Radio Seript fors @r EEY subject latter:

No.l, Yeek of Jamuary 11, 1954 State of Union essage

SIES: HEPORT FROX GASHINOTON! With re-opening of the 83rd session

of the Congress, Senator Hubert H. Humphrey is resuming his weekly

report froa the nation's capital to the pecple of linnesota, This

program is trought to you as a public service, in cooperation with

this station. In this first of his new series, Senator Humphrey

will discuss the President's :ﬁ-ﬂtu the Union iessage.to the Congress,
Semator Humphrey, what was your general reaction to the Presi-

dent's message:

SENATOR: The President has laid out a very comprehensive progra.
Much of it is forward looking. But of course all of it was in very
broad and general terms. The details are yet to Le made known in
further messajes, and in specific legislative proposals. fow, general
statements and philosophy regarding objectives are fine and good,
but it is the specifics -~ the details - which the country is
really awaiting, lUost of us, I am sure, will agree with the Presi-
dent's high objectives. BEut there will likely be considerable dif-
ferences of opinion over ways to achieve them. Mrmw&d-
instead of words, the chips are down., That will tell the story of
vhother this Congress is going to act constructively for the good
of the country.
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was forward-looking, thmummmm
particularly approved?

SENATOR: 'well, of course I'm sure the folks at home were as pleased
ulmmmmmtmmtumghfwth&.m
Jeaway, urging the Congress to promptly approve our participation
mtumtncmauwtwmmtyunnumc
reasons. It's early on our agenda in the Senate, and I believe at
hlnl-tumnnlnymwld.nmrlmnghttwm-
vitally important waterway.

iils call for increased civilian defense efSorts is a start in
the right direction. e need to develop our continental defenses,
and protect the lives of American citizens in case of attack.

Of course I am also happy to see the President's promise of
marwwmmrmmmm
Administration's earlier decision and Justifying the fight many of
ummtmnlmmwuhnna-.

On the whole, his views on taxes were constructive, I agree
with some of the increased exemptions he suggested. In view of
present high profits and earnings, the contimuation of the corporation
tax which the President asks seems justified. However, by closing
some of the existing tax loopholes - a program 1 have advocated for
Mm—wd@th&hhmommmumrm
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continne them. m@@m excise taxes would

WMummmmm-smmm_mu
help the economy right now,

SDNS: Vell, Senator, it's good to see you point ocut some of the
constructive suggestions in the President's message, but I'm sure
mdm'tqnuag:ﬂwﬂhmotit....ﬂutmmotmhmt
on which you disagree?

mx«mm:m:wm-&mm:w«u
well as those which I approve .. I'm just trying to be fair, and
zive credit where it is due ... I was considerably disappeinted, for
example, with the President's comments on farm legislation, It seems
MMMMMWWMmeurwm
Benson's philosophy of flexible or "sliding scale" price supports,
the idea of lowering the amount of protection given farmers under
the assumption lower prices will mea our farmers will produce less.
To me the President is ignoring the overshelming sentiment of farmers
Mm,uunutdmtmm.yhmmm
across the country by Congressman Hope's House Agriculture Committee.
We had such a hearing in Minneapolds, and farmers made it clear they
don't want lower support prices. You may recall that the Ninnesota
State legislature had unanimously adopted a resolution earlier last
M-mscontmumdpi«mppomﬁamdm«f
parity, and adding additional commodities under such protection.



I agree with that @Ym it appears that

mtotﬂsacmmu-immhaﬁufrmlﬂnmmfnhthm
vay, regardless of party. x'ummmtmmm
m&mw-sum~hu4ustmmtxtubdu
unrealistic and unsound. Ve fought that fight out in 1949, and won.
Nwitluhlihn'nhaﬂtotmtitmtmmrm I'm
convinced that lowering price supports would increase, rather {han
diminish, mmmwm,rmmrmwm-met
Mmuummmmmmump_muu
high costs.

SIiiS: ¥hat about the President's suggestion for speecial uses for
some of our food surpluses?

SEHATOR: On that I can agree wholeheartedly. I was pleased to hear
hhtdktmtthmdfwsﬁtinuﬁoamumtmm
r«mm-mummmwm.mmnhu,
mmumwfwm.mmmxm
for a mational emergency. Ihaub-umrcsuham
&1l last session, and all summer and fall. Last June I introduced
hﬂahtlmfwnsmmmmmymd'lhutumm
Wdojmtﬁltthhﬁ.ﬂmtdahmtmwm
-muurmmnmmum.mmunguufw
special emergency uses,
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SENATOR: m,fmeIwmﬂynmttthw
recomnendation for legislative action in the civil rights field,
Mwuwmtmmmrmmmmuw-
lem has been the decision of the Chairman of the Senate lLabur md
Publie Welfare Committee to postpone conteaplated hearings on the
Ives~iiumphrey Zqual Opportunity in Employment ict. Also rather
cmpiemb:thcﬁrah-mmmmfwuﬁ-ponm,

@ ti-lynching and other civil rights bills.

S

SIMUS: Perhaps you did take a setback on that, Senator, but I
understand you got some boosts for other legislation of yours, didn't
you?

SENATOR: That's right .. I have bills pending covering several of
the points the President emphasized. I was especially pleased to
see his concurrence with my bill permitting 18-year-olds to vote. His
propesal far more liberal tax treatment for dependent children who
work, for widows or widowers with dependent children, and for medical
expenses are right in line with my suggestions. He asked that the
present Haspital Survey and Construction Act should be broadened in
order to assist in the development of adequate facilities for the
mmnmwumwmmmﬂudmmmtm,
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e uuiitu- which I anco=

sponsoring legislation with Senator Hill. He also approved the

purpese of my bill providing for the Federal government to assist
states which cannot provide sufficient school buildings.

SIMS: Are there portions of the message about which you feel
additional information will be needed to make clesr the Adminis=
tration's position?

SENATOR: Very much so, and I'm sure all of us will be interested
in seeing how close specific legislation comes to approaching the
objectives set forth. I was glad to see the increased attention
viven conservation and upstream watershed work for flood prevention,
for example, but at the same time I am somewhat concerned over the
President’s reference to grasing lands and other publiec lands in
this comnection. I want to see our public lands protected, and I
certainly hope no effort is being made to put across a watered-down
version of the so-called Stockmen's Bill behind the more attractive
“front® of conservation, Conservation groups should watch this
closely, because it involves an - issue upon which no compromise is
possible., Fither public lands are to be made available under
conservation controls on an open tid basis or they are not., Of
course it will be some time before we know all the details the
Administration has in mind in many phases of this message, as the
President himself indicated.
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SIMSs Senator, Wm% to revoke

citizenship af proven Communist conspirators?

SENATOR: I agree with such legislation, as a public repudiation of
communists. However, I might point out that any proven Communist
congpirators convicted under the law already lose the right of voting
and any other rights of citizenship that could be revoked by law, as
a result of being convicted of a felony.

SIiS: What about the President's approval for extension of un-
employment insurance?

SEWATOR: It was encouraging. I welcomed the recognition by the
President, both in his advance televésion talk to the American
mmnmsuﬁdeumxusm._tmtnmmwu-
ginnings of a recession. It doesn't help to hide our heads. We are
better off to face it. I will support the President's efforts to
n:mamwxmm.mmwsm
the Administration will take other steps toward restoring full
employment and warding off any threat of another depression.

SINS: Senator, what do you think the general attitude of the
Congress will be?
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SENATORS The real X-mtmmz.dm

to converting aims into achievoments. The test of leadership is at
hand, { really think the President's problem with the Congress will
umuwmmm,mxbmtmmmmm
in the first hald of this session. His omn party voted against him
tmwmm,u&mnmnudeﬁ:m.
Imwmvwiumpﬂuﬂyemwﬁfﬂhnm. It
muhwmhthﬁ@thmudmmm,
rather than their political tag. I shall not hesitate to support the
President whenever I feel he is right and sound. I have no intention
dm.jutmuacumonurmguehcummr. ¥henever
mmwmrmmmmuwutammhyw
R.nbllenpnl!aho,lh.hmnhﬁﬂﬁnmmihﬂﬁyhm
eommunmnuim,m&mjmtuw. As 1 hawe
oﬂanaau,lunotum“todinﬂaplnntmdmbiu,u
Iam in the legislative child.

SIES: Thank you, Senator Humphrey .. You have just heard Senator
ma.m&mmu&fmtdanwsmm
rﬂionpwﬁhthcmloctﬁnnam,wmmgm
mwuammmghtanumdm
station, m:u'm.ntmmuymhmlhtm
announcer....



SLiMS: REPORT FROM NASHINITON! With re-opening of the 83rd s¥mmisa
of the Congress, Senator Hubert H, Humphrey is resumin: his weekly
rwtfxﬁmm&m'-uptulmﬁtmhd'm This
program is brought to you as a public service, in cooperation with
this station. In this first of his new series, Senator Humphrey
will diseuss the President's/State of the Union essage.to the Congress.
Jenator Husphrey, what was your general reaction to the Presi-
dent's nessages:

SEHATOR: The President has laid out a very comprehensive program.
Much of it is forward looking, But of course all of it was in very

broad and general terms, The details are yet to be made known in
further messa es, and in specific legislative proposals. Fow, general
statements and philosophy regarding objectives are fine and good,
but it is the specifics — the details -~ which the country is
really asaiting. dost of us, I am sure, will agree with the Fresi=
dent's high objectives. But there will likely be considerable dif-
ferences of opinion over ways to achieve them, i!hnnnwgod-
instead of words, the chips are down, That will tell the stery of
whether this Congress is golng to act constructively for the good

of the couniry.
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SINu3s mm-@P part of the message
was forward-looking. L wor of the which you

particularly approved?

SENATOR: Well, of course I'm sure the folks at home were as pleased
as I was that the President came out strongly for the S5t. Lawrence
Seaway, urging the Congress to promptly approve ocur participation
in its construction as necessary for security as well as eccnonmic
reasons, It's early on our agenda in the Senate, and I believe at
long last we are finally going to win ocur long fight for this
vitally important waterway.

fils call for increased civilian defense efforts is a start in
the right direction. Uie need to develop our continental defenses,
and protect the lives of American citizens in case of attack.

Of course I am also happy to see the President's promise of
requests for expandirg the alr force, thus reversing the
Administration's earlier decision and justifying the fight many of
us made against the ill-advised reductions voted last year.

On the whole, his views on taxes were consiructive, I agree
with some of the increased exemptions he suggested. In view of
present high profits and earnings, the contimuation of the corporation
tax which the President asks seems jusiified. However, by closing
some of the existing tax loopholes — a program I have advocated for
three years — we might be able to reduce excise taxes rather than
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continue them, m@@-¥mmmmu

help stimulate our consumer purchasing power -- gomething that would

help the economy right now. E

SiMS: Well, Senator, it's gwtolémpuintamamorﬂn
constructive suggestions in the President's message, tut I'm sure
you don't quite agree with all of it .... vhat were some of the issuss

SENATORs You're right, I did find things with which I disagree as
well as those which I approve .. I'm just trying to be fair, and
zAve eredit where it is due ... I was considerably disappeinted, for
example, with the President's compents on farm legislation, It seems
unfortunate that he has apparently been won over to Secretary
Benson's philosophy of flexible or "sliding scale” price supports,
the idea of lowering the amount of protection given farmers under
the assumption lower prices will mean our farmers will produce less.
To me the President 1s ignoring the overwhelning sentiment of farmers
thesselves, as reflected most accurately in the hearings conducted
across the country by Congressman Hope's House Agriculture Committee,
%e had such a hearing in Minneapol#s, and farmers made it clear they
don't vant lower support prices. You may reczll that the Minmesota
State legislature had unanimously adopted a resclution earlier last
year asking continuation of price supports at a minimum of $50% of
parity, and adding additional cosmodities under such protection.
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1 agree with that p@,@f% sthiemonts it appears that

most of the Congressional delegation from Minnesota feels the same
way, regardless of party. I've always been against the sliding scale
idea of lowering price supports and am still against it as being
unrealistic and unsound. Ve fought that fight out in 1949, and won.
Now it looks like we'll have to fight it out all over again, I'm
m«mzmmamummm.mrtm
diminish, the problem of surpluses, forcing farmers to raise more of
@rmuummnmmimuunop pace with
high costa.

SISy That ahout the President's suggestion for special uses for
some of our food surpluses?

SEHATOR: On that I can agree wholeheartedly, 1 was pleased to hear
him talk about the need for setting aside some of our food abundance
fw:mﬂw:ﬂuﬁnhﬂ“m,mm.
emergency assistance to foreign frdends, and stockpiling of reserves
for a naticnal emergency. I have been pushing for such a program
all last session, and all susmer and fall. Last June I intreduced
legislation for a special contingeney reserve of wheat and corn which
would do just what the President suggested about insulating surplus
supplies {rom the normal channels of trade, and holding them for
special emergency uses,



SENATOR: Well, for ope thihg I certainly regret-the lack of any/

dation for/legislatiye action in the /ivil righis field,
lem hgs been thy decision of| the Chairman/of the Senate|labor wmid
I iumphrey /Equal Opportunity in Emplgyment Act.
by their absence |are propgéals for anti-poll tax,
& ti fiing and other civil ‘wightS bills.

