment compensation system: 
JOHN W. BYRNES, Of Wisconsin. 

United Nations: JOHN B. ANDERSON, of 
lllinois. 

Urban and suburban affairs: CLARK 
MAcGREGOR, of Minnesota. 

Voting rights: WILLIAM M. McCUL
LOCH, of Ohio. 
REPUBLICAN SUPPORT OF ADMINISTRATION BilLS 

Several enactments of the past session 
received strong Republican support. 
Republican House Members judged each 
bill on its merits and gave approval to 
administration measures that served the 
public interest. 

Among the bills that were given strong 
Republican support on final passage were 
the following: The higher education bill, 
vocational training loan bill, the immi
gration bill, the Export Control Act, con
stitutional amendment on Presidential 
succession, the Older Americans Act of 
1965, various bills in the field of health, 
excise tax cuts, manpower development 
and training bill, expansion of veterans' 
benefits, various anticrime bills, pay 
raises for military and civilian personnel, 
legislation for the control of air and 
water pollution and water resources 
planning, and the voting rights bill. 

A SAMPLING OF REPUBLICAN LEGISLATIVE 

PROPOSALS 

Republican Members of the House of 
Representatives introduced bills which 

793-358--0591 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
comprise a comprehensive, broad
gauged, and constructive legislative pro
gram. 

At least 256 bills expanding and liber
alizing social security were offered by 
Republicans. These bills dealt with 
such matters as reduction of the age 
requirements for beneficiaries, increas
ing the maximum age for eligibility of 
children, expansion of the system to 
groups not presently covered, and in
creasing the amount of earnings per
missible without sacrifice of benefits. 

At least 61 Republican bills were in
troduced for the reduction or repeal of 
excise taxes. 

At least 59 Republicans introduced 
voting rights legislation, generally pat
terned after the Ford-McCulloch bill. 

At least 54 Republicans introduced 
bills providing for a new program of 
medical care for the aged. The three 
major approaches were typified in the 
proposals of Representative THOMAS B. 
CURTis-H.R. 3728; Representative 
FRANK T. Bow-H.R. 21; and Represent
ative JOHN W. BYRNEs-H.R. 7057. 

At least 46 Republicans proposed a 
constitutional amendment to permit the 
people to employ factors in addition to 
population in the apportionment of one 
house of State legislatures. 

At least 27 Republicans introduced bills 
to establish a coordinating office con
cerned with urban area affairs in the 
Executive Office of the President. 

At least 28 Republicans introduced bills 
establishing a Commission on the Orga
nization of the Executive Branch of the 
Government to do the job which two 
Hoover Commissions did in the past. 

Nine Republicans introduced a free
dom of information bill defining the au
thority of Federal agencies and officials 
to withhold information in order to make 
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available a maximum of information to 
citizens and taxpayers. 

The House Republican conference 
adopted the recommendation of its task 
force on education, headed by Repre
sentative ALBERT QUIE, of Minnesota, for 
legislation granting a tax credit against 
the costs of higher education. A large 
number of Members have sponsored bills 
like Mr. QUIE's which permits a credit up 
to an amount of $325 per student 
annually. 

At least 78 Republicans have joined 
With Representative THOMAS CURTIS, of 
Missouri, in offering the Human Invest
ment Act, a bill granting credits against 
the Federal income tax to business for 
the expenses of retraining present or 
prospective employees to upgrade their 
skills. 

At least 60 Republicans have intro
duced legislation of the type recom
mended by the House Republican task 
force on agriculture, headed by Repre
sentative ODIN LANGEN, of Minnesota, to 
establish a World Food Study Commis
sion to determine population trends and 
food needs for the future. 

This list could be extended indefinitely. 
It is meant to be illustrative not ex
haustive. 

CONCLUSION 

Looking back on the session just con
cluded, the Republican Members of the 
House of Representatives can take pride 
in the role that they have played. They 
tried to make the Congress what it should 
be-a deliberative body, independent of 
and coequal with the Executive, judging 
legislation by the sole standard of the 
national interest. Their success cannot 
be measured in terms of the votes on 
which they prevailed-which were few. 
The verdict on their work will not be 
known until the people speak in the elec
tions of 1966. 
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IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

The Wbite House acted wisely in suppressing the motion picture which it had 

or this session of the Congress would win 

no Oscar, even in the best From this Congress, we have 

had an echo, not a choice. 

gro\Uld up by an oncc:ming loccmot:!.,: • Not until you see the thrilli_ng episode that 

will be present~d in tnis ~xt year will you know whether 14(b} ofT~-

Hartley is ground to bits under ~ 'Administration' s loccmoti ve or whether the 

to a close to look, not a.t the of the legislative product, but at its 

quality. The test should be no ow much has the Congress dcne, but how well has 

it done. 

Always a. candid ma.n, the ¥Jority le~der of the Senate has confessed ser .. 

ious deficiencie~ in the l egi s tn enacted this year. Senator Mansfield has 

announced that the second session ·of the 89t~ Congress should "spend less time on 

new legislation and more time correcting oversights in legislatio~we have just 

passed." He has said the Congress "must tighten up the hasty enactments • ."" and 
. ·. .,. ·. 

must rectify 11
8. n\DD.ber of gaps and any r...umber of rough ~dges' overextensions and 

overlaps." 

It is highly significant that Senator Mansfield, in reviewing the work of 

this session before the Democratic C~nference, could find no adJective to describe 

it other than the ambiguous ·word "exce:ptional.." 

As a believer in complete candor, I endorse the majo~ity leader's appraisal 
of the work of this session. I assure him that he will find on the RepUblican side 
willing allies in the effort to devote considerable attention during the second 
session of this Congress to correction of the mistakes of the first se~sion. 

(Ford statement -~ page 2) 
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STATEMENT BY REP. GERALD R. FORD - 2 - October 23, 1965 

The first session ot the 89th Co~ess clearly demonstrates the evils of 

one-party dcminance of the national government, 

When the party that occupies the White House holds a two~to-one majority in 

the Congress, the Congress ceases to tunction as e. co-eque,l branch of government, 

the integrity of state and local governments ~~_:undermined, and the public interest 

is often jeopardized. 

The Executive branch unchecked becomes careless and arrogant. Arrogant is 

a strong word, but there is no other to describe those who attempted to bull through 

the appointment to the federal judiciary of a man totally devoid of qualifications 

for this high office. There is no other word for the conduct of an agency that 

withholds federal funds from a city in de'i'iance of unft.•procedures clearly established 

by Congress before such action can be t8ken. · There. is no other word for the methods 

used to rush legislation through the Congress without adequate consideration az:.d 

without adequate opportunity to debate and to amend. 

The House had no chance, for example, to consider any meaningful ~endment 

to the bill repealing Section 14(b) of the Taft-Hartley Act. In the consideration of 

the Administratio~ bill on elementary and secondary education, no opportunity was 

granted to the sponsors of 14 amenements for explanation and debate. 

Protest has been heard tram both sides of the aisle. Democratic Congress-

woman Green, of Oregon, early in the session, condemned the "detertnined effort to 

silence those who are in disagreement." Many other Democrats have spoken out in 

similar terms in frustration and futility. 

When either House of the Congress acts in this way, it abdicates its respon-

sibility. It ceases to be a deliberative body and becomes a rubber stamp.· 
. . . 

State and local governments have suffered because of one-party dominance in 

this Congress, Congress has enacted far-reaching programs without concern for the 
. ' 

views of responsible state and local officials or the effect of federal action on 

existing state and local programs. Especially significant was the Democratic 

attempt to deprive governors of any shred of veto power over projects under the 

poverty program. 

Finally, this Congress has been prodigal with taxpayers' money, over and 
. . . 

above the military needs of the country. During this year $119 billion has been 

ap~ropriated -· $36 billion more than in the last year of the Eisenhower A~inistra-

tion. For many new program.s this year's appropriation is only a slll8.ll fraction of 

the annual expenditure that will be inevitable when the programs are fully in opera-

ti-on. 

- ... ooOOOoo-.. 
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IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

.. ' ; ... The Wh1 te .H~\l~e $C~ed wisely in suppressing the motion picture which it had 

pre:pared glorifying. the 89th Congress •. For this session of the Congress would win 
,l •. i' 

no Oscar, even . .in.the bee;t sup}!orting role category. From this Congress, we have 

had an echo, no~ ~ chq~ce • 

. A- rr.pvie:. of the 89th Congress would be like an ep;l.sode of the old-time 

serial which always ended as the heroine was pushed off a cliff or was about to be 

gro~d up by ~ oncoming locomotive, Not until you see the thr~lling episode that 

will be presented in this theater next year will you know whether 14(b) of Taft

Hartley is ground to bits under the Administration's locomotive or whether the 

ReapJ!ortionment Amendment survives its fall from the cliff. 

We would caution those who judge the work of the session which just wheezed 

to a close to look, not at the quantity of the legislative product, but at its 

quality. The test should be not how much he.s the Congress dcne, but how well has 

it done •. 

Always a candid man, the majority leader of the Senate has confessed ser~ 

ious deficiencie~;~ in the legislation enacted this year. Senator Mansfield has 

announced that the second session of the 89th Congress should "spend less time on 

new legislation and more time correcting oversights in legislation we have just 

passed." He has said the Congress "must tighten up the hasty enacttnents •• " and 

must rectify 11 a number of gaps and any number of rough edges, overextensions and 

overlaps." 

It is highly significant that.senator Mansfield, in reviewing the work of 

this session before the Democratic Conference, could find no ~djective to describe 

it other than the ambiguous word "exceptional." 

As a believer in complete candor, I endorse the majority leader's appraisal 
of the work of this session. I assure him that he will find on the RepUblican ~ide 
willing allies in th~·effort to devote considerable attention during the second 
session of this Congress to correction of the mistakes of the first session. 

(Ford statement -~ page 2) 

Room S-124 U.S. Ca~itol-CApitol 4-3121 - Ex 3700 
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STATEMENT BY REP. GERALD R. FORD - 2 - October 23, 1965 

The first session of the 89th Congress clearly demonstrates the evils of 

one-party dcminance of the national government, 

When the party that occupies the White House holds a two-to-one majority in 

the Congress, the Congress ceases to fwiction as a co-equal branch of government, 

the integrity of state and local governmentsis undennined, and the public interest 

is often jeopardized. 

The Executive branch unchecked becomes careless and arrogant. Arrogant is 

a strong word, but there is no other to describe those who attempted to bull through 

the appointment to the federal judiciary of a man totally devoid of qualifications 

for this high office. There is no other worci for the conduct of an agency that 

withholds federal funds from a city in def!an,ce of t:hft~procedures clearly established 

by Congress before such action can be taken. Tper~is no other word for the methods 

used to rush legislation through the Congress without ade~uate consideration ax.d 

without adequate opportunity to debate and to amend. 

The House had no chance, for example, to consider any meaningful amendment 

t.o the bill repealing Section 14(b) of the Taft-Hartley Act. In the consideration of 

the Administration bill on elementary and secondary education, no opportunity was 

granted to the sponsors of 14 amenements for explanation and debate. 

Protest has been heard from both sides of the aisle. Democratic Congress~ 

woman Green, of Oregon, early in the session, condemned the "determined effort to 

silence those who are in disagreement." Many other Democrats 'have spoken out in 

similar terms in frustration and futility~ 

When either House of the Congress acts in this way, it abdicates its respon

sibility. It ceases to be a deliberative body and becomes a rubber stamp. 

State and local gove.rr..ments have suffered bec~use of one-party dominance in 

this Congress. Congress has enacted far-reaching programs without concern for the 

vievts of responsible state and local officials or the effect of federal action on 

existing state and local programs. Especially significant was the Democratic · 

attempt to deprive governors of any shred of veto power over projects under the 

poverty program. 

Finally, this Congress has been prodigal with taxpayers' money, over and 

above the military needs of the country. During this year $119 billion has been 

appropriated ·- $36 billion more than in the last year of the Eisenhower Administra

tion. For many new progr~s this year's appropriation is only a small fraction of 

the annual expenditure that will be inevitable when the programs are fully in opera

ti-on. 

--ooOOOoo-. 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

FOR RELEASE UPON RECEIPT 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

APRIL 7, 1966 

STATEMENT BY HOUSE MINORITY LEADER GERALD R. FORll, R·MICH. 

I urge this Congress to change its rubber-stamping, loose-spendi~g 

ways when it returns from Easter Recess. 

The 89th Congress in this session has continued to be a rubber stamp 

for the White House. On critical votes most Democrats have done whatever 

President Johnson told them to do. They don't seem to have minds of their 

own. 

This Congress in the first three months of this year has resumed the 

wild spending spree it embarked on in 1965. This has caused painful 

inflation, increases in automobile and telephone excise taxes, and now the 

strong possibility of an income tax increase. 

The way the Johnson Administration and the tcp-beavy Democratic 

majorities in Congress are throwing the people's money around, one would 

almost think there was no war going on in Vietnam. It's acting like a 

business-as-usual Congress, not a war Congress. 

It's claimed this is one of the hardest working of all Congresses. I 

say the hardest work is being done in certain major committees by those 

Democrats intent on inflating already bloated Administration spending 

requests. 

It's claimed this has been one of the most productive Congresses. I 

say this ~ongress has moved at a rather slow pace, and the product is 

nothing to be proud of. Apart from quick action on emergency money requests 

for the multi-billion-dollar Vietnam war, the thing that stands out is 

Mr. Johnson's $6 billion tax bill. 

It's said this Congress is living up to the reputation it established 

in the first session. That's true. It is living up to a reputation for 

big spending and total disregard of the taxpayer's wishes. 
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CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 
TUESDAY, SEPT. 20, 1966 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

STATEMENT BY REP. GERALD R. FORD, (R-MICHIGAN) HOUSE MINORITY LEADER. 

The Republican Leadership of the House of Representatives and the Minority 

Members of the Education and Labor Committee believe that the scheduled meeting 

of the committee thi.s Thursday, September 22, should be open to the public and 

the press. 

Without prejudging the important questions involving the rules of the 

committee, which are primarily in the hands of the Democratic majority, we feel 

that decisions must not be taken behind closed doors in an atmosphere of "smoke 

filled room." The questions at issue are not matters of national security, but 

directly relate to public confidence in the conduct of Congressional business. 

They must not be resolved by anything remotely smacking of a "deal" but should 

be debated and decided with the full knowledge of the American people through 

representatives of press, radio and television. 

Unless the Democratic majority agrees to this sensible procedure, as we 

hope it will, the ranking Republican member of the committee, Rep. William H. 

Ayres of Ohio, will move at the outset of the meeting to put the question to 

a vote of the committee. 

{f fl # fl 
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FOR THE HOUSE 
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STATEMENT BY REPRESENTATIVE FORD: IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

Mr. President, our Question-of-the-Week: 

Can We Afford Your Automatic-Democratic Congress? 

This may be, in some respects, a push-button world. It may be, 

in some respects, a computer civilization. It may be, here and thereJ 

that the rubber stamp has its proper place and function. But, the 

push-button, the computer and the rubber stamp wielded in the White 

House have not yet won the approval of the American people where thej r· 

Representatives and Senators in the Congress are concerned. 

Does the Johnson-Humphrey Administration want not only a blank 

check but push-button, computerized, rubber stamp voting in the 

Se:::1ate and in the House? This the American people will no longer 

tolerate. 

Proof positive of this Administration's push-button psychology 

is the voting record of those forty-five freshman Democrats, elected 

in 1964 from districts formerly Republican, whose automatic responses 

to the wishes of the Johnson-Humphrey Administration are recorded for 

all to see. 

Item: On reduction of foreign aid (authorization), 1965. This 

was defeated by 41 votes. 38 of these were automatic-Democratic 

freshman votes. 

Item: On foreig~ aid authorization (recommittal), 1966. 

Recommittal failed by 2 votes. 36 of the automatic-Democratic fresh

men voted against recommittal. 

Item: On anti-poverty program expansion (recommittal). Recom

mittal was defeated by 49 votes. 39 of these were automatic-

Democratic freshman votes. 

Item: On the repeal of 14B -- the right to work. The bill 

passed by 18 votes. 41 votes for it were automatic-Vemocratic 

freshman votes. 

Room S-124 U.S. Capitol-(202) 225-3700 
Con1ultant to the Leader•hip-}ohn B. Fi1her 
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Item: On rent subsidies {recommittal)l. The margin was 8 votes. 

36 automatic-Democratic freshmen voted to keep this bill alive. 

Says Fortune Magazine (September, 1966}; 
II 

• • • those forty-five provided the saving margin for a number 

of the more expansive and expensive Administration programs II 
• • • • 

This automatic-Democratic response by new members of the House 

was echoed by that of the rest of the top-heavy Democratic majority 

in the House. The push-button, the c~mputer, the rubber stamp wielded 

by the Johnsen-Humphrey Administration were in full force in every 

instance. The result: a travesty on the legislative process, a gross 

disservice to the will and the wishes of the American people. 

No free society can long survive dominance by an unthinking 

computer, no~ dominance by an unthinking, unrestrained, top-heavy 

legislative majority. This Democratic Congress, with its 294 to 139 

majority in the House and its 67 to 33 majority in the Senate, has 

lost its· independence. It is the tool of the Johnson-Humphrey Adminis

tration. The Administration and this Democratic Congress must bear 

fn11 and joint responsibility for the failures and the continuing 

problems we face. This fact cannot be contradicted. Its simple . 

arithmetic cannot be argued. 

In our great tradition, the will of the majority must prevail, 

yet the will of the minority must both be respected and remain vital 

if, as has invariably happened in world history, an overwhelming 

majority, seeking unreasoning P'cwer, is not to silence, subdue and 

then suffocate the essential minority. 

We cannot believe for a moment that the American people will 

any longer accept a push-button Congress or consensus by computer. 

We believe they agree increasingly that only in a healthy balance of 

numbers and opinions can this free land survive and prevail. 

Therefore, Mr. Presiden.t: Our Question-of-the-V/eek: 

Can vJe Afford Your Automatic-Democratic Congress? 

' 



STATEMENT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN September 22, 1966 

lv1r. President, our ~uestion-o!'-the-:Jeek: 

Can We Afford Your Automatic-Democratic Congress? 

Seldom has the hypocrisy of numbers been better illustrated than 

in the voting during this past week on the Civil Rights bill. The 

RP.publican minority and its Leadership in the Senate have been 

indicted and damned by the Johnson-Humphrey Administration and its 

Democratic majority for having killed the Civil Rights bill. How, 

conceivably, can men of intelligence and good-will so overlook that 

same simple arithmetic to which Mr. Ford has just made reference? 

There are 67 Democrats in the Senate. There are 33 Republicans, 

This being so, how under Heaven, can it be concluded that the Republi

cans defeated Civil Rights? Had the Johnson-Humphrey Administration 

truly Wlshed it, had the Democrats in the Senate truly sought it, the 

proposed Civil Rights Act of 1966 would, without doubt, at this very 

moment, be the law of the land. As one writer put it in comment on 

the classic question of "Who killed Cock Robin?" it had to be a 

Democratic arrow -- not that of the Republican minority. 

Happily for the nation's best interest, fortunately for the 

~1·eedom of the individual, the Republican minority, outnumbered as it 

was, reflected the will of our people to a degree that made converts 

of regular Democrats and resulted in a vote that assured the right of 

every American to preserve the integrity of his own judgment and to 

determine the future of his own home. 

The will of the people in this instance prevailed, but it could 

never have done so if a determined minority had not made clear the 

issues involved and in so dolng won the respect and the response of 

many others. 

It is unwise, it is da!lgerou<~ and it can be disastrous, when an 

overwhelming rr~jority is permitted to prevail wit~out question or 

hindran~e. Only as a majority is repeatedly questioned and checked 

by a stro~ minority can the foundations of this Republic be preserved. 

That we, a present minority, would welcome majority status is undenj-· 

able, but until that inevitable day we believe it all-important to 

the American people that our numbers and our hand be strengthened 

ouff1ciently to outlaw forever from Capitol Hill the push-button, the 

computer, the. _soulless rubber stamp. 

Therefore, Mr. President, our Question-of-the-Week: 

Can vJe Afford Your Automatic-Democratic Congress? 
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House Republican Policy Committee 
John J. Rhodes 1 Chairman 
14o Cannon House Office Bldg. 
Phone: 225-6168 

October 10, 1966 

Republican Policy Committee Statement on Recommendations tor 
The Reorganization of Congress 

We urge the immediate consideratiqn of B.:R. 17873, the Legislative Reorgani
zation Act ot 1966. This bill would implement the important recommendations con
tained in the final report of the Joint Committee on the Organization of Congress 
which was filed with the Congress on Jul.y 28, 1966. 

The Joint Comm1 ttee on the Organization of Consress vas established by \mBDi• 
mous vote of both the House and the Senate in Mu-ch ot 1965. It has held 41 pub
lic hearings and received the views of 199 vi tnesses. The testimony 1 together 
with the statements, documents and 8Zl index, is con~ed in 16 printed volumes 
totaling 2,435 pages. Between January 19, 1966 and the tiling of the report on 
J\1l.y 28, 1966, the Comm:i ttee ancl 1 ts staff met in over 50 executive sessions to 
consider the proposed reforms and to formulate 1 ts recommendations. The work of 
this Committee has been thorough and complete. W1 thout question, the recommenda
t~ons contained in this report, it enacted into lav, would make Congress a more 
eftecti ve insti tut.ion tor carrytns out its basic functions. 

The recOI'IIIIleDdatiCils of the Joint CCIIIIDittee, aa 1mplemented by B.R. 178731 
include: 

1. The establisbment of a Joint Coumittee OD Congressional Operations with con
tinuing authority to study the structure and procedures of Congress and to recom
mend add1 tional reforms and changes. 

2. The proteat10D of the risht• ot the minor1 ty tbrousb the provision of &441· 
tional committee staff, the risht to present m1nor1 ty v1ews and reports, the 
provision ot equal time on conference reports, and the right to scheclule w1 t
nesses durins at least one day of committee heariDSS• 

3· The creation of a Bouse Comm1 ttee on Standards and Conduct which would bave 
an equal number of me.Jori ty and m1nor1 ty members. 

