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warehouses throughout the country? And

t if the economic planners found that
thék welfare of the country required that
Nlcnal houses be bullt to provide con-
tinuiNg employment—meanwhile adding to
the im§entory of boarded-up houses awalb-
ing occlants? Or decided that employment
should b¥{bolstered by building apartments
with Gov ent money to attract tenants
out of the vately owned high-rent apart-
ments? ’
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realizes 1t now, but
lessly entwined in the
domination. The realt
do well to avoid the sam¥fate. The theory
that papa knows best fesn’t hold true
with the “grent white fathergin Washington
or any other capital city.
‘of bureaucracy are hot omn¥gotent. But
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€ hard reality o
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® We Value Our Free Civilization?

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JAMES J. DELANEY
IN THE HOUSOEI; g;wR;;:]{ESENTATIVES

Tuesday, May 17, 1960

Mr. DELANEY., Mr. Speaker, the
. Preedom Institute of St. John's Univer-
sity, Jamaica, N.Y., is designed to inform
students at the graduate level of the
nature and evils of communism as con-
trasted to the priceless gift of freedom.
Tn view of the developments at Paris,
the following eloquent address given by
Senator. LI Donp at the convoca-
n of the Freedom tute on May
14, 1960, is particularly timely, and I
commend it to the attention of my col-
leagues: -
ADDRESS
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clalmed by high American officials as thelr
political platform.

Men and nations have frequently betrayed
their best interests through fear but they
have generally rationalized and disguised
thelr cowardice and not publicly proclaimed
it. Surrender, if it comes, will probably
come in more subtle ways, but the end re-
sult will be the same, We need not look,
therefore, for base pronouncements. We
must seek oub the trend in less obvious signs
and gulses. Arnd such signs are not wanting.

When the preservation of freedom in West
Berlin appeared to run serious risk of war &
year ago, there was no dearth of advocates,
at home and abroad, for a policy of conces-

“sion and retreat that would temporarily

avold risk of war at the probable cost of
freedom for West Berlin.

There is today a rapidly growing move-
ment, well organized, well represented in the
press, movies and TV, in the sclentific com-
munity and in government, people so fear-
ful of the risks of the cold war, that they
are willing to accept nuclear disarmament
on almost any terms, with or without an
adequate system of detection and enforce-
ment.

These people are not concerned that this
could condemn the United States to & mili-
tary inferiority which would make our even-
tual surrender or destruction Inevitable.
They are concerned only with their fears of
the present.

And then we have the school of British
intellectuals now openly advocating what our
own “softies” have heretofore kept below the
surface. This group, headed by Lord
Bertrand Russell and Philip Toynbee, be-
lieves that we must give up nuclear weapons

now to assure that they will never be used

dgainst us, that we should seek the best
terms from the Soviets we can get; but If
they should be totally intransigent we should
give up nuclear weapons anyway, and submit
to Communist control as a preferable alter-
native to carrylng on the present struggle
that might lead to nuclear war.

Toynbee states the basic philosophy of this
group in the following sentence:

“In the terrible context of nuclear war,
even the vital differences bstween commu-
nism and Western freedom become almost
unimportant.”

Almost unimportant,

This is the neutralist intellectual’s equiv-
alent of “I would rather crawl to Moscow on
my hands and knees than be killed by an

:THOMAS A, DODD AT THE d
CONVOCATION OF THE FREEDOM %NSTW- ~ptomic bomb.

" It does not matter to these people that by

. g UNIVERSITY, JAMAICA, N.Y,, MAY
ST_VJOHD\I'S NIVER ’ a’..mm,bgudmg our strength we maintain a good

n Thursday of this week, during debate
on the Senate fidor, I had occasion to refer
4o the Puliizer Prize-winning mnovel “Advise
and Consent,” which pictures an America of
o, few years hence, an America In which
demagogs can inflame huge gatherings and
bring them to their feet cheering with the
slogan, “I would rabher crawl to Moscow on
my bands and knees than be killed by an
gtomic bomb.” ’

Should this book prove prophetie, 1t will
mean that our people have rejected the
cholce between lberty and death made by
Patrick Henry and the Founding Fathers, the
¢holce which drew the cheers of America
from 1775 down to the recent past.

