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When the ¢ returns

were in last November, my friends wondered

something were wrong with me becesuse I wes such & sober
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Senstor-elect, We had spoken ourselves hoarse in all the counties;

Chf1?4¢- we had driven to town after town in a jeep to tell the penple what

kind of & program we wanted to see in our country, Ve had worked

night after nicht with little sleep, 4And we deserved o day of
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Jubilee, But I wans sober,

I was sober becsuse I knew that nothing was won 2Xcept the
right of the liberals to move onto the battlefield, I was sober
because I knew that the mistgkes of the past could push us right

back off the field again, And T knew that the people expected

enactment of the program they heard so mueh about from us during
[ the eampaign,

N

Voices ecame through the emotional uproar of November 3rd

o

predicting that the libersls were far from strong enough vo do what
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they hoped to do +his Jear, +ind I began to cheek lists to try to

s . vy % >
Tind out just how nrmueh strength we diqd heve, J’f cLes .-f{%
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I had no sooner gone through the swesssme ceremony of becoming

a United States Senator than I resalized the sheer physieal
strength.a Senator had to have to keep from sinking, Mail
literally poured into the office, People wanted jobs, They.
wanted export licenses, they wanted visas, They wanted to sell
surplus products of their factories, They wented me to help them
get houses twenty miles from their mothers-in-law! People ca@e
in droves, They wanted to see about legislative natters, personal
matters, business matters, or maybe they just wanted to visit g
few hours, I want to tell you that » Senator's visiting hours sre
& precious few, Just asklhis Pamilvy
In the midst of all the adjustments that had to be nade, I‘
learngd Very soon in this session that beople were talking in
terms of priority legislation, I didn't like briority talk then,
and I don't like it now, (The Job is to pass &8 mueh of the Prési-
dent's program as we can this Session, and what we can't get
through immediately, werll do later, and if not then, then we'1l

get 1t after the next eleetions! fhen & law is needed in this

land of Ours, no combination of Senators, and no combination of
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representatives, and no strategy and no taeciics are going to keep

thet law from being passed eventually,

I was assigned to the Committee on Iebor and Publie Welfare,
the only major committee on:which I sit, It was the hope of the
majority on that committee that we could report out a bill thst
would have Scnate setion by the time that new colleetive hargaihing
agreements were being negotiated, Ve wanted to assure the majority
of people who had voted overwhelmingly to repesl the Taft Hartley
Aet that free collective bargaining would Prevail this year, and,
thet there would be no repetition of the kind of court Supervision,
if you pl;ase, of labor-management relationships thet we have had
under the Taft Hertley law, A minority of Republicens on thet
committee, however, saw fit 1o use dilatory tacties +o keep the
Thomas Bill in committee longer than it had to be, I Say a minority
of Republicnns-iI am not including Sen&tors‘ﬁorse and Aiken who
showed by their duestions that they were interested in establishing

& just national labor boliey, The minority Succeeded in delaying
] 23

senate action on the Thomsas Bily,
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While the Isbor Committee held its hearings, includiné night
sessions, the fight wes shsping up on the civil rights issue,
In 1917, the Senate voted a rule of procedure under which a cloture
petition sigred by 16 Senators and voted by 2/3 of those Senators
voting, could stop unlimited deba?e on & "measure", In the 80%th
Congress, the President pro tem of the Senate, Senator Vendenberg,
interpreted that 1917 rule to mesn thet & cloture vetition could
not be applied to a motion to bring & bill before the Senste for
debate, Isn't it obvious that if & filidbuster is allowed on a
metion tq bring a bill before the senate, that bill itself will
never see the light of debate?