SLUES:  Serlags sow-die-tERe-e-Sobeas=on=that, Scnator, Wt I
understand you got some boosts for other legislation of yours, didn't
you?

SENATOR: That's right .. I have bills pending covering several of

the points the President emphasised. I was especially pleased to

see his concurronce with my bill permitting 18-year-olds to vote. His
proposal for more liberal tax treatment for dependent children who
work, for widows or widowers with dependent children, and for medical
expanses are right in line with my suggestions. He asked that the
present Héspital Survey and Construction Act should be broadened in
order to assist in the development of adequate facilities for the
chronically ill and to encourage the construction of diagnostic centers,



sponsoring legislation with Semator Hill, He also approved the
mcdwbmmmrﬂurmumhmm

on comes to approaching the
objectives set forth, I was to see the increased attention

viven conyervation and ups watershed work for flood prevention,
for exasple,\but at the time I am somewhat concerned over the
President's to g lands and other public lands in
this comnection, X want see cur public lands protected, and I
certainly hope no 7t 1s being made to put across a watered-down
version of the so-c M'nmnwmmMn
"front® of con aiion. COonservation groups should watch this

closely, because ¥t involves u issue upon which no compromise is
possible. Eithef public lands a to be made available under
conservation coh humombuuwthqmm. of
course it will be some time hefore we now all the details the
Administra Mlinwinmphucofth&sm,uﬁo
President himself indicated.
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citizenship 3f proven Communist conspirators?

SENATOR: I agree with such legislation, as a public repudiation of
communists. However, I might point out that any proven Communist
conspirators convicted under the law already lose the right of voting
and any other rights of citizenship that could be revoked by law, as
a result of being convicted of a felony.

SliESs VWhat about the Prosident's approval for extension of un-
employment insurance?

SENATOR: It was encouraging. I welcomed the recognition by the
President, both in his advance television talk to the American
people and in his State of the Union Message, that wve are in the bee
gimnings of a recession. It dossn't help to hide our heads, Ve are
better off to face it. I will support the President's efforts to
extend and improve unemployment insurance, and certainly hope that
the Administration will teke other steps toward restoring full
employment and warding off any threat of another depression.

SIMiS: OSenator, what do you think the general attitude of the
Congress will be?



hand, IMMWWM'amuﬂlthmm
umu&mmm,mIMMmmmm
in the first hald of this session, His om party woted against him
t&nmu‘.ummmumugmo:mm.
Imwnhwmlumpoﬂwnyelmumtﬂhuhm. It
thponthdythmuotmadm.
uﬁormmmtmw. Immmuhuwth
Mat“mlfulhhﬂﬂttﬂm. I have no intention
dmmmuquMmmn Hhenever
mmwmruummmumwwomm
an,xhumnhumWWhm
constructive dmim,mm,jﬁthm. As I hawe
mm.zunnumtwmnuumdmm,u

I am in the legislative child,

S188: Thank you, Senatar Humphrey .. You have jucb-heasd-Semstur

gw.mt&m-fnm-mumrmuamm-m
mmwmmrm:mmum
mmuamcmmmmmuonduh
station, Muw.ummhmshtm
ANNCUNCET s 0o e



TO RADIO STATIONS: Here's a suggested press release calling sttention to
the next topic to be discussed by Senator Hubert H.
Humphrey in his series of regular weekly broadcasts
For use with over your station. As a means of encouraging listener-
Program #1: interest in these public-service programs, we suggest
you copy this relcase with your cell letters and the
- time of the broadcast inserted, and submit it to your
'"YOUR SENATOR REPORTS' local newspapers.

Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, (D., Minn.), will give his
views on the President's State of the Union Message in an in-

terview to be broadcast over Station

» &t ’
(Call Ietters) (Time)

The program, first of a new weekly series in which Senator
Humphrey will report regularly to the people of Minnesota on
CJ current congressional issues, is being presented as a publie

service by station .

During his discussion of the President's nmessage Senator
Humphrey will point out whet he regards as constructive pro-
posals and whet he regards as weaknesses, and comment on the
attitude of the Congress toward "converting sims into achieve-

ments".
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Again we bring you Senator Huber:

H. Bomphrey, with bis weekly report from the natiocn's capital. This
program is brought to you as a public service, in cooperation with
this station. Senator Humphrey will discuss President Eisenhover's
tmm,mthmmmmmmummthhmt
session of the Congress.

Senator Humphrey, what bas been the general reactioa to the
President's farm message!
SENATCOR: It was a very disappointing message, I am sure to all farm-
state representatives in the Congress, vhether they are Democrats or
Republicans. After all the talk of a new and better farm program all
mwx-mmmum-nmummm
idea of 1548-L9 which most farmers have overwhelmingly disavowed, dressed
up this time with a tempormry sedative to conceal its eventual impact.

Past promiges of full parity or at least a mitiimus of 50§ bave apparently



N e 75 to 90% of supports.

Nothing new at all was proposed in two of the most serious
problem arees of cur farm eccnony -- dairying, and beef cattle producing.
For all practical purposes, perishable commodities which produce the bulk
otayieﬂtumimmhnmtorthmumm.
ztummmtmmtomtmmumtom,m,
and sugar, 90 to 100§ of parity is provided. !ét-huitea--tomh
fundamental and essential commodities as corm, wheat, and dairy preoducts,
farmers are supposed to get along on 75 to 90§ of parity, with a new
so-called "modernized” parity that makes the support even lower.
Apparently tcbacco has a priority over food. Bow I have nothing against
tobacco producers, but I certainly feel our Minnesota food and feed and
livestock producers are entitled to just as much consideration. From
what I have heard so far, many others feel the same way. Wires and
letters I bave received so far indicate farmers are unhappy over the
President's suggestions, and quite & few other Senators tell me their

mail is running the same way.
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President’'s farm program?

SEEATOR: Well, right now it looks like the President's idea of lower
price supports are in for a rough time in the Congress. Enough city
congressmen are concerned about the recession im agriculture and its
effects on the rest of the ecomomy to team up with farm-state representatives
and head off the sliding scale, as it looks now. Itmmmt
that Congress will have to take in its own hands the formulation of an
improved fgrm program. I'm not sure just what we can get, but I do feel
it will be stronger than what the President has suggested. After all,
the President's recommendations weaken what we now have, rather than
improve anything.

SIMMS: Senator, you menticned support for the farmer from some city
Congressmen. What is the consumer's interest in this fight over farm

price supports?



» one that more and

more people are beginning to understand. lmyeulu-rm:wripn
stake in a sound farm economy -- the stake of adeguate food supplies at
reasonable prices, and the stake of a prosperous, expanding economy that
doesn't get tipped out of balance. Remember, history shows that national
depressions are farm led and farm fed. Many rural merchants have already
felt the pinch of declining farm purchasing power, and have curtailed

orders from factories. That means less jobs, and the vicious old cycle
is again under way. Abundant production, not scarcity, is the consumer's
best protection against unreasonable prices -- and the entire theory of
the sliding scale is to reduce farm returns to the point some farmers

can't go on producing, thereby forcing farm production down to the point
where scarcity forces food prices up. That's what they mean by talking
of depending on the "free market”, or supply and demand. Rather than

mmbuﬁwemum-hmmmutummtyxm
prices, it would mean prices fluctuating up and down from ome year to

the pext. Actuslly, the farmer gets such a small share of the consumer's
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mtutmm:@@pYamwmmm:-
means very little to retail prices, but a great deal to the farmer. Any
idea that lowerfig price supports is going to help consumers is sbsurd. The
m'wnmmwhmntmmmm
beef prices to the producer should be proof of that fact. History has
mmmau,mmmm,thunm
nation's best interest there is a floor level below which the nation
cannot afford to allow farm prices to fall and still have adeguate
wimrwammmmwmumdhmtth
maummm,mmmmmm.mmm
expanding and prosperous economy.
SIMES: Senator Bumphrey, your mention of an increasing population brings
another thought to mind. In view of our growth, don't you feel it is
nth@munmwmummamuﬂ
SENATOR: I certainly do, and let me tell you why. Eventually, we're
going to need all the food we can produce. And to make sure our children

m‘vmmmmmmm,umhmmmu
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some of them out. Let me remind you that our population has just passed
the 160 million mark, an increase of 8,863,000 since the April, 1950
census. muumimummntmmbommqmm
tumwmammam.mlm. Yet that's just
a drop in the bucket to what's ahead. A population of 175 million by the
mtmnhlﬂispmdieﬂb:thwwm,aﬂ
estimates indieate it will exceed 200 million by 1975. r@umicﬁis
Mnmnuotmmmm;mwugm. That
mwmﬂnﬂmm,hmm@mw,a,m,om
more to feed each year.

Stop to think whet it will take to feed them. The Department
of Agriculture itself has estimated that if we are to maintain our present
Muuvngnlm,nmmtommpum,m
mle,bymmtmltemor;pmmmlﬁomm
Iowa and Nebraska. That's a lot of pigs. If we are to maintain our per

capita beef consumption, the same report reveals we will have to add to
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our national m.@. @ =

Texas, Oklahoma, and Minnesota eombined. Where's all the feed coming

6 the 1950 production of

from? Is this time to talk about adjusting corn growers out of produetion?
SIMS: That's certainly something to think about, Semator, in drafting a
new farm program. Aside from the weaknesses in the support level, was there
anything you approved of in the President's farm message?

SENATOR: Yes, there was -~ I was glad %o see that the President has
endorsed ingreasing the normal reserve for corm, and has asked for a
m-umwmxmmmmtmmmmmm
stockpile them for emergency use. You know, that's just what I have

been asking all last year -- and I have bills before the Senate Agriculture
Committee to accomplish those objectives -~ bills introduced last year.
I'm glad the President agrees with me. Of course, I was also interested
in seeing that the Administration -- after all of its name calling -- has
decided on a trial of the Brammsn Plan for wool. However, genmerslly I
was disappointed in the lack of imsgination of suggesting new and better
means of price protection, and development of mew ocutlets for use of

our abundance.
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SIME: Senator, v@l @P Wm legislationt

SENATOR: For one thing, I shall vigorously oppose any sliding scale of
price supports. I always have end wlvays will. I fought against lower
price supports in 1949 and I'll keep on fighting. I feel we must keep
mtmmtimqnmtmmm,mm;ommu. Among the
improvements I believe we should bave are adding cats, rye, barley,
soybeans and flax to the list of commoditles given 90% price support; meking
support of dalry products mandatory at 90% of parity, and seeking new
éiﬂerumtohMthou&htsmmwmw;w
including of both beef cattle and hogs under price protection.

m_orthun cbjectives are contained in my price suppert bill
introduced last February, S. 1159, a bill carrying out the recommenda-
tions of our own Minnesota legislature and -- as long as the President
has seemingly forgotten them -- the slightly tarmished golden promises
to the farmer in the 1952 campaign. That bill is still before the

Benate agriculture committee.
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conservation assistance to make sure our farms can stay productive
enough to care for that growing population we talked sbout, We must
have better flood comtrol and upstream flood prevemtion work, and we
mist liberalize farm credit.
SIMMS: Senator, that sounds like a well-rounded program. I'm sure
Minnesota's farm people will wish you luck in achieving just as much of
it as possible.

You bave been listening to Senator Hubert H. Bumphrey of
M nnesota in another of his series of weekly radio reports to the people
of Minnesota, presented as a public service through the cooperation of

this station. This is Washington, returning you to your station

AnNounNCer. csvas
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TO RADIO STATIONS: Here's a suggested press release calling attention to
the next topic to be discussed by Senator Hubert H,
For use with Humphrey in his series of regular weekly broadcasts
Program #2 over your station, As a means of encouraging listener-
"Farm Program" interest in these public-service programs, we suggest
Week of Jan, 18, 1954 you copy this release with your call letters and the
time of the broadcast inserted, and submit it to your
"YOUR SENATOR REPORTS" local newspaper,

President Eisenhower's farm message and recommencdations for lower price
supports will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey (D.,Minn,) in an

interview over Radio Station on at
(Call Letters) (Day) (Time)

Senator Humphrey will analyze the President's suggestions, discucs
the reaction to them, and give his own views on what he thinks Congress
should do cn farm legislation,

The interview is eanothcr in a weekly series, "Your Senator Reports,!"
transcribed in Washincton by Cenator Humphrey as a report to the people of

Minnesota and presented over Station as a public service,



Radio Scrépt for: Sena ect Matter:
Program Ko. 3, li:ok ofmw %’?ﬁnﬁ

SIMMS: REPORT FROM WASHINGTONL Again we bring you Senator Hubert H,
Humphrey, with his weekly report from the nation's capitol. This
mhhwﬁttomunpﬁucuﬂiu.hmtmuth
this station,

mmm,uamummurmmhhum
Committee, ﬁtmmmﬂtﬁmtmmnumthnum
new year gets under way?

