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lm. CHAIrur~, LADIES AND G-::;NTLErviEN : ' 

As I emphasized at Scottsbluff on Thursday evening, the foundation 

of a long-range Republican agricultural program should be the positive 

support of farm prices to insure a fair share of the national income to 

agriculture in return for p roducing an abundant supply of farm products. 

It is my view that this can best be done by the parity price approac 

Building on this foundation, sound long-term agricultural policy should 

include four principal sections. 

First as to the f a rm land. 

Second as to the Farm home. 

Third as to the farm people, and 

Fourth as to the farm community. 

America 's agricultural land is its most important Single resource. 

It is of greater value than any of our minerals or our oil or our timeer. 

The wasting of this resource is a national vrea~\:ness. Obviously then, 

the carrying forward of a long term s oil conservation program is of prime 

importance. It will best be done by combining expert technical advice 

with an administrative agency established through the f &r mc rs themselves 

from the co unties on up to the State level, with Federal supervision 

over the states. 

The reclamation and new development of land resources should also 

move on. Government funds used for these purposes are not expenditures 

in the ordinary sense. Rather, they constitute investments in the cre­

ation of new wealth. These irrigat ion and flood control and hydroelectri 



projects have a three-fold return to government . The direct revenues 

received, the prevention of unemployment or need which 'would otherwise 

be a governmental burden, and finally the indirect revenues of taxes 

upon the nevI incomes created. 

Many of the farmel~s of America have already demonstrated how ex­

tremely attractive a farm home can be. Rural electrification and rural 

telephone service should be carried forward. Rura l sanitation and the 

favorable development of pleasant farm homes should be a definite part 

of long-term agricultural policy. 

This emphasis upon the importance of the farm home in Ameri ca's 

future, I believe, also indicates that steps should be taken to check 

the trend toward large commercialized agriculture, and to rnaintain the 

family-sized farm as the predominant agricultural keystone. 

It is significant and somewhat alarming to note that in 1920 32% 

of all farm land was in farms of 100 to 259 acres; in 1940 this percent­

age had dropped to 26% and in 1945 it had further dropped to 23%. 

In 1920 22% of all farm land was in farms of 1000 acres and over; 

in 1940 it had increased to 34% and in 1945 to 40%. 

While some portion of these percentages of large farms reflect the 

ranch areas where acreage has a different meaning, the trend in all parts 

of the country toward lal'ge commercial units has been quite marked. 

The farm income support progr-am and all other phases of our agri­

cultural policy should have the long-term objective of always having more 

than one-half of American lands farmed on a family basis. 

The educational and health facilities available to the people on 

the farms of America should be improved. This requires sensible and 

co-operative development of the school and hospital programs in rural 

areas ~ A thousand counties now have no hospitals. A half million of thE 

rural children now have inadequate scllool oppo'rtunities 0 
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Finally the farm or rural communities should be recognized as a 

definite part of long-term farm policy . In this respect more favorable 

taxation for small and new business and the general encouragement of 

decentralized industry to smaller cities will assist in developing these 

centers. A partial industrial base in rural cities is of importance 

in making it possible to SUPPOl't a stronger rural center with increased 

community faoilit~es of higher education, churches, and cultural advan­

tages. Coupled with the i:.nprove.Qlont of highways and roads the c ontri­

bution to the lives of the people of the countryside will steadily 

increase. 

I emphasize again in closing tha t the long-term stability of farm 

income must be the foundation of the ent ire agricultural program. 
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Mr . Chairman, Lembers of the t·;e,i Hampshire Press .&ssociation and Guests of the 
Massachusetts Press: 

Ul e of the scenes most vividly inscribed in my memory , which I observed 
many times on my recent journey in EUi3sia, is the sight of large numbers of poor ­
ly clad RUssians standing in front of a bulletin board reading a single newspaper 
mounted for that purpose. It is a scene heavy aith meaning. It reflects the 
results of a system in Which the Press is not free, no incentive exists for a 
nevVspaper to increase its Circulation , and consumer goods and materials are very 
scarce. 

It is my vie,7 that no small :p4rt of the superb accomplishments of the 
American economic, social and poli t:i.cal system is due to the existence of a Free 
Press , free not only to print the news and to comment, but free also to compete 
and to profit , with incentives for success. 

I commend the J~erican Press for the contributions they have made to 
the maintenance of a Free Press and to the progress of our country. 

But I did not accept your kind invitation merely to congratulate you. 
This critical period in world af::.'airs is not a tiffie for smug satisfaction over 
past accomplishments . Our country now occupies a 'Position of um,lsual leadership 
in the Nartorn uneasy post - war ,/orld . It is engaged in a fundamental clash and 
competition tli th an opposing ,u::.y of life characterized by a lack of freedom. 

