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SIMMS: YOUR SENATOR REPORTS -- FROM WASHINGTON! Again we bring you

Sepator 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 is the

situation in the cwrrent Congress with respect to health legislation?

SENATOR: I am glad you asked me to discuss health issues because few things
so directly affect all the American people. Several weeks ago we
comented on the President's message to the Congress outlining his

views on health legislation, most of them comstructive views. At the

same time, however, I called attention to the President's budget message
that put quite a damper on the outlook for some of the fine objectives

he outlined for improved health programs and improved health facilities.
Unfortunately, the President's recommendations for funds did not match

his recommendations for accamplishing some of the things that need

to be done. However, Congress has been taking a deep look at some of

these probikims and may come up with views of its owm.
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done and what his Administration really plans doing. When the
President's budget was submitted to the Congress we found that
instead of providing for increased research on cancer, heart disease,
arthritis and all those other afflictions which are causing millions
to suffer and costing our Nation millions of dollars in productivity
loss, in fact such research funds were sharply cut. Now, I comsider
that a dangerous step backward. Moreover, funds for the control of
the communicable diseases are less than in the past, and tuberculosis
funds were cut by 4 percent. We find, too, that whereas the President's
health message had called for expansion of the hospital construction
program, the budget funds proposed for the going comstruction program
have been cut down to one-third of the amount authorized in the Act --
the lowest figure in the history of the program. We find, too, that
vhereas the Presidential health message had spoken in glowing terms of
increasing by 40,000 a year the number of disabled Americans restored
to gainful employment through an expanded rehabilitation program, in his

budget he has slashed the funds for rehabilitation by almost $4 milliom.



oo matter what the President may say in his nmessage, and no matter what

the Bureau of the Budget may recomend, vhat is actually done in the
field of Federal health activity depends primarily on Cougressional

Committees -- on the actions of the House and Semate Committees which
draft health legislation, and on the Appropriations Committees which
finally determine in large measure just how much money will be

available for whatever programs the Congress approves.

SDEiS: Let's twrn our attention to those legislative committees,
Senator Humphrey. Are they showing more comsideration for health

legislation?

SENATGR: I am happy to report ome new and what I think is an important
development. In past years, as you know, most of our health legislation
originated in the Senate Committee on Labor and Public Welfare. It was

in the Senate that the most extensive hearings were held, and I believe

I can rightfully say the most intensive attempts were made to investigate



.:. under the chairmanship

of e Republican, Congressman Wolverton of New Jersey, the House Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Comerce has been conducting since last
October oue of the most thorough-going studies on health problems
affecting the Nation that has ever been undertaken by the Congress
Starting with an analysis of the measures being taken both by government
and the private agencies to find the cause and cure of major diseases,
going into the adequacy or imadequacy of health facilities, inquiring
into all the various types of health imsurance plans now available to
the American people, and ending up with a really serious investigation
ofmmlsmﬁabyyninmmhﬂlymﬂingnﬂimlm
to large groups of people at prices they can afford to pay, the House
Committee has done an amazing job. I recommend that those of you who
are interested write for a copy of their printed hearings. You will

find much of it that 1s of interest.

SIS: GSenator, do you expect any new bills to result from the hearings?
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SEATOR; Well, out :@@E@¥o of Mr, Wolverton's

persomal interest in the problem and his refusal to kowtow to people
who insist that all is right in the world of medicine when the facts
mmsmmmlywitiamt,lthinkvemmotm
rﬂﬁmtﬁmﬁmwmﬁmﬂquMs. I
do not Imow which of the many bills being studied by that committee
will be reported out. The fate of two of them, I am sure, will be of
particular interest.

One of these, Congressman Wolvertom's bill, H. R, T700, represents
vhat I think 1s an interesting proposal put forth by Henry Kaiser with
respect to the finmancing of local hospitals. It could, of course,
apply to the financing of group bealth facilities such as clinics and
diagnostic centers as well. In brief, Mr. Kaiser contends that his
successful group pre-payment medical care plans came into being only
because he was persomally able to underwrite the costs of hospital
construction. Therefore, Mr. Kaiser has proposed and the Volverton bill
suggests that the Federal govermment should re-insure local lending

agencies vhich are willing to advance funds for the building of hospital



Much the same as the FHA insured private real estate loans, he would
have the government guarantee loens extended to pre-payment groups by
local financing agencies. It is a comstructive suggestion that we
should certainly study with care.