SENATOR: I wish T could feel more optimistie, as I share deeply the
hopes for easing of world tensions that could bring a brighter era of
& more pesceful era ahead, M.uhubmgiuunnrynhr
appraisal of international developments in our Foreign Relations
cmuumugmmtrummmmummmw
mmummmtormm.wnlm.qmdtomto
strengthen the free world,
Inumummmmupnsumummth
mnorsmumuummmm. There are disturbing
developments in Italy, where Communism has infiltrated the labor
movement and even industrial management itself. Government instability
mmmmmhmmumrmmm It is for this reasonm,
plus the necessity of bringing German manpower into western defense
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SIMMS: Senator Humphrey, IWmhnh&ngotﬂngmﬂut—
mmhwumnmmmmmmw.

SENATOR: That's right, I have. I had the pleasure of a four-hour
mztuwuammmm,mmamtm
mnuhhmoﬁmmmomﬁmmmmmw
of Asia and the Pacifiec. Then, too, we had Secretary of State Dulles
mmmmmmmnmuumm,nru
very frank 2j-hour report. We also had & long session with Gemeral
m,mumnmmwm.‘

SDMMS: Senator, mmhllum_ahatmmmﬁu
these conferences?

SENATOR: Untgrtmt_o];, much 6f the information was given in confidence
orwmm“muumofmhuinhhthm
Committee. MM.Iuﬂnhlymmthchutthtn

Justify looking at the situstion through rose-tinted glasses. Ordinarily,
I'amW—Il&hhlnokatﬂthdﬂ.MW;lm
most of us do. Hlafumlolmi.mthtthmudm&onpt
mm,muv-mummmmumnmm
mt-mtunuuhhhtbwwwtaduth@mu'um
along all right somehow, Right now, ﬁ;t.'lmofthcmmnmld'o
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troubles — the danger of laxity from false optimism. That's just
what the Communists hope we'll do, The Kremlin's new international
line is to placate -- to buy time, both to solidify their own gains,
and to hope and work for disintegration of the western world's unity,
Unfortunately, that seems to be just what is happening, VWhether wo
like it or not, the situation in both France and Italy today is far
less favorable to the western cause. You know, I feel it's about
time our responsible leaders let the American people in on more of the
facts, so we'll all know what we face =- the facts they'll admit to us
Memmhmu-m.mmummu“
public. I'm afraid it's going to take more than unjastified optinmism
to mateh against Soviet reslism if we are going to avoid another
Manich, snother Dunkirk, or another Pearl Harbor.

SIMMS: Senmator, you mentioned your long wisit with Vice President
Nixon. Do you feel his trip accomplished a good purpose?

SENATOR: Yes, I do ., . . Of course, I don't know just what the
reaction has been in the countries visited, but I do feel that it has
greatly W\mmmu vimiat,uﬂ given him a
better understanding of some of ocur problems that should be helpful.
For example, the feelings of some of us in the Senate that more
attention should be paid to educational programs, the Point Four, and
the exchange of students is now supported by Vice President Nixon.
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Also, he has become greatly impressed with the effects in other lands
of any examples of racial discrimination in our owmn country.

SIMMS: Senator, how do you reconcile your feeling of Soviet gains
with various public statements that the threat of war has lessened?

SENATOR: We're just not being told the full story. While it may be
true that the danger of immediate open Soviet military aggression is
diminishing, there are still greater daner signs of the Soviet's
achieving many of their objectives without open militery aggression.
Remember, Soviet aggression take more then one form, and it frequently
shifts. dust as I repeatedly warned last spring and summer, experienced
international observers and responsible govermment officials now report
that Soviet aggression by diplomatic, economic, political and
propaganda means is increasing,

The one thing to remember is that there has been absolutely no
convineing evidence that their aim at world domination is changed,
¥e must not be fooled by any temporary switech from heavy-handed
threats to more dangerous if more subtle indirect pursuit of that
unchanging aim, If we belicve some of the optimistic lullabys the
Soviets are encouraging today, we'll probably do just what the Kremlin
hopes: relax, and let down our guard,



SDMS: Semator, do :Qw Yh.mw

SENATOR: I'm afraid so. I'm really concerned about some of the
umrm“thmnmlmuqm,mmpntthgd
warships in mothballs, I was happy, however, to hear the President's
Mofmuummiqmmhm.ﬁm-mnmm
Administration's earlier decision and justifying the fight many of us
mmtwmﬂmummvatummrmm. The
mbhh.miutdon'twmuﬂlﬁhummhhtm
phnni.ngthatrapm;r. mueomu“hmmemd,ithku
Quite a vhile to shift back into production. And what's even worse,
mmmmmwmnpm;mmmtm
hauushnﬂoftnlmdpuotatofuu;mmlmmmurhm
thom-ﬁmtm-mmmuq. I do approve the President's call
toriumciﬁlm&rmmm-ualhrthth-ﬂght
direction. We need to develop our continental defenses, and protect
thelimotlmimeithminuuofﬁh&.

SIMMS: Senator, what is developing on the President's proposal toward
cooperation on peaceful uses of atomic energy?

SENATOR: Well, at least preliminary, exploratory conferences with
Mlh'smththbenmw. What they will lead to I
don't know. I want to reiterate my support for the President's



energy, but also call attention to the fact that we have a real chance
to prove we mean what we say. As I wrote the President recently, our
country should consider throwing its support behind the efforts
ammwuwummwm. For the past three
munmmmmhmm_mm,nmmum
of the United States. Atomic scientisis and the governments of twelve
European nations have been working together to develop the world's most
mumlhmmnﬁrmmmhmmpmoﬁnmof
atomic energy, but the Unlted States is not now participating even
through it was our idea to start with. In view of the fact that this
MmOpmmrmmmmmntm
recommendation of the United States, I have urged the President to
explore the possibility of cur government m Joining in this project.
It would be another demonsgration of our nnﬁnn'a'aim desire to
mmm-mrcrmmmmtotam
mmﬂthmtwmhhy,ammwm&nmmn
carrying out the President's UN speech objectives without waiting for
the Russians to acecept the plan,

SIMMS: Smatu,dommwminthomrfuwuofw
turning point in this world situation, one way or another?

SENATOR: Well, if it's coming 1t should be developing right now -



my It's 2 chance for

tbolruliataahwiumlinmum. It may bring a realistic
showdown. mamqmummmnmoraomuﬂ:m
elections, and 2 treaty for Austria, Any sound solution to the end of
amuumwmmmmmwmmmmmm
hhudmhuh'nmttomhomnuoﬂommm
mtormt-mmunﬂunylhouldmmm-r. But nothing
I'umorh&aﬁummmnehqmmnboutthamm.

SIMMS: Thank you, Senator Humphrey . . .nuluvebualistenin;
to&murmmtl.mam, in another of his series



TO RADTO STATIONS: Here's a suggested press release calling attention to
the next topic to be discussed by Senator Hubert H,

For use with Humphrey in his series of regular weekly broadcasts
Program #3 over your station., As a means of encouraging listener-
Foreign Policy interest in these public-service programs, we suggest

Week of Jan, 25, 1954 you copy this release with your call letters and the
time of the broadcast inserted, and submit it to your
"YOUR SENATOR REPORTS" local newspaper,

The current world outlook and America's foreign policy will be discussed

by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey (D.,Minn,) at e s in an
(Day) (Time)

interview over Radio Station

(Call Letters).

Senator Humphrey, member of the Senate's Foreign Relations Committee,
will comment on recent discussions on internztional trends with Vice President
Nixon, Secretary of State Dulles, and General Ridgeway, Chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Staff,

Danger signs of increased activity by international communism in many parts
of the world will be reviewed, along with trends in our govermment's foreign
and defense policies,

Significance of the "Big Four" ministers conference now under way in
Germany will be explained during the interview, another in the series of

Senator Humphrey's weekly radio reports presented by Station as a

public service.



Again we bring you Senator Hubert
&m.nwmmmmmmumm.
anwumuammnwmm
with this station,
MWaWﬂmnmow-m

mwmmmmmtmmmmm.
Mhmnﬂﬁﬁ. Senator, toward tax reduction?

SERATRS I'accm.udit'utiutwlhuuucumtum
r«mmummrmnu,uampmnn
businessman, mummrwmmum-w
hoﬂmhhmdndumuthommpdwmw.
zmmm.mumeqmrumm.mru
support sound moves in that direction.

S8 !n-mmeanm.
Sena tore Domtodthnttunllﬂuahmhb-mum
econonie situation as a whole?

SERATURS I most certainly do. mwmuumm
mumﬂutmmtnw“tmmmm.
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during previous h@t@wpﬁxﬂmmﬂu

national government's budget must be balanced, in a time of high
ﬁf*whﬁlﬂfhmmwmﬂu‘ﬂﬂfﬂ
Sonsumer goods than supply, it is essential that we do everything
mmutom:utihm&mwm. Wiith the
mupdmm.mmxnum-m
muthmummmmﬁmmmc
stimulating consumer purchasing power. Ihat is why, even as we
-wmmwmummmm.unt
MﬁMMm‘hMpﬂnmwMM
:mdhmuuwmmmm
and workers,

SL1ES: m.mutuuommdmm
mention? Are they encugh to cause serious concern?

SENTCRT They most certainly are. The danger simms in the American
mmxr«mm-mmmmzw-m.
I% doesn't do any good to hide our heads in the sand. Call it vhate
ever name you wish = recession or readjustment — the truth is that
there are trouble signs in the Amrican economy. The tire to take
action to remedy the situation is befare it gets out of hand,
mhmunjmarnctmwwup':
M-mm#tmrmum—mradm



The value of famm real estate has drogped 6% in cne year,

The value of farm assets was down apprexi-ately §9 billion for
the year,

Uvertine paychecks for workers are fewer and in less amount.
rmmunrmu-mmmm. The avergge work
week is down to below LO hours per week. The number of business
failures in the third quarter of 1953 increased 27% over the same
period the year before., Credit is tighter. Interest rates are
higher, Loans are move difficult to obtain,

These, amongst others, are the disturbing signs. Merchants on
lain street are feeling the pinch of reduced purchasing power,
Economists are predicting a drop in the national gross income of over
85 billion this year, which could res 1t in wnemployment of around
4 million. These are not just statistics, you know, Thls represents
the welfare of families «eo the solvency of business ... the income

of farmers and workers. It should be obvious that we are in the midst

of a uild economie recession. It is sy fervent hope and prayer, of
course, that this recession will not deepen into a depression, But
hopes are not enocugh. We need some positive action.

SDOS: And you think tax reduction is one of the remedies needed?



SENATORs m-.Ymumﬁ-

right places. muwnmmmumii‘adw
-mutoltmmwchﬂuminﬂoemympdm
scciety, The middle income and low income faxilies of Amerfcen are
the great consumers of America. Our tax legislation should be de-

siined, therefore, ummumm.hmm

wmmummuammmmmm.
sl mtmmumm Jenator dumphrey?

SENATCR 3 HythmhammmMm
1 have cutlined, 1 have introduced a bill that would increase the
mmmmammmmrrmm
to §800, M'shcﬂm.onnuﬂnw.cf
course, It'lmmmm,htcrcmu-hlnm
muuontmmmuumm-r. That's vhere
the relief will do the rost good in terms of consumer parchasing
power, zuwmomncbwmrwwm_
mmﬂnno-tw-dimum.nﬂhpmtﬂ.
mrmmmmdmmmmw-
taxpayer in prodiding for his children an education above the
secondary lovel. 1 den't think a son or daughter earaning wore than
m-muuummquwmh.-MuMu
& depondent 1o their parents when they still have to provide far the
bulk of their living expenses and probably tuition as well, lag7



Ligs Mmmmhmmmmwmun
of our Internal Revenue Code, isn't it Senater?

SENATOR: That's right. I weloome that revision. It is long over-
due, 1mmm.mxunmm.mmay
mmmm&..mmmm
mmuumwpamm«mm
and lav incoms groups. SR a

Mummmwtmhmmmmm
the 4msrican taxpayer, i-mmummm'm
ﬁamnmmmnmm.mﬂ-mm
ummmmammmrwmm
xmnmmmumumm.mummﬂ.
M“MNWG&OM&}“W‘. In effect, they
mJﬂm&rfndalﬂuh-aﬂ!nWWh
autinuu:lumnwftl.



 " SDOS: Senator "@Yﬂ-&- w11 certainly

be weleomed by the taxpayers =p but what would the government do
for tle revenue it needs?

SENATOR: That, of course, if the real question Congress must fece.
M%MM“WMhWW,I
proposed to the Senate a tax loophole closing program designed to
raise wore than £l billion in taxes, without adding any sdditional
bardens on the tulk of American taxpayers - but simply by remwwing
ineguities. The same program today would raise closer to £5 billien
in sdditional revenue, 1 am wrging the House Ways and Moans Committee,
and the Senate Firance Committee, to give serious cousideration to
my propesals, for I shall certainly bring them to the attention of
the Senate again when we act on tax legislation. By the way, my
propesals have been published by the Fublie Affairs Institute in a
panmphlet entitled, "Tax Loopholes", and I would be glad to send a
copy to anyone nterested. Just write a postoard addressed to Senator
Hubert Humphrey, Senate Office Bullding, Washingten, D. C., ond ask
for & copy of “fax Loopholes®. I'n convinced it offers a way to
provide tax reduction where it is needed most without depriving

us of needed revenue, Mamhumholﬂnmm
help balance the tudget, and at the same time provide tax reductions
for most of the American psople. In ay judgment, we can elininate
excise taxes and raice the personal income tax exesptions both if we
act couragecusly to elisinate tax loopholes, and remove tax inequities.
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mist be paid by all the rest of us. 8o that's really where we
should start in our tax reform == getting rid of favoritism through
tax loopholes.,

SHESs Senator, you apparently feel that we can actuslly bolster
our econony by having wise tax reductions now, averting some of the

threats of depression?