The fundamental gquestlon before the
United States and our free world allies In
the coming decade Is' this: Do we valué our
fréé efvilization endugh to run all the risks
and meet all the challenges which the Com-
munists will force upon us in the years
shead? It is in the context of this ques-
thorr that I would like to discuss the subject
that has beem assigned to me -today—"Po-
litical freedom under 8 representative gove

,grnment and in a topalitarian state.” )

“T"do not think 1§ likely that an ignoble’

surrender policy will ever be publicly pro-

chance of preserving both our lives and our
freedom. It does not matter that the blood
bath which historically follows every Com-
munist seizure might take more Iives than
the A-bomh. It does not matter that the
existence they purchased by surrender would
be only the exploited existence of a Cornmu-
nist slave, .

It matters only that the element of risk
1s large, and that, to them, any considerable
risk to existénce 18 a greater evil than the
loss of Christian civilization. They are so
overwhelmed at the horror of nuclear de-
struction that all other values are for them
already destroyed and are rendered relatively
meaningless.

Whether this neutralist philosophy will re-
main an isolated view held by an insignifi-
cant group, manifesting itself infrequently
in test ban railies or In occasional picKeting
of Downing Street and the White House; or
whether this polsonous creed will seep into
the marrow of our national bone structure
and paralyze us, will depend upon whether
our people really understand, or can be
brought to understand, what the loss of na~
tional fresdom and subjection to Communist
tyranny yould mesn. -

There are two basic repfies to the neutfal-

ist position. The first is that we can avold
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both catastrophies, nuclear war and enslave-
ment, by remaining militarily strong and
standing flrm against aggression. This is &
potent argument. It is a tangible argument.
It is a demonstrable argument that has thus
far worked. It is the basis of our national
policy. It has been exhaustively debated, its
tenets are widely known, and I therefore

. forego discussion of it today in favor of the

second argument against neutralism, which
i{s less understood and little discussed.

This argument malntains that the politi-
cal destruction of Western civilization and
its system of free institutions constitutes a
death for its people and its nations just as
violent, just as hideous, just as final as nu-~
clear destruction itself, that there is little to
choose between nuclear physical destruction
and Communist political destruction.

The detailed knowledge of communism in
all its aspects is available; indeed it is abun-~
dant. But the evil of communism is so alien,
50 appalling, so far removed from anything
in our own experience, that our intellectuals
and our people ignore the evidence.

By and large, men belleve what they are
prepared to believe, what is familiar to them,
what jibes with their own experlence. We
ignore the clear signs in order to retaln our
familiar conceptions. We shleld our eyes
frorh the reality of communism or we lack
the intellectual curiosity to inquire into it.
© On the supernatural level, we have read
in the lives of the saints of occaslons when
they were granted visions of human evil as
God sees it, and the sight of this evil in its
true light was so loathsome, so horrible that
they felt they would dle were the visions not
instantly withdrawn. And ever after they
would die rather than commit evil.

So on the natural level, a true picture of
atheistic communism would so repel the
freedom-loving peoples of the world could
they but see 1t, that they would risk all that
they have to defend themselves and their
posterity against it. Our task is to bring
this true picture before them in every way
we can.,

Communism can win only in darkness,
deceit, error, and falsehood. Freedom can
win only in light, candor, logle, and truth,
This struggle must be fought on the in-
tellectual front. Once we have won the
intellectual struggle for men’s minds, the
other battles will be easily won and com-
munism will be rémembered in history as
just another mental plague and torment that
cost men dearly.

Your Freedom Institute 1s a great and
early arsenal of truth and freedom. I con-
gratulate St. John's University for exerting
leadership in this field as it has throughout
its distinguished history in so many fields
of learning.

1 hope that the Judiclary Committee of
the U.S. Senate will favorably recommend,
within the next few weeks, the establishment
of a National Freedom Academy, an acad=
emy which alms to do on the national level -
what the Freedom Institute is doing here at
St. John’s University.

It 1s & relatively easy thing to Imagine
the horrors of physical destruction brought
on by a nueclear attack. It seems a difficult
thing for people to understand the meaning
of the political, moral, and soclal destruc-
tion that s involved in the communization
of the clvilized world. We cannot even
grasp the full extent of it by looking at what
the Communists have done already in the
areas they control. For they have been un-
able to completely work their will on their
subject peoples.

The existence of & great and powerful free
community exercises a restraint upon them.
The public remembrance of the old order
still limits them. The need to concede some
things to the wishes of their subjects still
restrains thém, ~SHould they conquer the
world, and thus gain compléte security, they
could work their terrible will unrestrained

~
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and put into total practice thelr dialectic
which is as yet only half realized.

Prof. Gerhart Neimeyer of Notre Dame
University, has described the meaning of
Communist rule in a brilliant essay, a classic,

recently appearing in Modern Age.