A second Wolverton bill, H. R. 6950, is almost the same as the
bills vhich I introduced in earlier Congresses at the suggestion of our
cooperative health association. It would provide long-term low interest
loans for the comstruction and equipping of health service facilities
for non-profit health associations. It is broader in its terms than

our original co-op bill, but it is essentially sound.

SD8S: Semator, you have told us of the House activity, but what about

the Senate Camittees?

SENATOR: As yet little has been done on the part of the Committee on
Labor and Public Welfare in the health field. However, hearings have just
been held on extension of the hospital comstruction program which most

of us support.



U W« for next week on

my co-op health bill providing loans for equipping of health service
facilities for non-profit health associations, to which I referred
earlier. I might point out that I favor the use of loans, rather than
any outright grants such as the Administration now proposes. I will

testify at the hearings April 12 in support of my bill.
SD4S: What hearings will follow, Senator Humphrey?

SENATOR; Next will be hearings on the President's recammendations for
changing the system vhereby grants-in-aid are mmde to the states for
local public health activities. In the past the Congress in making
those grants has ordinarily stipulated the amounts or percemtages which
would be allocated to a specific local public health activity such as
tuberculosis comtrol or cancer screening programs. The President's new
proposal would change that system so as to glve the states greater leeway
in deciding how much of the total Federal grant they receive should be

spent on ome or ancther activity. Insofar as particular disease problems
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like a good proposal. I am a little bit vorried, however, about one
intangible but important factor in this proposal.

I am afraid that even though this is not intended it may actually
result in lover and lower appropriations for those public health
activities. I remember a few years back when the Public Health
Service appearing before the appropriations committee said it needed
more money for gemeral public health work in the states, and that in
order to get it it was willing to take a slight cut in the amounts
granted for work in venereal disease, TB-control and a few other
categories of public health assistance. The result was that the
comitiee gleefully made the recommended cuts in the specific
categories, and vhen it came Vo general public health refused to
appropriate anything at all. This is simply that well-known devil,
human nature, at work again.

If you ask the people if they are against tuberculosis, if they
are agalinst heart disease, and if they are willing to spend money to

fight those things, they invariably say yes.
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about health in general, you get no such reaction. It is the old
probflem that the preacher has before him constantly. Somehow he finds
1t extremely hard to get the congregatiom worked up over his description
of heaven, but just let him start talking about fire and brimstone and
all the special horrors which may be visited upon the congregation which
is wifortunate enough to fall into the clutches of the devil, and he
gets an immediate and powerful reaction. I am a little bit afraid
thatthismbeuhstﬁhammchtawblichlthmhﬁm
will face. Whereas we have been getting dollars to fight egainst specific
devils, I am afraid we will get pemnies if we are only talking about

generalities of public health.

SIMMS: Senator Humphrey, vhat about the Administration's proposal to
wmwmwmmm&mvuun?mm

on added risks of broadening their services?
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SENATOR: Frankly, m@'©Pqummm5
proposal because aside from saying that it would be limited and
experimental, the Administration has not yet told us what it has in
mind. It has repeatedly promised to send down & bill, but it has not
yet done so. I think anyone who has studied the problem at all can
see vhy. This is a most complex and involved problem, and my opinion
is that the Administration perhaps spoke too soon, and has since been
unable to work out a proposal satisfactory even to itself. When and if
it does send such a bill, we certainly will have to examine it with
great care. In effect, it is being proposed that the taxpayer's money

shall be used to re-insure private health insurance coneerns.

SDSS: Thank you, Semator Humphrey....You have been listening to
Sepator Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly report from Washington
to the people of Mimnesota. This program has been 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. 13 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en=-
"HEALTH" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Week of April 5, 1954 programs, we suggest you copy this release with
your call letters and the time of the broadcast
"YOUR SENATOR REFQRTS" inserted, and submit it to your local newspaper.