SHNATORI I certainly do. Ve must keep the goal of an expanding
u!m“hndt. As long as our economy is growing, we
can stand the cost burdens of defense. Progressive tax reduction
can do much to stimulate business, by improving consumer purchasing,
To be sure, there are trowsle signs on the horison. But govermment
policy cancorrect these situations. I we have the will, we will have
the results.

American mst go forward., Tremendous opportunities still lie
ahead, ¥e need more new homes, new schools, new jobs for cur greetly
inereasing population. ¥We need to keep our economy expanding, and
to permit all to share in the higher living standards that can result.
We can and mist contimue cur amasing progress. We cannot burn back.
But we need confidence, and leadership that inspires such confidence.
That's our real challenge today.
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o Senstor Hubert H. Humphrey in another os his series of weekly
radio reports to the people of Minwsota, presented as a publie
mwnwatmm This is Weshington,
retuming you t0 your station SanoUNCer eeeee
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TO RADIO STATIONS: Here's a suggested press release calling atten-
tion to the next topic to be discussed by Senator

For use with Hubert H. Humphrey in his series of regular weekly
Program No. L4 broadcasts over your station. As & means of en-
"Texes and Our Economy" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Week of Feb., 1, 195k programs, we suggest you copy this release with

; your call letters and the time of the broadcast
"YOUR SENATOR REPORTS" inserted, and submit it to your local newspaper.

Tex reduction proposals asimed at stimlating consumer purchasing power
will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, (D., Minn.),

(date)
over station .
(time) (call letters)

Senator Humphrey will be interviewed on texes and current trends in
our economy as another of his series of weekly "Reports from Washington",
presented as a public service through the cooperation of Station .

What easing of tax burdens for middle and low income groups could mean
tovard checking the increesing threat of a recession will be discussed by
Senator Humphrey, who will explain his own tax reduction proposals now be-
fore the Senate.

In addition, he will explain his tax loophole closing program through
vhich he believes adequate new revemie could be obtained to permit eliminating

excise taxes and raising personal income tax exemptions.
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Bo. 5, “dmag

&lm,mmmmmmmuw s
mamwmusmmumvm
this station,
N:hhw.mu-bh-uumw
mmmhmmmtemmmerm

SEIATOR; Imw-mm,tﬁshlhammat
mmmm,-umwmummuumm
some real attemtion, hMIMeﬂﬂh.me
Semate floor & few weeks ago, the Semate Agricultural Committee has
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both at home and ebroad. Yet I must deplove fact that responsi-
ble officials of this adminigtration have seemed more inclined to feed
the flames of propaganda about the evils of abundance instesd of

showing real enterprise toward putting cur abundance of food to good
' p -
PR ¢ o v Rt Bl AT A R S AT it <l sl RIS

SIMMS: Senator Humphrey, I notice in your remerks io the Senate

v you expressed concern over the effect our use of surpbus
- _.foods could-have on,our foreign. policy and our efforts for
Bl e Yiipenace in the vorlds ' Vhet about this?

|

ﬁ-—umm&mmm—,mwm
impact on internstional relations. You know, as a mewber of the
Foreign Relations Comittee that is pert of my responsibility, and
it is & very serious respunsibility.

What must lungry people of other lands think vhen they hear
responsible leaders in the United States, and a supposedly responsible
press, bemoan the fact that we have too much food? As I told the Senate,
one can sign allisnces wntil he yuns out of ink, and the Secretary of
State can be sent to Berlin, Baghdad, and Tokyo, with round-trip tickets,
but s0 lomg as we tell the rest of the world that we have more food
than we lmow how to eat or use, we shall not meke many friends in other
comtries -- no metter how charming cur Secretary of State my be, and
I am sure he is txying to do a good job.
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in calling for establisiment of Intermational Food Reserves: "As long
as there are enmpty stomachs in the world, we shall have to hkeep our
cartridge belts full. But full stomachs can replace full eartridge
belts, as our greatest defender of dsmocracy....In the struggle against
Commmmnism, a million dollars for food might equal {10 milliom for
ammmition.”

SDE5: What are your ideas about using food to fight Commmism?

SEMTOR: All that 1t needs is an applicaticn of Christian democracy, a
little applied Christianity and a little commonsense. We saw what could
be done with a little shipment of food to Bast Berlin, to show our
concern for the amgry pecple rebelling against Commmist sule. If
there ever vas an act on the part of our Govermment that vesulted in
good dividends, it vas the sending of that food to the umgry people
of Germany. When we sent only 45, 000 toms of food to Bast Germany,
the Soviet Union had to move into that area three divisions of troops
and 300 tanks in crder to put dowm the rebellion.

The President’s authority for use of food in emergencies and
to combat famine abroad -~ which I successfully fought for last year --
expives March 31. I was pleased to note that the President is asking
that it be extended and broadened, so as to make use of greater amounts
of food for such worthy and hmmnitarian purposes. I shall support
such efforts, along with vhatever legislation is nceded to make it



COPY
possible for greater use of private agencies, such as CARE, in
distributing food -- so that it becomes a reak gift from the American

mummwcmm.

SDMS: What about our own people here at home?

SSATOR: How you are mentioning something closest to my heart. It just
Goesn’t mike semse to me to be complaining about too mach food when many
of our owm pecple are still going lungry. As great as are the
oppartunities for making use of food as part of our policy in dealing
with other lands, still greater opportwnities confront us here at home,
in the case of the use of this food. Even dwring the richest period
in our history, there are millions of persons who are not well fed,
through no fault of their own. Certainly it bardly makes sense to
complaia about 200 million pounds of butter stored in owr coumtry,

yet do nothing sbout putting it into the hands of people who need it
in their diets yet can't afford to buy it. That's why I have proposed
a Dairy Diet Dividend plan to supplement the meager allowances to our
pecple ou the public assistance rolls -- the needy aged, the dependent
children, the blind and the disabled -- with a stamp plan enabling them
%o acquire needed milk end butter at prices within their purchasing
power. OFf course, I have also Joined Semator Alken as co-sponsor of
bis domestic allotment plan for food stamps to stimidate consumption
of all surplus farm comodities among all low-income families.
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SEUTOR: Yes, I'm glad to say that is true. Whem I brought this subject
up on the Semate floor Semator Aiken concurred with the needs I expreased
nmmn—ﬁu:mhmmmwmm
in co-sponsoring the food stamp plan. Since then, several other Semators
have asked to join as co-sponsors, and Semator Aiken has sald the questi on
would be given sericus comsideration by his committes. DBewmse of the
camplexities of undertaking the complete food-stamp plan, and the
doubtful chances of getiing the Comgress to set up such a ’arge new
progran at this time, I am wging that the plan be glvem & "trial mum",
in effect, ou dairy products alome, and limited to persons already on
public assistance rolls to elimimate the neceasity of nev administrative
machinery. That's just about what I have asked in my Dairy Diet Dividend
Proposal -- bandling it through local welfure agencies, and normal
channels of retail trade. At any rate I think if emough pecple speak
up in faver of same such plan we can get one developed before the
present Congress edjowrns. It would not cnly be & tremendous health
boon to needy pecple, but offer a vast new outlet for daivy products that
vould firm wp prices without the necessity of heavy govermment purchases.

SDES: Semmtor HMumphrey, during pour recemt Semmte debate on farm
policy you also protested rether vigorously agalast vhat you termed
unfair propegandsa about costs of fmam programs. I understand you have
some nev information to add to those remmrks.
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arcund ratber recklessly these days without breaking them down so the
public will have a falr chance to julge what they really mesa. For
example, the press has been headlining mamy stories sbout the vast
coat of fara orice supports. Iet me see if I can't glve ouwr
listeners o better understonding of vhat it really amounts tos

Actually, our farm price support programs have cost the
M‘imm'anuwatcd:ﬁmwmm”m
1933.

During thet same poriod, these yrograms have helped
agriculture 2dd $154 billiocn dollars la new wealth to cur econaqy.

: In other words, Sotal losses on govermaent price support
operations over the past 20 yemrs emount to only cne-half of one
percent of the incremsed net agriculturel incame to vhich they greatly
contributed over that same period. I consider that a mighty good
investment, one that has paid off sclid dividends to owr eutire
economy -- including increased tax revewe to the goverument more
that offsetting the origimal cost.

But let me give you a few more figures. If the press insists
on headlines about subsidies, they should give us samething to campare
them vith. Here are a few such camgeriscns I would suggest for them
to consider:

1. QGovermment subsidies to business this year alome,
TETEE e



20 years.

2. Government subsidies to newspepers ani magasines alone,
through loss in handling second-class mail for the past 20 years, has
been nearly 2} timee the emtire loss on fasm price supports.

3. Agriculture, made up of around 15 percent of the country's
population, gets less than 339 of the government's total outlay for
subsidies in the form of expenses for aids and special services.

4l those comparisons are based on official figures that
are part of the public record. They present quite s differeat preture
from some of the impressions being deliberately spread these days,
even those spread, unfortunately, by the present Secretary of
Agriculture.

SDass; mmmm....:@mmw
give us all something to think about. You have been listening to
Senstor Hubert H. Ruphrey, in ancther of his pembeewd weekly redio

THis PRoGRAMIS
Mhhp@nd’lﬂ“p”uamm
through the cooperation of this statiom. This is Washington, retwrning
you to your station anmounCer....



TO RADIO STATTONS: Hlere's a suggested press release calling attention to
the next topic to be discussed by Senator Hubert H.

For use with Humphrey in his series of regular weekly broadcasts
Program No.5 over your station. As a means of encouraging listener-
"Using Our Abundance" interest in these public-service progrems, we suggest

Week of February 8, 1954 you copy this release with your call letters and the
time of the broadcast inserted, and submit it to your
"YOUR SENATOR REPOKTS" local newspaper.

CGrowing support for making use of America's food abundance
both as a powerful new weapon in foreign policy and to raise the dietary standards
of Americae's needy families will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey

at over Station S
(day) (time) (call Tetters)

Senator Humphrey, who led a Senate debéte on the subject recently,
will discuss chances for action on some form of food stamp plan, including his
own Dairy Diet Dividend proposal to supplement meager allowances of needy
families on public assistance with butter and milk.

During the radio interview, one of Serator Humphrey's regular
weekly series of transcribed reports from Washington to people of Minnesota carried
by Station as a public service, Mirnesota's Senator will answer what he
terms "propaganda charges" about costs of farm progrems with comparisons showing
the actual cost has averaged less than the cost of two packs of cigarettes e yeay

for each person in the country, over the past 20 vears.



H. Humphrey, uﬁmmmmmmmmﬂ. This
program is brought to you as a public service, hmuﬁ
this statiom.

Seoator Humphrey, let's talk about social security and
health programs. What did you think of the President's social

security message.

SENATOR: I'm bappy to say that the Presidest has laid out o fine
program for strengthening our social security system. His
recommendations are all humne and comstructive. The President
Geserves commendation and support for his progressive stand om this
program. I haven't hesitated in criticizing the President whem I felt
ummmunmmmnmxm

feel he is entitled to full credit whem he is right.



This time, he is ¢

SDas: Ehmw,mm:nthwuhlm

SENATOR: m-mtwrwamumxamun;amam
mm'awmwwmnmupummm
sotinl security program was gounded by President Roosevelt. That
should serve to silemce some of the harping critics who have never
mmmmmmwvsm.

Now, as to the proposed improvements: The President has
really suggested nothing new, merely facing up to the changes many of
us have long felt were needed; and giving such changes the weight of
his backing and support. Naturally, that means a great desl.

Generally, here is what the President suggests:

1. mmm,wmmmm

left out of social security protection.
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$75 per month nov placed on the private earnings
ntsntlrdmhﬂ:ﬁcmu-wk,ulmumw
to $1,000 per year. After all, the amount of bemefits is still so low
that most of the reciplents NEED this extre earning capacity to ske out
a living. |

3. Increasing the bemefits, instead of allowing them to
be reduced as would happen without nev legislation this year. Previous
increases were only of a temporary natuwre. I think all of us recognize
higher living costs make these imcreased bemefits necessary. Mintdum
benefits would be reised from $25 to §30 per month and the maximm
would be raised from $168.75 to $190 per month per family.

b. Providing sdditional benefit credits -- in other vords,
making it possible for vorkers themselves to build up & bigger
investment in their retirement fund.

5. Providing additional protection for the disabled. While
this proposal of the President does not go as far as provided in the bill
vhich I am co-sponsoring with Semator Lelman, it certainly is a step

in the right directica.