4. The authorization of measures designed to assist Members of Congress in the 
pertormence of their Congressional duties. SUch measures would include enJ.ara
ing committee statts, strengthening and tmproving the Legislative Reference 
Service, and authorizing committees to employ cons\alta.Dts 011 an interim basis 
in order to take advantaae of expertise 1n various fields of knowledge. 

5· 'l'he 1mplllleDtat10D of t1ecal coatrola tm4 bud.ptary reforms that voul4 iD· 
elude a greater utilization of the General Account1ns Office, a mult1ple•Jear 
f'l.!J.ancial proJection of programe B:ld the updating of the budget on J\me 1 ot 
each year 1 and the testimony of responsible Execut1 ve Department officials be· 
f'o:-e the Appropriations Committee of each Bouse w1tb1D 30 days atter the budget 
1s presented to Congress. 

6. The establishment of a Blll ot Mpta tor cCIIIIittees that would: require 
the announcement ot record votes; permit the maJority to compel the tilina of a 
raport or a biU; prohibit the use of proxies; and require the printins of com• 
mittee rules at the beginning of each session. 

(over) 
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The RepubliCOD Members ot the Howle ot P.epresentat1 vee lOlig bave beeo 1Dter
ested 1n Congressional retom. At the outset of this session of Coagresa, a task 
force ot the House Republ1C8Zl8 on Ccagresa10Dal Ref'orm and M1.nor1 ty Statt1Dg vu 
appointed to studY the matter ot Congress10Dal. ref'orm 1n depth·; As a result of 
the work of this task force, a book entitled "We Propose: A Modern CcnSreas" baa 
bee published. The conclua1cms and recoumendations contained 1D this book were 
preeeDte4 in full to the Jo'1nt Comm1 ttee ana many of' the recormilenclati0118 of' the 
committee steu:med trom the work ot the task force. 

It is ·unfortunate tbat the Joint COirm1 ttee reJected the rec01111l1E!Dclations by 
the Republican Members tbat a Coiilmittee on Procedures aDd Policies be created. 
Th:ls COmmittee would be given r'the~power to examtne into and report~ baCk to: Con
gress on the expenditure . of' l'ederal funds by the Executive Branch to insure that 
they are spent etticient~ and in accordalice with the law\ The Chairman of the 
Committee would be a Meinber of ·th~ minori ey- party. 'l'his woUld insure that a 
thorough evaluation of the programs administered by the party in power would be 
made• It is ditticult, it not impossible, tor a committee· of this type to con
duct an effective investigation·.~f the resUlts are apt to. reflect \mf'avorably on 
their own party's administration. · 

' • ' r 

This is not a new idea. The Bouse of Commons 1D Great- Br1Wn has a com
mi t~e know as the Comm1 tt~e of Public Accounts v~se chairman is by convent1oo 
a leading member ot' the opposition~ Also; 1n 192lF a ~lbOcratie Senator was . 
designated to head the ~apot-Dome oil reserve investigation at a time when both 
Houses of Congress aDd the becut1 ve Brauch were controlled by the R.p ubllcan 

.- Party. . . -· . . J • " :;:} .J :1 . • . . .. .. . ., - ;. • ' 

We are also concerned by the tact that the Joint Committee· tailed to e.cldress 
itself to the problem of Executive Branch lobbying. Although the United States 
COde specifically prohibits the use ot appropnated m'bniee to Wluence Members 
ot ~gress "to favor ·or oppose, by vote'or ·otherwise, any ·legislation or app~ 
pri'atio~ by Congress," substazitial sums have been used tor this purpose. In the 
recent past, long and detailed telegrams bave been s·ent by' Executzye·;.Departmeot 
of'ticials to Members ot Consress urging their support of certain le81slat1on. 
Similarly, long cUattmce· calls liave beea made ahd.. Members bave been ·personaiJ.¥ 
canvassed regarcli.n8 their intentions vi tb respect ·to a ~icUlar bill• 'l'he 
loophole in the 'present.law tbat perm1tf1 this type of acSt1vit1., or the failure 
to adequately enforce tm: present law, must be corrected·. ~ 

This Congress should not· adJourn until it has acted OD.· 'the Ckmgressional 
reform recommendations. This legislation ·must not be ·fi.led and forgotten. Con
gress needs strengthening and Dlodemizing and time is of'· the essence·.. Reforms 
should be enaoted now so that the next Congress may utilize the new institutions 
and pl'O'ceclures. We pledge our support and assistance in· gett1nif this· important 
le8islat1on enacted into law. We call upon the Democratic leadership to schedule 
n.R. 17873 for immediate Bouse consideration. 
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WHERE OUR NATION STANDS-AT HOME AND ABROAD 

I 

Thirty-three years ago the present Republician Leader of the U.S. 
Senate came to Washington as a freshman in the House of Repre
sentatives. 

When the Congress convened in that March of 1933, the first thing 
we were told in a special message on domestic matters by the President 
of the United States was: 

"The Government's house is not in order." 

This is precisely the case today within the administration. 
A mere statement of this charge is not enough: therefore, the 

anatomy and morphology of the body of the so-called Great Society 
will be examined factually. The calCimine will be wiped away. The 
veneer and clapboard will be removed to expose the facts, or the 
withholding of facts. 

In 16 years of service in the House of Representatives, and now in 
the 16th year of service in the U.S. Senate-7 of these years as Re
publican Leader-I have experienced and responded to the pressures 
and strains of a great depression, recovery and recession, peace, and 
World War II in President Roosevelt's administration, the Korean 
war in President Truman's administration, and now the Vietnam war 
in President Johnson's administration. 

Through most of it the morale of our gteat Republic was solidly 
grounded upon the tough virtues of our fathers. 

But today, what had appeared to be a golden glow only 2 years ago 
has been broken by rolls of thunder. This can be observed as ministers 
plead from the pulpit for a good society instead of a great society; as 
journalists strive to obtain truth from the Government; as plain 
citizens ask one another, or themselves, "Just what's going on?" 
"What gives?" 

Uncertainty, qut"asy doubts, bewilderment, have spread across the 
country; labor and business, the farmer and small businessman, even 
the Federal civil service worker, all have been subjected to govern
ment-by-arm-twisting. 

Unfortunately, optimism in many instances has been succeeded by 
pessimism; the stock market has lost some $120 billion since January 
according to Time magazine of October 14. And grievances seem to 
have deepened in many facets of our daily lives. 

Anger and fear have replaced much of our laughter. 
Abroad, there is jeering and sneering at our country. Our flags are 

burned and spat upon. Our embassies attacked. In Vietnam the 
American death toll continues to mount. 

1 



2 WHERE OUR NATION STANDS AT HOME A.."'lD ABROAD 

Such, in broad outline, are the maladies and tumults surrounding us. 
Meanwhile, the administration goes its higgledy-piggledy way, its 

hi~h priests no longer the flower of American culture but skilled po
litiCal salesmen who pursue domestic social programs with the pop
eyed ardor of a Harpo Marx chasing blondes .. 

We hear, time and again, from the administration that it wants to 
end poverty. So do we all. What the country wants to know is when 
we're going to get around to the real war by practicing moderation at 
home. 

And, so, we return to that March of 1933, and that message about 
order in our Government. In that same message we were admon
ished: 

Too often * * * governments have been wrecked on the rocks of loose fiscal 
policy. 

Now is the time to remember that statement. As Republican 
Leader in the Senate, I urgently request the Johnson administration to 
heed in wartime that peacetime warning of playing loose with the 
people's money. 

II 

The 2d session of the 89th Congress is about to close. It is the 
appropriate occasion for a summation of our times. 

1. This has been the year when an additional 150,000 Americans 
were sent abroad to fight a war which already is the longest, and the 
third largest, war in our history. 

2. This has been the year when some 14,000 National Guardsmen 
were sent to guard our streets at home-in Dayton, in Chicago, in 
San Francisco, in Cleveland, in Benton Harbor, in Wauwatosa, and 
in the year before in Selma, in Montgomery, in Springfield, in Los 
Angeles, inN atchez. 

3. This has been the year when law enforcement officers were called 
to a dozen other cities to quell violence in our streets-from Troy to 
New Jersey to Jacksonville to South Bend; from Des Moines and 
Baltimore and Brooklyn to Washington, Providence, and Perth 
Amboy. 

4. This has been the year when people were afraid to walk the 
streets alone; when police were confronted by a gigantic increase in 
crime of 46 percent from 1960 to 1965; and when the number of chil
dren arrested under the age of 18 increased by 54.5 percent. 

5. This has been the year when inflation sent the cost of living sky
rocketing to the highest in all our history and when the real spendable 
earnings of people were less than just a year ago, regardless of pay 
raises. 

These are facts. Straightforward. Unadorned. Indisputable. 
These are great dilemmas of our times. 

And all of them are conspicuously unsolved under the Great Society. 

WHERE OUR NATION STANDS AT HOME AND ABROAD 3 

III 

When in 1965, the 1st session of the 89th Congress adjourned, I 
raised the question, in the Republican Report of October .22, 1965 
(S. Doc. 66), as to the real result of so ~any programs WI.t~ fancy 
names and high emotional appeal. I pomted out that milhons of 
citizens had not yet had a chance to pass judgment, but when they 
did "there may be a furious reaction." 

That Mr. Johnson met with historic success in terms of m~re 
quantity of laws passed in 1965 is unquestioned .. It was a mass~ve 
display of power and pressure; and a. DemocratiC Congre~s which 
then, as today, is controlled by a l~psi~ed 2-to-1 Democratic Party 
majority responded to Mr. Johnson sWishes. 

As th~ weeks and months passed from 1965 into 1966, what ~e
came apparent, and is now a fact, reminds me of what George Ehot 
once wrote: 

There are many victories worse than defeat. 

Many of the victorious domestic legislative chickens of 1965 began 
coming home to roost this year. . 

Thus when the 2d session of the 89th convened 111 January of 1966, 
the Nation was undergoing some serious speculation on what was to be. 

More questions were being f!-Sked. . . . 
Fewer answers were being gtven by the admmistratiOn .. 
Instead, the administration offered up more domestic programs 

consisting in many instances of novelty upon novelty, gadget upon 
gadget, gimmick upon gimmick. . 

Like Dickens, it appeared to be the ~est of trmes, the worst. of 
times, the age of wisdom, the age of foohshness, the epoch of behef, 
the epoch of credulity. . 

But even before the summer of 1966 en~ed, it became appar.ent It 
wasn't exactly the best of times, and certamly not the age of Wisdom 
under a Great Society administration. . . . . 

And as for an epoch of belief, the credibiht~ of t~e Government Itself 
was being questioned and attacked on all sides; 111 the press, on. the 
streets, over the air, and in the Congress, by Democrat and Repubhcan 
alike. Government news management cast a dark shadow. People 
would not, could not, or did not believe their own Goverm;nent. , 

The truth was: "The Government's house was not ID order. 
If the political leader of the so-called Great Society believed in 

1966 he was riding a tide in the affairs of men, he rna~ have for.gotten, 
or did not recall, the words of James Russell Lowellm observmg: 

Truly there is a tide in the affairs of men, but there is no Gulfstream settling 
forever in one direction. 

IV 
Still in our minds as the 1966 session of Congress proceeded was the 

Christmas trure in Vietnam, the intensified peace effort, .a~d the 
gradual diminution of our prestige abroad despite the $120 billwn we 
had dispensed in foreign aid. 

After a year, there has been no improvement under the Great 
Society. 

There were the continuing cries of "Yanki Go Home" from the very 
people we had aided and befriended. 
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No improvement is noted after another year of Great Society 
diplomacy. 

Then, the United Nations observed its 21st birth anniversary and 
its future, both financially and from the standpoint of world influence, 
was uncertain. 

It is still that way after another year. 
As the population explosion throughout the world continued, pov

erty, hunger, war, and turmoil stalked the world and the Four Horse
men of despair rode relentlessly to broadcast pessimism and dismay. 

It is the same today, only worse. 
As the year started in Vietnam, the number of American troops 

neared 200,000, young blood continued to flow, and peace or truce 
seemed at best a dim hope. 

After almost a year, the administration reports 320,000 troops, plus 
50,000 men in our naval fleet operating off Vietnam, plus 25,000 or 
more troops in nearby Thailand. And American dead and wounded 
have passed the 32,000 mark. 

The budget for fiscal year 1967 topped the $100 billion mark for the 
first time in our history, exclusive of trust funds and cash flow, and 
high spending for Great Society programs remained unabated. 

It remains unabated after still another year of the Great Society. 
The poverty warriors were embroiled in internecine strife over 

whether the poverty generals in Washington or the party's political 
lieutenants in the field were to administer this somewhat fantastic 
adventure, and the program made the progress of a snail in low gear. 

This is still the case today. 
Farmers were grousing as 1966 began. The prices which farmers 

received for their produce measured against what they had to pay for 
goods and equipment to pursue their operations were lower than before 
·and there were no signs of improvement. 

And after almost another year, the farmer is worse off than ever. 
The march of growing Federal power continued without letup or 

hindrance, increasing the dangers of monolithic, all-powerful, central
ized Government. 

And after almost a year the Federal power march continues. 
There had been an Imperceptible gain in the very grave balance-of

payments problem but it was not at all certain that even these meager 
gains could be maintained. Meanwhile the raid on our gold reserves 
continued month after month. 

And after almost a year, there has been no improvement. 
Street demonstrations and violence continued in various parts of 

the country, and an uneasy f6ar brooded over the Nation. 
But let it be understood, here and now, there is no issue over peaceful 

demonstrations. The civil rights movement, or any other law-abiding 
movement with legitimate aims, has a fundamental right to exist in our 
Republic; what's more, it is so fundamental there appears little reason 
for any partisanship on the matter. Resort to violence is an entirely 
different matter. 

Political parties exist for a multitude of reasons, among the most 
important being public exploration and illumination of matters of 
great public concern. Therefore, I hope Johnson administration 
spokesmen keep any debate on the right track, to wit: violence, dis
order, crime, or running a traffic light, are all against the law, whether 
committed. by men, or women, or by students, or by white people, or 
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by Negro people, or by Irish, English, Scandinavian, or any other 
American. 

The valid issue is this, as summed up by The Evening Star, Wash
ington, D.C., on October 8: "On record is the (administration) leader
ship's procrastination in facing up to the problem, and such political 
ammunition as the Vice President's ill-considered statement that, 
were he forced to live in a ghetto, he would be right out there leading 
the riot." 

v 
Adherence to principles and actions for the public good was dis

played in marked fashion during the past session and is worthy of 
note for the public record. 

But first, the Republican Leader would like to pay tribute to 
Members of his party for their devotion to duty and their diligence 
in carrying out their responsibilities on the various committees of the 
Senate. A glance at the record indicates Republicans showed a great 
degree of unity. 

And to the Democratic Leader, Senator Mike Mansfield, I tender a 
salute for his gracious forbearance, for his kindness, for his constant 
cooperation, and for his unvarying respect for the rights and problems 
of the minority party. For this I cannot thank him enough. 

We commend those Democrats who followed the Republicans last 
February in exposing and opposing the Johnson administration's 
"small business be damned attitude"-revealed by attempts to elimi
nate the independent Small Business Administration and have it 
swallowed up by the big Commerce Department. No Democrat 
disputed the charge. The independence of SBA was saved. 

Early in the session it was apparent the administration intended to 
play an old game: present a deceptively "low" big budget by cutting 
necessary funds and letting Congress put them back and bear any 
onus for the deficit. The administration cut school lunch funds 
while fully aware the country would not stand for it. 

The administration's own Democratic-controlled Congress could 
take the blame for increasing the budget while the White House could 
appear with a halo for wanting to "save" money. This was blatantly 
unprincipled. 

Actually, nothing could quench the insatiable desire of the adminis
tration to spend money for such things as studying why Australian 
aborigines sweat, the behavior of ostriches in Africa, sending 100,000 
cans of women's hair spray to Vietnam, studying the love life of an 
octopus, and so on ad infinitum. 

So we commend those who joined Republicans in stopping the ad
ministration's attempt to slash four-fifths of the school milk program 
and in preventing the President from drastically cutting the school 
lunch program. This was a strange paradox in view of Mr. Johnson's 
asking a billion-dollar food for freedom program for people abroad. 

And we commend those who joined Republicans in saving land
grant colleges. Although Mr. Johnson maintained he was in favor 
of higher education he wanted to eliminate $11.95 million under the 
Morrill Act signed by Abraham Lincoln in 1862 to establish these 
colleges. On a national basis this would have meant the elimination 
of 1,200 college faculty members and 18,000 students. 
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And we commend those who joined Republicans in saving the 
federally impacted school fund program. This has been a 25-year 
program, originally provided under the Lanham Act passed during 
World War II. 

And we commend those who joined Republicans in saving the loan 
program for medical students, nurses, and other medical personnel, as 
well as some funds under the National Defense Education Act. 

And we commend those who joined Republicans in fighting the 
administration's betrayal of farmers in trying to withhold Farm 
Home Administration contingency funds. The same situation pre
vailed on research programs by Agricultural Experiment Stations. 

It is reminiscent of how the administration early in the 1st session 
of the 89th Congress attempted to haphazardly close VA hospitals. 

These are but a few of the curious specimens of judgment, balance, 
and principle which have come from the executive branch of the 
Government. 

This truth is shown: "The Government's house is not in order." 

VI 

"Hooray for What?" as I recall, was once a play in which Ed Wynn 
starred. 

Every housewife in the land can signal a "Hooray for ·what?" 
toward the Democratic administration each time she goes to the 
store today. 

The price of cornflakes soars again. One housewife is planning to 
buy two packages as soon as she can find a cosigner. . 

But it is no lau_ghing matter. Since the end of the Repubhcan 
administration of Dwight D. Eisenhower, and based on the latest 
(August) figures of the Consumer Price Index, your grocery dollar has 
dropped to 84 cents today. By now everyone knows, or should know, 
the farmer isn't to blame and is actually worse off than a year ago. 

Your rent dollar is now worth 89 cents. 
Your medical care dollar is now worth 72 cents. 
Your transportation dollar is now worth 86 cents. 
Your homebuilding dollar is now worth 84 cents. 
Your apparel dollar is now worth 91 cents. 
Your auto insurance dollar is now worth 62 cents. 
Are those the marks of a Great Society? 
And here's a sampling of the average changes reflected today m 

some prices across the Nation after the Eisenhower administration left 
office and the Democratic administration took over: 

A loaf of bread costs 25 percent more today. 
A pound of hamburger has gone up 15 percent. 
A pound of bacon has gone up 40 percent. 
A quart of milk has gone up 12 percent. 
An average package of cornflakes has gone up 24 percent. 
A pound of pork chops has gone up 25 percent. 
A pound of fish has gone up 24 percent. 
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A pound of cheese has gone up 34 percent. 
Are these the marks of a Great Society? 

7 

Fresh fruit and vegetables have gone up an average of 32 percent. 
Potatoes alone are up 37 percent. 
Onions are up 60 percent. 
Apples are up 72 percent. 
Cabbage is up 60 percent. 
Eggs are up 11 percent. 
Grape jelly is up 16 percent. 
Semiprivate hospital rooms are up 60 percent. 
Are these prices the fruits of a Great Society? 
A cartoon recently depicted the cost of living jump as a Great 

Society supermarket. Lamb prices were up $1,700 a ton. Bacon 
was up $1,100 a ton. Jelly was up $200 a ton. Off to one side of the 
counter, someone who looked like the President of the United States 
was whispering to his associates: "Keep reminding them how we held 
the steel mcrease to $2.50 a ton." 

The following editorial from The Wall Street Journal of October 12, 
1966, entitled "Think Cheap" adequately describes the cost of living 
and the administration approach to inflation. 

Think Cheap 

If there were any doubts that Washington considers the average consumer to 
be pretty dumb, they should be dispelled by the appearance of a six-page pam
phlet, Shopping Sense. 

Shopping Sense is designed, according to Mrs. Esther Peterson, Chairman of the 
President's Committee on Consumer Interests, "to help consumers get the mo~t 
for their food dollars at this time when there are rising prices." 

Agreed that consumers, in these days of Government-generated inflation, need 
all the help they can get. What they may get from Shopping Sense, however, is 
about as many chuckles as might be inspired by a typical episode of "Batman." 

Shopping Sense advises the homemaker, for instance, to leave husband and 
children at home when they shop for food; husband and chilcren are distracting 
influences. Zowie. 

It says that certain convenience foods-such as TV dinners and stuffed baked 
potatoes-cost more than their equivalent in fresh food items. Bam. 

The housewife should take along a shopping list, it says, but should be open
minded if she sees an unadvertised bargain. Pow. 

Use substitutes, urges Shopping Sense. For, says Mrs. Peterson, housewives 
"need to get off the old meat and potatoes routine." Zonk. 

Try lower-priced brands and grades, the pamphlet urges. Whammo. In 
other words, ladies, think cheap. 

Shopping Sense was prepared by the committee in cooperation with the Na
tional Association of Food Chains which will make available at cost several million 
copies to supermarkets where shoppers can pick them up. Plainly, then, the 
cost of producing Shopping Sense in the end will be added to the housewife's 
food bill. Socko. 

The authors of this message on thinking cheap are aiming it at the wrong 
audience. After all, it isn't the housewife who has been making prices rise. 

VII 

The Johnson administration has a remarkable collection of hum
mingbird economists who can reverse themselves without first stop
ping. They stand still in midair while making motions in an attempt 
to convince everyone the Government can spend for vast new domestic 
programs while at the same time supporting a war costing $25 billion 

S.Doe.116,89-2--2 
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to $30 billion a year ke • • 
economy. ' epmg prices down, and maintaining a balanced 

Let us examine what is ha e . . 
As the year started the m~p. nmg ~ some related fields. 

State~ was $20,000 according ~ath pace of homes sold in the United 
This represented an · e ensus Bureau. 
In July, in the lates;~~e::; ~!p$o~~O~hin 1 ~~ar (1~65). 
Is this the mark of a Great Society; e me Ian pnce was $21,400. 