Health legislation pending and proposed before the present Congress will

be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey (D., Minn.) over Station

(call letters)

on at .
(day) (time)

Senator Humphrey will be interviewed on the status of legislation in the
House and Senate affecting hospital construction, financial help for nonprofit
health associations, and funds for research and public health work.

The program is another in Senator Humphrey's weekly series, "Your
Senator Reports'", transcribed in Washington and presented by Station as

a public service.



SDS: YOUR SENATOR REPORTS -- FROM WASHINOTON! Again ve 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
cocperation with this station. Senator Humphrey, what do you want to

discuss this week?

SHATOR: I would like to call the attention of our people in Minnesota
¥ what I regard as a very serious error made by the House of
epresentatives. num-ummummm
tbout, because it affects the world we live in and our hopes and
dreams of being able to live in peace and neighborly harmmony. I am
referring to one of the simplest but most effective and necessary arms
of our foreign policy -- the educational exchange programs., I think
most of us realize that we simply must learn to live as good neighbors
if we ever expect to maintain peace in the world, and one of the most

effective ways to achieve mutual understanding has been through the



SIMMS: What has happened to this program, Semator Humphrey?

SENATOR: Well, I regret to say that the House of Representatives has
virtually emasculated it with a 40% cut in appropriations, playing right
into the hands of Soviet Commmists just to save $6,000,000. You do not
find the Kremlin cutting down on its efforts to educate and indoctrinate
students of other lands with Commnist views; they are expanding all the
time. Yet right in the midst of our desperate struggle for suyvival of
freedom we refuse to invest an extra six million dollars in "selling"”
democracy to the rest of the world through these effective student exchange
programs. Denial of the funds needed will halt United States educational
exchange relationships with two-thirds of the important foreign countries
in which the Soviet Union and its bloc are expanding similar activities, and

greatly cripple our educational relationships with even more countries.



SENATOR: Yes, I can -- and I think we all should consider very carefully

whether we want to risk such foolish "economy” at the possible expense of
our future safety and security. The $6 million reduction voted by the
House will mean these things:

1. Eliminate educational exchanges completely in L6 countries,
including all of the South American Republics, Egypt, Turkey, Korea,
Indonesis, Iren, and Formosa. In other words, end our student exchanges
right in the areas of deepest concern to the world today, the areas where
freedom may hang in the balance.

2. Eliminate entirely the so-called leader program in all of
the 70 countries with which we have had educational relationships. This
is the program that affords us an opportunity to reach the leaders of
other nations by sharing with them the spirit of America and the

aspirations of our people.
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3. MLC‘J@PYMW programs with
all 70 countries.

L. Stop even the small grants-in-aid to American sponsored
schools in Iatin America.

I must adumit I simply cannot understand the motivation of this
most short-sighted act of the House. To cut $6 million from the educational
exchange program will in the end prove so costly to us that it will be
difficult to measure that loss in terms of dollars. At a time when the
Soviet Union is expanding its propaganda and exchange programs with the
nations of the world, we are being asked to halt our educational

exchange relationships with those same nations.

SD#iS: Semator Humphrey, haven't we had guite a few of these exchange

students in Mimnesota?
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SENATOR: Yes, we have sure anyone who has had
PSR, L
opportunity of being "missionmaries for democracy” overseas, or with any
of the young students fram other lands who have studied at our University
of Minnesota or gone out to live in American farm homes, will agree with
me that this simple little inexpensive program builds more goodwill and
offers more hope for future world peace than all the costly military
preparations we could ever make. Rather than curtailing this program,
we should be doubling and tripling it. Imﬂdfumﬂh&hﬂm
govermment of the United States and the people of the United States spend
a few million dollars building up good will and democracy, and thus hoping
to avoid war, than to spend billions of dollars later trying to remedy
the bad effects of our earlier short-sightedness. The BEducational

Exchange Program seems to me a wise investment by the people of the

United States.