6. i :

programs to the aged needy uot protected by old age and survivors
i e

Incidentally, all of these suggested improvements are included
in bills I bave pending in the Semate. Naturally, I am
pleased at the President concurring so wholeheartedly with what I felt

was necessary for our clder citizens.

- : do you feel the chances are for get

improvements adopted?

SHBATOR: Vell, now thet the President has added his emorsement of the
improvements I think we can get them through the Congress at this session.
Of course, I expect that those who have consistently tried to undermine
our social security progrem won't give up easily, but with the President's
influence and leadership tlwown so forcefully behind those of us who have
mrwummmmmmwmm

at to its futwre should be eased, and we .
mm.



1 be warmly received

md‘am
concept developed out of the bardships of the last depression. I
certainly welcome his mmanitarian cooperation toward bringing it up-

SIS: Nov, Semator Humphrey, what about the President's health

SEFATOR: Well, I vish I could feel as enthusiastic about it as I am
the social security program. I'm afraid I can't and I'd like to
explain wvhy. While I surely welcome the President’s recogunition and
m-emm*-mum:mmmm
proposals -- particularly his budget proposals -- have little
relationship to his recognition. The President rightly tells us of

the urgent need to do more about the medical research, building hospitals,
and stamping out disease -- thea recommends funds be cut for such work.

I can't guite accept that position as being comsistent with proper

regard for the bhealth of our mation.



take steps, consistent with private initiative, to expand medical
mmmmmmmm“mm.‘m’

irrespective of income status.

SENATOR: Let's start with something that strikes Mimmesotans right at
home -- the amount of Federsl grant-in-aid funds made available for the
public health service to carry on work like stamping out tuberculosis.
You know, we had to drastically curtail tuberculosis X-ray examinations
in Mimmesota last year, as a result of smller allocatioms of Federal
aid. last year's budget for this vork matiomally was slashed by a million
dollars. But now it's even vorse -- the new budget calls for more than

& fifty percent reduction im public health service funds for tuberculosis

control -- cutting it dowan freom $5,275,000 to $2,000,000.



It doesn't take much O do to the amount
hhmuﬂg Yj

be seriously concerned about such & slash.

You know, w-mmummmmm
ummmm.mmamm--m
that usually just doesn't bappen. For example, if Minnesota public
maru.mmmmmwmmmmw,
nummmmwmmumwm

amount than it is that our state will make up the difference.

SDSE: What about research work, Semator -- didn't I understand the
President to say he was in favor of stepping up our research efforts to

vmmm,hmm,umm-umr

SEIATOR: Yes, m--mmmmmm'-ﬁwm

x'ummmammmmcmmm.



ﬂmmm.mmf and heart ¢ Sk
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urgent need not caly for expanded hospital facilities. A: the
President says, ve not only need more general hospital beds, but
in addition ve have grest need for additiomsl facilities for the
chwoateally 111, for mureing eod o ViR
rehabilitation centers and diagnostic cenmters.

But the regrettable fact is that after poiuting this all out,
the President recommended that ve provide less than at any time in the

last five years for building these additional hospital .



construction. mmmmumw,m,m This year,
the President proposes oaly $50,000,000 -- and that is supposed to
provide for the additionsl facilities for the chromieally ill, for
nursing homes, and for rehabilitation and diagnostic centers, in
sddition to general hospitals. Seattered over this entive country,
it von't mean a drop in the bucket. It wouldn't even meet the nceds

for Minnesots alome. rmm'tmwmmmu

mmum,mmm_wamm. But it's
-.:mhnem“.towmammww-mMm
such facilities when the Federal government has only $50,000,000
mumﬂ-mmummmm.

The more I study the mew budget the more of these kind of
things I find, I'm sorry to say. We hear fine statements outlining
mmzmwsmmmmnmmm.-
¥hen ve get down %o looking at the budget, we £ind all these bright

promises are Just not provided for.



CQBY,

As a mtter bFdet, i@ vev budge provides less money for
social security, welfare, and bealth; it provides less for housing;
it provides less for aid to eduction.

How, I am as much in favor of govermment economy as the next
w-mrﬁ'tnhhmmmmﬂthu&,th
underprivileged, and the children. Tt seems to me there are better
places %o practice "ecomomy”. As a matier of fact, the amount of
revenue oll companies slone are allowed to keep as & result of the
taxes they escape through such loopholes as the oil depreciation allowsnce
hidden in cur tax laws would move than be emough to restore all these
mmnmmdmmm--um“
left over to give us real health, education, and velfare programs

vorthy of such a rich democracy.

SINB: Thank you, Semator Humphrey...You have been listeming to Semetor
Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly repart from Washington to the pecpie
of Mimmesota, presenmted as a public service in cooperation with this

station. This is Washington, returning you to your station ammouncer....



TO RADIO STATIONS: Here's a suggested press release calling atten-
tion to the next topic to be discussed by Senator

For Use With Hubert H. Humphrey in his series of regular weekly
Program No. 6 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"Social Security and Health" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Week of Feb. 15, 1954 programs, we suggest you copy this release with
your call letters and the time of the broadcast
YOUR SENATOR REPORTS inserted, and submit it to your local newspaper.

Social security improvements and health program recommendations
submitted to the Congress by President Eisenhower will be discussed by

Senator Hubert H. Humphrey (D., Minn.) at
(day) (time)

over Station .
(call letters)

Senator Humphrey, who has pledged his support for the
President’'s social security program, will explain the changes proposed
and outline their chances of favorable action at this session of the
Congress. He will also analyze the President's health message in relation
to the budget provisions made for public health, medical research, and
hospital construction.

The interview will be another in the series of Senator
Humphrey's weekly radio reports from Washington to the people of
Minnesota, presented as a public service in cooperation with Station

to keep the public informed on current public issues.



SDUS: REPORT FROM VASHDWTON! Agais ve bring you Semator Hubert H.

m,mmmmmmm'sw This progranm

is brought to you as a public service, in cooperation with this stationm.
Senator Humphrey, comsiderable comcern has beem expressed

around the Twin Cities recemtly over imcreasing umemployment as &

result of cancellation of defense comtracts. I know you have been

figting to keep our Minnesote plants in full operation, so perhaps

you'd like to tell us scmething about it.

SENATOR: I certainly would! I am seriously disturbed over the cut-
backs making mass layoffs of workers necessary at the Twin Cities Arsemal
at New Brighton, and I'm still trying to get some satisfactory

explanations out of the Defense Department.



e
I vant to see us achieve sound defense preparations just as
efficiently and economically as we cas, and I am mot asking any
favoritism for Mimmesota. We don't need special comsideration -~
all ve need is a falr break and egual consideration. The Twin City
Arsemal produces quality ammmition at costs mo higher tham elsevhere,
and lower than in mamy instances. I just feel if they are low bidders,
they are entitled to the comtracts. I'm afraid some of the cwrreat
Juggling ia defense coutracts is golng to cost the taxpayers more in

the lomg run, rather than save anything.

SDeS: Semator Humphrey, bave the layoff's been very heavy so far?

HMPEREYs mmm--mwmmm'mmw
absorb. Alrveady the Twin Cities Arsenal has had a bharp cuwrtailment
of its comtracts, resulting ian the unemployment of more than 2,000

workerx, with still more likely to be let out soom.
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SDES: Yet vhile we ave having these cutbacks in mmitioms work right
at home, isa't it true tiat the govermment bas beem letting similar

coatracts im other coumtries as part of our offshore procurement program?

SENATOR: Unfortumstely, that's true. For example, Irom Age Magazine
in Hovember revealed that the Defense Department bad just sigmed & comtract
vith a Canadian fim for §$8,256,922 for gilding metal rotating bands for
105 m.m. shells. As soom as there were first imdications that comtracts
to our Mimmesota plamts might be cutback, I started an imvestigation
through the Semate Foreiga Relations Committee of which I am a menber to
find out exactly how much offshore procurement, im terms of emall ayms
ammmition such as manufectured at the Twin Citles Avsesal, our
coumtry is obtaining.

What I have learned so far indicates we meed a complete

re-survey of ocur offshore procurement.

3



wlp

I find that im both 1952 amd 1953 offshore procuremeat
mmmmmmumamm,m
of which were later discovered to employ workers from Commmist-domineted
unioms. In some imstances, there was Commmist infiltration in the
namagement itself. And T have learmed that we are now in the process
of letting mev offshore armament comtracts for smll srms ammmition im
Ttaly. I am sure the same situation pertaims to other coustries. At
m-m,wmmmcmnmnm.

In other words, we are in the strange situation of having
Americans deprived of employment vhile mmitions coatracts my be going
to Commmist-dominated plamts im Ttaly. Such a situation needs immediate
actica. In viev of some of the problems which mow face us, it is my
feeling, before we lay off American workers, the whole subject of offshore
mmuwmumcmm
in our own country. American taxpayers' dollars should be used at home,

vhen vorkers need jobs and plants need contrects.

=
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SDES:  Semator Humphrey, heven't you asked for such a study?

SENATOR: Yes, I bave -- and I am going to keep om protesting about this
situation wntil something is dome. I first took it up with Mr. Wilsem,
the Secretary of Defemse, more than a momth ago. Since then I have both
vritten and talked to Gemeral Iaidlaw of the Army's Ordmance Office,

to Assistant Secretary of the Army Slezek, in charge of mamufacturing
plants with Army comtracts, and most recemtly to Secretary of the Amy
Robert T. Stevens. Them, of sourse, you know I brought this whole guestion
out on the Semate floor early this momth, to help force some actiom. And
I'n going to keep right after it. At least emough concers has beem stirved
up so Tar for Semator Bridges, Republicam Chairman of the Semats
Appropriations Committee, and my good friend Semator Symimgtom of Missouri,
to take off om a trip to Burope to do some first hand checking sbout
vhere our defemse comtracts are going -- particularly into the

indications that some of the work may be falling imto Commmist hands.

"
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SDES: Semator, vhere are these folks that are let out of defemse
plants golag to tura for jobs? Isa't the labor market already rether

depressed?

SENATOR: I'm sorry to say that it is worse than depressed, it's very
rapidly deflating. Unless we have the foresight aad initiative to push
ahead vigorously with expanded housing, more schools and hespitals, slum
clearance, and other public end private projects, I'm afraid ve are going
to be in for a serious unemployment problem. Now, I'm essentially an
optimist - and I'm sure we CAN avoid a real depressiom if we have the
vill and the determimstion to do what aseds to be dome, but I dom't
think we can just reverse present dowmward trends by hidiag behind nice
sounding words like “mild recession”, or "normel adjustmeat”. l&hl
think the answer is Just such wishful thinkiang as sitting around saying
day-by-day-~in-every-way-things-are-golng-to-get-better. I'm a realist,
and I think now is the time for realism. I lnow scme political phrasemaker
has tried to tag the label ‘prophets of doom’on anybody vho wants to face
up to the facts, but they're not going to kid the man out of work with

such talk. He wants to see some actiom, not name-calling.
gt



-T-
SD#S: Semator, dem't you think pecple want to have the fects straight

from the shoulder, evenm though they are not always pleasant?

SENATOR: Yes, I do -- and I think it is important that they do get the
facts because it is the people we must rely om in the emd to guide us to
mmmuuﬁummmmmm
I suppose it is omly matural for amy political party to be imeclimed to
boast when times are good, and try to gloss over the facts or hid them
when times arem't so good. MMBQW]\‘“‘NM-M
political approach can be dangercus, if it means leading the coumtry
blindly along to some future rude awakening whem it is too late to correct
the situation. Now, I hardly think I can be termed a "prophet of gloom” just
because I poiat out that the Admimistretion's owm Bureau of Lobor
Statistics reported a decline of two milliom workers om the payrolls of
m,m,mummmua—m
And I thisk it ocaly fair for the public to understand that even official
Mmmmmmwmm,mw
are based upom applicants for unemployment compemsation. Now, mamy people

T



..
are mot covered by umemployment compemsation, and many who are deferring
Just as lomg as possible applyiug for such assistance because they kuow
it will caly be available for a limited time and they want to save it for
the period of most dire meed after their savimgs are exhausted. Rather
relisble estimates now place the matiom's total unemployed at arcund

3,“,“ b “ “.. m na

SDES: Semator, many of our listemers are rural pecple who mey mot

feel as directly affected by unemployment in industry. But wom't it add

to the farmer's preseat problems in the lomg rum?

SEATOR: It certainly will -- and very seriously. Just at the time ve

are trying to imcrease food comsumption, we have millioms of workers who
are faced vwith the mecessity of cutting dowm on their food purchases.

You kmow, we're begimming to see some of the same cycle that
led to that terrible depression of the thi+ e3, and taught us all how
interdependent our ecomomy is. Then, &s now, the farmers were the first
%o suffer a sizeable drcp in income, and had to cut down on their purchases

-



O
of farm equipment and household applisnces. That in turn meant less
business, less orders for industry. And them that meant less jobe and
smmller paychecks, that ia turn meant less demand for farm products ia
the grocery store.

I think farmers have learmed that high employment at good wages
is one of thelr best assurances of expanded markets; and city workers ave
lsarning more all the time that depressed fawm prices drag down the rest
of the ecomomy soomer or later. For tiat reasom each of us must be
concerned about the other fellow, and waut to see him have a decent
standard of living as well as ocurselves.