Dr. Neimeyer says at one point:

JCommunism, is destructive with a novel
quality, not mere injustice or mere unfree-
dom, but the ravaging of the reality of hu~
man lie by the spirit of dogmatized unre-
ality. Western intellectuals understand the
danger of material destruction, which is, aft-
er all, simple and obvious, The quality of
communism's  destructiveness has so far
escaped their grasp. To understand it, one
must get oneself to enter a mental world of
distortion, reason perverted with the ald of
force, half-truth set up as dogma, deceit
espoused as norm.” .

If the Communists sought only to rule the
world, then the danger could be judged In
the same light as that of previous aggressive
tyrannles. But they want more than to
rule the world, They want to destroy it and
remake It in the Image of thelr insane
dogma.

To the Communists, everything that we
hold to be true Is false. Our ideals, values,
customs, loyalties are to him parts of an
ugly system he is determined to destroy.
Our concepts of God, the Individual, the
famlily, truth, love, freedom, justice are to
him objects of hatred and deriston.

‘But our world haunts him. He cannot be
content just to deride us and wait for our
demise. If our truths are real, then his life
18 & sepseless nightmare. He must banish

_our values to vindicate his own.

In the long run, therefore, our death be-
comes esgential to his life, He is locked
tight In an Lrrational system which admits of
no truth or standard of measurement out-
slde its own dialectle, | )

To the extent that he is a Communist, he
ebhors the non-Communist world and is
compelled to work for its destruction. To
the extent that he s a Communist, he can
know no peace, He is driven on by a desper-
ate inner compulsion toward the destruction
of the existing world order.

The only priority ahead of the destruction
of our system 1is the bullding and preserva-
tlon of his own, The only restraints upon
his designs against us are his fears for the
safety of his own system.

The threat of Communist subjugation,
therefore, differs from the threat of all pre-
vious attempts to conquer the world, Here
s no tyranny which seeks domination only
for the sake of power, or spoils, or exploita-
tion, or even the gratification of limitless
ambition. Here is a depraved Samson which
secks to pull down the pillars of the present
world and raise in its place a structure such
as man has never seen, How would our
lives be changed should the Communists
achieve world domination? What would
Communist rule mean in America?

The revealed truths of religion would be
thoroughly and systematically stamped out.
Religlous instruction and services, the Sac-
rements, the means of grace which we hold
to ke essential for the salvation of the human
soul, would be made as unavailable as per-
verted man cen make them, Knowledge of

the true goal of our existence, eternal life, :
-would be erased ingofar as it is possible for

1t to be erased.

The econcept of private property, around
which so much of our daily life revolves,
would be swept away. The fabric of free
cholce, through which we shape our lives
hy thousands of our own decisions, would be
unraveled. Family life as we know it would
disappear. Our free assoclations would be
gone.

Pride of couniry, respect for law, satise
faction with our basic political and social
order, all of which so much conditions our

« L5
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habitual attitudes, our character, our per-
gonality—-all this would vanish.

Every aspect of our lives, from the sube
lime to the ridiculous, would be swept away
and in 1ts place erected the insane, irra=
tional, antlhuman regimentation of every
phase of life, which requires not mere sub-
mission to evil but active participation in it.

Again to quote Dr. Neimeyer: .

“Their rule is ‘not of this world,” not of
the world of present reality, but of the un-
reality of speculative flction. That s why
their hostility to the present-day world is
s0 unrelenting, That is why they impose
their party line not merely to secure their
power, but 0 combat the expressions of the

present-day world in art, poetry, mauslc, -

philosophy, and religion. That is why they
are never contented with mere compliance
under their rule, but always seek to break
their vietim's mind from the world of com-
mon humanity, to attach it to the cause of
the dialectic future, to bring about 1ts in-
ner transformation by means of self-criti-
cism or public confession. That 1s why they
cannot stop lecturing even to their life-long
enemies in the Inhuman setting of the prison
camps. That is why there can be for them
no truth, ethics, wisdom, save in the party’s
will, why ever act of the party’s power is to
them hallowed through its service to the
dialectic of history. .And that is why Com-
munists, in their relations with men and
women of the present-day world can never
achieve peace, no matter how strong a struc-
ture of power they erect.”

For the existence that we have known,
Communist rule would mean a death as
final as the grave. And our despair would
be magnified by the sight of our children
and grandchildren born into and growing up
in a world alien to everything once cher-
ished—a world of darkness, a world without
faith, a world dead to either temporal or
eternal realities.