SDMS: Senator Humphrey, will an effort be made to restore these funds

in the Senate?
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needed funds back in the appropriations bill that comes over to us from the

support it. I am

Committes will put these

House, but if the Comittee fails to do so an effort will be made directly

from the floor to amend the bill and restore full funds for continuing

the exchange progrems.

SIMMS: Senator Humphrey, doesn't this action on the student exchange
programs seem to reflect a general tendency toward turming more and more
towvard full dependence on the military for security, with less and less

attention given to positive, comstructive ways to avold war?

SENATOR: Unfortunately, I am afraid that is true. I wish I did not have
to say that. I feel very deeply we should be looking for ways to build
friendship, not just for ways to win wars. Now, of course, I fully
support effective military preparedness, and have insisted that we do
not sacrifice our preparedness Just to save dollars. But the same thing

holds true for these other programs such as the educational exchange,



It is a strange thing ¢

being ready to fight a war, yet hesitate to speand a few millions to

try and avoid a war.

SIMMS: You mentioned the Point-Four Program, Semator. Isn't that also

being somewhat sidetracked at present?

SENATOR: Yes, it is« I am afraid much of its original objectives are
being lost sight of through its closer and closer integration with
military aid, instead of being allowed to stand alone as friendly
technical assistance -- offered in the true neighborly spirit of helping
people, not just bluntly used to "buy" alleglance or bulld up our defenses
around the world. I think any of us can understand the difference if
we Just stop to think about it and apply it to ourselves. Ve are peomily
real pleased and appreciative if a neighbor drops over and gives us a

helping hand in repairing our barn, or brings over a cake just as a



something out of us in return -- or if he was treating us like a charity

case. Intermational relations are just the same as human relations,

and human feelings have to be considered. In my opinion the best
international relations we could have would be based upon our own Christian
principles and traditions, the Golden Rule in action. If we want respect,
we have got to show respect -- not be domineering or stand-offish. If

ve vant friends, we have got to be friendly and considerate. If we want

cooperation, we have got to display some cooperation ourselves.

SDRS: Semator Humphrey, this discussion that started out over what appeaved
to be a minor item in the budget certainly brings us right into the heart
of the world situation today. Because it is probably uppermost in most of
our minds, I@wummwm:mmmmncm

of information about the terrific destructive power of the new H-bombs?



Modern war would just mean amnihilation, the destruction of curselves

as vell as our enemies. As we hear about the terrible consequences of
H-Bomb explosions it should emphasize all the more the importance and
the necessity of doing everything possible to avoid and avert war.

It should make clear the necessity for maintaining and expanding such
things as our educational exchange progrems, owr Point Four Program, and
our use of food to aid underprivileged peoples all over the world. In
other words it should stimulate us to make greater effort to find
constructive ways to restore peace in the world, instead of carelessly
allowing such programs to be eliminated in the name of economy. What are
we going to do with the meager savings, if we are wiped out and destroyed?
All of us have some serious thinking to do. We have only two choices. We
must elither learn to live together in this world in true friendliness and
mmm,&mammwmmwmmm;

conflict that will destroy our civilization.



I don't want to sound we can learn to

live in peace and the do do so, and put as
much emphasis on constructive ways of achieving that goal as we put
on planning, research, and expenditures for the destructive forces of

War.

SD8iS: Thank you, Semator Humphrey...You have been listening to your
Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly radio report from the
NHation's capital...This is a public service progrem, presented 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. 14 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"EDUCATIONAL EXCHANGE" couraging listener-interest in these public-service

Week of April 12, 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.

Wiping out of America's educational exchange program as an arm of

our foreign policy will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey

(day)

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

Commenting on the recent action of the House of Representatives to
reduce funds for the student and teacher exchange program by 40%, Senator
Humphrey will tell what it means in terms of halting the good will program at a
time when the Sovie:?iznexpanding similar programs all over the world.

The need for putting nore instead of less emphasis on such con-
structive efforts to build for peace and world understanding as the student
exchange programs, the Point IV program, and use of food to eliminate famine
and suffering will be discussed by the Senator in relation to recent revelations
about the H-bomb and its destructive power.