I:ast year, the number of nonfarm ( 
Umted States totaled 116 664 th F dmalortgage) foreclosures in the 
report shows. ' ' e e er Home Loan Bank Board 

Thus fa th" · 
running atra r::e~eq~~f~:~~~s2u0r4es have taken a big jump and are 

. , a year. 
Is this the mark of a Great Society? 
In August 1966 the facto k . 

~ake-~ome pay of S98.46 a w~k woTt, With three dependents had a 
JUst smce June. · I:s was a drop of $1.85 per week 

The "real spendable earning " f k 
acco;d~ng to the September 23s 1 ~:6 wor ers has been going like this, 
StatistiCs: ' • report of the Bureau of Labor 

In February 1965 "real d bl . 
jn ~ugust i965, they weres~~~n\oe$~~r~ngs" were $87.63 a week. 
n ugust 1966, they were down to $86.52. 

Is t~is the mark of a Great Society? . . 
A _Widow, or retired teacher for I . 

pension after years of wok ' examp e, who retired on a $3 000 
fixed income of $3,000 in 1; 40 hr abyonh else ytho ~egan receivi~g a 

Aft . ' as een ard hit by Inflation 
er taxes, the 1940 income was $2 935 ( . . 

taxes). By July of 1966 h t . ' mmus sales taxes and State 
annual pension or fixed i w a was supposed to have been a $3 000 
higher prices, o;uy $1,195.ncome, was worth, after Federal taxes 'and 

The latest Consumer Price Ind l 
Stat.is~ics on September 23 showed~he eased b~ ~he Bureau of Labor 
Here Is what it showed: . e cost of hvmg for August 1966. 

S~nce 1960 the cost of living has gone up 10.27 percent 

SS~nce 1960 the cost of groceries has jumped 13.75 perc~nt 
mce Janu r . . 

cent. ary, IVmg costs in just 7 months have jumped 2.52 per-

And in the same 7 n th 
If lOll. s, grocery costs have increased 3.95 percent 

you put $100 away m a sh b · · 
chasing power. oe ox In 1940, you've lost $57 in pur-

If you put $100 away in a h b · 
"stolen" in purchasing powe:. oe ox In 1960, $9 of it already has been 

It now takes $22 42 to b th . 
years ago. · uy e grocenes you could get for $20 just 6 

. And the 1933 dollar is now worth I 3 
1S worth 43 cents· the 1960 d ll 91 on Y 9.6 cents; the 1940 dollar 

' o ar, cents. 
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What about unemployment? It is low, below 4 percent. But at 
the same time the administration cannot forget that unemployment 
among youth has reached as high as 18 percent; and of even greater 
concern should be the continuing unemployment rate among Negroes. 
The Negro jobless rate in August was more than 8 percent. It has 
been between 7 and 8.2 percent throughout the year. There has been 
little or no improvement over last year.. With all its poverty schemes, 
the Great Society has failed in the quest to help the Negro. In fact, 
a Labor Department survey of poverty sections of 100 cities shows 
the unemployment rate of Negroes to be 9.4 percent in August. 

One observation on economic indicators: Merely because various 
indexes, such as the cost of living, are cited as warnings about our 
future does not indicate anyone is preaching fear. 

The Record on Johnson Scare Tactics 

As political leader of the party in power, Mr. Johnson did some 
political stumping in New York, October 12, and accused the Re
publican Party of scaring people. 

Well, let's see: During the 1964 campaign there were nationally 
televised Democratic Party political ads, tailored to White House 
specifications and esthetic values, which preached that

Republicans were in favor of little children eating radioactive 
ice cream cones; 

Republicans were in favor of "pushing· the button" and 
blowing up the world; 

Republicans were in favor of increasing the bombing in Viet
nam, which would lead to blowing up the world; and 

Republicans were in favor of destroying the Social Security 
System-

to list but a few of the Johnson Democratic "appeals to reason." 
Mr. President, as is your wont, you are too modest. We bow to 

you and acknowledge your superiority. When it comes to preaching 
fear, you're tops with us. 

VIII 

With increasing frequency, the administration seems to be issuing 
statements fraught with a desperation to escape the consequences of 
its policies. The escape? Blame it on Congress-its own Demo
cratic Congress with a 2-to-1 majority. And if the administration 
can get away with it, Republicans are blamed alt.hough at any given 
time the administration has twice as many Members of Congress 
as does the Republican Party. 

Republican Senators have compiled a remarkable record in the 
face of the overwhelming Democratic majority. They have been 
able to obtain approval of amendments to bills in committees, one 
recent example being the adoption of 19 Republican amendments to 
the higher education and elementary-secondary education bills. 

Republican Senators have succeeded, by the force of argument., 
in obtaining changes in legislation of all types and even in the passage 
of some of their own measures although, for the most part, the bills 
that finally passed bear the name of a Democrat as the principal 
sponsor. 
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Republican Senators and Republican Members of the House of 
Representatives proposed programs in 1965 and 1966 covering every 
aspect of our daily domestic lives and our affairs abroad. It would 
take a book to list them. 

In addition, the Republican Coordinating Committee, representing 
every facet of republicanism from national level to the grassroots, 
has offered detailed programs. These included: 

Date proposed and program 

June 1965, United States Foreign Policy in Vietnam. 
August 1965, The Balance of Payments. 
September 1965, Equality in America: a Promise Unfulfilled. 
December 1965, Vietnam Policy Statement. 
December 1965, Toward a Stronger Federal System. 
December 1965, Toward Fair Elections in America. 
March 7, 1966, (Economic) Opportunity Crusade Act of 1966. 
March 1966, The Case for Revenue Sharing. 
March 1966, Latin America-United States: Progress or Failure? 
March 1966, The Human Investment-Job Opportunities. 
March 1966, The Rising Costs of Living. 
June 1966, The United Nations. 
June 1966, Effective Water Management. 
June 1966, The Challenge of the Modern Metropolis. 
June 1966, Federal, State, and Local Responsibilities for Problems 

of Education. 
June 1966, Transportation in Modern America. 
June 1966, Housing and Urban Development. 
June 1966, The Alleviation of Poverty. 
June 1966, Jobs and People-Job Opportunities. 
June 1966, The Needs of the Aging. 
In recent weeks the White House had blamed the Congress for 

appropriating more than it asked in some cases. Again I point out it 
is the administration's own Democratic-controlled Congress. But 
for the record, who is trying to save your tax dollar? Here are some 
examples: 

9 economy rollcall votes in the Senate, 1966 

AgaiD:st sale of participations in SBA loan pools (back-door spending), Mar. 
15, 1966.-------------------------------------------------------------------

Strike out funds ($12 million) for rent subsidies, Apr. 27, 1966 ______________ _ 
Against borrowing on federally owned loan collateral (back-door spending), 

May 5, 1966. _ •..... ___________ .. ____________ .. ________________________ .... 
Cut $250 million In foreign aid authorization for Development Loan Fund, 

July 20, 1966 ..... ________________ --- ____ . __ --------------.--- .. ------------
Strike provision for rent subsidies, Aug. 10, 1966.·-------------------------
Strike $17,920,000 to construct new buildings in the District of Columbia, Aug. 10, 1966. _____ . __ . ___ . ________ ... ________ . ________ .. ___ . _____ . _. _. ___ _ 
Strike $19,700,000 for Project Mohole, Aug. 10, 1966-------------------------
Reduce $150 million In authorizations for mass transit program, Aug. 15,1966. 
Reduce authorizations in poverty program from $2,496 million to $1,750 mil-

lion (the budget figure), Oct. 4, 1966·--------------------------------------

NOTE.-Strength in the Senate: 67 Democrats versus 33 Republicans. 

.. 

Republicans 
voting for 
economy 

Percent 

100 
86 

80 

90 
73 

77 
70 
87 

92 

Democrats 
voting for 
economy 

Percent 

0 
32 

6 

50 
27 

47 
30 
40 

48 
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6 economy rollcall votes in the House, 1966 

For 5 percent cut in Inte~ior appropriations, Apr. 6,1966---------------------
For 5 percent cut in Postal-Treasury appropriations, Apr. 6, 1966 ___________ _ 
Strike out $12 million for rent subsidies, Mar. 29, 1966 _______ ------------ ___ _ 
Against $750,000 new authority for Humphrer, mansion, Mar. 22 1966. _____ _ 
For low Interest rates in sale of Government 'participations," May 18, 1966 _ 
Against 8th national debt limit increase during Kennedy-Johnson admin-

stration, June 8, 1966 __________________ ---------------- ___________________ _ 

NOTE.-Strength in House: 293 Democrats versus 140 Republicans. 

Republicans 
voting for 
economy 

Percent 
95 
89 
95 
95 

100 

09 

Democrats 
voting for 
economy 

Percent 
12 
7 

25 
24 
19 

22 

How did Republican Senators vote on some of the other issues in the 
1st session of the 89th? Here are some samples: 

Republican Senators voted 100 percent on auto tire safety standards; 
and 100 percent for the cold war GI benefits bill; and solidly in ap
proval of legislation for more flexible farm credit; 100 percent for the 
dogs and cats humane and petnaping bill; 96 percent for a National 
Wild Rivers System; 84 percent for a plan -~o provide hard-pressed 
parents or students with some income tax credit for college tuition 
(Democrats defeated it); 100 percent in favor of a bill to expand library 
services and construction; 100 percent for the auto safety bill (S. 3005). 

Also: Republicans supported 100 percent a plan under -~he aid for 
the blind law to extend books and other materials to other handicapped 
persons; 100 percent to liberalize benefits to dependents of veterans, 
and to liberalize indemnities to parents of veterans; 100 percent to 
give automobiles to certain cold war veterans who suffered serious 
service-connected disabilites; 100 percent support for a military pay 
raise; 100 percent to provide a coordinated national highway safety 
program. 

IX 
"But now the squeeze is clearly on" reports The Atlantic Monthly 

for October in an article entitled ''Consensus Politics: End of an 
Experiment." The article observes that the President's salad days 
are over. Sooner than later he is going to have to make some vital 
decisions because of "the rising cost of the war in human terms and in 
treasures." What is more, the magazine says, "the world will not 
hold still for the Johnson treatment." The Atlantic Monthly also 
observed: 

All year long the Administration has been walking the tightrope on a tax 
increase or a Reserve callup, either of which would signal an end to domestic 
business as usual. In avoiding them, it has resorted to economic policies that 
have brought both tight money and inflation. Politically, the once-happy allies 
of the Great Society consensus are chewing on each other. Labor is angry over 
the failure to repeal 14(bJ; the farmers are blaming Freeman for allegedly trying 
to slow the rise in food prices; the South is sore at the school desegregation "guide
lines"; and even the freshman Democrats elected on Mr. Johnson's coattails arc 
chafing visibly at the rubberstamp label. 

As Alan L. Otten pointed out in The Wall Street Journal, the stance Mr. Johnson 
was forced to take in Congress this year was difficult to defend. He told Congress 
first that "it cannot cut any of his proposals a penny, because every cent is 
urgently needed to overcome long-accumulated and burdensome national de
ficiencies, but, second, that it cannot add a penny to what he has asked because 
that would aggravate inflationary pressures." 
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Mr. Otten noted: "This does not sit well with Congress. Many Senators and 
Representatives feel the President cannot reasonably expect to have it both 
wa:y-s * * *. Many have turned Mr. Johnson's two-edged argument to suit 
their own purposes, rather than his. If filling unmet needs is as important as 
the Chief Execut!ve says, mos~ lawmakers can't see why they shouldn't take care 
of a fe~ of t.h~Ir o'Yn ~onstitu.ents' needs along with the President's * * *. 
AlternatiVely, If mflatwn IS as ommous as the President portrays it when attacking 
i~creases in his budget, many Congressmen would be glad to help combat this 
dire threat by spiking a few of the innovations he's proposed." 

In addition to the war, the rising tide of crime and violence in our 
streets, the highest cost of living in history, more and more home 
mortgage foreclosures, Government news management, a decrease in 
"real spendable earnings," loss of prestige abroad, and larger and 
larger Federal spending, there also are other matters of concern. 

The administration raised interest rates on VA and FHA home 
loans to the highest in history this month. 

Is this indicative of a Great Society? 
The Government has paid interest rates 1,500 percent larger than 

ever before on some short-term loans. And interest rates on every
thing else from home loans, personal loans, installment loans to loans 
made to corporations, have soared to the highest levels in 45 years. 

Does this mark the progress of a Great Society? 
There were more strikes and work stoppages in the first 6 months of 

1966 than in any similar period in the last decade. 
Will the administration point to this as a Great Society mark? 
A multitude of scandals has burst upon the Federal scene from 

win~fall profits in housing and the random issuance of bank charters 
to hterally scores of poverty program scandals. 

Does this represent the ethics of a Great Society? 
_Americ~~ taxpayers, whet~er they realize it or not, are saddled 

With $1 billion per month for mterest alone on the national debt. 
Does an ever-increasing public debt represent a Great Society? 
From 1961 through 1965 American farmers had the lowest share 

of the Gross National Product; the lowest return on gross sales· the 
lowest return on total capital investment; the lowest share of the 
food dollar; the lowest level of parity of income· and received the 
lowe~t. per~ormance on campaign promises e..Jer made by an 
admmtstratwn. 

Does this represent the flowering of a Great Society? 
Since December 1, 1965, when the administration made headlines 

a _bout cutting the public payroll by 25,000, more than 237,000 addi
twn'!-1 ~mpl<?yees have been placed on the public payroll by the Johnson 
admmtstra twn. 

Is this what is meant by a Great Society? 

.. 
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X 

When our Commander in Chief asked congressional authorization 
of $4.8 billion more for our fighting men in Vietnam, the Senate 
record will show Republican Senators gave 100 percent support. 
When he urgently asked for an additional $13.1 billion in defense 
money for fiscal year 1966, Republicans in the Senate gave him 100 
percent support. And when it came to authorizing $415 million 
more for Vietnam economic aid, Republicans in the Senate again 
went down the line 100 percent for it. 

We are in a war which is growing in proportions. Much will be 
said in the coming days, volumes will be written, and arguments will 
continue. Suffice it to leave it at this point with up-to-date accounts 
of our position in Vietnam in the following articles, one by Clayton 
Fritchey, which appeared in The Evening Star, Washington, D.C., 
October 10, 1966, and the other, an interview of Gen. Dwight D. 
Eisenhower by Associated Press Correspondent Marvin Arrowsmith, 
which appeared in the same newspaper October 10, 1966: 

[From The Washington Star, October 10, 1966) 

WE'RE IN OuR THIRD LARGEST WAR 

(By Clayton Fritchey) 

For the United States this is a historic moment. ·With the landing at Saigon 
of a brigade from the 4th Infantry Division, the conflict in Vietnam has just 
become the third largest war America has ever fought. 

American battle strength in Vietnam now totals 320,000, which exceeds the 
Korean war total of 302,483. Only in the First and Second World Wars has the 
United States ever surpassed the present effort. 

At the same time, American casualties have reached a new high; and defense 
expenditures (also surpassing Korea) have shot above $60 billion a year for the 
first time since World War II. 

That, in brief, is the factual situation in Vietnam, despite the optimistic, 
inspirational pep talks coming out of both Saigon and Washington. 

The latest U.S. casualty figures report 967 killed and wounded in 1 week, the 
highest in any 7-day period so far. If, as the war escalates, casualties continue 
at or near this level, they will exceed 50,000 a year, which would top the Korean 
war rate of 46,000. 

The new figures bring the total of combat deaths for the war to 5,302. This is 
more than the number of Americans killed in the Revolutionary War (4,435), 
the War of 1812 (2,260), the Mexican War (1,733), and the Spanish-American 
War (385). 

Presidents Eisenhower, Kennedy, and Johnson have repeatedly assured the 
public that the United States was in Vietnam only in a supporting role, and that 
the brunt of the fighting must be carried on by the Vietnamese themselves. 

The casualties, however, tell a different story. In the same week that the 
United States lost 967 men, the South Vietnamese forces had only 98 killed and 
280 wounded, less than half of the American total. 

The fact is that this is the largest undeclared war in the history of the world
and it is rapidly getting bigger, which is why the Pope and U Thant (whose 
concerns are universal rather than national) continue to raise their anguished 
voices in the hope of heading off another superwar. 

The magnitude of the present fighting is of such proportions that nobody in 
Washington (including President Johnson) knows what the war is costing. The 
only thing sure is that it is costing far more than the Government will admit. 

When the President was pressed for an answer at a recent press conference, he 
shut off questions by saying, "I would commend to you some homework. Read 
the (Congressional) hearings." 
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The reporters were willing, but the hearings-most of them cl.osed---;-revealed 
little or nothing. Fortunately, some of them were not cl_osed to W1sconsm Repre-
sentative Melvin Laird chairman of the House Repubhcan Conference. . 

Taking the President at his word, Laird tried to do his homework by questlOn
ing Pentagon Comptroller Robert Anthony. "When I asked him where the Viet
nam war cost estimates were that the President referred to," Laird said, "Anthony 
replied that there is nothing in the hearings that would tell you the cost of the war 
in Vietnam." . 

In July, budget figures were released indicating the cost m fiscal 1966 was $5.8 
billion or about $500 million a month. In September, however, the Treasury 
ackno~ledged that the cost had soared t<> $1.2 billion a month. 

Even this much higher figure, though, is only ca!flouflag~d. Those closest to 
the situation secretly admit that Congressman Laird's estimate of $2 billion a 
month is probably closer to the mark. . "" 

Defense Secretary MeN amara ha~ ~a1d that the 1~cremental costs of S?u~h
east Asia operations" are about $1 b1lhon a month, whwh 'Yo.uld mean $12 blll10n 
a year. If Laird is right the cost will rise to ~t least $2? ~1_lhon nex_t year ... 

"The issue we are going to try to develop IS the cred1bihty ,~f this ~d~mist_ra
tion as regards the war " Laird says, and he flatly charges that decept10n IS bemg 
used on the amount or' money being expended in Vietnam:''. . . . 

The hard facts will have to come out soon, for the admm1strat10n IS faced With 
the urgent need of coming to Congress for supplemental Vietnam funds, and the 
guessing is that they will exceed $10 billion, and possibly much more. 

[From The Washington Star, October 10, 1966] 

EisENHOWER URGES VIcTORY BUT WouLDN'T UsE A-BoMBS 

(By Marvin L. Arrowsmith) 

GETTYSBURGH PA.-Former President Dwight D. Eisenhower still _ins~sts 
"we must do wh~tever is necessary to win" fast in Vietnam. But he calls It silly 
for anyone to conclude this means he favors U.S. use of nuclear weapons there. 

The five-star general who led allied forces t? vic~ory in Europe in. World War. II 
says it is an entirely different kind of war m VIetnam-a guerrilla type whwh 
exposes friend and foe alike to any weapons used.. . 

Only President Johnson, Eisenhower adds, ultimately can call the signals on 
grand strategy. . . . . · d · · 

Eisenhower says his only advwe IS that 1t '?ught _be a strategy mme .at wmmng 
quickly and putt!ng an end to l?ss of_Amenca~ hves-a strategy which he does 
not think would mvolve Red Chmese mterventwn. 

But to anyone who got the idea-and som~ di~-that i_n recent remark~ he 
favored using nuclear weapons to achieve a swift VIctory, Eisenhower has this to 

say: . v· ? I k D "This is silly. How would you use nuclear weapons m wtnam. as : o 
you have any idea? 

"Personally I would say whatever the President finds out he must do, I shall 
not criticize hi hi. I do not know whether this war is going to escalate or de-escalate 
or anything else. . . 

"I do know we must do whatever is necessary to win as qmckly as possible. If 
not, the war will grow in costs, both in money and lives, and the Nation's morale 
will be lowered." 

THE MORALE FACTOR 
And he says: . 
"The morale of a nation is just as important a faet?r-:-pro~f~:bly a more Impo;

tant factor-in determining its capacity to lead as IS 1ts military or economic 
strength." . 

Eisenhower will observe his 76th birthday at his farm here Fnday. 
The former president cautions fellow Republican~ s_eekin~ elect~on ~o C_ongress 

November 8 against trying to make an issue of admims~~atiOn pohcy_ m VIetnam. 
He thinks such an effort would be very risky from a political standpomt, and that 
domestic issues such as spending and inflation danger offer GOP candidates much 
better opportunity to capitalize at the polls. . 

As for the aggressive win-the-war tactics ~e advocates, ~Isenh_owe_r foresees no 
likelihood of such a course bringing Red Chma or the Soviet Umon mto the con
flict in full military support of the Communist North Vietnamese. He holds 

.. 
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that some people always-and without justification-see bogeymen under the 
bed in such circumstances. 

THE EARLIER STATEMENTS 

Eisenhower doubts that either Communist China or the Soviet Union would feel 
they had anythin!!; to gain worth taking the risk. 

Apprehension that Eisenhower might be advocating use of nuclear weapons in 
Vietnam was voiced in some quarters after remarks he made September 30 in 
Chicago and October 3 in Washington. 

In Chicago, the former President said he would "take any action to win" in 
Vietnam. Asked then to elaborate, he replied: 

"I'm not sure. I'm not familiar with all the political considerations. If they 
gave me the problem, I'd take any action to win." 

In Washington 3 days later newsmen again sought amplification. 
"I would do anything," said Eisenhower, "to bring the war to an honorable 

solution as rapidly as I could." 
Asked whether he would automatically preclude the use of nuclear weapons if he 

were President at this time, Eisenhower replied: "I would not automatically 
preclude the use of anything." 

Eisenhower's remarks prompted Senate Democratic Leader Mike Mansfield to 
call on the former President to spell out just what he had in mind-to say spe
cifically whether he was advocating use of nuclear weapons and-or-an increase 
in the U.S. manpower commitment to Vietnam. The Montana Senator said the 
Nation's voters were entitled to know in this congressional election year. 

Johnson, asked for comment on Eisenhower's remarks, told his news conference 
last week: "I would say it is the policy of this Government to exercise the best 
judgment of which we are capable in an attempt to provide the maximum de
terrence with a minimum of involvement. The easiest thing we could do is to 
get into a larger war with other nations." . 