This is the fate which the avant-gdrde of
the neutralists is willing to accept now if
they can thereby purchase the guarantee
that there will be no war; death of the soul,
death of the spirit, death of the heart, if
only the body 1s permitted to lve,

Failure to understand the evil of com-
munism Is only half of our problem. The
other half is that so many free people do
not understand the meaning of Government
in their lives, nor the significarice of free-
dom,

They tend to downgrade the importance
of our political structure. They tend to
think that we work out our destiny, our
happiness in the private sphere of life and
that the public sphere provides only wutil-
ities, peripheral benefits, law, order, safety.

They think that a change of government,
©or a new system of government, might cause
spme distress, some inconvenience but it
would not reach the heart of our existence,
it need not intrude upon the inner sanctum
of our lives,

Many of our people regard government as
& nulsance, a game of spoils for politicians,
a butt for jokes.
ever degree of contertment and happiness
they have achleved has come about inde=~
pendently of, or In spite of our political
institutions rather than in large measure
because of them.

These assumptions are tragically erronee
ous. The extent to which our lives are in-
fluenced by public institutions is dificult to
exaggerate. Our education, our develop=

ment, our ideas, goals, hopes, are all heavily -

influenced by a varlety of public institu-
tions., These institutions reflect the basic
ideas of our people about God, ahout the
nature of life, the destiny of mankind, the
way that life should be lived,

Our public institutions determine whether
ocur home is our refuge or a mere extension
of the state; whether we live with our neigh=

Many think that what-"

May 1

bors comfortably as with friends, or fearfully
as with spies; whether we raise our children
according to our lights, or surrender them to
the state; whether we are free to work out
& private life of our own making, or have
no private life, but only a public existence
ordered to serve the all-consuming demands
of the state.

If our public Institutions reflect our ree
ligious, ethical, and social ideals, our per-
sonal growth can take place with a certain
harmony. If they do not, we are at best
dogged with doubt and confusion and, at
worst, reduced to hopless - frustration and
neurotic helplessness. .

If there are no religlous or ethical con-
victions reflected in public institutions, but
only a ruthless program to exterminate them
and replace them with false gods and dis-
torted truth, then the purpose of human life
1s 50 frustrated, the goal of life is so obscured,
that it is really dehumanized.

And so the uprooting of public order, the
destruction of this system of free institu-
tions and Its replacement with an order
which is totally alien would wholly destroy
our mode of existence as we have known it.
This is & death as real as physical death
itself.

And as the publlc framework Is pulled
down, as the churches are destroyed, as our
ideals are uprooted, as human knowledge of
God and His revelation Is blotted out, as all
the moral refinements and elevations of hu-
man nature wrought by thousands of years
of our Judalc-Christian heritage are eroded
away, our descendants may be condemned to
a death infinitely more final than physical
death, for we leave to them a world without
the instruction, the aids, the instruments of
grace ‘which are necessary to man’s eternal
salvation. )

That is the argument that I would make
to the neutralist intellectual. But I would
make 1t with scant hope of success, for in
many ways he Is little better than the Com-~
munlist. .

He is the lukewarm, for whom Christ re-
served perhaps the most severe condemna-
tion of the New Testament,

Convinced that there are no moral abso=
lutes, he can wholly commit himself to noth-
ing and he finds nothing worth suffering
greatly for or giving his life for. Convinced
that there is no life beyond the grave, ani-
mal survival is to him the ultimate reality.

Fear bnnds. him to his own best interests;
pettiness robs him of the magnanimous
courage to risk all for the sake of posterity;
bride compells him to cloak his fear and
pettiness in the mantle of high, noble mo-
tives. All he can offer the civilization which
has given him life and growth is the whim-
pering counsel of despair and abandonment.

Only history ecan tell how much of our
intellectual community deserves this de-
scription. We may fervently hope the por-
tion is small, -

Any philosophy or political program which
aims at the avoidance.of death or destruc-
tion is foredoomed to failure.

Death, in the end, comes to all men and
destruction comes upon all material things.
In the century-old words of Cardinal New-
man:

“The world passes, the lofty palace
crumbles, the busy city 1s mute, the ships
of Tarshish are sped away; death comes upon
the heart and the flesh, The vell is break-
ing.”

It 1s not the clroumstance of death, but
the moral quality of life that has eternal gig=
nificance. :

Let us help our countrymen to react to
the risk of nuclear death not with a craven.
terror that prompts the betrayal. of all we’
value in return for the wormlike existence’
of Communist slaves for ourselves and our;
descendants. Let us help them to regard
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‘éntty into immortality.