We keep hearing promises that govermmemt action will be taken
%0 head off this recessiom -~ and it is a2 recession. For the sake of
wm.m,xmﬁ-wmmmmwuﬂ:
something move positive and comstructive tham it is offering to stem the
_ farm vecession. If they dom't, I'm afraid we are im for trouble. Actually,
there is mo need for trouble because we can make the tramsition from smaller
defense expeaditures to greater peacwtime progress if we will really tackle
the many challemging jobs that comfromt us. I've memtiomed just a few

-
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that need attention: housing, schools, hospitals, roads, slum clearmmce --
all of them can mean jobs, and payrolls. We've put aside much of this
kinsd of work during our pericd of comcemtrating om heave defense
expenditures. Now seems the time to be thimking about such projects

agaia.

SD8S: Thenk you, Semator Humphrey....You have been listeaing to
Semator Hubert H. Bumphrey, with his weekly report from Washingtom to
the pecple of Nimmesota, presemted as a public service in cooperatiom
vith this station. This is Vashington, returning you to your
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TO RADIO STATIONS: Here's a suggested press release calling attention
to the next topic to be discussed by Senator Hubert

For Use With H. Humphrey in his series of regular weekly
Program No. 7 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
Defense Contracts couraging listener-interest in these public-service

Week of Feb. 22, 1954 programs, we suggest you copy this release with
your call letters and the time of the broadcast
"YOUR SENATOR REPORTS" inserted, and submit it to your local newspaper.

Cutbacks in Minnesota's defense contracts and the resulting

unemployment being created will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey

at over Station .
(day) (time) (call letters)

Senator Humphrey will be interviewed on the efforts he is making to
avold further layoffs by retaining more contracts "at home", instead of cutting
down work in American plants while letting offshore procurement contracts in
other countries.

Senator Humphrey protested on the Senate floor recently against
letting defense work go to plants in Italy that "may be Communist-dominated",
and urged that "American taxpayers dollars should be kept at home when workers
need jobs and plants need contracts".

The interview will be another in the series of weekly radio reports

from the nation's capital presented by Station as a public service.




SUBJECT:
Program No. 8:  For Week of March 1, 105%  Security for the Aged

SIS lﬂhﬂi&mmwl Hunphrey, with his veekly
report from the mation's capital. This program is brought to you as
a public service, in cooperatiom with this statiom.

Semator Buphrey is goimg to turn the tables today, and do
the imtervieving imstead of being imterviewed. Semator Mumphrey has
as his guest o mn knowa to millicms of Americans because of his
leadership in efforts to obtainm more equitable treatmest for the mation's
senior citizens.

I'm sure, Semator, you'd like to introduce your guest

persomally.

SEITOR: Yes, I would -- 1%t really is a pleasuwre for me to have with me
today & man vho has mde an cutstanding contribution toward social
jrogress ~- Dr. Frascis I. Tomsend. I doubt if we would have made
ummuwuﬁwmwmmwm

-1.
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better care for ouwr Senlor Citizenms if it bhad mot been for the persistent
work, the vision and coursge, and the devoliom to lmmmnity of Dr.
Towmsend. True, he has mot achieved all the goals he set out €o
achieve -~ probably mome of us do im a lifetime. Yet the comcerted,
continued efforts of Dr. Townsend and his loyel followers have helped
avaken America's comscience and stir up its imheremt semse of humn
Justice. For that reasomn I am proud to present him as my guest oa

this progran, to get his views about lagislation concerming aid to the
aged, and ia particular sbout the President's recoamendations for
improving our preseat social security program. Dr. Townsend, it's good

to bave you with us for & brief visit in Yashington.

IR, TOMSED: (Informal greetings to people of Mimmesota.)

SENATOR: Now, Dr. Towssend, why dom't you tell us what you think

mmm'nww.uummm

IR, TOMSEND:
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SENATCR: Begardless of amy of the shortcomings in the recommendatioss,
Dr. Tomsend, dom’t you feel the proposed improvements im socisl security
are a partial step in the right dirvection -- that at least they are better

thaz vint ve have now?

SENATOR: Thauk you very much, Dr. Townsend -~ I am sure your many
frieads in Townsend Clubs . im Mimsesota are going to be happy to hear
from you, and know that you are im good health and still going stromg.
I wvas happy to have you as my guest.

Bow, I'd 1ike to wind up this program on snother subject -- but
ome equally comcermed with the well being of humanity.

This month marks the start of the anmual campaign of the American
mmm,mmmummm.

The work of the Red Cross is for the bemefit of all the people.
mmxmnuum:mmww
eﬁ-whmm-, it is in scme important respects work dome

-..3-
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in behalf of the govermment and its departmemts. Yet it is work im
which ve all can apd should bhare, and share to the best of owr
ability. It is highly desirable that the greatest mumber of pecple
possible participate im Red Cross activities. Such volumtary service
r-mu@unwmmqumm
vay of life.

let's all pitch in and help. ILet's all share in extending the
helping band in bebalf of people who meed the assistance of their
neighbors, through the Red Cross. Servicemem, veterans, disaster
victims, and those who need blood are all depending on the Red Cross
staying on the job. It's up to us to meke sure such services are
mintained.

If each of us helps, the load is light. Do your part, both
as & volhusteer worker and comtributor, during Mimmesota's ammual "Roll

m’mmumuw".
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SDES: Thank you, Semator Humphwey...you have been listening to
Semator Huibert H. Husplwey, vith his weekly radio report from the

mation's capital. This program is presented as a public service, in
cooperation with this statiom. This is Vashingtom, returming you to

your station announcdr.



b TO RADIO STATIONS: Here's a suggested press release calling atten-
tion to the next topic to be discussed by Senator
For Use With Hubert H. Imphrey in his series of regular weekly
Program No. 8 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"Security for the Aged" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Week of March 1, 1954 programs, we suggest you copy this release with
your call letters and the time of the broadcast

YOUR SENATOR REPORTS inserted, and submit it to your local newspaper.

America's progress toward providing more realistic protection for
its "Senior Citizens" will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey over

Station on at .
(call letters) (day) (time)

Senator Humphrey's guest on the program will be Dr. Francis E.
Townsend, founder and leader of the old age pension movement bearing his name.
Because Dr. Townsend was visiting in Washington, Senator Humphrey invited him to
be a guest on his "radio report” and participate in a discussion of proposed

cimprovements to social security laws.

During his public service broadcast, Senator Humphrey will also
call attention to the forthcoming Red Cross campaign in Minnesota and urge its
support.

The program is one of Senator Humphrey's weekly series of radio
reports from Washington presented over Station as a public service,

aimed at keeping people informed on current issues.



SDOS: REPORT FROM WASHINOTON! Again we bring you Semator Hubert H.
m,u&mmmmumwnw. This program
uw.umuamm, in cooperation with this station.
Senator Humphrey, the dairy situation seems to be one of the eritical
problems confronting Minnesota and other farm states these days, and I know
you have been most active in the Semate in seeking to protect dairymen.
Perbaps today you would discuss the situstion now facing the dairy

industry, and wvhat you are endeavoring to do about it.

SENATOR: I em delighted to have the opportunity to discuss this
important subject. What is happening to the dairy industry in our

country today is of comcern to everyome -- not just dairy farmers. It is
ofmdmsmmmmwm,mmﬁmm

Mdmm.



Benson snnounced his

On February 1 ¢ Agriculi
intention of lovering I:é)Y

from the present 90% of parity %o the lowest level permitted by existing

products as of April 1,

lav - 75% of parity.

Some idea of what that means to the dairy industry, and our
entire econamy, can be gained from the estimates of the NHational Milk
Producers Federation that the change will wipe out at least $600,000,000
in dairy income this year. Coupled with the decline in value of dairy
farm assets as a result of the lower prices, the same Federation says the
real loss will likely reach as high as a billion dollars.

How, a great many of us feel that is too drastic a blow for
mmhMﬁMW,ﬂMMumum

at the dairy industry.

SIMMS: Seanator, what will the loss amount to for Minnesota?
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be one of the hardest hit

AR & - T

mt&whinmﬁtﬁtmimmwm

ion, and the large

dairy products, such as butter, cheese, and dried milk. But even if wve
aceept the very conservative estimate of the Minneapolis Tribune, the
1css to Minuesota will be more than §2,500,000 a month. Is it any wonder

that I am fighting against this blow to the economy of our state?

SDAS: It is certainly understandable, Semator, and I am sure Minnesota's
dairy farmers appreciate it. Could you tell us something about the course

your efforts have taken?

SENATOR: The day after Secretary Benscn made his announcement, I led a
mmnmmmf My remarks touched off a four-hour
debate, but certainly served notice that this drastic blow to the dairy
mmmumumuw;mm. As I pointed
cut in that debate, regardless of any differences of opinion on eventual

level of price supports on farm products, it should be rather cbvious that



umw,mmm.wwvﬂam&wnmm
vas directly contrary both to President Eisenhower's pledges during the
last campaign, ummmmwummm
to the Congress. I called attention of the Semate to a proposel advanced
wtunuwmnmwenmnmwmmmm
act limiting any reduction in dairy support to 5% a year, and providing
that mwmmmmm-mmhmm
support for the basic commodities, such as the feed grains the dairymen
bas to buy.

I read the language of that amendment into the official record
of the Semate, and called upon members of the Semate's agricultural
@mumwmmuhummwmu
something about 1t. I varned them that if the Camittee itself did not
act, I would lead = fight on the floor %o add that amendment to any

agricultural bill coming before us.



Agricultural Committee, introduced ia bill form the next day the word-for-

word measure I had proposed. I commended him for hig action, and joined
him @s co-gponsor of the bill -- now designated as 5. 2962, By such a
course ve demonstrated not only Mimnesota's unity on this lssue, but

bi-partisan unity as well.

SDMiS: Semator Humphrey, does there look like any chance of action on

the bill before the price drop for dairy products goes into effect?

SENATOR: That is what I am working on in the Semate right mow. When vord
got around that even though the bill was introduced it might be "bottled
uwp"” in committee until some decision was reached on general farm legislatiom,
T again tock the Semate floor to voice a vigorous jplea for 5. 2962 to be
given priority so that it could be voted upon before the April lst
“deadline” as at least a stop-gap measure to protect the dairy industry

until the appropriate agriculturel cammittees of the Semate and the House



on the floor for action before April 1st, »:ummmuﬁ
bill shead of other legislation, &s much as a general bill for improving
and strengthening our entire price support program is needed. I have
been instrumental in lining up fourteen additiomal co-sponsors for the
bill, and B3 Thye has obtained ten more, so we now have 24 gponsors for
8. 2602. I do not think such evidence of bi-partisan support can be
ignored by the agricultural committee, so I am extremely hopeful of
favorable action before April 1, unless the Administration's

leadership finds some way to block it.

SDAS: Semator Humphrey, hadu't you urged Secretary Bemson earlier to
avoid the necessity for such action by not changing dairy support levels

until Congress had made some decision on new farm legislation?



oJu
SENATOR: r.-,:u,-@@PYnmmmm
believe would have been the wiser course of action. In view of the
fact Congress is now in session and comsidering bills affecting the
future of farm price supports, Secretary Benson could have deferred making
any change and left the decision to the Comgress. That is what I asked
him to do, and that is what would have been the fair thing to do. It
would have been far less costly to the govermment, too -- because his
advance announcement of lower support levels om April lst is leading to
mass dumping of private inventories cato the government. You camnot
expect butter producers to hold stocks on their hands vhen theprice is
going to be deliberately depressed April lst. So they are selling butter
to the government now for prices based on 90% of parity, and will be
able to buy it back at lower prices after April lst if Secretary Bemsen's

plan goes through.

SDNES: Semator, I understand you have urged Secretary Bemson and the
Congress to look in other directions for the answer to this dairy problem,

and to put efforts toward developing new uses and outlets ahead of cutting

prices.



SEMTOR: Yes, I have

incr production last year

and so far this year.
due to favorable climatic conditions, ve do not have over-producticm in
terms of nutritiomal needs for the American people. What we lave is
under-conswmption. I have repeatedly urged that instead of trylng to
mke it unprofitable to produce and force dairy farmers out of business,
we should be developing vays and means of getting dairy products on the
tables of American citizens who need them, but camnot afford to buy them.
And T have not just talked about it, either -- I have had independent
studies made and presented the findings to the Congress last year with
recomendations for what I bave termed "Dairy Diet Dividends” -- making
the minimum dietary requirements of dairy products available to our
less fortunate citizens on old age assistance, to cur dependent
m,ummuww;mumw.
Iast July I urged the agricultural committee and the labor and public
welfare committee of the Semate to take the inmitiative in developing
such a plan. The Department of Agriculture has repeatedly called for

constructive reccumendations, so I urged that Department to study my proposal.
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Hovever %mmmu

» becaklge 1y Depgirk
lack the imsgination or initiative to try anything new besides cutting

prices to the producer, I have had to move ahead on my own. I have had
the Dairy Diet Dividend prepared im bill form, snd introduced in the
Semate. I am happy to veport that widespread interest has been shown
hthmbywm,ﬂtmummm

mmmmﬂmwtﬂm.