Johnson obviously -was talking about the possibility of direct involvement of 
Red China and the Soviet Union. 

At the time it was uttered Eisenhower took no public note of the criticism 
some Congress Members fired at him because of his remarks about taking any 
action needed to win in Vietnam. 

The old soldier is known to feel intensely, however, that these Members ought 
to remain silent on military strategy and tactics, and leave such matters to the 
President and his military advisers. 

As for Johnson's news conference statement, Eisenhower would add-as Johnson 
has on other occasions-that U.S. military, political, and economic objectives 
ought to be achieved as swiftly as possible, and the war then ended to put a 
stop to U.S. casualties. 

Eisenhower holds that whatever is necessary to win these U.S. goals must be 
done. And he holds, further, that Johnson will do it. · 

0 
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Saving the Small Business AdministrPtion 

Under the Johnson-Hurupht·ey Administration, tl1e once-vital Small Business Admini
stration that had been created as an independent ~gency in 1953 by a Republican 
President, was downgraded and nearly destroyed. The Office of Administrator was 
left vacant, the business loan program was gutted, and there were disturbing and 
recurrent rumors that this independent ag~ncy was to be transferred to the Commerce 
Department. Thanks to Republican efforts, this disastrous trend was reversed. In 
a series of statements and releases, the plan to eliminate the spokesman for small 
business in big government was exposed. As a result, the proposed transfer was 
killed, an Admi.nistrator was appointed and the loan functions were reactivated. 
(See February 23, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Rescuing the !faritime Industry 

For some unfathomable reason, the Johnson-Humphrey Administration has chosen to 
ignore our steadily deteriorating maritime industry. Our shipbuilding program is 
lagging, our World War II reserve fleet is growing older and the expanding war in 
Vi.etnam is putting the United States merchant fleet under tremendous pressure. 
Even so, the Administration's total maritime budget for 1967 set a 7-year low. 
While we have dropped to 12th place among the shipbuilding nations, Russia has risen 
from 12th to 7th place. Faced with th:f.s e~erious situation, the Republican members 
of the Herchant Harine and Fisheries Committee and the Republican Policy Committee 
set out to alert the American people to the perils of the Administration's course. 
Although we have been unable to reverse this trend entirely, some significant pains 
have been made. A bill that would establish the !'1aritime Administration as an 
independent agency has been reported from committee. Also, an attempt to bury the 
Maritime Administration in the newly-created Department of Transportation was 
defeated. Finally, the Appropriations Committee increased the funds for ship 
construction by $21.6 million. 

Our national survival may depend upon the shipping that should be under construc
tion but which the Johnson-Humphrey Administration has scuttled. Additional steps 
must be taken to correct this disastrous situatton. If the prese!lt trend continues, 
this country that once boasted the greatest merchant fleet in the world will be 
left on history's shore waiting for ships that never come in. 
(See April 20, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Protecting the American Public's Right-to-Know 

In an effort to conceal and cover-up, Federal Agencies have adopted 24 ways to 
keep administrative information from public view. Bureaucratic gobbledygook used to 
deny access to information has included such gems as "Eyes Only," ''Limited Official 
Use,"~ ;'Confidential Treatment," and "Limitation on Availability of Equipment for 
Public Reference." In order to pierce this "paper curtain," Republican Members 
sponsored and worked hard for the adoption of Freedom of Information legislation. 

Due to the opposition of the Johnson-Humphrey Administration, this proposal was 
bottled up in Committee for over a year. However, as a result of pressure from 
Republicans, publishers, and representatives of the press, radio and T.V., it was 
finally reported and enacted into law. Now, this legislation can help to blaze a 

(more) 
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trail of truthfulness and accurate disclosure iu what has become a jungle of 
falsification, unjustified secrecy, and misstatement by statistic. Hopefully, the 
saying 1'tvould you believe?.: can once ag;ain become a line for comedians rather than 
government press officials. 
(See Hay 18, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Urging Election and Campaign Contri~ut~on Refo~ Legislation 

Republican !~mbers have responded to one of the great challenres of our times -
the reformation of our election and campaign contribution laws. In the past, there 
have been a number of excellent studies and reports on this subject. President 
Kennedy appointed a special Commission on Campaign Contributions, and in 1962 the 
report of this Commission sparked the introduction of several bills. President 
Johnson sent a messaee to Congress recommending that something be done but the 
Administration bill, which was finally i.ntroduced, proved to be defective and 
inadequate. 

Alert to the importance of this legislation and the need for prompt action, the 
Republican leadership in the House of Representatives introduced an election reform 
bill that incorporated a number of the President's proposals, but also included 
many significant improvements and additions. For example, the Republican bill 
established a five-member Federal Elections Commission that would receive reports 
and statements regarding campaign contributions and expenditures and investigate 
allegations of wrongdoing. All contributions and expenditures of $100 or more 
would have to be reported. A $100 income tax deduction for campaign contributions 
is provided. 

The Republican Members of the House Administration Committee pressed for and 
obtained Committee hearings and consideration of this hill. As a result, the 
Elections Subcommittee reported an Election Reform bill that contained many of the 
Republican suggestions. Every Republican !!ember of the Subcommittee voted for this 
bill and at the following meeting of the full Committee, all Republican I·!embers 
were present and ready to vote to report the bill for immediate floor consideration. 
Unfortunately, the Democratic members <~Tould not join the Republicans. So, for this 
session, this important bill has been killed. However, in the public interest, 
this legislation must be enacted into law before the 1968 Presidential campaign. 
Republicans will press for its adoption during the next Congress. 
(See ~1ay 26, 1966 Policy Committee statement and Reprint of Congressional Record 
dated August 30, 1966.) 

* * * * * 
Assistipg the Veterans 

During the 89th Congress, action on two major veterans' bills resulted directly 
from Republican leadership. 

The Republican-supported Veterans' Readjustment Benefits Act of 1966 (PL 89-358) 
provided educational benefits for veterans of current military service. This 
essential legislation was enacted over the determined opposition of the Johnson
Humphrey Administration. For example, in l1arch 1965, an Administration spokesman 
told a Senate Committee that enactment of such legislation would not be in accord 
with the program of the President. Again in September 1965, Administration 
spokesmen reiterated to a House Committee their opposition to pending veterans' 
education bills. 

(more) 
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Recognizing the need for this legislad.on, the House Republican Policy Coiilillittee 
in June 1965 urged Congress to provide educational benefits for Vietnam veterans 
·~as quickly as possible." Again in January 1966, the Policy Committee called for 
"the immediate er.actment of a bill that will authorize a pro~ram of education and 
training for veterans of military service, 11 and urged the Administration to support 
this legislation. Such a bill became law 011 March 3, 1966. The President, in 
approving the bill, said that he would sign it nottdthstand:f.ng the fact that it went 
further than he was willing to ask for this year. 

The Republican-supported Veterans' Pension Act of 1966 (H.R. 17488) provides an 
average 5.6 percent increase in monthly pension payments to 1.8 million veterans. 
As early as October 1965, Republican Members of the House were calling for hearings 
on proposals to liberalize the pension program. When hearings were held in July 
1966, an Administration spokesman testified in opposition to all of the 188 pension 
bills pending in the House. After rejecting Republican-sponsored amendments to 
liberalize the bill by increasing the income limitations that control the monthly 
rate of pension, the Veterans' Affairs Committee reported H.R. 17488. 

On September 14, 1966, the House Republican Pol:f.cy Committee endorsed H.R. 17488, 
and criticized the Johnson-Humphrey Administration for the continued opposition to 
legislation that would provide a much-needed cost-of-living rate increase for 
veterans. At the same time, they called for an increase in the income limitat:f.ons 
of the existing pension laws. 
(See January 26 and September 14, 1966 Policy Committee statements.) 

* * * * * 
Reorganizing Congress_ 

On July 28, 1966, the Joint Committee on the Organization of Congress filed its 
final report with Congress. This report contained a number of important recommenda
t:f.ons that would materially strengthen and modernize Congress. Concerned by the 
apparent decline of Congressional initiative and independence under the Johnson 
Administration, the Republican Policy Committee joined the Republican Members of the 
Joint Committee in urging the immediate consideration of the Committee recommenda
tions. A bill entitled "The Legislative Reorganization Act of 1966, R.R. 17873," 
that would implement these recommendations was introduced by the ranking Republican 
I!ember of the Joint Committee. Republicans believe that if Congress is to be a 
more effective institution for carrying out its basic modern functions - legislative 
review, and representative - it must be updated. Authority that has been unwisely 
delegated to the executive must be regained. The continued dilution of its 
historic role must be stopped. However, this cannot take place until the organi
zational effectiveness and internal operation of Congress has been improved. The 
recommendations of the Joint Committee provide a giant step in the right direction. 

The Republican Members of the House of Representatives long have been interested 
in Congressiona.l reform. At the outset of this session of Congress, a task force of 
the House Republicans on Congressional Reform and r1inority Staffing was appointed to 
study the matter of Congressional reform in depth. As a result of the work of this 
task force, a book entitled nwe Propose: A Modern Congress" has been published. 
The conclusions and recommendations contained in this book were presented in full 
to the Joint Committee and many of the recommendations of the committee stemmed 
from the work of the task force. 
(See October 10, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

(more) 
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Helping College Students 

One of the most successful programs desf.gned to help students complete their 
college education is the Student Loun Program of the National Defense Education Act 
of 1958. Under this Republican-sponso·red legislation, more than 968,000 students 
have borrowed $834 million. 

This year, the very existence of this vital program was threatened by the 
Johnson-Humphrey Administration's recommendation that the program of direct loans 
to students by participating colleges be scaled back and finally terminated in 
favor of insured loans. Sensing that this course of action would be disastrous for 
the many students who depend upon the loans, the Republican Hembers of Congress 
insisted that the Student J.oan Program be fully funded. Over the continued 
opposition of the Administration, this was done. As a result, nearly half-a-millior: 
students at 1,600 colleges and universities will be able to obtain loans and 
$179 million in federal funds will be allocated to the participating institutions 
for this purpose. 

The wisdom of the Republican efforts on behalf of the student loan program has 
been underlined by recent events. One of the first casualties of the Johnson 
inflation and soaring interest rates was bank-made student loans. In many areas, 
banks have stopped accepting applications for government-backed student loans. The 
6 percent interest rate on a student loan is no longer attractive when banks can 
charge their best credit risks 6 percent for short-te~ loans. If the Administra
tion's attempt to sabotage the student loan program had not been blocked, many 
students today would be out of money, out of luck, and out of school. 

* * * * * 
Increasing Social Security Benefits 

Republican Members of Congress have demanded that Social Security benefits 
should be increased now, not in January 1968 as belatedly proposed by President 
Johnson. This would have been the case if the Democratic majority in Congress had 
acted upon a Republican proposal that would have provided an automatic increase in 
benefits whenever there is a stated increase in the consumer price index. 

Great Society spending, and the accompanying budget deficits, and certain labor 
settlements have spiraled living costs to a point where elderly citizens are hard
pressed to make ends meet. There are nearly 40 million retired Americans who do 
not enjoy the benefit of rising wages and income to cope with rising prices. They 
are painfully aware that the purchasing power of our currency has eroded so that 
the 1957-59 dollar is today worth 88 cents and the 1940 dollar is worth only 
43 cents. 

The Republican proposal would have provided an across-the-board 8 percent averag~ 
increase in benefits effective January 1, 1967 for approximately 22 million elderly 
persons eligible for Social Security payments. It would have been financed from 
the Social Security fund reserves without raising the Social Security tax rate or 
the annual earnings base on which it is levied. The entire House Republican 
membership ur3ed Congress to stay in session until a benefits increase could be 
worked out. Unfortunately, our pleas on behalf of the people hurt the most by 
inflation, were not heeded by the Democratic majority. 

* * * * * 
(more) 
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Strengthening P.L. 480 and the Food for Peace....f.rogram 

In 1954, P.L. 480 was enacted into law under the leadership of President Eisen
hower and by a Republican Congress. This is the cornerstone of ;'Food for Peace. 11 

It has meant the difference between life and death for millions of people in a world 
where much of the populati.on is engaged i.n a race between food production and 
population growth. This year the Republican Members of the House of Representatives 
not only supported the extension of P.L. 480 but were instrumental in adding a 
number of amendments that improved the legislation as follows~ 

1. Congressional review of the operation and administration of the 
program was insured by limiting the extension to two years. 

2. The basic concept of nfrienc'ily countries" was retained. 

3. The effectiveness of the P.L. 480 Joint Congressional-Executive 
Advisory Committee was improved. 

4. A 5-percent cash payment in title I sales agreements will be insisted 
upon when possible. 

5. Food sold for foreign currencies will be identified as being provided 
through the generosity of the American people. 

6. Technical assistance in friendly developing countries was expanded 
through a "farmer-to-farmer" program. 

Over the determined opposition of the Johnson-Humphrey Administration, Republi
cans also were successful in obtaining a ban on subsidized sales to nations that 
trade with North Vietnam. Republicans believe that when Americans and their allies 
are fir,hting and dying in the defense of freedom, nations that trade with those 
with whom we are joined in combat should n.ot receive special treatment and assistanct 
(See June 8 and September 27, 1966 Policy Committee statements.) 

* * * * * 

Updating and Improving the Unemployment Compensation Laws 

Under the leadership of the Republican !1embers of the Ways and Means Committee, 
a bill was reported and passed by the House of Representatives that preserved the 
highly-successful system of autonomous State programs of unemployment insurance. 
In contrast to the Federal dictation and controls contained in the rejected Admini
stration bill, the Republican-sponsored measure updated and improved the present 
law as follows: 

1. Thirteen weeks of extended unemployment compensation is provided during 
periods of recession. 

2. Coverage is extended to those workers who can be generally considered 
~•regularly" employed and for whom there can be reasonable standards of 
availability for work. 

3. Non-profit organizations are given the option of participating as 
"self-insurers." 

4. The wage base is increased from $3,000 to $3,900 beginning in 1969 and 
to $4,200 beginning in 1972. 

(more) 
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5. A judicial review of determinations by the Secretary of Labor with 
respect to qualifications of State plans is provided. 

The House rejection of the Johnson-Humphrey Administration bill and the acceptancf 
of the Republican measure would have meant that the present program of unemployment 
compensation, while continuing to provide necessary and essen.tial assistance to the 
involuntarily unemployed, would not become a federalized system that permits abuse 
ar1d encourages the unemployed to remain idle the maximum period of time rather than 
accept suitable employment or enter training programs as quickly as possible. 
{See June 21, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Jmplementing Water Pollution Control Activities 

Although the Federal Government has played a leading role in the improvement of 
our rivers and harbors, it was not untU 1956 under the Eisenhower Administration 
that the first comprehensive Federal Water Pollution Control Act was enacted. This 
Act was a good beginning and laid a firm foundation for future action. However, to 
be completely successful, there had to be greater State financial participation in 
the construction of sewage treatment works. Thus, since 1959, the Republican 
!-tembers of the Committee on Public \-Jorks have insisted that any increase in funds 
authorized for Federal grants must be used to accelerate needed construction by 
offering an inducement to the States to participate in the cost of treatment plants. 
The Water Pollution Control Act of 1966 that was supported by the Republican 
Members and enacted into law accepts this principle. It contains substantial 
inducements to the States to participate in the cost of projects under both the 
accelerated existing program and the proposed clean rivers program. 

Through the adoption of a Republican amendment, this law also provides the 
foundation for future industrial pollution abatement. Under this measure, the 
Secretary of Interior is directed to conduct an appropriate study of methods for 
providing incentives to assist in the construction of facilities and works by 
industry. Tax incentives, as well as other methods of financial assistance, are 
provided. Seventy-percent Federal grants for research and demonstration projects 
for prevention of pollution of waters by industry are made available also. 

Water pollution poses a serious problem that must be solved. The legislation 
sponsored and supported by the Repu:1lican Members of the House of Representatives 
will do a great deal to assist in f~nding a solution. Moreover, the States, cities 
and the communities will be encoursged to do their share in combatting the common 
problem of water pollution. 
(See September 14, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Combatting Federal Controls 

When the Defense Production Act was brought to the IIouse Floor for extension, the 
Democratic Members of the Banking and Currency Committee included in the legislation 
a provision that would give the President standby authority to impose consumer 
credit controls. Although faced with a serious inflationary situation, the 89th 
Congress under its Democrat leadership was either unwilling or unable to control 
the real cause of the inflationary problem - the Great Society spending. Instead, 
they sought to impose governmental controls as a means of stemming the inflationary 
tide. 

{more) 
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The Republican Membership in the House of Representatives rejected and opposed 
this radical and unnecessary proposal. They recognized that in a period of rising 
inflation, it is the indiv1dual with a limited or fixed income that suffers the 
greatest hardship. Hithout question, the real casllalty of such controls would be 
the family with substantial needs but moderate means. These individuals do not 
have the resources to pay cash or make a large downpayment when they purchase an 
automobile, a refrigerator, or some other household appliance. 

Fortunately, a sufficient numher of Democrat llembers joined the Republicans and 
the standby authority to impose consumer credit controls was stricken from the 
legislation. In this instance, the coutrol philosophy was voted down. Thus, 
extreme and unwarranted powers were kept from the hands of the very individuals 
whose spending policies have caused the inflationary problem. 
(See June 14, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Fighting Waste, Bungling, and Scandal in the Poverty Program 

During the past year, efforts by the Republican liembers of the Education and 
Labor Committee to gather information which would be helpful in drafting effective 
anti-poverty legislation were hampered and handicapped at every turn. The Democrat 
majority on the Committee repeatedly promised a full-fledged study and was given 
$200,000 for this purpose. However, field hearings did not naterialize and an 
ever-changing investigative staff was confused by changes in direction, cancelled 
trips 9 and recalls from investigations. The reports which were issued were sketchy 
and contained statistics and percentages rather than material needed to draft 
corrective legislation. Moreover, some reports were intentionally withheld from 
the Republican Members. 

The hearings that were finally held on the anti-poverty legislation developed .. 
into an 8-day parade of Administration spokesmen and apologists for the poverty 
program. The Republican Members of the Education and Labor Committee recommended 
62 witnesses who were knowledgeable in all aspects of the anti-poverty program. 
However, these recommendations were ignored ard the hearings were abruptly termi
nated. When Chairman Powell of the Education and Labor Committee was asked why 
this had been done, his only reply t.ras "Because I am the Chairman." 

In spite of this arbitrary and ~)efully inadequate action, there was no real 
attempt made by the Democrat leader::hip to correct the many abuses and gross 
mistakes that plagued the present program and $1.75 billion for fiscal year 1967 
was ultimately authorized. 

Fortunately for the American public. the Republican Members of the Education and 
Labor Committee conducted an independent investigation of the poverty program. 
Abuse after abuse was documented and exposed. A solid basis for an overall reform 
of the anti-poverty program was established. In order to effectuate the essential 
reforms and changes, the Republicans introduced substitute legislation entitled the 
Republican Opportunity Crusade. Unfortunately, this bill and the reforms that it 
would impose, was rejected. However, a good start on an eventual clean-up of 
this scandal-ridden program has been made· Republicans will continue to press for 
needed controls and reforms in the next Congress. 
(See July 19, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

' 
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Improving Public Transportation 

In supporting the establishment of a new Department of Transportation, the 
Republican Members of the House of Representatives continued the historic policy of 
the Republican Party of encouraging the development of American transportation. 
The need for better coordination among the various governmental agencies that deal 
with transportation has been apparent for many years. In his final budget message 
to Congress, President Eisenhower stated-"A Department of Transportation should be 
established so as to bring togetl1er at Cabinet level the presently fragmented 
federal functions regarding transportation activf.ties." 

The Republican r1embers were concerned that in the Administration's rush to 
create a Department of Transportation certain safeguards and considerations might 
be overlooked. They found that the bill that was originally proposed by the 
Johnson-Humphrey Administration would have granted the Secretary of Transportation 
broad authority that invaded the policy-making authority of Congress. It would have 
scrambled the no~independent accident investigation functions of the CAB with the 
regulation and control of the airways. Also, the Maritime Administration would be 
buried deep within the bureaucracy of the new Department. 

Due to Republican efforts, the legislation creating the new Department has 
corrected these defects in the original Administration bill. As a result, the 
Department of Transportation, as it has now been established, will be able to 
perform efficiently and effectively. 
(See August 10, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * Attacking Tight Honey Problems 

Although the big company with a large net profit may have little trouble borrow
ing money, the individual who wants to buy a car, obtain a college loan, or purchase 
a home has a terrific problem due to the present inflationary situation. If he is 
lucky enough to find a lender, he may have to pay an extremely high rate of interest 
to obtain a loan. Long before the Johnson-Humphrey Administration was willing to 
even admit that a problem existed, the Republican Members of the House of Represen
tatives recognized that the average person was being hurt in the present tight mone1 
market and set out on a course of action &hat would afford this individual 
meaningful relief. 

They called for an immediate slash in non-defense, non-essential domestic spend
ing - not just in regard to appropriations as the President urged, but also with 
respect to new Great Society program authorizations that trigger the appropriations 
process. They sought a reduction in point discounts on FHA and VA home financing 
through an administrative adjustment of rates to a more realistic level. Republi
cans opposed the enactment of the Sales Participation Act scheme, noting that a 
program of this type could only mean additional government competition for the 
already scarce investment dollar. (The Administration subsequently recognized its 
error in enacting this proposal and suspended the sale of participations.) 
Republican Members also called for the removal of ~1A's $15,000 administrative 
limitation on purchases of mortgages under its secondary market operations. This, 
too, has been implemented by the Administration. Finally, in order to cool off 
competition for savings among the financial institutions, Republicans pressed for 
and obtained sound remedial legislation. 

(more) 
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It is unfortunate the Johnson-Humphrey Administration has been slow to awaken 
to the dangers of this situation. Interest rates are now at the highest point 
that they have been in over 40 years. These high interest rates have added 
tremendously to the cost of financing the ever-mounting Federal debt. TI1e rising 
demand for credit by the Federal Government and business has dra~~ credit away 
from credit-sensitive iudustries such as homebuilding. As a result 5 homebuilding 
and home buying, one of the Nation's largest industries, is now faced with a major 
crisis. Private housing starts in September were down 26 percent from September 
1965. Applications for FHA-insured mortgages on existing homes were down 
34 percent from a year ago. 