“ Let, our peoplé live, and if need be dle, in
e of our falth, our freedom and our
eotuniry, ‘confident that our ifidividual des-
tiny and the survival of our race 1s yet in
the hiinds of DIviné Providence, a Providence
which, If we but’ act our part with courage
and loyalty, may yet ordain for us and our
children a full, natural life in a world in

which the peace of & just political and moral
order Is extended to all peoples.

jre_Island National Seashore Area
‘Project Support Continues To Grow;
the Daily Texan and Corpus Christi
. Caller-Times Call for Action '

| EXTENSION OF REMARKS

: Ry OF . T
'HON. RALPHNY. YARBOROUGH
. o ?‘ WNITED STATES
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H . Tuesday, May 178 '
Mr., YARBOROUGH. ~Mr \president,
“the vast majority of Texarns Wgare of
the proposal ardently desire estaglish-
ment of a National Seashore Recreagon
Area on Padre Island.” ,

. The words I havé just read are not

mine, These words are a direct quote
from axi editorial published in the May
8, 1060, edition of the Corpus Christi
Caller-Times. The editorial goes on to
urge the Congress for approval this ses-
.glon, of the proposal to establish a great
.new nhational seashore récreation area
on Padre Island, the longest and south~
ernmost beach in the Nation.

TFhe Daily Texan, in its panorama page
of May 8, 1960, also published a full page
of articles concerning Padre Island, and
af one point lisfed those who are sup-
porting the proposal. The panorama.
page prepared by students in the Uniy
versity of Texas journallsm departmerg

_under the direction of Prof. Bill Rivgfs
did an outstanding job of presenting ghis

project to their readers. I ask ug i
moils consent to have printed in t
pendix of the REcorp excerpts frofn
article by Mr. Bill McReynoldd
the Daily Texan of May 8, 1960 fentitled
“Ppdre Island, U.S. Longest Isle Sea-
shore, May Becoiné National Pgrk.”

-1 also ask unanimous consght to have
printed in the Appendix of_ fhe Recokp
the editorial from the May B, 1960, issue
‘of the Corpus Christi Calfer-Times en-
titled “National Seashore.y S

There being no gbjggticfr‘i’, the exceipts '

an%gditbriai,w Te ordertd to be printed

inthe Rrcorp, 45 follows:

" . [Fromm the Daily Tei{a{fl, May 8, 1960]
" PADRE TSLAND, UNITED STATES LONGEST ISLE

* Tplan

- SEASHORE, MAY BrcomE NaTIONAL PaARK
. #Here’s one,” exclaimed the little girl as
she picked up Afiother sand dollar on the
s Pafro Teland bedeh, . C -
‘Hiitual excitement, the biother tréaded
o0 her words, “Let's maKe Tilckels and pen-
~nies.” : -'-‘ = t \_ ) g . AL 8
In. thelr indiylduelistlc way, ‘the ' "two
youngsters were inderlining the capitalistic
venpure and slze squabble that remain just
ghout the only big hurdles leit before Padre
) ‘hecoine a national'geashore.

" Iigadipg a puffing team for Fecognition “of
-geaghore designation is Texds junior Senator,.

death, as the time of judgment, the time of -

i pir WARBOROYGH, Who Introduced legisla-
tioh.(January 9, 1958) into the U.8. Senate to
save this "hem off the vast garment of Texas
resources.” Only slightly ahead of YARBOR-
oucH, perhaps, 1s the Texas Observer, a lib=-
eral newspaper which gave the seashore plan
a dawning and constant support.

ut the interest in Padre cannot be con-
within a conditioned liberal boundary.
er national and local adherents of pre-
rving this Texas island for public use have
poken:

1. The late Senator Richard Neuberger, of
Oregon, champion of national conservation;
Fred A. Seaton, Secretary of the Interior;
Texas Gov. Price Danlel (in a lower Rio
Grande Valley speech); and LyNpoN B. JOHN-
son, Texas senlor U.S, Senator.