The program is another in the series of public service broadcasts

presented by Senator Humphrey each week from Washington as a report to the people

of Minnesota, through the ccoperation of Station .




Senator Hubert H. Mumphrey, with his weekly report from the Natiocn's
capital. This program is brought to you as a public service, in
cooperation with this station. Senator Humphrey, I notice that you
have been urging expansion of our school lunch program, so perbaps

you would comment on that during our discussion.

SENATOR: Yes, I have a couple of things I want to report to the
pecple of Minnesota but the school lunch question might as well be the
first., I think most of us kmow about the school lunch program, and the
fine contribution it has madd to the health of owr young people.
Youngsters form their eating habits early, and proper nutritiomsl food
ummwmﬁﬁammomawmm.
The school lunch program is an excellent example of teamwork between the

Federal govermment, the state government, and local school officials.



population in planning the necessary funds for carrying on this important

rrogran,

SDMS: Senator Humphrey, what does the current budget before the

Congress provide for school lunch programs?

SENATOR: Far from enough, I am sorry to say. The Administration is asking
for a reduction of $15,236,197 in school lunch funds, s slash of 18%.
Now, I do not quite agree that the health of our young people is the
place to start govermment economizing. With all the billions we are
spending for defense, it seems dowmright silly to try to save $15,000,000
at the expense of owr future citizens. Mm&nwim'sm
asset. We must see that they are properly taken care of.

Of course, this $15 million reduction in the school lunch

program is really much worse than it sounds. Actually, Just holding
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appropristions at the @@ )Ymu really be & "reduction”

because of the increased mumber of school children that must be

served. We are not going to have a very effective school lunch
progrem if we keep cutting the funds down while the mumber of pupils

increases.

SIMMS: Semator, can you tell us how big a change there has been in

school enrollment?

SENATOR: Yes, I can. I have been disturbed by this reduction in
school lunch funds at a time when I felt it should be increased so I
asked the Office of Education to get together some figures for me to
show what is heppening to our school enrollment. During 1952-53, we had
& total of 25,348,700 children i: our elementary schools and 7,028,400
in our secondary schools. During the present school year, 1953-54, we
have 26,931,300 children in elementary schools and 7,302,400 in secondary
schools. That is an inerbase of 1,856,600 in our elementery and

secondary school population throughout the nation.
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And it is going to be 1@ ' will increase
ut-mymrmm@ym. [Emztrmmrm

ocn the number of children now in the pre-schocl age brackets. Now I
happen to think bhat our school lunch program must keep pace with this
growth. We are not doing it. We are not even providing as much as

ve formerly provided for smaller mmbers, let alone keep the same amount
per student. whihmschmlmllmtiagoingwmlyhmﬂﬂim?

ve are asked to cut down school lunch funds by 18%. Does that make good

sense? HNot if you think of the welfare of these children.

SIMIS: Senator Humphrey, vhat about our Minnesota schools? Do we

share in this increased enrollment reported throughout the Nation?

SENATOR; We certainly do. Our State Department of Bducetion reports
that a recent school census revealed an increase of 27,11 in Minnesota's
school-age children last year. Minnesota's school-age figures, also,
show that 68,000 more children will become of age to enter school in
the next six years, while only from 44,000 to 58,000 will be moving

out of the schools.



e will be growing

steadily for at least sIN more yea: mist plan to take care of

thet increased enrollment. We can hardly plan proper lunch programs for
them with less and less funds available.

From 1950 through this year, matiomal school lunch funds
have been held the same at about $83,000,000 per year. It has meant
reductions in school lunch aid, however, because it has been necessary
to spread thet money thinner and thinner to serve more and more pupils.
Now, instead of trying to catch up with ocur growth by providing more
money, this Administration proposes to provide less. I just doubt if
our state govermment will make up the difference. The result will be
poorer school lunch progrems, probably at higher prices to the

youngsters.