In the next Congress, Republicans will continue to press for appropriate 
remedial action. They will do all they can to help the pensioner, the Social 
Security recipient, and the indivieual with a fixed income or a fixed wage who 
has become the forgotten man of the Great Society. 
(See May 10, June 8, and July 27, 1966 Policy Committee statements.) 

* * * * * Maintaining Law and Order 

Republicans of the 89th Congress have stood vigilant in protecting the public's 
interest in, and demand for, measures assuring increased protection for law and 
order in our society. 

Of primary significance was the National Criminal Law Revision Commission bill 
introduced by Representative Poff (R.-Va.) and twenty of his P.epublican colleagues 
in June of this year. This bill was drafted and introduced when the President's 
so-called ''crime package'~ of legislation was found to be wanting. The Poff bill 
was substituted for an unimaginat:f.ve proposal in the President's package, received 
bipartisan acclaim and support, and was passed by the House by a unanimous vote on 
September 6, 1966. 

Republicans again answered the growing demand for increased responsibility in 
the streets and urban centers of our land when Representative Cramer (R.-Fla.) 
proposed and won approval for an anti-riot measure. This measure prohibited the 
interstate travel of professional demonstrators and troublemakers. It ultimately 
prevailed over a watered-down Administration substitute but failed in the Senate. 
Subsequently, approximately eighty r1embers of the House, Republican and Democrat, 
introduced this anti-riot measure as separate legislation. Unfortunately, this 
legislation was bottled up in the Democrat-controlled Judiciary Committee and 
failed of passage before the end of the session. 

In another and vital area of criminal law reform, the Narcotics Addict Rehabili
tation Act of 1966, House Republicans again remained vigilant to the cause of law 
and order. Republican-backed amendments were successful in turning back an Admini
stration attempt to weaken the penalty structure of present law as it applies to 
sellers of narcotic drugs. Mandatory minimum sentences, which nearly all witnesses 

. at the hearings had agreed upon as an effective deterrent to narcotics traffic, werf 
thereby maintained to assist law-enforcement officers in the war on narcotic 
traffickers. 

' 
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House Republican Accomplishments, Second Session, ~9th Co~gress 

Session of the 89th Congress have made a record of rea ai\ievement and remarkable 

unity. 

In case 

and effective. 0 

record. 

r th jake 'of opposiJion h n 

~JI>osit:ipni ~ every majority We have, as the Lbyal 

but searching con When er possible, we have tried 

lation through am 

ginative, 

1 thoughtful 

We have, however, g in our opposition to all legislation that 

was not in the public interes and quick to call attention to those matters that 

needed correction. rnis, I believe, is in the finest tracition of our great 

deliberative body and our two-party system. 

Republican accomplishments in 16 important areas are described briefly in 

the attached summary, which is by no means exhaustive. 
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1. 

Saving the Small Business AdministrPtion 

Under the Johnson-Humpht·ey Administration, the once-vital Small Business Admini
stration that had been created as an independent agency in 1953 by a Republican 
President, was downgraded and nearly destroyed. The Office of Administrator was 
left vacant, the business loan program was gutted, and there were disturbing and 
recurrent rumors that this independent agency was to be transferred to the Commerce 
Department. Thanks to Republican efforts, this disastrous trend was reversed. In 
a series of statements and releases, the plan to eliminate the spokesman for small 
business in big government was exposed. As a result, the proposed transfer was 
killed, an Administrator was appointed and the loan functions were reactivated. 
(See February 23, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Rescuing the !-taritime Industry 

For some unfathomable reason, tlie Johnson-Humphrey Administration has chosen to 
ignore our steadily deteriorating maritime industry. Our shipbuilding program is 
lagging, our \-Iorld 1-lar II reserve fleet is growing older and the expanding war in 
Vietnam is putting the United States merchant fleet under tremendous pressure. 
Even so, the Administration's total maritime budget for 1967 set a 7-year low. 
W11ile we have dropped to 12th place among the shipbuilding nations, Russia has risen 
from 12th to 7th place. Faced with thfs serious situation, the Republican members 
of the Herchant Narine and Fisheries Committee and the Republican Policy Committee 
set out to alert the American people to the perils of the Administration's course. 
Although we have been unable to reverse this trend entirely, some signif:f.cant [!ains 
have been made. A bill that would establish the r1aritime Administration as an 
independent agency has been reported from committee. Also, an attempt to bury the 
Maritime Administration in the newly-created Department of Transportation was 
defeated. Finally, the Appropriations Committee increased the funds for ship 
construction by $21.6 million. 

Our national survival may depend upon the shipping that should be under construc
tion but which the Johnson-Humphrey Administration has scuttled. Additional steps 
must be taken to correct this disastrous situation. If the present trend continues, 
this country that once boasted the greatest merchant fleet in the world will be 
left on history's shore waiting for ships that never come in. 
(See April 20, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Protecting the American Public's Right-to-Kno~ 

In an effort to conceal and cover-up, Federal Agencies have adopted 24 ways to 
keep administrative information from public view. Bureaucratic gobbledygook used to 
deny access to information has included such gems as "Eyes Only, 11 ''Limited Official 
Use,'' "Confidential Treatment," and "Limitation on Availability of Equipment for 
Public Reference.': In order to pierce this "paper curtain," Republican Members 
sponsored and worked hard for the adoption of Freedom of Information legislation. 

Due to the opposition of the Johnson-Humphrey Administration, this proposal was 
bottled up in Committee for over a year. However, as a result of pressure from 
Republicans, publishers, and representatives of the press, radio and T.V., it was 
finally reported and enacted into law. Now, this legislation can help to blaze a 

(more) 
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trail of truthfulness and accurate disclosure in what has become a jungle of 
falsification, unjustified secrecy, and misstatement by stat:fstic. Hopefully, the 
saying 11Would you believe?' 1 can once a~ain become a line for comedians rather than 
government press off:f.cials. 
(See Hay 18, 1966 Policy Comm:!.ttee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Urging Election and Campaign Contri9ut~on Reform Legisla~ 

Republican r~ember,; have responded to one of the great challenges of our times -
the reformation of our election and campaign contribution laws. In the past, there 
have been a n11mber of excellent studies and reports on this subject. President 
Kennedy appointed a special Commission on Campaign Contributions, and in 1962 the 
report of this Commission sparked the introduction of several bills. President 
Johnson sent a messa3e to Congress recommending that something be done but the 
Administration bill, which was finally introduced, proved to be defective and 
inadequate. 

Alert to the importance of this legislation and the need for prompt action, the 
Republican leadership in the House of Representatives introduced an election reform 
bill that incorporated a number of the President's proposals, but also included 
many significant improvements and additions. For example, the Republican bill 
established a five-member Federal Elections Commission that would receive reports 
and statements regarding campaign contributions and expenditures and investigate 
allegations of wrongdoing. All contributions and expenditures of $100 or more 
would have to be reported. A $100 income tax deduction for campaign contributions 
is provided. 

The Republican Members of the House Administration Committee pressed for and 
obtained Committee hearings and consideration of this bill. As a result, the 
Elections Subcommittee reported an Election Reform bill that contained many of the 
Republican suggestions. Every Republican !1ember of the Subcommittee voted for this 
bill and at the following meeting of the full Committee, all Republican :!embers 
were present and ready to vote to report the bill for immediate floor consideration, 
Unfortunately, the Democratic members t·rould not join the Republicans. So, for this 
session, this important bill has been killed. However, in the public interest, 
this legislation must be enacted into law before the 1968 Presidential campaign. 
Republicans will press for its adoption during the next Congress. 
(See Hay 26, 1966 Policy Committee statement and Reprint of Congressional Record 
dated August 30, 1966.) 

* * * * * 
Assisting the Veterans 

During the 89th Congress, action on two major veterans' bills resulted directly 
from Republican leadership. 

The Republican-supported Veterans' Readjustment Benefits Act of 1966 (PL 89-358) 
provided educational benefits for veterans of current military service. This 
essential legislation was enacted over the determined opposition of the Johnson
Humphrey Administration. For example, in I1arch 1965, an Administration spokesman 
told a Senate Committee that enactment of such legislation would not be in accord 
with the program of the President. Again in September 1965, Administration 
spokesmen reiterated to a House Committee their opposition to pending veterans' 
education bills. 

(more) 
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Recognizing the need for this legislai::l.on, the House Republican Policy Committee 
in June 1965 urged Congress to prov:f.de educational benefits for Vietnam veterans 
•:as quickly as possible." Again in January 1966, the Policy Committee called for 
"the immediate enactment of a b:Hl that will authorize a program of education and 
training for veterans of military service," and urged the Administration to support 
this legislation. Sucl1 a bill became law on March 3. 1966. The President, in 
approving the bill, said that he would sign it not'ldthstanding the fact that it went 
further than he was willing to ask for this year. 

The Republican-supported Veterans' Pension Act of 1966 (H.R. 17488) provides an 
average 5.6 percent increase in monthly pension payments to 1.8 million veterans. 
As early as October 1965, Republican Members of the House were calling for hearings 
on proposals to liberalize the pension program. When hearings were held in July 
1966, an Administration spokesman testified in opposition to all of the 188 pension 
bills pending in the House. After rejecting Republican-sponsored amendments to 
liberalize the bill by increasing the income limitations that control the monthly 
rate of pension, the Veterans' Affairs Committee reported H.R. 17488. 

On September 14, 1966, the House Republican Policy Committee endorsed H.R. 17488, 
and criticized the Johnson-Humphrey Administration for the continued opposition to 
legislation that would provide a much-needed cost-of-living rate increase for 
veterans. At the same time, they called for an increase in the income limitat:f.ons 
of the existing pension laws. 
(See January 26 and September 14, 1966 Policy Committee statements.) 

* * * * * 
Reorganizing Congress 

On July 28, 1966, the Joint Committee on the Organization of Congress filed its 
final report with Congress. This report contained a number of important recommenda
tions that would materially strengthen and modernize Congress. Concerned by the 
apparent decline of Congressional initiative and independence under the Johnson 
Administration, the Republican Policy Committee joined the Republican Members of the 
Joint Committee in urging the immediate consideration of the Committee recommenda
tions. A bill entitled "The Legislative !{eorganization Act of 1966, H.R. 17873, ;, 
that would implement these recommendations was introduced by the ranking Republican 
Hember of the Joint Committee. Republicans believe that if Congress is to be a 
more effective institution for carrying out its basic modern functions - legislative 
review, and representative - it must be updated. Authority that has been unwisely 
delegated to the executive must be regained. The continued dilution of its 
historic role must be stopped. However, this cannot take place until the organi
zational effectiveness and internal operation of Congress has been improved. The 
recommendations of the Joint Committee provide a giant step in the right direction. 

The Republican Members of the House of Representatives long have been interested 
in Congressional reform. At the outset of this session of Congress, a task force of 
the House Republicans on Congressional Reform and t1inority Staffing was appointed to 
study the matter of Congressional reform in depth. As a result of the work of this 
task force, a book entitled ''We Propose: A Modern Congress" has been published. 
The conclusions and recommendations contained in this book were presented in full 
to the Joint Committee and many of the recommendations of the committee stemmed 
from the work of the task force. 
(See October 10, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

(more) 
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Helping College Stude~ 

One of the most successful programs designed to help students complete their 
college education is the Scudent Loan Program of the National Defense Education Act 
of 1958. Under this Republi.can.-sponeored legislation, more than 968,000 students 
have borrowed $834 million. 

This year, the very existence of this vital program was threatened by the 
Johnson-Humphrey Administration's recommendation that the program of direct loans 
to students by participating colleges be scaled back and finally terminated in 
favor of insured loans. Sensing that this course of action would be disastrous for 
the many students who depend upon the loans, the Republican Hembers of Congress 
insisted that the Student Loan Program be fully funded. Over the continued 
opposition of the Administration, this was done. As a result, nearly half-a-million 
students at 1,600 colleges and universities will be able to obtain loans and 
$179 million in federal funds will be allocated to the participating institutions 
for this purpose. 

The t-1isdom of the Republican efforts on behalf of the student loan prof!:ram has 
been underlined by recent events. One of the first casualties of the Johnson 
inflation and soaring interest rates was bank-made student loans. In many areas, 
banks have stopped accepting applications for government-backed student loans. The 
6 percent interest rate on a student loan is no longer attractive when banks can 
charge their best credit risks 6 percent for short-term loans. If the Administra
tion's attempt to sabotage the student loan program had not Leen blocked, many 
students today would be out of money, out of luck, and out of school. 

* * * * * 
Increasing Social Securitx Benefits 

Republican Members of Congress have demanded that Social Security benefits 
should be increased now, not in January 1968 as belatedly proposed by President 
Johnson. This would have been the case if the Democratic majority in Congress had 
acted upon a Republican proposal that would have provided an automatic increase in 
benefits whenever there is a stated increase in the consumer price index. 

Great Society spending, and the accompanying budget deficits, and certain labor 
settlements have spiraled living costs to a point where elderly citizens are hard
pressed to make ends meet. There are nearly 40 million retired Americans who do 
not enjoy the benefit of rising wages and income to cope with rising prices. They 
are painfully aware that the purchasing power of our currency has eroded so that 
the 1957-59 dollar is today worth 88 cents and the 1940 dollar is worth only 
43 cents. 

The Republican proposal would have provided an across-the-board 8 percent averag' 
increase in benefits effective January 1, 1967 for approximately 22 million elderly 
persons eligible for Social Security payments. It would have been financed from 
the Social Security fund reserves without raising the Social Security tax rate or 
the annual earnings base on which it is levied. The entire House Republican 
membership ur3ed Congress to stay in session until a benefits increase could be 
worked out. Unfortunately, our pleas on behalf of the people hurt the most by 
inflation, were not heeded by the Democratic majority. 

* * * * * 
(more) 
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Strengthening P.L. 480 and the Food for Peace Progr~ 

In 1954, P.L. 480 was enacted into law under the leadership of President Eisen
hower and by a Republican Congress. This is the cornerstone of "Food for Peace." 
It has meant the difference between life and death for millions of people in a world 
where much of the population is engaged :f.n a race between food production and 
population growth. This year the Republican Members of the House of Representatives 
not only supported the extension of P.L. 480 but were instrumental in adding a 
number of amendments that improved the legislation as follows: 

1. Congressional review of the operation and administration of the 
program was insured by limiting the extension to two years. 

2. The basic concept of "friendly countries" was retained. 

3. The effectiveness of the P.L. 480 Joint Congressional-Executive 
Advisory Committee was improved. 

4. A 5-percent cash payment in title I sales agreements will be insisted 
upon when possible. 

5. Food sold for foreign currencies will be identified as being provided 
through the generosity of the American people. 

6. Technical assistance in friendly developing countries was expanded 
through a "farmer-to-farmer" program. 

Over the determined opposition of the Johnson-Humphrey Administration~ Republi
cans also were successful in obtaining a ban on subsidized sales to nations that 
trade with North Vietnam. Republicans believe that when Americans and their allies 
are fighting and dying in the defense of freedom, nations that trade with those 
with whom we are joined in combat should not receive special treatment and assistanct 
(See June 8 and September 27, 1966 Policy Co~mittee statements.) 

* * * * * 
Updating and Improving the Unemployment Compensation Laws 

Under the leadership of the Republican Members of the Ways and Means Committee, 
a bill was reported and passed by the House of Representatives that preserved the 
highly-successful system of autonomous State programs of unemployment insurance. 
In contrast to the Federal dictation and controls contained in the rejected Admini
stration bill, the Republican-sponsored measure updated and improved the present 
law as follows: 

1. Thirteen weeks of extended uneMployment compensation is provided during 
periods of recession. 

2. Coverage is extended to those workers who can be generally considered 
~•regularly" employed and for t.rhom there can be reasonable standards of 
availability for work. 

3. Non-profit organizations are given the option of participating as 
"self-insurers." 

4. The wage base is increased from $3,000 to $3,900 beginning in 1969 and 
to $4,200 beginning in 1972. 

(more) 
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5. A judicial review of determinations by the Secretary of Labor with 
respect to qualifications of State plans is provided. 

The House rejection of the Johnson-HumPhrey Administration bill and the acceptancr 
of the Republican measure would have meant that the present program of unemployment 
compensation, while continuing to provide neceaaary and essential assistance to the 
involuntarily unemployed, would not become a federalized system that permits abuse 
and encourages the unemployed to remain idle the maximum period of time rather than 
accept suitable employment or enter trafa1Da programs as quickly as possible. 
(See June 21. 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Jmplementing Water Pollution Control Activities 

Although the Federal Government ~as played a leading role in the improvement of 
our rivers and harbors, it was not until 1956 under the Eisenhower Administration 
that the first comprehensive Federal Water Pollution Control Act was enacted. This 
Act was a good beginning and laid a firm foundation for future action. However, to 
be completely successful, there had to be greater State financial participation in 
the construction of sewage treatment works. Thus, since 1959, the Republican 
Members of the Committee on Public Works have insisted that any increase in funds 
authorized for Federal grants must be used to accelerate needed construction by 
offering an inducement to the States to participate in the cost of treatment plants. 
The Water Pollution Control Act of 1966 that was supported by the Republican 
Members and enacted into law accepts this principle. It contains substantial 
inducements to the States to participate in the cost of projects under both the 
accelerated existing program and the proposed clean rivers program. 

Through the adoption of a Republican amendment, this law also provides the 
foundation for future industrial pollution abatement. Under this measure, the 
Secretary of Interior is directed to conduct an appropriate study of methods for 
providing incentives to assist in the construction of facilities and works by 
industry. Tax incentives, as well as other methods of financial assistance, are 
provided. Seventy-percent Federal grants for research and demonstration projects 
for prevention of pollution of waters by industry are made available also. 

Water pollution poses a serious problem that must be solved. The legislation 
sponsored and supported by the Repli'-,lican Members of the House of Representatives 
will do a great deal to assist in tinding a solution. Moreover, the States, cities 
and the communities will be encouraged to do their share in combatting the common 
problem of water pollution. 
(See September 14, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Combatting Federal Controls 

When the Defense Production Act was brought to the House Floor for extension, the 
Democratic Members of the Banking and Currency Committee included in the legislation 
a provision that would give the President standby authority to impose consumer 
credit controls. Although faced with a serious inflationary situation, the 89th 
Congress under its Democrat leadership was either unwilling or unable to control 
the real cause of the inflationary problem - the Great Society spending. Instead, 
they sought to impose governmental controls as a means of stemming the inflationary 
tide. 

(more) 
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The Republican Membership in the House of Representatives rejected and opposed 
this radical and unnecessary proposal. They recognized that in a period of rising 
inflation, it i.s the indiv1.dual with a limited or fixed income that suffers the 
greatest hardship. l.Jithout question, the real casualty of such controls would be 
the family with substantial needs but moderate means. Titese individuals do not 
have the resources to pay cash or make a large do\mpayment when they purchase an 
automobile, a refrigerator, or some other household appliance. 

Fortunately, a sufficient number of Democrat Nembers joined the Republicans and 
the standby authority to impose consumer credit controls was stricken from the 
legislation. In this instance, the coutrol philosophy was voted down. Thus, 
extreme and unwarranted powers were kept from the hands of the very individuals 
whose spending policies have caused the inflationary problem. 
(See June 14, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Fighting Waste, Bungling. and Scandal ~n the Poverty Program 

During the past year, efforts by the Republican Hembers of the Education and 
Labor Committee to gather information which would be helpful in drafting effective 
anti-poverty legislation were hampered and handicapped at every turn. The Democrat 
majority on the Committee repeatedly promised a full-fledged study and was given 
$200,000 for this purpose. However, field hearings did not Materialize and an 
ever-changing investigative staff was confused by changes in direction, cancelled 
trips» and recalls from investigations. The reports which were issued were sketchy 
and contained statistics and percentages rather than material needed to draft 
corrective legislation. Moreover, some reports were intentionally withheld from 
the Republican Members. 

The hearings that were finally held on the anti-poverty legislation developed .. 
into an 8-day parade of Administration spokesmen and apologists for the poverty 
program. The Republican Members of the Education and Labor Committee recommended 
62 witnesses who were knowledgeable in all aspects of the anti-poverty program. 
However, these recommendations were ignored and the hearings were abruptly termi
nated. When Chairman Powell of the Educstion and Labor Committee was asked why 
this had been done, his only reply '~as ':Because I am the Chairman." 

In spite of this arbitrary and W)efully inadequate action, there was no real 
attempt made by the Democrat leader3hip to correct the many abuses and gross 
mistakes that plagued the present ?~ogram and $1.75 billion for fiscal year 1967 
was ultimately authorized. 

Fortunately for the American public, the Republican Members of the Education and 
Labor Committee conducted an independent investigation of the poverty program. 
Abuse after abuse was documented and exposed. A solid basis for an overall reform 
of the anti-poverty program was established. In order to effectuate the essential 
reforms and changes, the Republicans introduced substitute legislation entitled the 
Republican Opportunity Crusade. Unfortunately, this bill and the reforms that it 
would impose, l-Tas rejected. However., a good start on an eventual clean-up of 
this scandal-ridden program has been made· Republicans will continue to press for 
needed controls and reforms in the next Congress. 
(See July 19, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 
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Improving Public Transportation 

In supporting the establishment of a new Department of Transportation, the 
Republican Members of the House of Representatives continued the historic policy of 
the Republican Party of encouraging the development of American transportation. 
The need for better coordination among the various governmental agencies that deal 
with transportation has been apparent for many years. In his final budget message 
to Congress, President Eisenhower stated ''A Department of Transportation should be 
established so as to bring together a.t Cabinet level the presently fragmented 
federal functions regarding transportation activities." 