2. Via the editorial route, the New York
Times lent its prestigious endorsement.
3, Public hearings, conducted in Corpus

Christi on December 14, revealed overwhelm-4

_ing public support for the proposed seashop
4, The U.S. Department of Interior’s -~
tlonal Park Service has reported favogloly.
“ppdre Island presents one of the gL re-
maining opportunities for this Natioh to pre-
gerve such a lehgth of beach in Y natural
. state. In future years, Americgs growing
population will have few changgs to experi-
ence and gain inspiration frogf a vast sweep
~of ocean shore unaltered byfhan.”
Proposed size of the nagphal seashore on
Padre Island has become fhother stumbling
block in the way of gfceptance. Senator
varporoUGH’s imaging#lon has been cap-
tured by the entire @hgth of the 117-mile-
long island, whic FEtretches its slim size
lelong most of thegpexas southeast coast. He
Ifs said that hgMs “opposed to those who
1ttle honky-tonk beach in

walyp to make §

the Tyjddie * ¥
Howeyer, gifice the 1sland already has com=

merclal®ye

stands to lose out. The Park
£, recommends only an 88-mile=~
e label.

§ d is to become & natlonal
re, speed g of the utmost Importance.
Regflrding Cape §pde, another proposed na-
tighal seashore, foy, example, Senator Neu-
BErger reported thaiag park there would cost
fbout $16 million for¥he land alone. “And
T understand,” he sallly “that a few years
ago, it would have costasb million.” The
price for acquiring rightsypn Padre Island
increases annually just asWoes the rising
price on Cape Cod. K

WHY SAVE IT?

Why, might be asked, is savi

& Padre Is-

land for the people so important?
The National Park Service reasdjg: “To-
its people, this country has alway$,sym-

bolized bigness and spaclousness ¥,
To preserve America’s longest beach will ‘Jgo-
vide not only an outstanding area for big=
logical and geological study, but also a pladk

‘where future generatlons of Americans camny

experlence a wild spaciousness that is their
heritage * * *.”

What's more, Padre is what one might call
an Inviting beach because it occuples the
same latitude as the south Florida coast;
the average JanUary temperature is 57 de-

“grees " (Average July temperature, 83); and
the prevailing winds are southerly and warm,
A national seashore on Padre, then, would
have year-round appeal.

As far as, business interests are concerned,
seashore designation would accent the vast
tourist boom that ls engulfing the whole
,‘pémﬁg{ﬁﬁ' (5 Christi area.

With™its ‘Peadtlful hiew “High Bridge” act-

““ing as 4 decislve magnet to the cult of con-

“gtruction, Corpus is turning thumbs down
oH ‘the slum-happy character of North
Beach, its anclent playground—ratty ap-
pearance is deserting this whole area.

_ Cotpiis is priming for a perpetual influx
of the tourist dollar. Iook what has hap-
~pened to the primitive Cape Hatteras sea-
shore in North Carolina. This area now
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commands more than 350,000 tourists each
year. Isn't it possible that Padre will do

the same for Corpus and 'the other sur-
rounding, smaller cities?

[From the Corpus Christl Caller-Times, May
8, 1960] -
NATIONAL SEASHORE

The vast majority of Texans aware of the
proposal asrdently desire the establishment
of a national seashore area on Padre Island.
There are no insurmountable obstacles in the
way of early achigvément of this worthy proj=-
ect, and needlpts delay will not sit well with
public opinish, especially in this area.

Secretg#y of the Interlor Seaton has glven
the Ejffhhower administration’s blessing to
& by pending in the U.S. Senate specifically
ng#iing Padre Island as one of three seashore
s¥eas to be.federally acquired for public rec-

foation, wildlife conservation, and preserva-

tion of virgin natural beauty for posterity.
The plan has been approved in principle by
all Federal, State, and local officlals whose
agreement is essential to the accomplish-
ment. :

The problems of private property rights,
mineral development, naval activities, and
administrative Jurlsdictions remailn to be
finally negotiated. But the area of agree-
ment has broadened on these matters to the
point where satisfactory solution appears as-
sured.

The maln snag now is the difference be-
tween the Natlonal Park Service's recommens=
dation that the wilderness park cover an 88-
mile stretch of the island and the 56th legls-
lature’s 50-mile limitation in its 1959 consent
resolution. That difference surely can be
amicably resolved, or compromised; the con-
cern is that the settlement should not be
unnecessarily delayed.

It has been suggestefl that Congress post-
pone authorization until the Texas Legisla-
ture can consider expanding or removing its
50-mile limitation, but that would waste
valuable time, One sees no reason why Con-
gress could not approve an ‘“‘open end” au-
thorization, and leave it to the Federal ad-
ministration to negotiate the actual size
with State authorities.

There is no doubt that the Federal park
officials want to develop what 1s best for this
area and this State, as well as for the national
heritage. What the people of Texas, and
particularly the gulf coast, should now insist
upon is the fullest measure of cooperation
from thelr State officials and representatives
in Washington to carry this plan to a speedy
and successful conclusion.