SDeiS: Hesn't that already happened to some extent in Minnesota?
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necessary to increase the price of milk to our school children. Now,

p

#ed in

years, it became

it certainly seems vrong to make it harder for our youngsters to get all
the milk they want and need at a time when wve are also worrying sbout
temporary over-production of dairy products, and wondering what to
do about butter. One of the best ways we could help relieve the butter
situation is to get children to drink more milk, so less would be made
into butter. If we are going to invest public money in protecting our
dalry industry, which most of us agree is necessary, isn't it better
to use that money to make milk available to school children rether than
Just to pile up butter in storage?

Actually, an increese of only eight quarts of milk in our
snnual per capite consumption would completely wipe out our dairy
surplus. Now it seems to me the school lunch program would be a good

place toemourage that increase, because of the future benefits of the

nilk-drinking habits that cm;}.d. be encouraged.



CENATOR: I am certaianly going to try. So far this is still just the
recomendation of the Eisenhower Administration. It has not been
approved by either the House or the Semate. I just have a feeling
Congress will not go along with this cut. Whether or not we can change
& cut into the increase we need is doubtful. However, the least we
thhfwmmmmwmwm-mmmm

for school lumches.

SDMIS; Semator, you mentioned that you had some other topics in mind

you wanted to discuss. Because time is ruming along, suppose we leave

aahmlhmhesmwmmmtm;rwhwtome.

SENATCOR: Well, I wish 1t was bebtdr news for Mimmesota, but I am afraid

it is not. Imwmmmmmm«mtmm

ection on low-income housing meant to our state.



I just wanted to be sure what this action meant to Mimmesota,

80 I asked the Housing and Home Finance Agency %o give us a report on
our pending projects.

Here's the answer I got:

Every one of Mimnesota's pending projects is wiped out.

This does not mean new projects that have been contemplated,
mind you, it means projects already authorized and under preliminary
loan comtracts. We had projects for 2,054 housing units in that stage,
waiting the green light for comstruction to go ahead. Instead, all of

them are now eliminated campletely.

SDES: That IS bad news, Semator Humphrey. Where were these units

proposed for Minnesota?



pw-income housing units

8 -~ 816 units inall. In
St. Paul, 742 units under preliminary loen contracts have been cut out
by the House actiom, with 300 more eliminated at Duluth, 45 at Hibbing,
85 at Pergus Falls, 50 at Bveleth, and 16 at Chisholm.

You may recall that when we discussed the President's
housing message a few weeks ago, I expressed disappointment at the low
number of low-income housing units which he proposed, yet warned
that even that amount would have a hard time getting through Congress.
Well, I don't like to say "I told you so" -~ but that is just what
has happened.

0f course, we are going to try and restore some of these
public housing projects in the Semate, but we certainly cannot get a
very effective housing job done without a real push from the

Administration itself.
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housing require public housing secure adequate family shelter. This

group is mede up of families vho bave incomes of under $3,000 and most
of them earn less than §2,500. The latest census figures reveal that
in 1951 more than 31% of our non-farm families earned under #3,000; 23.6%
recelved less than §2,500. More than ten million American families were
{n the group earning less than $3,000 and over eight million received
less than $2,500.

This is the segment of ouwr population whose housing need is
the most urgent because it is so largely made up of occupants of sub-
standard dwellings. Yet, these are the families whose financial means
mﬂnmm;ra/mfm.ummauhm
Wmuohmtuvmmnmmcm. Ko national
housing program is adequate unless it includes at least a retwm to
the 1949 Housing Act's provision for the comstruction of 135,000 housing
units a year, and & top of 200,000 to be invoked under extra-ordinary

eircumstances such as exist at present.
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and buman blight caused by sub-standard housing conditions -- and it

is cheaper by far than the cost of idle factories and idle men.

M Thank you, Senator Humphrey...You have been listening to
~ your Semator Rubert H. Mumphrey, with his veekly radio report from
the Nation's capital...This is a public service program, presented

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. 15 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"SCHOOL LUNCH AND PUBLIC HOUSING" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Week of April 19, 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 funds for the school lunch program at a time of
increasing school enrollment will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey

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

Senator Humphrey, who has urged that the school lunch program be
expanded to keep pace with growing school enrollment, will explain why he opposes
plans to cut the program by 18%.