SD8S: Such a plan would actually be more for the consumers than the

farmers wouldn't it Semator?

SENATOR: ?Mh, 1t would help both. The cbjective of the Dairy
mmmmu»wmmm'-mumw
the issuance of Dairy Diet Dividend certificates entitling individuals
Mmuuummwmuamwm“
discount prices of the minimum amount of dairy products deemed essentisl

to a healthy diet.
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ve eligible for assistance in purchasing dairy products through their
normal retail channels of trade. It would not be any cutright gift,
mmmmwmmmmmpmm
mmw-wmu&m'mmw.'
mmm,wmwwummmmm.m
at around half price. It would be & yublic ldvestment in the mation's
m,mmmmmwwmnamm.m
low to afford them such important foods. Of course, it could mean &
tremendous increase in dairy conswmption, thereby lessening the need for

government purchases of dairy products to support prices to the producer.

SDMES: Thank you, mm...mamﬁnnmnm
Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly redio report from the mation's
wm...muammmmmm
with this station. mumm,mmum@m
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SIMMS: REPORT FROM WASHINGTON: Again we bring you Semator Hubert H.

Humphrey, with his weekly report from the nation's capital. This program
is brought to you as a public service, in cooperation with this station.
Senator Humphrey, what's to the forefront in behind-the-scenes discussions

around Washington this week?

SENATOR: Well, you could hardly expect much else to be in the forefront
around the middle of March except taxes -- and that is what is on the minds
of many Senators and Congressmen these days. And I am happy to be able to
predict some good news for cur taxpayers -- the outlook is really improving
for tax reduction where it is really needed, in the lower and middle income
brackets. Despite the opposition from the Administration, the signs are
mnml-twthMMtoOﬂummmm

to individual taxpayers as well as to business gemerslly.
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SDAS: What form do n\C@pYa take, Semator?

SENATOR: Most of the support seems to be centering around doing the very
thing I proposed more than a month ago -- raising the exempticns of the
individual taxpayer. ummlm,xmmlmnumm
for raising exemption of each taxpayer from $600 to $800. Since thenm,
similar legislation has been introduced by the veteran Senator Valter
George of Georgla, dean of the Democrats on the Semate Finance Committee
vhich handles tax matters and recognized as cne of the Senate's foremost
experts in fiscal and tax policies. Such support is reslly significant,
parties to his side. Senmator George has asked that exemptions be raised
from $600 to $800 as a first step mow, and later boosted even further to
$1,000 for each individual.

Such action would be a break to all taxpayers -- but would give
the greatest benefit to those that need it most ~- those in the lower and

middle income tax brackets.
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SDes: m,um@@%mumwm

tax reduction for the average citizen?

SERATOR: Primarily the changing conditions in ocur economy. Regardless of
vhether you want to call it recession or adjustment, our economy is slipping
backward. There are signs on the horizon that must be faced if we are to
avoid more seriocus comsequences. The purchasing power of the American
people is falling off, and needs some kind of a boost to reverse the present
trend in our economy.

Most experts now agree that tax reduction is the soundest first
step in trying to ward off a depression. They say that reduced taxes --
reduced in the right places, and to the people who will spend the money in
other ways -- will increase the country's purchasing power and help stabilize
the econcmy. For example, the raised exemptions Semator George and I have
proposed would release 4% biliion dollars this year from tax payments for
consumer spending. It is easy to see what a 1ift that money could give

to our economy, at a time when 1t badly needs such a 1lift. Of course, we



need other tax

elimimated to spur business, and all excise taxes should be lowered or

eliminated for the same purpose.

SDS: Senmator Humphrey, hasn't the Administration approached this tax
reduction in a different way, proposing the major reductions through

dividend tax credit instead of railsing individual exemptions?

SENATOR: That's right, but I don't think they are going to fool many
people with a proposal that gives tax relief to the few who need it the
least, and ignore the many who need it most.

The dividend tax proposal already recommended by the House Ways
and Means Ccamittee means a tax reduction of$850 million deollars, but let's
Just see who bemefits by it. It only helps those stockholders receiving
dividend income from corporations. Only 8¢ of America’'s families own any
stock at all -- 92% own ncae. And the bulk of stock is held in far fewer
hands, for 6/10 of 1% of American families own 80% of all the publicly held

stock.
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dividend income: According to the 1950 volume of Statistics of Income,
only 4.5% of taxpayers with incomes under $5000 reported any dividend
income at all, and only 16.6% of taxpayers with incomes between $5000
and $10,000 veported any dividend income at all. Yet 73.7% of taxpayers
vith incomes over §25,000 reported dividend income -- and they would be the
ones primarily benefited by the Administration's plan.

I have a little chart here that shows some examples of how
the dividend tax credit affects various income groups. It is compiled
on a basis of tax savings to married couples with two dependents, assuming
all their income is from dividends. For those with a dividend income of
$3,000, there would be a tax saving of $40 or an increase of 1.4% in
"take home pay”. Even for $10,000 in dividend income, the saving would
oﬁlymuimnd'r.ﬁlj.:"“h:.pw“. But what happens as we
go on up in higher brackets? For $100,000 in dividend income, an increase
of 16% is provided in "take home pay”. For $500,000 in dividend income,

)

the increase in tax relief is 31%. And for our milliomamires, an increase

of 38.5% is provided in "take home pay”. This gives investment income lan

enormous advantage over earnmed income, contrary to most tax philosophies
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SIMES: Senmator, wouldn't tax relief in those higher brackets have far
less anti-recession effect as far as purchasing power in our econcmy is

concerned?

SENATOR: Of course, it would, and that is vhy support is shifting to
the idea of spreading tax relief over the broad base of taxpayers, with
the greatest bemefit to those in the lower income brackets needing it

for living expenses. If we are going to use tax adjustments to combat
the recession, the place tax relief is needed is with the average

taxpayer, the lower and middle income tax groups.

SIRS: Senator, under the proposals advanced by you and Semator Ceorge,

wvhen would the tax reduction take effect?



e
- - v AR
right now. The tax reduction we propose is for the curreant year. If
mbmumummmuwmmxm
paychecks immediately. mrwiwtlwm. it would mean a rebate

at tax time next year, instead of additional charges.

SDIMMS: Senator, you have mentioned your suppert for tax reduction
Mnamdmwuﬂhmm. Are

there other steps which you feel should be taken for the same purpose:

SENATOR: Yes, theve arve, and I think it would be wise for us to be
taking them without further delay. Our growing unemployment cannot be
ignored. We must be thinking about ways and means of giving these people
a chance to do productive work, if priwate employment is not available
for them. We do not want to see another era of dependence on relief
rolls.

I feel we should be undertaking expanded public works programs

right now.
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make-vork projects -- I am talking about bonafide comstruction work
that must be undertaken socmer or later. All of us know how urgently
we need new schocls. All of us know we need more housing. All of us
know our hospitel facilities are inadequate. Certainly we can be
killing two birds at the same time if we meet part of our unemployment
problem by getting busy on building schools, building houses, and
building hospitals.

For example, much of our Twin Cities unemployment would likely
be absorbed if we could speed up slum clearance and develogment, start
building the new schools we need, and step up rather than hold back on
our hospital expansion program. |

We have guite a mational work-shelf of plans for such projects;
all ve need is the push from the Administration to get & green light from
Congress for going ahead. Unfortumately, even though the President hae
talked favorably sbout such cbjectives, the actual appropriation proposals

submitted to the Congress by this Administration mke no provision for
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stepping up such work. memu-num
rate of assistance for hospital and school comstruction. I think we should
do an about face, and get some of this work under way. It has to be done
sooner or later, and 1t would seem wise to start it now while employment
is slack and our economy is veakening.

Of course, I cannot discuss the over-all conditions in our
econcaly without coming back to where much of the present trouble
started -- in agriculture. Vhen farm income firet started falling, many
mwuwmmmxmm-ﬂ-&n@w.
Many of us warned, however, that you would not go very long with falling farm
purchasing power until the rest of the economy began to suffer. HNow, we
are seeing that happen. I think one of the foundations of any program to
combat a depression must be assurances of continued econcmic protection for
agriculture, and averting any further drop in farm income.

That was one of the sound warnings given the Congress last week
by the Joint Committee om the Ecomomic Report, after exhaustive hearings
during which the leading economists of the country were called in to help

in studying the President's economic message. The Joint Conmitéee is



Yet that group, serving as a watchdog for our economy, went on record
12 to 2 against the President's farm recommendations ss being too much

' gr &
of a disruptive blow to our agricultural economy. Mm\ﬂnm
the farm program not just from the standpoint of what was good for
farmers, or vhat would be a wise political course. They were examining
it in relation to what it might do to the rest of cur economy. And they
came to the sound conclusion that we better not start lowering support

prices, and plunge agriculture further toward a depression.

SDMS: Thauk you, Semator Humphrey ... you have been listening to
Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, reporting to the people of Minnesota from
‘the mation's capital...This weekly program is presented ss s public
service through the cooperation of this station...This is Washingtom,

returning you to your station ammouncer.
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Program No. 11l:  WEEK OF MARCH 22, 1954 HOUSING

SDMMS: YOUR SENATOR REPORTS FROM WASHINGTON! Again we bring you
Senator Hubert H, Humphrey, with his weekly report from the Nation's
capital. This program is brought to you as a public service, in
cooperation with this station. Semator Humphrey what's the situation

in the present Congress in regard to housing legislation?

SENATOR: I'm glad to discuss this subject, because I lnow home owners,
prospective home owners, and home builders all like to keep abreast of
any nev developments in legislation concerning housing and financing
of housing construction.

President Eisenhower's housing program was recommended to the
Congress in a special message two months ago. In my opinion, it offered
some constructive improvements, although it also had some rather obvious
weaknesses as far as meetiag our Nation's housing problems are concerned.
In the main the President's program followed the outlines of the report

of the President's Advisory Commission on Housing. As a result it is
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details where the message is lacking in detail. However, so far there

has been no legislative action in the Congress carrying out any of the

President's recommendations.

SIMMS: Senator Humphrey, I know you bave always been keenly imterested
in slum clearance and urban redevelopment, and have urged mny times

recently that now would be a good time to step up such efforts to take
up some of the slack in employment. What does the President's program

recommend in regard to getting rid of our slum areas?

SHNATOR: You're absolutely right about my interest in this vital phase
of any housing program. HMany of our great cities are literally rotting
from within, as a result of neglected slum areas. From strictly an
econamic standpoint of protecting property values as well as from tha
social standpoint of getting rid of breeding grounds for disease and
delinquency, we should be doing much more about urban redevelopment
projects. I'mmmmmwdmmwmm

he did, although I don't think he went quite far enough.
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renovation and slum elimination. It requested $700 million for loan
funds and $250 million for capital grant funds. Now in view of the
heavy costs involved in most of these projects, we can't get many of them
carried to successful completiom with that loan limitation. Most of these
projects will pay themselves out in time, but cities are Just umable to
finance them on their own without the assistance of long-term Federal
credit. However, what the President has called for is desirable and
will help meke progress on & tremendous problem.

We all must realize, however, that slum clearance and renovation
does not itself add to the supply of housing. In fact, slum clearance,
as ve all know from experience, creates displaced slum dwellers with
the result there is a greater need for & larger housing supply. That's
vhy ve must make sure that additional housing is provided as we proceed
with slum clearance work.

The President's message also calls for insuring of private
loans for rehabilitation purposes through FHA, This is a needed

incentive. Again we must remember, however, that building homes in
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add to the total supply of homes and occasionally adds to the cost of
rent of the homes. The President also called for a program of metching
grants to do the plamning job necessary to arrest the spread of slum
conditions. This would call for an appropriation of $5 million. I

an in support of such a program.

SDMMS: Senator Humphrey, does the President's program include any

encouragenent for buying or modernizing existing homes?

SENATOR: Yes, it does. The second mejor item of the message calls for
insured loans and improvement loans on existing houses. The lov insurance
would be comparable to that for fimancing new houses. This is excellent.
It also calls for increasing the size and term of modernization loans,
recognizing higher costs. Under the proposed new program, the maximum
loan under Title I for repairing and modernizing single family homes
vould be ifavresswml from §2,500 to §3,000, and the meximm term from three
to five years. I'm very much in favor of this change to encourage home

improvement and modernization.



housing assistance to low income families?

SENATOR: Yes, he did, and it is where more of our attentiom in housing
legislation should be concentrated. However, there are serious questions
in my mind about how effective the Fresident's proposal would be. His
recomnendations call for an experimental program of long-term loans for
purchase of low-income homes through FHA. Under its terms, low
mmmmmmummmum:wmm
new and existing dwellings acquired by low income families. Now,

the President's Advisory Commission had recommended for this purpose
ko-year, 100% loans, up to from §7,600 to $8,600 per unit. The
President's housing bill sent to Congress February 12th coantains

a $7,000 limit on the 40-year loans. I have some doubts about that
limit. I am afraid it is too low for any practical purposes. I think
most of us realize that not much of a house can be built today in the

$7600 to $8600 range, let alone under $7,000.



limited to those families who must seek other homes as a result of

slum rehabilitation, conservation and similar activities. Now it is
mwmwhwumlum-amrwmm-m
loans, and they will not add very much to the housing supply. Most
people forced to move out of slum areas are in no position to take on
long-term loans to build their own homes. What they need is some form of
low-rental housing, of higher standards than existed for them in

slum areas.