Federal Subsidies Inflate School Costs
(H.R. 10128)

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. 0. C. FISHER

OF TEXAS
IN %HE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
% Tuesday, May 17,1960 *

Mr, FIBNGER. Mr. Speaker, in consid-
ering the¥guestion of Federal aid for
education, Y& need to take a close, hard
look at the Wgcts. Is such Federal aid
actually need®y? Is it good business to
send a tax dollakto Washington and get
back a smaller ddjlar in the form of so-
called Federal aid¥for school construe-
tion? Should we r¥k a degree of Fed-
eral control over edudgtion by undertak-
ing a mammoth $975million grant and
aid program. for school construction?

On the question of need, the U.S.
Office of Education states that the peak
need for new classroom construction has




L

proved Fo

P

‘been passed, Prom that source it can
also be assumed that the anticipated
srual - classroom. “gonstruction rate,
without Federal aid, wifl more than meet
future requirements—e%n as estimated
by the bill’s proponents. %

¢ That same office, after & recent sur-
- vey, reports that only 23Tgschool dis-
~tricts in 45 States (embracini@35,000 dis-

tricts) have exhausted .all “purces of
“borrowing for classroom cofgtruction.

5 " .'The tatal classroom need in Weese 237

-“borrowed-up” districts was 1&s than

' 7 8,100; and 45 percent of the distr¥s had

fewer than 600 pupils enrolled, %

Xt Is also significant that almi@t 50
‘pexéenit of all classrooms used. inYg959

have been built since World War I8

- Moreover, 1t is estimated that on a B -

tlonal average property values for scho@§

tax purposes are assessed at 30 percer’y

of real values.

" Tt would seem self-evident, therefore, Y

that in the face of available infoyma-
tlop the facts do not support the need
- for this form of Federal aid as proposed.
- Becond, is It good business from a tax-
payer’s standpoint to send a tax dollar
to Washington and get back only a por-
-~ tlon of it, to help build classrooms? Or,
*". on the other hand, would it not be better,
“from the taxpayer's standpoint, to retain
that tax dollar at its source, avoid the
. shrinking effect of sending it to Wash-
- Ington and then back to its source, and

" be able to get the full benefit of that tax

- dollax In the construction of classrooms,
-~ end with no strings attached in the use
.- that ismade of it?,

On this subject of costs, it is necessary

for local interests to take into consider-
ation section 8 of the pending bill, H.R.
10128, which provides: = =~ =
Bzc.8, (a) The State educational agency
of each State which recelves funds under
this Act shall give adequate assurance to the
Commisgioner that all laborers. and me-
" €hanlcs employed by contractors or subcon-
tractors in the performance of work on
school construction projects flnanced in
whole or In part under this Act will be pald

“ on simllar construction in the locality a
determined by the Davis-Bacon Act.

A difficulty often encountered in fhe
application of the Davis-Bacon Acf is
thet wage rates set by the Secretayf of
Labor in a given community may rffiect
prevailing wages in a locality, byt not
those that prevail in a particulaf com-
munity. ‘

Let me cite one example to Flustrate
that fact. Two schools werg/ recently
built simultaneously in Selma/Ala.—the
Edgewood Grade School, upgh which no
Federal funds were used, ghd the New
Knox Elementary School/upon which
Federal funds were used.

Here are the wage rate§ applied to the

two construction jobs:
0T [Per howr]

: L 'Edgewood | Knox

Toh category School (no| School
- Federal | (Federal

funds) funds)
$0.75 $1.15
L.75 2.25
1.7 2.85
150 2.75
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wages at rates not less than those prevailingf
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It can be seen that the federally set
wages ranged from 40 cents to $1.25
more per hour than local wages for the
same kind of work. It appears from
this example that the wage rates set by
the Secretary of Labor in that particu-
lar community were substantially higher
than the prevailing wage that existed
there, although it may have reflected the

haps included a metropolitan area. o4

I have pointed out that the tax dofar
that is sent to Washington and cglf
back later in the form of Federal g
a smaller dollar when it returngfo its
place of origin. I do not know j
much of its frue value is logf in this
form of Federal aid. In t}
Federal aid for slum clearagte, for ex-
ample, it is said that some 2% cents of
each dollar is consumed L#f the Federal
overhead expense of majng the dollar
gvailable and returnedffto its original
|urce. And in the cag¥ of public hous-
i the brokerage fegaid to the Gov-
erifggent on each fax dollar spent
amdgnts to 39.9 cenii