The Republican ~1embers were concerned that in the Administration's rush to 
create a Department of Transportation certain safeguards and considerations might 
be overlooked. They found that the bill that was originally proposed by the 
Johnson-Humphrey Administration would have granted the Secretary of Transportation 
broad authority that invaded the policy-making authority of Congress. It would have 
scrambled the now-independent accident investigation functions of the CAB with the 
regulation and control of the airways. Also, the Maritime Administration would be 
buried deep within the bureaucracy of the n~~ Department. 

Due to Republican efforts, the legislation creating the new Department has 
corrected these defects in the original Administration bill. As a result, the 
Department of Transportation, as it has now been established, will be able to 
perform efficiently and effectively. 
(See August 10, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Attacking Tight ~toney ProblemE!_ 

Although the big company with a large net profit may have little trouble borrow
ing money, the individual who wants to buy a car, obtain a college loan, or purchas~ 
a home has a terrific problem due to the present inflationary situation. If he is 
lucky enough to find a lender, he may have to pay an extremely high rate of interest 
to obtain a loan. Long before the Johnson-Humphrey Administration was willing to 
even admit that a problem existed, the Republican Members of the House of Represen
tatives recognized that the average person was being hurt in the present tight mone~ 
market and set out on a course of action ~hat would afford this individual 
meaningful relief. 

They called for an immediate slash in non-defense, non-essential domestic spend
ing - not just in regard to appropriations as the President urged, but also with 
respect to new Great Society program authorizations that trigger the appropriations 
process. They sought a reduction in point discounts on FHA and VA home financing 
through an administrative adjustment of rates to a more realistic level. Republi
cans opposed the enactment of the Sales Participation Act scheme, noting that a 
program of this type could only mean additional government competition for the 
already scarce investment dollar. (The Administration subsequently recognized its 
error in enacting this proposal and suspended the sale of participations.) 
Republican Uembers also called for the removal of FNHA's $15,000 administrative 
limitation on purchases of mortgages under its secondary market operations. This, 
too, has been implemented by the Administration. Finally, in order to cool off 
competition for savings among the financial institutions, Republicans pressed for 
and obtained sound remedial legislation. 

(more) 
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It is unfortunate the Johnson-Humphrey Admlnistration has been slow to awaken 
to the dangers of this situation. Interest rates are now at the highest point 
that they have been in over 40 years. These high interest rates have added 
tremendously to the cost of financing the ever-mounting Federal debt. The rising 
demand for credit by the Federal Government and business has drawn credit away 
from credit-sensitive industries such as homebuilding. As a result, homebuilding 
and home buying, one of the Nation's largest industries, is now faced with a major 
crisis. Private housing starts in September were down 26 percent from September 
1965. Applications for FHA-insured mortgages on existing homes were down 
34 percent from a year ago. 

In the next Congress, Republicans will continue to press for appropriate 
remedial action. They will do all they can to help the pensioner, the Social 
Security recipient, and the individual with a fixed income or a fixed wage who 
has become the forgotten man of the Great Society. 
(See May 10, June 8, and July 27, 1966 Policy Committee statements.) 

* * * * * Maintaining Law and Order 

Republicans of the 89th Congress have stood vigilant in protecting the public's 
interest in, and demand for, measures assuring increased protection for law and 
order in our society. 

Of primary significance was the National Criminal Law Revision Commission bill 
introduced by Representative Poff (R.-Va.) and twenty of his Republican colleagues 
in June of this year. This bill was drafted and introduce~ when the President's 
so-called 1'crime package!l of legislation was found to be wanting. The Poff bill 
was substituted for an unimaginative proposal in the President's package, received 
bipartisan acclaim and support, and was passed by the House by a unanimous vote on 
September 6, 1966. 

Republicans again answered the growing demand for increased responsibility in 
the streets and urban centers of our land when Representative Cramer (R.-Fla.) 
proposed and won approval for an anti-riot measure. This measure prohibited the 
interstate travel of professional demonstrators and troublemakers. It ultimately 
prevailed over a watered-down Administration substitute but failed in the Senate. 
Subsequently, approximately eighty Hembers of the House, Republican and Democrat, 
introduced this anti-riot measure as separate legislation. Unfortunately, this 
legislation was bottled up in the Democrat-controlled Judiciary Committee and 
failed of passage before the end of the session. 

In another and vital area of criminal law reform, the Narcotics Addict Rehabili
tation Act of 1966, House Republicans again remained vigilant to the cause of law 
and order. Republican-backed amendments were successful in turning back an Admini
stration attempt to weaken the penalty structure of present law as it applies to 
sellers of narcotic drugs. Mandatory minimum sentences, which nearly all witnesses 

. at the hearings had agreed upon as an effective deterrent to narcotics traffic, wer• 
thereby maintained to assist law-enforcement officers in the war on narcotic 
traffickers. 
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October 21, 1966 

House ~epublican Accomplishments, Second Session, ~9th Co~gress 

Although outnumbered by more tpan t~ne, Republicans in the Second 

Session of the 89th Congr~~ have ~d' a record of real achlev~t and remarkable 

unity. 

In case after case, Republ~al M ers have been affirnative, imaginative, 

and effect~ve. Oppositi~ for t~ s of opposition has not been a part of this 

record. Jle have, as ttl If>.Y~'Oppo\sition, given every majority pr~ 'ttfO~tful 
but sear{hin~ conside ation. Whenev•r ossible, we have t~d to improve legis

lation ~hrou~ amendment or alQernative proposal. 

We have, however, b~Jtrong in~o,.r opposition to all legislation that 

was not in the publi interest, and qute~1to calJ a tention to those matters that 

needed ~orrectioj. This, I beli,., is i* the (i est tracition of our great 

deliberatlv.~dy and our two-pft'Y syste~. 

Republican complis~nts in 1~ important areas are described briefly in 

is by no means exhaustive. 
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Saving the Small Bus:f.ness Administrettgn 

Under the Johnson-Hunlpht·ey Adtuinistration, the once-vital Small Business Admini
stration that had been created as an independent agency in 1953 by a Republican 
President, was downgraded and nearly destroyed. The Office of Administrator was 
left vacant, the business loan program was gutted, and there were disturbing and 
recurrent rumors that this independent agency was to be transferred to the Commerce 
Department. Thanks to Republican efforts, this disastrous trend was reversed. In 
a series of statements and releases, the plan to eliminate the spokesman for small 
business in big government was exposed. As a result, the proposed transfer was 
killed, an Administrator was appointed and the loan functions were reactivated. 
(See February 23, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Rescuing the !faritime Industry 

For some unfathomable reason, the Johnson-Humphrey Administration has chosen to 
ignore our steadily deteriorating maritime industry. Our shipbuilding program is 
lagging, our ~1orld l>lar II reserve fleet is growing older and the expanding war in 
Vietnam is putting the United States merchant fleet under tremendous pressure. 
Even so, the Administration's total maritime budget for 1967 set a 7-year low. 
While we have dropped to 12th place among the shipbuilding nations, Russia has risen 
from 12th to 7th place. Faced wi.th th:f.s serious situation, the Fepublican members 
of the Herchant Marine and Fisheries Committee and the Republican Policy Committee 
set out to alert the American people to the perils of the Admin:f.stration 1 s course. 
Although we have been unable to reverse this trend entirely, some significant rrains 
have been made. A bill that would establish the i1aritime Administration as an 
independent agency has been reported from committee. Also, an attempt to bury the 
Maritime Admitlistration in the newly-created Department of Transportation lvas 
defeated. Finally, the Appropriations Committee increased the funds for ship 
construction by $21.6 million. 

Our national survival may de?end upon the shipping that should be under construc
tion but which the Johnson-Humphrey Administrat:f.on has scuttled. Additional steps 
must be taken to correct this disastrous situation. If the present trend continues, 
this country that once boasted the greatest merchant fleet in the world will be 
left on history's shore waiting for ships that never come in. 
(See April 20, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Protecting the American Public's Right-to-Kno~ 

In an effort to conceal and cover-up, Federal Agencies have adopted 24 ways to 
keep administrative information from public view. Bureaucratic gobbledygook used to 
deny access to information has included such gems as "Eyes Only," '?Limited Official 
Use, 11 "Confidential Treatment," and "Limitation on Availability of Equipment for 
Public Reference.~. In order to pierce this "paper curtain," Republican Members 
sponsored and worked hard for the adoption of Freedom of Information legislation. 

Due to the opposition of the Johnson-llumphrey Administration, this proposal was 
bottled up in Committee for over a year. However, as a result of pressure from 
Republicans, publishers, and representatives of the press, radio and T.V., it was 
finally reported and enacted into law. Now, this legislation can help to blaze a 

(more) 
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trail of truthfulness and accurate disclosure in what has become a jungle of 
falsification, unjustified secrecy, and misstatement by statistic. Hopefully, the 
saying 11l.Jould you believe? 11 can once again become a line for comedians rather than 
government press officials. 
(See Nay 18, 1966 Policy CommHtee statement.) 

* * * * * 

Republican l'embern have responded to one of the great challenres of our times -
the reformation of our election and campaign contribution laws. In the past, there 
have been a number of excellent studies and reports on this subject. President 
Kennedy appointed a special Commission on Campaign Contributions, and in 1962 the 
report of this Commission sparked the introduction of several bills. President 
Johnson sent a message to Congress recommending that something be done but the 
Admini.stration bill, which was f:f.r1ally introduced, proved to be defective and 
inadequate. 

Alert to the importance of this legislation and the need for prompt action, the 
Republican leadership in the Rouse of Representatives introduced an election reform 
bill that incorporated a number of the President's proposals, but also included 
many significant improvements and additions. For example, the Republican bill 
established a five-member Federal Elections Commission that would receive reports 
and statements regarding campaign contributions and expenditures and investigate 
allegations of wrongdoing. All contributions and expenditures of $100 or more 
would have to be reported. A $100 income tax deduction for campaign contributions 
is provided. 

The Republican Members of the House Administration Committee pressed for and 
obtained Committee hearings and consideration of this bill. As a result, the 
Elections Subcommittee reported an Election Reform bill that contained many of the 
Republican sugeestions. Every Republican Hember of the Subcommittee voted for this 
bill and at the following meeting of the full Committee, all Republican :!embers 
were present and ready to vote to report the bill for immediate floor consideration. 
Unfortunately, the Democratic members \·Yould not join the Republicans. So, for this 
session, this important bill has been killed. However, in the public interest, 
this legislation must be enacted into law before the 1968 Presidential campaign. 
Republicans will press for its adoption during the next Congress. 
(See May 26, 1966 Policy Committee statement and Reprint of Congressional Record 
dated August 30, 1966.) 

* * * * * 
Assisting the Veterans 

During the 89th Congress, action on two major veterans' bills resulted directly 
from Republican leadership. 

The Republican-supported Veterans' Readjustment Benefits Act of 1966 (PL 89-358) 
provided educational benefits for veterans of current military service. This 
essential legislation was enacted over the determined opposition of the Johnson
Humphrey Administration. For example, in Itarch 1965, an Administration spokesman 
told a Senate Committee that enactment of such legislation would not be in accord 
with the program of the President. Again in September 1965, Administration 
spokesmen reiterated to a House Committee their opposition to pending veterans' 
education bills. 

(more) 
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Recognizing the need for this legislatf.on, the House Republican Policy Committee 
in June 1965 urged Congress to prov:i.de educational ber,efits for Vietnam veterans 
.:as quickly as possible." Again in January 1966, the Policy Committee called for 
"the immediate enactment of a bill that will authorize a program of education and 
training for veterans of military service," and urged the Administration to support 
this legislation. Such a bill became law on March 3, 1966. The President, in 
approving the bill, said that he would sign it notldthstand:f.ng the fact that it went 
further than he was willing to ask for this year. 

The Republican-supported Veterans' Pension Act of 1966 (H.R. 17488) provides an 
average 5.6 percent increase in monthly pension payments to 1.8 million veterans. 
As early as October 1965, Republican Members of the House were calling for hearings 
on proposals to liberali.ze the pension program. When hearings were held in July 
1966, an Administration spokesman testified in opposition to all of the 188 pension 
bills pending in the House. After rejecting Republican-sponsored amendments to 
liberalize the bill by increasing the income limitations that control the monthly 
rate of pension, the Veterans' Affairs Committee reported H.R. 17488. 

On September 14, 1966, the House Republican Pol:f.cy Committee endorsed H.R. 17488, 
and criticized the Johnson-Humphrey Administration for the continued opposition to 
legislation that would provide a much-needed cost-of-livin~ rate increase for 
veterans. At the same time, they called for an increase in the income limitations 
of the existing pension laws. 
(See January 26 and September 14, 1966 Policy Committee statements.) 

* * * * * 
Reorganizing Congress_ 

On July 28, 1966, the Joint Committee on the Organization of Congress filed its 
final report with Congress. This report contained a number of important recommenda
tions that would materially strengthen and modernize Congress. Concerned by the 
apparent decline of Congressional initiative and independence under the Johnson 
Administration, the Republican Policy Committee joined the Republican Members of the 
Joint Committee in urging the immediate consideration of the Committee recommenda
tions. A bill entitled 11The Legislative Reorganization Act of 1966, H.R. 17873," 
that would implement these recommendations was introduced by the ranking Republican 
Hember of the Joint Committee. Republicans believe that if Congress is to be a 
more effective institution for carrying out its basic modern functions - legislative 
review, and representative - it must be updated. Authority that has been unwisely 
delegated to the executive must be regained. The continued dilution of its 
historic role must be stopped. However, this cannot take place until the organi
zational effectiveness and internal operation of Congress has been improved. The 
recommendations of the Joint Committee provide a giant step in the right direction. 

The Republican Members of the House of Representatives long have been interested 
in Congressional reform. At the outset of this session of Congress, a task force of 
the House Republicans on Congressional Reform and 1'inority Staffing was appointed to 
study the matter of Congressional reform in depth. As a result of the work of this 
task force, a book entitled "We Propose: A Modern Congress" has been published. 
The conclusions and recommendations contained in this book were presented in full 
to the Joint Committee and many of the recommendations of the committee stemmed 
from the work of the task force. 
(See October 10, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

(more) 
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Helping College Student~ 

One of the most successful programs designed to help students complete their 
college education is the Student Loan Program of the National Defense Education Act 
of 1958. Under this Republican-sponsored legislation, more than 968,000 students 
have borrowed $834 million. 

This year, the very existence of this vital program was threatened by the 
Johnson-Humphrey Administration's recommendation that the program of direct loans 
to students by participating colleges be scaled back and finally terminated in 
favor of insured loans. Sensing that this course of action would be disastrous for 
the many students who depend upon the loans, the Republican Members of Congress 
insisted that the Student Loan Program be fully funded. Over the continued 
opposition of the Administration, this was done. As a result, nearly half-a-million 
students at 1,600 colleges and universities will be able to obtain loans and 
$179 million in federal funds will be allocated to the participating institutions 
for this purpose. 

The wisdom of the Republican efforts on behalf of the student loan program has 
been underlined by recent events. One of the first casualties of the Johnson 
inflation and soaring interest rates was bank-made student loans. In many areas, 
banks have stopped accepting applications for government-backed student loans. The 
6 percent interest rate on a student loan is no longer attractive when banks can 
charge their best credit risks 6 percent for short-term loans. If the Administra
tion's attempt to sabotage the student loan program had not been blocked, many 
students today would be out of money, out of luck, and out of school. 

* * * * * 
Increasing Social Security Benefits 

Republican Members of Congress have demanded that Social Security benefits 
should be increased now, not in January 1968 as belatedly proposed by President 
Johnson. This would have been the case if the Democratic majority in Congress had 
acted upon a Republican proposal that would have provided an automatic increase in 
benefits whenever there is a stated increase in the consumer price index. 

Great Society spending, and the accompanying budget deficits, and certain labor 
settlements have spiraled living costs to a point where elderly citizens are hard
pressed to make ends meet. There are nearly 40 million retired Americans who do 
not enjoy the benefit of rising wages and income to cope with rising prices. They 
are painfully aware that the purchasing power of our currency has eroded so that 
the 1957-59 dollar is today worth 88 cents and the 1940 dollar is worth only 
43 cents. 

The Republican proposal would have provided an across-the-board 8 percent averag~ 
increase in benefits effective January 1, 1967 for approximately 22 million elderly 
persons eligible for Social Security payments. It would have been financed from 
the Social Security fund reserves without raising the Social Security tax rate or 
the annual earnings base on which it is levied. The entire House Republican 
membership ur3ed Congress to stay in session until a benefits increase could be 
worked out. Unfortunately, our pleas on behalf of the people hurt the most by 
inflation, were not heeded by the Democratic majority. 

* * * * * 
(more) 
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Strengthening P.L. 480 and the Food for Peace_f[ogram 

In 1954, P.L. 480 was enacted into law under the leadership of President Eisen
hower and by a Republican Congress. This is the cornerstone of ;'Food for Peace." 
It has meant the difference between life and death for millions of people in a world 
where much of the population is engaged :f.n a race between food production and 
population growth. This year the Republican Members of the House of Representatives 
not only supported the extension of P.L. 480 but were instrumental in adding a 
number of amendments that improved the legislation as follows~ 

1. Cotlgressional review of the operation and administration of the 
program was insured by limiting the extension to two years. 

2. The basic concept of "frien<Hy countries" was retained. 

3. The effectiveness of the P.L. 480 Joint Congressional-Executive 
Advisory Committee was improved. 

4. A 5-percent cash payment in title I sales agreements will be insisted 
upon when possible. 

5. Food sold for foreign currencies will be identified as being provided 
through the generosity of the American people. 

6. Technical assistance in friendly developing countries was expanded 
through a "farmer-to-farmer" program. 

Over the determined opposition of the Johnson-Humphrey Administration~ Republi
cans also were successful in obtaining a ban on subsidized sales to nations that 
trade with North Vietnam. Republicans believe that when Americans and their allies 
are fight:f.ng and dying in the defense of freedom, nations that trade with those 
with whom we are joined in combat should not receive special treatment and assistanc( 
(See June 8 and September 27, 1966 Policy Committee statements.) 

* * * * * 
Updating and Improving the Unemployment Compensation Laws 

Under the leadership of the Republican !·!embers of the Ways and Means Committee, 
a bill was reported and passed by the House of Representatives that preserved the 
highly-successful system of autonoMous State programs of unemployment insurance. 
In contrast to the Federal dictation and controls contained in the rejected Admini
stration bill, the Republican-sponsored measure updated and improved the present 
law as follows: 

1. Thirteen weeks of extended uneMployment compensation is provided during 
periods of recession. 

2. Coverage is extended to those workers who can be generally considered 
~'regularly" employed and for whom there can be reasonable standards of 
availability for work. 

3. Non-profit organizations are given the option of participating as 
"self-insurers." 

4. The wage base is increased from $3,000 to $3,900 beginning in 1969 and 
to $4,200 beginning in 1972. 

(more) 
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5. A judicial review of determinations by the Secretary of Labor with 
respect to qualifications of State plans is provided. 

The House rejection of the Johnson-Humllhrey Administration bill and the acceptancr 
of the Republican measure would have meant that the present program of unemployment 
compensation, while continuing to p~ovide necessary and essential assistance to the 
involuntarily unemployed, would not become a federalized system that permits abuse 
and encourages the unemployed to rem.ain idle the maximum period of time rather than 
accept suitable employment or enter training programs as quickly as possible. 
(See June 21, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * • * * 
Implementing Water Pollution Control Activities 

Although the ~·ederal Government l·,aa played a leading role in the improvement of 
our rivers and harbors, it was not until 1956 under the Eisenhower Administration 
that the first comprehensive Federal Water Pollution Control Act was enacted. This 
Act was a good beginning and laid a firm foundation for future action. However, to 
be completely successful, there had to be greater State financial participation in 
the construction of sewage treatment works. Thus, since 1959, the Republican 
Uembers of the Committee on Public \-1orks have insisted that any increase in funds 
authorized for Federal grants must be used to accelerate needed construction by 
offering an inducement to the States to participate in the cost of treatment plants. 
The Water Pollution Control Act of 1966 that was supported by the Republican 
Members and enacted into law accepts this principle. It contains substantial 
inducements to the States to participate in the cost of projects under both the 
accelerated existing program and the proposed clean rivers program. 

Through the adoption of a Republican amendment, this law also provides the 
foundation for future industri.al pollution abatement. Under this measure, the 
Secretary of Interior is directed to conduct an appropriate study of methods for 
providing incentives to assist in the construction of facilities and works by 
industry. Tax incentives, as well as other methods of financial assistance, are 
provided. Seventy-percent Federal grants for research and demonstration projects 
for prevention of pollution of waters by industry are made available also. 

Water pollution poses a serious problem that must be solved. The legislation 
sponsored and supported by the Rep\l!;lican Members of the House of Representatives 
will do a great deal to assist in i:~nding a solution. Horeover, the States, cities 
and the communities will be encour~ged to do their share in combatting the common 
problem of water pollution. 
(See September 14, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Combatting Federal Controls 

~1en the Defense Production Act was brought to the House Floor for extension, the 
Democratic Members of the Banking and Currency Committee included in the legislation 
a provision that would give the President standby authority to impose consumer 
credit controls. Although faced with a serious inflationary situation, the 89th 
Congress under its Democrat leadership was either unwilling or unable to control 
the real cause of the inflationary problem - the Great Society spending. Instead, 
they sought to impose governmental controls as a means of stemming the inflationary 
tide. 

(more) 
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The Republican Membership in the House of Representatives rejected and opposed 
this radical and unnecessary proposal. They recognized that in a period of rising 
inflation, it :is the indiv1..dual with a limited or fixed income that suffers the 
greatest hardship. Hithout question, the real cas,Jalty of such controls would be 
the family with substantial needs but moderate means. Titese individuals do not 
have the resources to pay cash or make a large dotropayment when they purchase an 
automobile, a refrigerator, or some other household appliance. 