Yet Senator Veandenberg interpreted the word measure” in
the Senate rule as only one thing: "a specific Aet of Congress™,
I say, perhaps facetlouslV, that I think American les xicographers
would turn over in their graves if they knew that trovo'ng of
dollars were svent operating the Senste of the United States while
Senators wranzled over the definition of the word "meassure™, and

whet the intent was in the minds of the gentlemen in 1917 when the
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word was written into the rule, I am willing to accept fhe
opinion of Senator Kefsuver, a Southern senator, mind you, who
pointed out in his maiden speech the other day thet the obvious
intent of the gentlemen in 1917 was to pass & rule that would
stop filibusters~--period!}

. The 80th Congress dropped the matter there, only too glad
to have the hot potato of civil rights placed out of its reach,
We, iﬁ the 8lst Congress, decided to lock horns with the issue,
Remember one thing--if we lost the fight on rules, at least so
fer--we have accomplish?d a very important thing., We forced the
issue to the floor, and forced the people who had pledged them-
selves for eivil rishts to face up %o the issue, For the first
time, the American people could witness s debate on the floor of
the Senste involving their eivil righfs and for the first time
they could count hesds and know where they stood with their
elected representatives!

When the rules fight came o the floor, the Vice President

of the United States, in his capacity as President of the Senate,

interpreted the 1917 rule on limiting debate o apply to a motion
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to bring a bill before the Senate for consideration, Vice-

President Barkley's ruling would have limited debate on eny motion

before the Senate, had not the Senate overruled him by & vote of

46-41, The overrulins of the Vice President Zave us no chence %o

test cloture on the motion before the Senate, The vote on the

Barkley ruling wes a confused vote, Some of those who voted against

the Barkley ruling did so out of party loyalty to Senator Vanden-
berg, Others who voted for the Barkley ruling would have voted

against eloture the next dey had the ruling bheen approved, Don't

Chy Tl

look at & "yea" on the Barkley ruling and think you have discovered
& new libersl, It is significant thet of the 46 votinz agsinst the
Barkley ruling, 23 were Republicans, only 5 of whom were elected in
1948, 19 were Southern Demoerats, who were expected to vote that
way to head off eivil rights legislation, OFf the 4 Demoerats who
couid be considered non—Southern, only 1 wes elected in 1948,

Wen the Barkley ruling fell, there were two alternatives, One
was to adjourn the Senate, dronping the issue until other Dressing
lezislation wag Passed, and then introduce the fight again, with

the hope of getting mejority rule in the Senate, The other



elternative was to makg_the filibuster a fight of sheer physical
endurance, and when it broke, to introduce the Hayden-Wherry
resolution, which would have revised the rules and limited debate
on sny motlon by & vote of 2/3 of all Senators voting,

The Hayden VWherry resolution, I submit to you, was the
compromise on the issue of rules and civil rights, The President
of the United States called for majority rule, not 2/3 rule in
the Senate, M&joritj rule is the only kind of rule that can
prevail with the least danger to demoeracy, I am in sympathy with
minorities, I have been in the minority position too many times
to overlook the opinions of minorities, And I say to you that there
is no other way to conduet the business of the United States Senate

than by mejority rule,

The Hayden-lherry resolution, eslling for a 2/3 vote of

wr

Senators voting rather than s nsjority vote, was the compromise
beyond which I was not willing to go, Nor aid I think thaet there

could be something worse Toisted upon us and graced with the name

"compromige™,



For two deys there was a Senate filibuster, in spite of
the impending end of rent controls, LCA end other appropriations,
and the oncoming of spring floods, I heard rumors in the lobbies,
and in the eloskrooms, and on the floor of the Senate that the
dissidents were meeting, and that they would arrive at an
"honorable" compromise that would sllow the business of the Senate
to go on, Iet me make it clear that I did not participate in those
meetings; I knew nothing of whet the "eompromise"” wss until after
the people of the United States had been clearly compromised,
No, the Senate was not sdjourned, nnd the filibuster aidn't
end from lack of endurance, Instead, out of the clear blue, we
.80t a new compromise, 52 Senators got tagether~-50utherners,
Republicans, and & handful of mountain and border state Democratg--
to sign s pledge which was bresumptuously labeled & compromise,
Thet pledge called for the bassing of the Wherry substitute, by
which eloture could be applied on all motions except & rule change,
but-~~the votes of 64 Senstors would be needed to limit debate,