SIMMS: Doesn't that point up & need for continued public housing,

Semator?

SENATOR: I believe it does. The President's message also calls for a
temporary continmuation of public housing, but on a very limited scale.
The President reccemends comstruction of 1%0,000 units during the next
four years, at the rate of 35,000 units each year. I am troubled, however,
by the fact that the bill in the House of Representatives does not even

mention public housing -- despite the President's recommendation.
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the bucket compared to nationmal need. You may recall that the Housing
Act of 1949 which Senator Taft co-sponscred asked for 135,000 wmits a
year for six years, or a total of 810,000 units.

Realistically speaking, even the small amount of public housing
recamended by the President may face tough sledding in the Congress.
The President had also recommended 35,000 unite in 1953, but his
request was defeated in the House of Representatives. I might be
pardoned in pointing out that the President's suquest was supported
by 64% of the Democrats in the House, but opposed by O4% of the

Republicans.

SIMIS: Semator, were there other future changes indicated in the

President's message?

SENATOR: Yes, there were...The President says he will call for a more
realistic scale of mortgage ceilings, taking into account the increased

cost of building today. The aggigory Comission recoMenged increasing
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the ceiling to &o,@ @, and $35,000 for

four-family units. This is most desireble insofar as it goes, and will
enable moderate and higher income families to carry larger mortgages.
The President also wants the authority to "adjust” housing
interest rates. His Commission recommended similar flexibility, but
spoke of rates as high as 2% above the current aversge yield on
obligations of the United States having a remaining mturity of 15
years or more. This will likely mean higher interest rates on housing
loans -- perhaps up to a full percent. The President also plans to
wbthasovumtmtdnmmmmmiﬁaw
turning the program known as "Fauny May" over to private emterprise.
However, the builders are opposing this on the ground that it will
restrict credit and raise rates. I don't believe this is the time to
tighten credit and restrict housing, and if this is going to be the

effect of the President's proposal I am concerned about it.

SIMMS: BSenator Humphrey, have there been any changes in regard to

Veterans Housing or Farm Housing?
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SENATOR: wm@@@%m said he would

end the Farm Housing Program under Title V of the Housing Act when the
law expires June 30 of this year. I am in favor of the Farm Housing
Progrem and opposed to its termination. Since the program was
originally enacted by Congress in 1949 ~- a program which I helped to
sponsor -- 20,000 farmers have buillt homes with Federal loans. For
this program to expire will mean that farm families will have no
credit facilities designed for their housing problems. Along with
Senator Sparkman, I am going to co-sponsor legislation to extend this
progranm instead of letting it expire.

The President also failed to mention in his housing message
or in his budget message the continuance of the direct veterans loan
program. This may mean that he intends to have the plan expire on
June 30 of this year. You will recall Congress passed this law in
1950 to make sure that veterans in the tightest credit areas could
get loans up to $10,000 to buy homes. The rate was 4% until recently
vhen the new Administration raised it to 44%. About 40,000 veterans have
taken advantage of this to date. I have supported this program, and I

do not like to see it end.



SD8iS: Thank you, S@ . € I mebm listening to your

Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly radio report from the
Hation's capital...This is a public service program, presented in

cooperation with this station. This is Washington, returning you to

your station announcer.
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TO RADIO STATIONS: Here's a suggested press release calling atten-

tion to the next topic to be discussed by Senator

For Use with Hubert H. Humphrey in his series of regular weekly
Program No. 11 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"HOUSING" couraging listener-interest in these public-service

Week of March 22, 1954 programs, we suggest you copy this release with
your call letters and the time of the broadcast
"YOUR SENATOR REPORTS" inserted, and submit it to your local newspaper.

Changes proposed in the Nation's housing legislation will be dis-

cussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey over at on .
(call letters) (time) (day)

Senator Humphrey will analyze President Eisenhower's housing
recommendations, and discuss the outlook for action Ly the Congress. Among
the topics to be discussed will be slum clearance and urban redevelopment,
public housing, an experimental program on long-term housing loans for low-
income families, increasing amounts and extending time on modernization loaus,
increasing the scale of mortgage ceilings, and the prospect of higher interest
rates on housing loans.

Expiration of the farm housing program and the direct veterans
housing loan program on June 30 of this year unless Congress acts soon
will be explained by Senator Humphrey, as the President's program has not
called for continuing either of the programs.

The broadcast will be another in the weekly series entitled
"Your Senator Reports'", presented by Senator Humphrey from Washington

as a public service in cooperation with Station .




SDMS: YOUR SENATOR REPORTS -- FROM WASHINGION! Ve bring you Senabor
Hubert H. Humphrey of Mimnesota, in another of his weekly series of
transcribed reports from the Nation's capital, presented as a public
service in cooperation with this station. Senmator Humphrey, with all
the charges and counter charges flying around, it might be helpful if
you would discuss the Nation's imtermal security problems and what is

being done about them.

SEINATOR: I am move than happy to discuss this subject, as it 1s a very
serious one that vitally effects all Americans. Let me make clear right
at the start that Communism IS a menace , and we must all be continually
alert against its inroeds. Unfortunately, however, efforts to protect
the Nation's security sometimes get bogged down and distorted into
deliberate efforts to promote fear hysteria for persomal political gain,
playing right into the enemies hands by dividing the American people

instead of maintaining the solidarity of purpose we must have to
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sure ve don't undermine the very basic freedoms of democracy that the
Commmnists seek to destroy. Unless we are ready to admit the failure
ddmmq--cﬁlcmmhum--wmuubletopropeﬂy
protect our internal security without sacrificing individual rights
and civil liberties, and without stamping out freedom of thought and
expression which have comtributed so much to democracy's progress.
That is one of the dangers we face today, as a result of abuses of

the investigative authority of the Congress.

SDMS: Senmator Humphrey, do you think Congress should be investigating

Commnism, in and out of Government?

SENATOR: By all means -- it is part of our sworn respomsibility to
protect our country and uphold our Comstitution. The only issue is

HOW the Congress conducts such investigations, and whether it does it
in a statesmanlike manner protecting the rights of the immocent, and

protecting the heritage of our great bill of rights.
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interested in headline-mmting competition than in really protecting
our internmal security. This is not a partisan matter at all. Loyalty
to our country is not 2 personal possession of any political party.
All good Americans put such loyalty above partisan considerations.
Democrats and Republicans alike share in the comvern over the threat
of Commmism to freedom in the world, and should work hand in band to
safeguard our country from that threat. Our challenge today is

to find better ways of protecting our internal security that don't
undermine democracy itself. President Eisenhower has concurred in that
belief in calling for specific rules to guide the Congressional
investigations. However, he has left the problem up to the Congress
itself. And it is to be regretted that the Republican leadership in
the Senmate apparently hesitates to meet this issue squarely and

M"m.
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SIMMS: Semator mntn@ ﬁ.‘Xlﬂd Senator Douglas

have proposed establishing a Joint Comittee on Internal Security with

a code of "fair play” to guide its activities. Can you tell us more

about it?

SEFATOR: I'm very glad to. It seems to be a more sensible course than
vwe are now following. It is really nothing new -- when I returned to
the Congress at the opening of this session I declared publicly that
umtmmmmmmwmmwm-mmtm
committees, and establish some standards or ethics for their
procedures. I have previously co-sponsored bills simed at that
purpose with Senators Lucas, Morse, and Kefauver. Representative
Frelinghuysen of New Jersey has introduced similar legislation in the
House. Senator Douglas and I have sought to bring together the most
constructive ideas out of all these proposals and included them in a
Jjoint resolution introduced in the Senate on March 8. We took this
action after the Semate's leadership declined President Eisenhower's

own suggestions that something should be done, and left it up to the



very same committees now mrm

Today a great many of the committees compete for headlines
MW,MWMWMMaWWMM
in the shuffle. Our proposal calls for establishing one cemtralized
JMMMMWWMMWM&‘“W&H
internal security matters, adequately staffed with experienced and
qualified investigators instead of press agents. The proposal to
cmoliﬂntotheimatmumotmtomthyMom
atm,mmmmmmmm“numamy,
and better employ the limited manpower resources in the Congress.
Furthermore, our proposal would meet President Eisenhower's suggestion
for specific rules to guide the Congressiomal investigations. We should
give a falr trial to those brought before the legislative courts of
public opinion.

Our resolution is designed to introduce into our legislative
inquiries the same sense of Jjustice and responsibility which is the

foundation of our civil pights, and vhich guides our courts.



This is mnrytomtmtht:m&.p XCmn, to save it

from falling into disrepute, and to strengthen public support for the
proper investigative functioms of the Congress. Of course, this will
also improve our waning prestige abroad -- and prove that democracy
really works.

Mlccitkﬁuzﬁutmimmmmgmd
mmmmwmw,mmmmﬂudmmlm
due process of the law.

Don't confuse this with being "soft". Far from it. Justice,
compassion and mercy are not signs of softness and flabbiness. They
are signs of strength, and the roots of American legal justice. They
are the differences between the American way of life, and the Commwmist

or any other totalitarian way.

SINMS: Senator Humphrey, will you outline for us some of the specific

provisions of the "fair play” code provided under your resolutiomn?
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1. Hearings would be held cnly if voted by & majority of the
committee and & clear advance statement of the subject of hearings
would be required.

2. Witnesses would have the right of counsel and his advice
mmem,mmnmmwxmmmm
otherwise, in private hearings as well.

3. Witnesses would be permitted to file supplementary
mterial following examination, or make brief oral statements confined
to the matters upon which they vere questiomed.

b, All sessions would be reported stemographically and the
record made available for inspection by witness or counsel.

5« Only the majority of the conmittee would be permitted
to authorize the release of statements or documents.

6. A majority of the committee would be required to order

executive hearings, and at least two members would be required to be

present.



7. cmetYm only in full text,

uecpttnmchmasmmemummty;

8. No camittee reports could be issued unless submitted in
advance to the comitteemembers and adopted at a camittee meeting.

9. Advance notice would be required to be given to persons
sbout whom it is proposed to present derogatory information at a
puhlic hearing, and insofar as practicable, such material shall be
presented first in executive sessicn to permit the committee to
test its reliability and probative value.

10. Mmmmmmmwmumm
damaged by committee testimony made public would be permitted to file
ammmmmmmtm,hmmmmm
testify, to obtain witnesses in their behalf if allowed by the
comrittee majority, and to secure the sppearance of and cross-examine
the adverse witnesses unless the majority should decide otherwise.

11l. Witnesses would also be permitted to submit cross-examination
questions in writing to the chairman of the committee to be put to other

witnesses vhile giving damaging testimony.
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vho gives testimony reflecting adversely on the character and
reputation of another in an open hearing shall be required to disclose
his sowrces of information unless to do so would endanger the natiomal

ﬂmity-

SDMS: Semator, that certainly seems more &n keeping with our
traditional democratic processes than many present investigations,

and should be a constructive step for the Congress to take.

SENATOR: Yes, I am convinced it is. At the very heart of our resolution
is the doctrine that the accused should have an adequate and speedy
right to defend his most precious possessiom -- his reputation.

A man cherishes his reputation more than he cherishes his

property end frequently his life. As Shakespearesaid:



X disloyal. Ve can be

liberal, without being subversive. We can believe in progress, without

We can have ¢

being & danger to free imstitutions. We can grant others the right
to be anon-conformists, to be inguiring and venturesome, without
endangering our national security.

That is the American way -- the way that must be preserved.

SD2iS: Thank you, Senator Humphrey...You have been listening to
Senator Hubert H. Humphrey in his weekly report from the Nation's
capital, presented as a public service in cooperation with this

station. This is Washington, returning you to your station announcer.....



TO RADIO STATIONS: Here's a suggested press release calling atten-
tion to the next topic to be discussed by Senator

For use with Hubert H. Humphrey in his series of regular weekly
Program No. 12 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"Internal Security" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Week of March 29, 1954 programs, we suggest you copy this release with
your call letters and the time of the broadcast
"YOUR SENATOR REPORTS" inserted, and submit it to your local newspaper.

Ways of protecting the liotion's interncl security without "headline-
hunting competition" btebtween rival committees and without abusing America's
cherished individual liberties will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey

at over Radio Station .
(day) (hour) (call letters)

Senator Humphrey willi explain the Douglas-Humphrey bill to establish a
Joint Committee on Internal Security and provide a "code of fair play" for all
investigations, assuring that legislative investigations have the same sense of
justice and responsibility, protected by rules and procedures of law, such as
guides our courts.

The centralizing of all investigations pertaining to internal security
in one overall Senate and House Committee, with consolidated staff and budget, is
also expected to bring about economy and enable use of more qualified personnel,
according to Senator Humphrey.

The program will be another in the weekly radio series, "Your Senator
Reports", transcribed by Senator Humphrey in Washington and presented as a public

service in cooperation with Station .
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