Fortunately, a sufficient numher of Democrat ~Iembers joined the Republicans and 
the standby authority to impose consumer credit controls was stricken from the 
legislation. In this instance, the cotltrol philosophy was voted down. Thus, 
extreme and unwarranted powers were kept from the hands of the very individuals 
whose spending policies have caused the inflationary problem. 
(See June 14, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Fighting Waste, Bungling, and Scandal in the Poverty Program 

During the past year, efforts by the Republican Hembers of the Education and 
Labor Committee to gather information 't-7hich would be helpful in drafting effective 
anti-poverty legislation were hampered and handicapped at every turn. The Democrat 
majority on the Committee repeatedly promised a full-fledged study and was given 
$200,000 for this purpose. However, field hearings did not naterialize and an 
ever-changing investigative staff was confused by changes in direction, cancelled 
trips, and recalls from investigations. The reports which were issued were sketchy 
and contained statistics and percentages rather than material needed to draft 
corrective legislation. Moreover, some reports were intentionally withheld from 
the Republican Members. 

The hearings that were finally held on the anti-poverty legislation developed .. 
into an 8-day parade of Administration spokesmen and apologists for the poverty 
program. The Republican Members of the Education and Labor Committee recommended 
62 witnesses who were knowledgeable :i.n all aspects of the anti-poverty program. 
However, these recommendations were igncred ard the hearings were abruptly termi
nated. When Chairman Powell of the Educ3don .<:md Labor Committee was asked why 
this had been done, his only reply t~as r;hecause I am the Chairman." 

In spite of this arbitrary and ~~efully inadequate action, there was no real 
attempt made by the Democrat leadec~hip to correct the many abuses and gross 
mistakes that plagued the present ?rogram and $1.75 billion for fiscal year 1967 
was ultimately authorized. 

Fortunately for the American public~ the Republican Members of the Education and 
Labor Committee conducted an independent investigation of the poverty program. 
Abuse after abuse was documented and exposed. A solid basis for an overall reform 
of the anti-poverty program was established. In order to effectuate the essential 
reforms and changes, the Republicans introduced substitute legislation entitled the 
Republican Opportunity Crusade. Unfortunately, this bill and the reforms that it 
would impose, uas rejected. However, a good start on an eventual clean-up of 
this scandal-ridden program has been made· Republicans will continue to press for 
needed controls and reforms in the next Congress. 
(See July 19, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 
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Improving Public Transportation 

In supporting the establishment of a new Department of Transportation, the 
Republican Members of the House of Representatives continued the historic policy of 
the Republican Party of encouraging the development of American transportation. 
The need for better coordination among the various governmental agencies that deal 
with transportation has been apparent for many years. In his final budget message 
to Congress, President Eisenhower stated "A Department of Transportation should be 
established so as to bring together at Cabinet level the presently fragmented 
federal functions regarding transportation activities." 

The Republican t1embers were concerned that in the Administration's rush to 
create a Department of Transportation certain safeguards and considerations might 
be overlooked. They found that the bill that was originally proposed by the 
Johnson-Humphrey Administration would have granted the Secretary of Transportation 
broad authority that invaded the poli.cy-making authority of Congress. It would have 
scrambled the now-independent accident investigation functions of the CAB with the 
regulation and control of the airways. Also, the Maritime Administration would be 
buried deep within the bureaucracy of the new Department. 

Due to Republican efforts, the legislation creating the new Department has 
corrected these defects in the original Administration bill. As a result, the 
Department of Transportation, as it has now been established, will be able to 
perform efficiently and effectively. 
(See August 10, 1966 Policy Committee statement.) 

* * * * * 
Attacking Tight Honey Problem!! 

Although the big company with a large net profit may have little trouble borrow
ing money, the individual who wants to buy a car, obtain a college loan, or purchase 
a home has a terrific problem due to the present inflationary situation. If he is 
lucky enough to find a lender, he may have to pay an extremely high rate of interest 
to obtain a loan. Long before the Johnson-Humphrey Administration was willing to 
even admit that a problem existed, the Republican Members of the House of Represen
tatives recognized that the average person was being hurt in the present tight mone~ 
market and set out on a course of action ~hat would afford this individual 
meaningful relief. 

They called for an immediate slash in non-defense, non-essential domestic spend
ing - not just in regard to appropriations as the President urged, but also with 
respect to new Great Society program authorizations that trigger the appropriations 
process. They sought a reduction in point discounts on FHA and VA home fin~ncing 
through an administrative adjustment of rates to a more realistic level. Republi
cans opposed the enactment of the Sales Participation Act scheme, noting that a 
program of this type could only mean additjonal government competition for the 
already scarce investment dollar. (The Administration subsequently recognized its 
error in enacting this proposal and suspended the sale of participations.) 
Republican Uembers also called for the removal of FNHA's $15,000 administrative 
limitation on purchases of mortgages under its secondary market operations. This, 
too, has been implemented by the Administration. Finally, in order to cool off 
competition for savings among the financial institutions, Republicans pressed for 
and obtained sound remedial legislation. 

(more) 
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It is unfortunate the Johnson-Humphrey Admi.nistration has been slow to awaken 
to the dangers of this situation. Interest rates are now at the highest point 
that they have been in over 40 years. These high interest rates have added 
tremendously to the cost of financing the ever-mounting Federal debt. The ri.sing 
demand for credit by the Federal Government and business has drawn credit away 
from credit-sensitive iudustries such as homebuilding. As a result, homebuilding 
and home buying, one of the Nation's largest industries, is now faced with a major 
crisis. Private housing starts in September were down 26 percent from September 
1965. Applications for FHA-insured mortgages on existing homes were down 
34 percent from a year ago. 

In the next Congress, Republicans will contiuue to press for appropriate 
remedial action. They will do all they can to help the pensioner, the Social 
Security recipient, and the indivi~ual with a fixed income or a fixed wage who 
has become the forgotten man of the Great Society. 
(See May 10, June 8, and July 27, 1966 Policy Committee statements.) 

* * * * * 
Maintaining Law and Order 

Republicans of the 89th Congress have stood vigilant in protecting the public's 
interest in, and demand for, measures assuring increased protection for law and 
order in our society. 

Of primary significance was the National Criminal Law Revision Commission bill 
introduced by Representative Poff (R.-Va.) and twenty of his Republican colleagues 
in June of this year. This bill was drafted and introduced when the President's 
so-called ''crime package'~ of legislation was found to be wanting. The Poff bill 
was substituted for an unimaginative proposal in the President's package, received 
bipartisan acclaim and support, and was passed by the House by a unanimous vote on 
September 6, 1966. 

Republicans again answered the growing demand for increased responsibility in 
the streets and urban centers of our land when Representative Cramer (R.-Fla.) 
proposed and won approval for an anti-riot measure. This measure prohibited the 
interstate travel of professional demonstrators and troublemakers. It ultimately 
prevailed over a watered-down Administration substitute but failed in the Senate. 
Subsequently, approximately eighty l'1embers of the House, Republican and Democrat, 
introduced this anti-riot measure as separate legislation. Unfortunately, this 
legislation was bottled up in the Democrat-controlled Judiciary Committee and 
failed of passage before the end of the session. 

In another and vital area of criminal law reform, the Narcotics Addict Rehabili
tation Act of 1966, House Republicans again remained vigilant to the cause of law 
and order. Republican-backed amendments were successful in turning back an Admini
stration attempt to weaken the penalty structure of present law as it applies to 
sellers of narcotic drugs. Mandatory minimum sentences, which nearly all witnesses 
at the hearings had agreed upon as an effective deterrent to narcotics traffic, werf 
thereby maintained to assist law-enforcement officers in the war on narcotic 
traffickers. 
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STATEMENT BY REP. GERALD R. FORD, R-MICHIGAN, REGARDING 2ND SESSION, 89TH CONGRESS. 

The 89th Congress had some successes in its second session, but it will be most 

remembered for one glaring failure. 

That failure was the refusal of this Democratic Congress, this Congress with 

greater than 2-to-1 Democratic majorities, to come to grips with inflation and thus 

strike a blow for the little people and the aged. 

The destructiveness of the inflation now plaguing this country is worsening. 

The cost of living is continuing its sharp and steady climb. Yet this Democratic 

Congress refused to help hold down prices by cutting several billions in unnecessary 

federal spending. This Democratic Congress iuetead insisted on further inflating 

President ~ohnson's already-inflated budget. 

The Nation has nearly-10 month legislative s ssion with 

the "spendingest" Pr 

combination spells 

session, 89th Cong ess. 

This Democra~ C~ngress to ~ohnson-

Democrat inflation. ess fid not increase Social Security benefits this year. 

~ohnson-Democrat inflation d~ndeb that there be action. Republicans urged passage 

of Social Security legislation at this session and introduced bills providing for 

automatic increases in benefits tied to the cost of living without a payroll tax 

increase. 

President ~ohnson and Democrats in Congress ignored Republican pleas. Then 

Mr. ~ohnson suddenly--near the end of the session--called for congressional action 

next year on a benefits increase effective not now but in ~anuary, 1968. It was an 

increase to be financed by a payroll tax boost. When Republicans then demanded an 

immediate 81 across-the-board increase in Social Security benefits without a payroll 

tax increase, Democratic leaders shrugged it off. 

Please note the answer Republicans received when Rep. John w. Byrnes, R-Wis., 

proposed a $1.6 billion benefits boost without a payroll tax increase. HEW Under-

secretary Wilbur ~. Cohen said this could be done but it might contribute substan-

tially to present inflationary pressures. The circle came right back to ~ohnson-

Democrat inflation--the inflation which had created the need for a Social Security 

benefits increase in the first place. 
(MORE) 

' 
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RE: 2ND SESSION, 89TH CONGRESS 

Repeatedly during this sessio~ of Congress, President Johnson himself has hung 

a spender tag on his lopsided Democratic majorities, Yet iri a recent campaign speech, 

Mr. Johnson said the historians would rate the 89th as "the great Congress." The 

President really ought to make up his mind. He can't have it both ways. 

At the end of the last session, Senate Majority Leader Mike Mansfield said the 

89th Congress in its second session ought to "spend less time on new legislation and 

more time correcting oversights in legislation we have just passed." 

Instead the Congress busied itself this year rushing through a whole new batch 

of legislation proposed by Mr. Johnson. Whatever loophole plugging and remedial 

action was taken resulted primarily because of Republican pressure. 

You might call the tiny band of Republican Congressmen in the 89th the mighty 

minority because they: 

* Helped write into the foreign aid bill a strict prohibition against aid to 

any free world nation trading with North Vietnam or Cuba. 

* Helped hold the mass transit authorization to the $150 million figure asked 

by the President, reducing it from the $175 million sought by House Democratic leaders. 

* Gained a change in the investment tax credit suspension bill to let business 

firms take the 7 per cent credit for investments in air and water pollution control. 

* Exerted presaU¥e which resulted in a $7,500 ceiling on expenses for training 

a Job Corps enrollee. 

* Won approval of Poverty War amendment requiring one-third participation by 

the poor in local community action programs. 

* Led a successful fight to include in the Food for Freedom Act a ban on 

subsidized food sales to countries trading with North Vietnam. 

* Succeeded in keeping the Federal Maritime Administration out of the new 

Transportation Department so that there can be a concerted effort in the years ahead 

to rebuild the u.s. merchant fleet. 

* Kept constant pressure on big-spending Democrats and thus kept their spending 

fever from getting worse than it was. 

These were among the accomplishments of the 89th Congress, second session-

imp~vements promoted by the mighty minority. 

' 
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The 89th,Congress had some successes in its second:session, but it will be most 

temembered for·one glaring failure. 

That failure was the refusal of this Deaoc:ratic Congresspthis Congress with 

g,reater than 2-to-1 Democratic majorities; to CQIIle to grips··with inflation and thus 

strike a blow for the little people and-the aged. 

The destructiveness of the inflation now plaguing this country is worsening. 

The cost of living is continuing its sharp and steady climb. Yet this Democratic 

congress refused to help hold down prices by..·cutting seve~al billions in unnecessary 

federal spending. ·'This Democratic Congress illetead insisted on further inflating 

President Johnson's already-inflated budget. 

The Nation has just suffered through a nearly-10-month legislative session with 

the "spendingest" President and Congress in our country's history. Together this 
. 

qombination spells Johnson-Democrat inflation, and that is the story of the second 
' 

session, 89th Congress. 

This Democratic Congress recorded another failure closely related to Johnson-

nemocrat inflation. The Congress did not increase Social Security benefits this year. 

Johnson-Democrat inflation demand~d that there be action. Republicans urged passage 

of Social Security legislation at this session and introduced bills providing for 

automatic increases in benefits tied to the cost of living without a payroll tax 

increase. 

President Johnson and Democrats in Congress ignored Republican pleas. Then 

4r. Johnson suddenly--near the end of the session--called for congressional action 

~ext year on a benefits increase effective not now but in January, 1968. It was an 

increase to be financed by a payroll tax boost. When Republicans then demanded an 

immediate 81 across-the-board increase in Social Security benefits without a payroll 

tax increase, Democratic leaders shrugged it off. 

Please note the answer Republicans received when Rep. John W. Byrnes, R-Wis., 

proposed a $1.6 billion benefits boost with~ut a payroll tax increase. HEW Under-

secretary Wilbur J. Collen said this could be done but it might contribute substan-

tially to present inflationary pressures •. · Tha circle came right back to Johnson- .· 

Democrat inflation--th~ inflation which h&~ created the need for a Social Security 

benefits increase in the first place. 

, 
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Repeatedly during this session of Congress. Pr~sident Johnson himself has hung . . ,, r· . .. . .. . . .. ,,. . .... 
. . ·~ . tl! i' ':::.'( '~ ·, .. •' -/. 

a spender tag on his lopsided Democratic majorities. Yet in a recent campaign speech, 

Mr. Johnson said the historians would rate the 89th as "the g't'eat Congress." The 

President really ought to make up his mind. He can't have "it' both ways. 

At the ·end of the last session, Senate Maj'ority Leader Mike Mansfield said the 

89th Congress in its second session ought to "spend· less time ·on new legislation and 

more time correcting oversights in .legislation we ,have just passed." 

Instead· the: Congress busied 'itseff this· year rushing through a whole new batch 

of legislation proposed .by Mr. ·Johnson. Whatever loophole· piugging and remedial 

action was taken·~ -r.&S:Ulted primttril'y because of Republican· pre·ssure. 

You aiight calll ·the tiny band of Republican Congressmen in the 89th the mighty 

minority because they: 

* Helped write into the foreign aid bill a strict prohibition against aid to 

any free world nation trading with North Vietnam or Cuba. 

* Helped hold the mass transit authorization to the $150 million figure asked 

by the President, reducing it from the $175 million sought by House Democratic leaders. 

' * Gained a change in the investment tax credit suspension bill to let business 

firms take the 7 per cent credit for investments in air and water pollution control. 

* Exerted press~ which resulted in a $7,500 ceiling on expenses for training 

a Job Corps enrollee. 

* Won approval of Poverty War amendment requiring one-third participation by 

the poor in local community action programs. 

* Led a successful fight to include in the Food for Freedom Act a ban on 

subsidized food sales to countries trading with North Vietnam. 

* Succeeded in keeping the Federal Maritime Administration out of the new 

Transportation Department so that there can be a concerted effort in the years ahead 

to rebuild the u.s. merchant fleet. 
;. 

* Kept constant pressure on big-spending Democrats and thus kept their spending 

fever from getting worse than it was. 

These were among the accomplishments of the 89th Congress, second session--

i~vements promoted by the mighty minority. 
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ro: tbe purp<.n ot euppontnc Procnuna 

under 8 1008 In the fteld of family plannlnlll' 
our pAMn\ plana cootcnplat.e 120 million 
In ftaeal yur leGe. U:l million In t\11('1\J JMr 
11M19, an4 f30 mJllton In ~ )"NU' t•7o We 
wUt ,..,ew \heee tlcune In c-onn..:tton with 
our aut ,..,. .. procra.m. ln lddtUon, run4a 
..,.. ~ belac made uallable ror famlly 
pb.nnlnc Uu"oucb nue XIX ot the Soc-tal 
eecurU)' Act. lokdlcal Aaletancf' Procnm; 
)bternlt)' and ln!IUH Care projeCt cnnta 
and formula Jl'allta to the Stat. for Wa
t«nal and Cblld H~\h tlenol~ 

I uk that \he ent1~ }etter be ~
printed ln the nzco.D at the conclusion 
ot my remar11:a 

Without obJection. it la ao ordered. 
l&-e t'XhfbJt 1.) 
Mr TYDINGS Th1a proJection of 

expend.tt.uree indlca\ea that t.he Depart
ment hu now recognized the d1menstons 
of the ramUy planntnc problem 1n the 
United Btatef! and ttl! w1111nlltlelll to com
mil funda of sumdent marnJtu<k to ~
lin mt·eUna tbat problem 

Aa I po1nt.ed out at the Ume I ln tro
dueed my dom~stlc fiiii111Y plannlt•~ blll. 
we need to ~~Pend between 175 and 1100 
milllon each year to provide family plan
ning services to the II m1111on lndi&l'nt 
women of ch1ldbeartn« ace who can be 
upec:ted W dealre IUCh lll!rvlcel>. 

While the apendlng Jevela projt'!CI.f'd 
b)' the Department w1ll not. meet the 
whole nt'l'd. th6 will go a lone way and 
~ of an order of magnitude of 5 to 10 
Urnes the pr~nt spendllll' le>vels. :t 
1.& an important br~throuah 

other licnU\cant developmcnta 1n th 
domestic tleld include two amrndmentf 
to the Economic Opportunity Ac\ whlctj, 
first. ,.ves the loetJ ecommunlty actlot' 
agency. rather than the Otrkc ot Ecq
nomic Opportunity, tJ~ authority to dt
k'rmlne whether unmarried women "~ 
bfo ellglble to n"Ceive family plannma Jn
formaUon; and. tleOOild. authorua '$61 
mUllon for ntighborhood he&lt.h ~rs. 
which may Include famiJy pl116nnl\liC 
lt'r\'lt"etl 

The ConKre:.a ILlao approprlak'Cl St ~ 
million. ovt'r and above the P~sidt>J\L's 
bu~t n'(IUl'llta. for the NaUonal InsU
tut.t' of Ch ild Ht"alLh and Human ~\'ol 
opment. to conduet relt'arch In tht' ar<>a 
of population dynamiC~' with particular 
emphut.~ upon rest'arch on the compcU'll.
uve eftecUvenesa ant1 Impact of \'arlous 
cunuaclpthe dC\ICt'Ji" ~~ond for tr&inlnlr 
In the tlcld of rt>proclucUve blolog}· 

It I'OU:!8N UMU Y 1'1..4JfJflMQ PSOOIIAIIO 

Slgn1tlcant brrakthrou.&lu were al&O 
achieved In the foreign field 

Tht' food-for-~ bill •tablt.VIes a 
2-rcar Pro!lrnm of food Ulll!tance \a de
veloping nations It explicitly permits 
the local currenclt"S genrrated by the salt' 
or u.s. &&r1cultural commod!Ues to be 
USt>d : 

Por ftnan<"IDC. at Ult- requ.t or auch coun
try. prngnms cmphuta&Ac mat.ernal wel
r~>.re, cblld health and nutrUion, IUld ac-Uvt
U•. wbere parUcl~Uoo 11 voh&ntary, rda&ecl 
1.0 ~be problema or popullltlon lfOWth. under 
~\lrM •tabll&hed by Ule Preaidcnt 
through any apnc-y or the United Stai.H or 
thoruch any loeal apacy wbkh be <1f'
wrmtnea 1e quall!leQ 1.0 a4mi.JlJat~ IUCb 
act!v' Uea. 

The Porel&n A.l6latanet! Act ot 1966 In
corporates an amend.ment, which I of-

ft'red. •hlch ablo authot1zee t.he \151' of 
excet~~~ foretan eu~ncW-oow1~rpart 
fund.s-lor voluntary fam1ly plamurnr 
prouram11 ovt'r&f'all The dt•fit: IUun of 
voluntary family pl&nnln~t pt"'RI'\m~ ln 
cludt'!l "the dissemination of famUy 
plam~ lnfonnaUon, medtcal asstst
ance. and suppUe• to lndhldua who 
de.slrc such a.salatanct'." Du11ng the con
sidf'ratlon of the bill. the Colllfl"''-~ at
firmed that AID alreadJ )>OMt"W.CII au
thorltJ to usc dollar funds, as well al! 
local currencies, for "'«hnkal &l>Oi~otance 
and otller actlvltlea 1n the Oeld ol popu· 
lauoa control." 

Taken toge\hn', theM btlla PIOVII1t' a 
strong statuwry buts for the eXP&J'liiiOD 
or fedt'rally suppot·ted family pla&nnllll 
programs aL home and ab1·a.d. n~.e~ 
can no longer be any doubt ln the atimm
lstratlon or the country thaL Ulta Con
gn•ss v.·RS dcterm1ned to defUR th(' IJOP
ulauon bomb. 

The popul&Uon clocks &kks nrry hour 
of every cia)-. Thf're ta not a momf': t t to 
1011t' In deallnc with what Pte~ldt•nt 
Johnson haa called the mo~t profound 
challtt~e to tht> rutun of all the ••orld. 
It now remains for the admUl11iLnatlon to 
proflde the tnUatbe. t.he et~r":; and 
the 11tatf to lmplemml Ulf'lle prot~ram.a 
eftoc:.t•el7. 