Momgover, Mr. Sffeaker, I think most
people Yzree withiithe warhing so often
given b¥Athe laff Senator Robert Taft

when he Rgid: fFederal aid means Fed-
eral cont™l. & There is no middle
ground.” :

A study oiffbe history of Federal aid

programs reffe that as a general rule
-such aid gitail¥conditions and terms
under whigh it is¥o be spent. We be-
gin with &% here bW the application of

the Davif-Bacon Act%jght at the incep~
tion, wj Uncle Sam¥dictating to the
local gfmmunity how Mgch they must

pay tige laborers who do tAe work, with-
out gffeard to the local laboRgnarket and
the #vage rates that may acygally pre~
vaifin a particular communit} ’

t becomes evident, therefore, %hat if
tife taxpayers’ money is to be s¥t to
¥ ashington, then returned for local¥gse,

will come back with strings attach®d.

That is one of the elements in the pricH

that the people must pay if they choose
to make use of Federal aid on local
projects of this nature. . .
Therefore, while certain Federal aid
brograms have become accepted in this
country, it would seem wise to take a
close, hard look at the new ones that are
broposed. Unless there are compelling
reasons to justify such activities, it

., Would seem the better part of wisdom to

allow local communities which can do
so to assume this responsibility on a
local level, and keep Uncle Sam out of it.

Suppert by Mutual Savings Banks for the
President’s Position on Interest Rates

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. KENNETH B. KEATING

OF NEW YORK
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Tuesday, May 17,1960

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, the
Sunday, May 8 edition of the New York

- Herald Tribune contained s section
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marking the 150th anniversary of the ex-

istence gf mutual savings banks. Don-
ald L MRogers, the able and articulate
busingss and finaneial editor .of the
Trikiine, headed up the team of financial
wifters who eontributed to this under-
tgking,

& One of the articles included in this sec-
4 tion and which is of special interest deals
prevailing rates in a locality that perd

with the President’s request that the in-
terest rate ceiling on long-term Govern-
ment bonds be removed. The writer of
this particular article indicates that the
Nation’s savings banks and related thrift
institutions favor the removal of the ar-
bitrary and unrealistic 41 percent curb
on the Treasury Department in the fi-
nancing of the national debt.

I heartily agree with these sentiments
and am hopeful that the legislative “log
jam” on the interest rate issue will be
cleared so that Congress can enact the
much needed and widely supported re-
quest that the existing ceiling be re-
moved.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the ahove referred to article
irom the New York Herald Tribune be
printed in the Appendix of the RECORD.

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

FOUR-AND-ONE-FOURTH-PERCENT BOND
CEILING STIFLES TREASPRY

Congressional action to lift the 414 ~-percent
ceiling on long-term Treasury bonds could be
8 major factor in determining the flow of
savings into the Nation’s thrift institutions.

Although the Government expects to have
& balanced budget in the current fiscal year
and anticipates a surplus of $4,200 million
the following year, the Treasury still faces
& major task in refinancing issues falling due.

The Government must refinance $58 billion
of maturing securities during 1960. How
much of this can be placed in lonpg-term
bonds and how much must be placed in notes
or bills will have a great influence in deter-
mining short-term rates In the next several
months.

Under present market conditions 1t seems

y, Unlikely the Treasury can get much money

the capital market when 1t must labor
yder the 414 -percent ceiling on long-term
sec\ritles. Thus the Treasury could be
forcdy into the short-term sector of the
moneW market, a move that would tend to
pressurd up Interest rates generally.

“At th§ point, it appears that bond-rate-
celling legkglation will not be enacted now
In view of the recent sharp decline in vields
on GovernmeXxt securities,” says Kenneth G.
Helsler, managing director, National League
of Insured Savings Associations.

“However,” he adds, “the picture could
change without warning.” Although he goes
on.to say, “A rise in the cost of money is
not to be discounted this summer and fall,
with the possibility that the Treasury may
find itself back in the financial straltjacket
which gripped it through much of 1959.”

It was In 1959 when the Treasury was in
the “financial straitjacket” described by Mr.
Helsler, that the Government issued the
“magic bs”"—notes returning 5 percent yield,

The results were anticipated, but perhaps
not on the scale which actually took place.
Depositors at savings banks and other thrift
institutions withdrew funds in order to take
advantage of the higher ylelds being offered
by the Treasury bills.

Thus savings banks found themselves in
direct competition with the U.S. Government
in the matter of collecting savings of the
general public. And it is entirely possible
that such & thing could occur again, though
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