In my judgment , maj or factor s in the succes s of America in meeting this 
florldl,ide challenge ~1ill be the accuracy .'1ith vVhich the Press informs its readers 
on the issues of the day and the vigor >'lith ,yhich it upholds individual freedom 
for the American people. 

I trust that in the years immediately ahead, the l~erican Press, nith 
reneiled a~eI'tness and vigor, will fight for freedom, not only of the Press, but 
of the individual citizen under every circumstance . 

There are tvlO current questions in vvhich I urge the Press to spotlight 
the importance of freedom. Both arise in connecti on Ni th the ne.v labor lei/ • 

.As you kno .v, I supported the final passage of the Taft-Bartley 18lv. 
Taken as a ""hole it is a good la.v. It ,vill improve labor relations in the natior:; 
It ,',ill not injure the vlOrkers, but in fect .!ill benefit them through less 
strikes, less loss of nages, more democracy in unions, and no Neakening of the 
fundamental rights of labor. 

But in t.'10 respects serious infringements of indi vidual lj berty have 
developed. 

The first arises f rom the ruling of Robert Denham, General Counsel of 
the Labor Board, thEt all officers of the general executive board of the AFL an:i 
CIa must sign effidavits that they are not Com~unists before any local union 
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affiliated flith these organizations can quaU:fy 1'01' the assistance of the Labor 
Boc:.rd or for it s rights under the 1 aw . 

John L . Lel'lis has specifically refused to sign such 8...'1 affidavit.. 
Consequently , thousands of local unions and millions of 'workers are deprived of 
their rights under the law . 

L . LevVi8 . 
eluded in 
principles 
marmer . 

These millions of .vorkers :n other .AFL unions have no control over Jolu', 
John L . Le\'Iis has no control over the members of the unions not iIl ­

the United Hine lcrkers . It is un-jlIDerican and contrary to our basic 
of individual liberty that man should lose their rights in such a 

I note that specifi c ally President Dan Tobin of the Drivers Union has 
signed an affidnvi t and seeks to cOlnply .vith the IaN on behalf of the members of 
his union, which is one of the largest in the na".;ion. There is no more loyal 
group of bmerican citizens that the members of the Drivers Union . They have 
never follo 'iled either John Leais I extreme policies nor the treacherous Cormnunist 
labor line . They should not be disqualified . 

It appears to me that the only sound rule is that the affidavit re­
quirement sh&11 be interpreted to apply in each instance only to those officers 
,vho have direct authority over a sped fic union , including the pONeI' to authorize 
strikes . 'Thus" if a local union has comDlete autonomy and makes its O illl deci ­
sions on strikes and other importa'1.t measures, the affidavits of its 0,711 local 
officers shoul d be s ufficient to qualify under the act . If the local union is a 
part of the parent organization .vhose approval must be obtained for strikes and 
other important action , then affi davits of the officers of' that uarent organi ­
aati on should be required . 

The interuretation of the IaN given by ~r.r . Denha..ll gives to J ohn Lewis 
a veto as drastic as the veto used by ~'Tr . ]I"olotov in the United tJations Security 
Council. It is not consistent I~ith the J,meri c an approach of individual rights 
and is unconstitutional . 

Th-is inter3,)retati on should be nrcanptly overruled by the Nat ional Labor 
Relations Board, or by the Courts , or the IaN should be amended . 

The second invasion of freedom arises from the interpret at jon given to 
the clause prohibit ing direct or ino. irect uolitical contributions by unj ons. 

Hev7spapers published by unions should have inviol£te the comulete righ4 

of flreedom of uress to print &'1ything they #ish on any subject, including politi\ 
limi ted only by the regular la,vs of libel . To hold other.vi se Nould COYlSti tute ru 
opening ,ledge in an attack on a Free Press . jI.~any of the ne<vspapers of our countr 
are o.med by individuals wvno also have other interests in business or in govern­
ment . If ,ve permit a classification of ne./spapers Dnd res trictions on the right ~ 
of a Free Press , i/e fundamentally violate one of the most important liberties of 
American people. 

I urge that even though you disapprove of every Vlord published i n .ever y 
labor union paper in JlIDerica , you emphatically insist upon the i r right to publish 
it. 
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I present these specific ex~nples because I feel SO strongly that the 
manner in "hich I,e safegu&.rd the liberties of each other .Iill measure the true 
resilience and strength of our precious Americrul system . 

The ne,'1spapers of Ned Hampshire and of ~~assachusetts end of Alnerica 
h~ve been outst~nding guardians of the freedom of the individual A~erican citizen . 

I am confident th&t regf~dless of pGTtisan politics or economic status, 
they .;,rill continue to fill thc. t rol~ in the cruciel yecil's immedi e.tely ahead. 
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