I· bllan' l 
Hoc. JOUPH D. TTJmfOI, 
U.S . .tt?W~te 
W•lhWton, DC 

DuA Surnoa T$1~· Thank J0\1 fur yoUT 
lettf'r « Cktoflf'r 10 at•d tOt J<lW' Interet~\ In 
8 ~oot 'II btdl 'f<.Uld enable t.be Uepe.rtmen\ 
1.0 de11tl«tp prwram• In family p&annlug 

We bate i~J<'atf'd 1n t.Ntlmony tu both 
the ~n--. .11\d ~he H•lUM of ftlopr-uta\IYea 
that tr.mll)' ~lannlnc prucram• can be defel-
;>f"' ,.. an lciU>cnal pe.r\ 0( comprehenat \'e 

llealtn aerv~Ulln Ule 8\at.ea 6 3008 
uaurno t.llat omt,,.henai ve public h .. .utt 
~rvieea. tn wru family planntnc wQiffd ~ 
~ luded, C'flJ1 ""' de"'lnped tbrotlp • ftnl
bl" ,. te rriUlt (>rt)gr&IU *mlnte~Pd by t he 
Pu~c Hnlth ~nice _ "l'N• 1flluld bf' ac· 
~abed to t,..o ,...,., lt"t. 'bJ pcu'l'ldtnr 
nc-n-c~t ... ~orlt'-.1 r'nnllfa &n~~t ~rupp<:~rt t.o 
lOC" .. ' t\1~ and Jit~ee tl>l' u .. illln& h<if'r· 
aai41UI~ to~ \tlelr Jtl• lmjiOrt .. ut 
J;•K·'h prubi~"UU~ ~:4 HOOn4•7.\by meana ot 
pro)t.rt tcnnta fle . .tth ~~~ C1n .. lop· 
mf'nt W"bicl\ wo e .. ble bllc lll'aiUl 
~nte .. t.o a ·~ta to 1111 public or 
n011·pro n* llff'urt. lnol\ltu\lon. orpulza
\l<'tl to NJ'fM' part ~1t ~ euat of t l ) provtd
ln ll' n1c• •l met'\ bf'lllth ne«111 of limited 
gf'<'KTftphlf aeope at' ot •peclal~ r.,_h nal 
or nat.lon&l ttplftc:an~ (2) 1tJmuiHing and 
sup)JOC't~ for an lntdal p.orlod new pro
fT'IUtlll ol baalth WI'Y\ce. or 131 undHtaktac 
1tudlell,' demon.ttratlona, or UO.tntnc d<-.,gn~ 
t~ c»ftlop """ mal.boda or lmprtl\•e utatlnr 
me\.hodll or proY1dtnc hea!Ul ~«Tit.et · • ProJ
I't"t l!"&tlt awerd• n1ay be macte to public 
agencte11 aul"h u St.ate C'OUD\)' or metropoli
tan he.Uth dt-pt'.rtmeo\8. untnnH·r~ n..-
ptt.ala ~&r:d to non-prot\t prlfate \'oluntarr 
or~e&DJa.tlnns au"h N Ull1Y ... Itlfll boepl\<ooU 
anc1 l'l•luntary aren<' ..... 

ln bl, recent tntlmony befo~ th·· IlouH 
Cnmn>tttee on Interstate and Purelgn com
lllf"ref' U•e 8Ul'Je011 o.aent. Or Wllltun tf 
Stewnrt, In l'e5p<>l- to ~ltlc quesUuna by 
Reptwenta&l'" s.muel W Pr~l. lndlcatf'd 
Ulat bo\h tM formula crant So Bt.•W<a for 
~nat'" publk: lll'&!Ua HniON aDd 
\he project IP'IUI\ r.w beel\b een1c,. de•eJop
ment can lie \l8f<C1 1.0 l\lflpar\ f&IIUIJ plannlnc 
ac:~ivtt.l-. 

P'ur the purpoe. ot •uppor\lur pr • .,-ama 
un<1otr 8 30011 Ia the fteld ol rAD411y pl .. llJUnl. 

our sw-nt piau. coa.._plat.e 120 miiUon 
111 ftec&l y .. ar 1 .. , IU aUUon ln ft-.! ,_ 
111119 and t:JO miiUon In .._, year 187t. We 
will renew tb- flcurea 1.11 eonoecUon wtUI 
our nut ye .. r'a prtocram. ln addl~n. I\AIIda 
are aao belnc nuade nallable for family 
planntnr throuch nue XIX ae Ule 8oeta.l 
Security Aet, Jofedlcal Aalata.noe ~: 
Jofat.ernlty aa\d Infan\ cw.&-e JII'O)ec\ cranW: 
&1 <1 formula cranta to the 8t.at.ea tOt Jofat.enlal 
and Child Health ~r~ 

In v\f'w of your ~ aad conUDuiJIC la
wr•~ ln ramllr pi4LANac. 1 am eeel-.. a 
copy or the Deput.men\al llepon whleh aum
mert.zu \he ctUTent ac:tlntlea of our opet"&t
lnl acenclea ln tbla Important .ft•ld. 

8lnCIII'IOlJ fOUfS, 

Stah....t ~J leprtM•tali•• CenW I. 
Fer .. lte,..w&ca., el llkW.a•, lqri 
iar 241 SeuiM, a• c..p ... 

EX'ITNSION OP RDIARJD5 
OP 

HON. GERALD I. FOlD 
or MJCKM4ll 

lN nn: 110081: OP R&:PitasDTATIVU 

S4tMrur. October ZZ, ZHI 

Mr GERALD R. PORD. Mr. Speaker, 
t~ stth Cungrue had mme auccesaes In 
ltl 2d lt'Ulon. but It w1ll be mo.t ~mem
bfored for one clartDI t &lhue. 

'ntat failure -.aa the ~fuaal of this 
Democratic Concn•. th1a Conclfta with 
61reater tltan 2-to-1 Democratic maJor
Ities. to comt to «r1pa with lnnatton and 
thus strike a blow for the Httle PE'OPie 
and the ared 

ThP de~tructlvt'nell of t~ lnftaUon 
now plaguing this country Ill wonenlnc. 
1'1Je cost of llvtng 1s continuing Sta sharp 
and studJ climb Yl't this Democratic 
Conan-sa ref\at"d to help hold down prlees 
by eutUnR sevt-ral bllllona In unnect'I&Ary 
Pt"deral siJt!'Odtnr This Democratic Con
rresa lnst.nd ln..Uted on further lnftat
ln>< Pn1ldent Johnaon's already-lnftated 
bud~t. 

Tlw Nation hu Jt•t !Nfrered throuah 
• tll'arlJ 10-month lect.latiw aeu&on 
with the spendlnrl'M" PresJdl-nt and 
Con«reM In our country's hlatory To
rnhtr this ('QD'lblnatton apella Johnaon
Detno<-rat lnftaUon, and that la the atory 
of the 2d aeS&lon, 89th Concreaa 

Th1a Democratic Con!O?M recorded 
another fallun- dOIIl'IJ related \a John
liOn-Democrat tnnauon. The Cone-re
did not lncre&l<e social M'Ctlt1ty bellt"Otl 
this JNr Johnaon-Dnnocrat lntlatton 
demanded that tht'~ be a«ton. Repub
licans urged P&a&"llt' of .octal securitJ 
JeatalaUon at thiA eea&on and lntroduced 
btll.e proYiding for au&omaUc 1nc~aes 
In bfoneftts tlt'd to the coet or living with
out a pa)·roll l.&lt inc:nue. 

Prelliden t JohnliOil and Democrat. 1n 
Cona~• l&nored Republican pleu 
TI1en Mr John110n suddenly-near the 
end of the ~eaon~d for oon&'l"ft• 
&lonal action nut ye-ar on a beneftt. 1n
<'l"'f'Ue efteclbe N>' now btU ln .Janua17 
1968 It was an lncreue to be ftnaneecl 
by a payroU tax booat When Republi-

, 
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C".ana Ltu-n demanded an laulll'dl&l.e a 
lJ("T'Cent acroa-the-boe.nl lncl'HIIP In 
80Cial 8eCUrtty beneftLI wtt.hout a payroll 
tax t.ncreue, Democratic leaden shrug
ged 1t oft'. 

Plleue note the an.~wer Repubhcaru 
rt-ceived .-hen Repre~t.atJve JOH!'I W 
BY&Juts, Republican. of W11ronaln. pro
poeed a SUI bUUon bent'ftLI boost••ithou~ 
" payroll tax tncreu.e. HEW Under Sec
retarJ Wilbur J Cohen said this roulrl 
be done but lt might contribute au~tan
trally w Prt'lt'nt tnnauonary presaurell 
The drcle camf' rlaht bact to Johni\On
Democrat lnnat1on-the lnftatlon whtch 
had cre&Led the need for a 10C1&laecur1ty 
beneftLI lncreue In the ftr~ plaee. . 
~peat.edly durtng t.hl.s seaaton of Con

gress, Prer-.ldent Johru;on hlnaelf haa 
hunc a spender t.ac on hla }opsld~ 
Democratic maJorities. Yet In a reef'nt 
eamp&lam a~h. Mr Johnaon said tllt' 
hlstorlaru •·ould rate the Uth as "U1e 
great. Concl'eY." The PI'Wdent real!)· 
ought to mkke up his mind He cannot 
have It botJ1 waJa 

At the end of the last aeulon. Renalf' 
MaJority Leadt"r MIX& MAifsna:tD Mid the 
89th Congrf'.IU In ILl 2d llt'1>1'1on 
ought to "spend leAS time on new legl&la
uon and mort" time correcting over5l~tht" 
tr. lf'C1al&tlon •·e ha\'e juat p~" 

Instead the Con1reaa bus.i~ ltlt'lf this 
yt'ar ru&hlne t.hrouah a whole new batch 
of l~Lilatlon propoat'd by Mr John110n 
Whatever loophole pluactnc ant\ reme
dial action •·a.s taken rerulted prtmartly 
bf'cau.se o! Republlcan pressure 

You ml«ht call the tiny band of ~pub
bean COngressmen m the 89th the mighty 
minoritY bf'cauM they-

Helped YOrl~ Into the forei1n aid bill a 
· trict prohibition acaln.st aid LO any free 
world naUon tradlni 'fo1th North Vit>t
nl\lll or CUt.. 

Helped hold the ma.o;a tran.tl!t author
Ization to the 1150 million ~ure alihd 
by the Pre~dent. teduclni 1t from the 
It 75 million 110\llht by House Democrat.k 
leader5 

Oalnt"d a cha'll!l' In the lnvealment t.ax 
credit suspension blll to lfot bualneaa flunt< 
take the 7 -percent credit for Investment~. 
tn all and wa~r pollution control 

ExPrtf'd pre11.<~U~ whleh resulted In a 
$7 .aoo ct-Uing on expen.sea for tratnlna a 
Job Corps enrollee. 
• Won approval of poverty war amf'nd
ment requlrlnlf one-third p&rUclpallon 
by the poor In local community action 
PI'Oiram~o 

Ll>d a ~>uccessful fight to mclude In thP 
Food for Frt't-dom Act a ban on sub
t-ldized lood ~Noles to countries tradu.~ 
•·lth North VIetnam 

Succt"eded ln keeping tht' Federal 
Maritime Admlnlstratkm out uf the ntw 
Tralu'-'<)rt.atlon Department .so that 
there CAll btl a concerted effort ln the 
years ahead to rebtllld the U.S. mPrchant 
neet 

Kl'Pt constant vres.~ure on bh:-spend
mg Democrau and thuA kept their 
-..pendll\8 !ever from gettlnt •·orse than 
It v•a.~ 

TileSt' 1l"erc IUDong tJ1t' aecompllsh
mems o! the Bith Conal'f'bS. 2d lt'Mion
lmprovement.s promoted by tJ1e mlttht7 
minority 

S.••ary of Actiritiee l.y t"e Seaate Co111· 
•iltee oa A~Wfll Senice1 

!:XTENSJON OF REMARKS 
or 

HON. MIKE MANSFIELD 
OP' MONTANA 

IN THE SF.NATE OF Tli.E UNJ'IT.I) 8TA1ER 

Saturdav Octo!vr ZZ. 1166 

Mr MANSFIELD Mr Prellldent. t 
aAk unanlmouA conwnt to ln!lt'rt ln the 
Ruou " ~>ummary of acllvlllt'll by the 
SenaW' C'onunltt.t-e on Armt'd Bel nee& 

There bell\8 no objection, the 11ummary 
Yo&~> ordered to be printed ln the RKcoao, 
as follows· 
8t:wN ... ,. or Ac·nnnu aT ~1uun CoMMIT· 

TFIE ON AaMrD Savlt"M. 88rH l!oNii•DII. 
2U 8a.AION 

U:GJSLIIT101C 

P L 1111 -3117 8up,,I~Pnt.al liHIIS authuriSa· 
tlnn for thf! pr<X'Urrm~nt Of alrcralt mla• 
aiiP!I n '""I v-:a. and tracki'CI con1bet yehl· 
CIH, fOf' J'Hf'IOI'ch. dPV~Iopment, I.MI and 
evaluation, ·•net tor mlllt&r)' corwtructlon 

Au '"" ~"" approprla'lona for thf'.e pur
l>"''~ "' • he Amount of U.llli7.4W Ul)<l 

PI, bll MH ~llthorllllnl &ppre>prl<!.ltnfla 
durin~ n-1 ).,.,., 1~7 r.- pro•:urf'mf'ut ot 
a: .. ··•'' mlMIII'& Ubi Val •-la. and tr, kf'd 

c"rrbftt vehtclea, and for r-~h cte\·elOI• 
llleht test and aYILIWIIIOO fCX' the .. nulld 
forcM and mtltt.ary V&Y IDc:rP&M 

AuthnrtUta approprlatloM r.w thew pur· 
P'- In the &mliUilt of er7 4110.7:19 000 

Provld"" a poy lncrr,... tor mt'mbera ot 11•~ 
Ulllfurrnl'd &fOrYICM Of 3 2 perc~nt 

I' L 89 ~ Military cuoat.rucUo" •• uthur
lzatl<m 

....... horlrtoe military conatructlon :Uld rro· 
\'ldre ~~outborLT.allon for houatuc coue,rtac
tl ''· IUld mftlntenan('f' In tbe IUituuu. •f 
a1 .,no 1<1 1.000 

f' L 1111 tSI4 lll!llt!U'}' ml'dl~al benent~ 
AUU10rtaeo. az. lmpro~ecl health IM'netl14i 

pr<•nun lor membera of tbe unlformt'd aerv
I<M and tb~lr de-pt'ndenta and for rellrf'd 
ot~mt>era hy lntt1at1114r • vrocr&IJ' of mat· 
pauen~ t·..re front civilian medlral aourree 
fur Clf'pendeuta of memtM'ra and by provldllll 
.. pr•~t~nuu uf "•"' In rlYIIIan tacllltle• f<.or 
rrtlred membera of the unltormed aenh:N 

I' L Ill* t>~t\ Incl't'uilll numb<:r uf Air 
P~>r<e rolon~l• and lleuwnant colunels 

Pro•·taN .. n enhanced prom~lon us>por
tunotT for Air Porce otlk'era to the !fr•ae ot 
l'o>IOJH, and lleUUluUlt t'OIOGel by IIUI hOI'Il:• 
Iolli "" lll~reaae ID the ll<IDlbet of ofll< er~ !.hat 
may hc;llt thew l!'ad4M 

P L 119- MO C&ndldatee for appolnttnent 
to the mlllloary IICIOdrmt.c 

Permlta t.ba aoua of ~n·e olkcn who 
hAve been on &ctl\·e ltuty for more than eiCht 
~·ura to be allctbl~ \0 oompne for Pret~l
a~nllal appolntntent.a \0 the military ara· 
den•t• 11nd ~m•lta the 11011a or memhen of 
the uniformed aen·lcea who were killed or 
to· ally d~hle<i m \.he line ol duty •t any 
time too be eiiCible 1.0 compese for aurh ap 
pomtmenta 

P L Ill)~ Emrrrency nacuatton allow. 
UJ1('e 

ltxtf'n<Lo authortr.atlon for l.h~ payment or 
special alloWIIDce. to Clependent.a of m~mbera 
oC U•• unuomted aervlc,.. who are "'"•cuateel 
under enlrl'lrency ctrcum.t.ancea 

P L !HI 6'18 Sa•lnp dt!p»lt.a for n.f'mben 
01 tbe uniformed Mn 1cea ovenaa..a 

To counwr an lldYerae balance nf poly menta 
All<1 too eooourace thrift, permtt.a a.n lnwr•t 
rat~ u high u 10 percen~ to he pNCI <>n pay 
11nd alln•·ance. that arr depoeiWICl by D'lf'tn• 
bers ot the ArmHI Pore• onrwe.t, 

It R ~7.a Thirty da)'111aave ao<t uanapor
taUon ntandllll M"lca In Vle\na.m 

Authortt.ea 30 d"Y' ll'ave And round tr1p 
trauaportatloo t.o the Unltf'd Mta.._ or too a 
place 11 memhfor •d~cle 14 a member of our 
aru1ed torces In VIetnam who vulunt&rtly u
t.enda hla duty tht>re for at leut al& mont.ha 

PL. ~:134 OoiCISI.&r I1Lpel bu~wna 
Author!- lflld at&r lapel buttona to tba 

next of kin of memben ol the armed to~ 
who !net their Uvea In \'lrtna.m or aa a rNul\ 
or cold w .. r tncldenta 

H R. :1:187 Ltmlttua rM"oc.atlon of retired 
pay. 

Requlrea that reaerv11t.a comple~lna 20 
•·eara or .atlafactory Pederal M'l'\ tee be 
furntabe<J a cerUfk:a~ t.o t.hla .erect ar.nd !.hat 
&••ymen\ nf retlrf'd PllJ ..._.nn1111 at ... 60 
b""lld u11 auch t'ltrtlft<•w may not be revoked 
l'•t'ltpt f<w fraud 

P.L Ill .teo Lnan ot .qwpment \0 Boy 
So<mt& 

Authortue t.he Secnt.u'f Of DefeDM t.o land 
equipment 11nd t.o proYI4e w.n.ponauon and 
Mr\'le&e \0 tba Boy 15Ct.Nt.a (If America ID 
connection with tbe 'IYelfl.h Boy Scout& 
World Jambo.wee and Twmt.y-ar. Boy Seout.a 
World Conference t.o be held lD 1H7. 

8 2444 Aluka <"'llllmWIIcatloM dlapc.al 
Authortzea U.l' dl~l (If the Oonrnmant

owued lon1 linN communJeaUon faciU\)N 
In the State ot Al ... ka 

s J834 Price adJuetment.a on Data- mllll: 
rontracta. 

P•rmlt.a .CSJuatment ot Cl<>n~t price oa 
certain milk contra<·ta by the Dep.nmlnt of 
Oet~r.ae where the c-.t ot milk wu atractecl 
hy martettlll orden by the Oepartmaa' of 
Ajrrlculture 

s 31187 Att.endaDt'e at mUit&TJ -otrniN 
ot certain fCX"etcn natlonala. 

l'ermlta adml.alOn or a limited number o1 
atudenta frurn CO\Iflt.rl• ~tad lD the da
fenllf' or tlouth Vl~tnam to wrvl~ aca4-lea 
of the ll nltf'd St.a tea 

HR. 3M btmdln& time tor •lecUDI re
tirement bomr 

Pnmlta an utena1011 In t.he ume allaw.ct 
fur IM'Iec:tlr•l a hume t.o which t.ranaport.atloa 
llllowant,.. are paid upon rei- fl"\>111 mlll
·•ry~n·lce 

P.I lt9 1103 Or11da ot br\tladler pneral In 
medl< al Rrvtce cx>rpe ot reaular Army 

Perml&e <~l'faln tbe awdlcal _..,Ice oorpa 
of the retcular Mmy t.o be appotn\ed too UW 
arade Of brltladlar .. neral 

P t:.. ••-601 l!:nmpttnc eart.aln CC~C~tne
\on trt•n n.amlnauoa-ot-rac-orda claUH 

hc.llltat• certain procurement ov._ 
t. authorlzlnl W111Yer •f a&untnauon-at
re<"orde dauH 111 clrcumatanc• In wlllc:ll It 
11 lmprac\lcllble too Include auc:h 11 t'lauaa. 

PL. H «<Il llble n ur-
Auti!OI'UM recut..,. conunlaalona fur mala 

nur- for the Armed Porcea 
P L llll~l ClvU deteoaa em~rttnCJ au

thOI'II•tlou 
l::rt,.nda the authority o1 t.ha Preeldant 14 

procllllm a ctYll derenae .nervancy allel t.o 
Invoke ftnervauey powers In auch an nant. 

HR. 11846. &nmp!ary renabUitaUon cer· 
uncatea 

Pt-rmlt.a the Department ot lAbor to award 
an ea~mplary rehabilitation eerttftrate to a 
member ot the Armed Pore• who baa re
cf'IVf'd a 1- l.h..n honorable dt.acharp and 
wn .. c11n ahow that hla poa\ aervtca conduct 
haa ~n eaamplary 

H R 14741. Marine Corpa 1enera.1a. 
lnt'r...,..,. the number of Marine Corpe ot· 

ftcen that c .. n be pn.enJ oec ..... 
P L lilt t>atS 8al&rJ ol acactemle dean at 

Nanl P011taraduata School 
Amenela 11 limitation on the •lary ot the 

at'adem.le dean of the Nav&l Poatcraduat.e 
!k'honl. 

P L IIIJ 3M Loan of n&Yy 9-la the Re
public Ulf Cluua 

Authorlzea !.he toe.n ot nile deaU·OJ• and 
one d.,.tl'oYOI' eeoon. too the a.publle at 
Cblna 

P .L a• &33 DonAtion nl obeolete weapon 
tu Oerman7. 

' 



CONGRESSMAN 

GERALD R. FORD 
HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADER 

FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE 

NEWS 
RELEASE 

STATEMENT BY :HOUSE MINORITY LEADER GERALD R. FORD, R-MICH., RE 1966 ELECTIONS 

The voters Tuesday took a sizable step forward--toward Responsible 

Government. The Republican gains registered throughout the country were 

a victory not only for the Republican Party but for the American people. 

The election results are particularly meaningful for the House of 

Representatives. The forces of moderation will be measurably strengthened 

in the next Congress. Republicans will have greater representation on 

congressional committees and will be able to take a hand in writing the 

nation's laws. This means Republicans can concentrate on building a 

record in the 90th Congress and on pointing the nation's course toward 

more responsible government. This promises a healthy choice for the 

voters in 1968. 

Perhaps the most salutary effect of the 1966 elections is that there 

may be more prudent and frugal use of the taxpayers' money by the 90th 

Congress because of the increase in Republican numbers. This could serve 

as a brake on inflation and help to steady the economy. 

The voters made some wise choices on Tuesday. I only hope the good-

government process begun in the 1966 elections is completed in 1968. 

' 