64 Senstors! That mesns that 33 Senators can stop me from voting



on en issue, That meansg that if 33 Senstors want to filibuster

an issue to death, 63 Sen#tors have to &bide by their decision,
I submit o you that that is not the mejority rule envisioned by
the signers of the Constitution of the United States, And further,
we ore not now allowed to change the rules of the Senste unless
we can bresk s filibuster, The Senate rules are to be frozen till
kingdom come becsuse the men who occupy Senate seats in the yeer
1949 chose to fit the rules to the unknown futurel

Yes, the Vherry substitute wss passed, And along with it ceme
talk of a "deal" %o pass some kind of anti-lynehing law and some
kind of anti-poll tax law so that we would be shown that we got
'more with the Wherry substitute than we would heve hed without it;
Yes, we'll get an anti-lynehing law perhaps, =and msybe we'll cet
some kind of anti~-poll tex law, but I want %o see the Republicansg
g0 back to their constituents of the North country end tell them
why they dién’t get the Fair Employment Fractices Commission that
they thought they were getting when the Republicans waved their

platform,
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There has been 2 good deal of talk about a reinesrnation of

the old Republican-Dixieerat coalition, how far they could go,

what devastation they counld do,

There have been Cassandra-like

warnings sbout the end of the Fair Desal, A few days 2go, I

saw little encouragement thet the coalition would not indeed

perpetuate itgelf,

Today, I sincerely believe thet the Republicans

themselves don't see any end to the Fair Deal, ZIHEvents of the

lest few deys indicate that the coalition was en informal. tem-
o ]

borary arrangement--but it can be useful to both parties, remenber,

if it is necessary to them in %he Tuture, I think that a large

nunber of the Southerners sre quite willing to go along with the

liberals on almost all but ¢ivil rights legislation, Certainly

the Southerners are vitelly interested inm the Hural ileetrification

Administration end in the TVA steam plant and in cotton susport

prices and housing,

(7, . = . .
iere have alresdy been indications that the

woutherners will meet the regt of +the Demoeratic Party on a soo0d

pert of the Fair Desl, The Republicens have been urged by members

of their own party to avoid s norgenatic merriase--ag theytrould
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put it--with the Dixieersts,

. . i , & ?
The Benate is today consifering rent control, And after

rent control, other parts of the President's nrogram will be
teken up, But believe me, we're not ftorgetting about eivil rishtsl
The one possibility of getting civil rights, and I mean more than
token eivil rights, is to stay in session throughout the year,
keep the Senate in Washington and let the debate get as hot agthe
weather! I have already begun to circulate = petition announc ing
that the signers sre ready =and willing to stay in session until
civil rights legislation is considered and voted upon by the
Senate,~=and the Slgners so far are encouraging, They ere nmen
who are willing to stand up and be counted Ffor civil rights, A4nd
we’lllforce every Senator to standg up and be counted beceuszse the
people have a right to kuow who they have elected,

I am willing to 80 Turther then that, I am willing to 20 +o
the people and tell them What has happened in the Congress, I
8tand firmly with the President of the United Statesg in his belierf

thet the people will demand ensctment of the bregram for which they

voted, I have faith thet the job that wes begun in 1948 will be
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continued, Our citizens have come close to their government,

They feel il They want to know what they caﬁ do to make it
reflect majority opinion, The issues involve each rerson direetly,
They will presé for majority rule, given the story, And under
majority rule, let me tell you, the tiredest issue in the 8lst
Congress, but the issue whieh will not be allowed to sleep--

and I mean eivil righis--civil rights are goins to beecome part

of the American tradition, There is no other issue which can

take precedence over the right of an American to the American

demoeratic heritage,
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