Also, on the same program Senator Humphrey will be interviewed on
the recent action of the House of Representatives to kill low-income housing,

;nd give a report on what projects it will eliminate for Minnesota.

The program is another in the series of weekly broadcasts presented

by Senator Humphrey from Washington as a report to people of Minnesota, through

cooperation of Station as a public service.



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. BSenmator, this is the season of the
year when Congress is busy ecting om appropriation bills called for
to meet the government's budget. As & member of the Committee on
Government Operations, I understand you have done quite a bit of work
on Congressional budgetary procedures and have been urging changes that
you believe would improve present methods. Perhaps you would like to

discuss this issue on our progran.

SENATOR: Yes, I certainly would. You know I have been a student of
government for meny years, and since coming to Washington as United States
Semator from Minnesote I have tried to work constantly for improved

government, good government, and econcmical government where econcmy was sound.



on the budget. I have
been trying to do something sbout it ever since. I was very encouraged
recently to learn that the League of Women Voters of Minneapolis has
shown & similar concern, and has been studying this subject. Mrs. 5. C.
Gale, President of the League, has written me that the League believes
this is an excellent time for Congress to take action on improving its
methods of operation. I certainly agree with them. Improving our
budgetary procedures would be a big step towards increasing the
efficiency and economy of our government, a matter in which we are

all interested.

VOICE: Senator Humphrey, just what changes do the League of Women

Voters advocate?

SENATOR: Pretty much the same things I have been working for ever since
I have been in the Congress. Most of them are incorporated iu the Economy

Act of 1953 which I introduced on February 18th of last year.



effective in helping to move the bill forward toward legislative actiom.
Basically, it calls for the establishment of a consolidated cash budget,
the separation of operating from capital expenditures, the scheduling of
legislative action on approprietion measures, the establishment of a
rule under which roll call votes would be required on appropriation
measures, and recognition of the need for Presidential authority for

iten veto.

VOICE: Semator, perhaps you hed better explain those points in more
detail. Budget processes are a bit complicated for most of us, although

ve realize their importance in good govermment.

SENATOR: Immt,mttm'meWMtnmm
difficult to make comstructive progress with such legislation. But one
thing we should all be able to understand: the present budget practices
of the Federal govermment are more than 30 years old. A lot has changed in

that time. They need to be revitalized to bring about efficient economy
in government.



k-

Iuplu.ud§ ::-.~ Ymunmm
reported considering ey of-a new system which they

claim would make possible & bookkeeping saving of $3,250,000,000. This

new system they propose is based on the adoption of a comsolidated cash
budget -~ exactly the proposal that I have been making since the 8lat
Congress .

In my opinion, a consclidated cash budget is the only way in
which the national fiscal picture can be presented to the American
people truly and accurately. This type of budget shows the actual flow of
mmmmamthm,mmmmmm
strongly supported by the Committee for Econocmic Development. Such
a "cash budget” would be a true measure of the impact of the budget on
. our economy. It would afford a realistic basis for relating the budget
to the economic enviromment, and permit intelligent debate on the

budget.

VOICE: Just what do you mean, Semator, by separation of operating

from capital experliivures?



We need the same approach for good government, so we will know the

difference between operating costs and money spent for permanent
improvements. Our proposal in this regard is comsistent with ocne of
the central recommendations of the Hoover Commission in making such a

distinction in the Federal budget between these expenditures.

VOICE: GSemator, you mention the scheduling of legislative action on

appropriation measures. Just what do you have in mind?

SENATOR: Careful consideration of the budget is possible only if there

is an opportunity for judicious handling of appropriations in the
Congress. This provision would provide for the chairmen and the
ranking minority members of the Committees on Appropriations of the
Congress to work with the Speaker of the House and the President of the

Senate to establish and then to adhere to a specific schedule for

handling appropriation bills. In recent years, appropriation measures



have rarely been

VOICE: I see what you mean. And you feel that roll call votes are

also needed on these appropriation measures, or money bills?

SENATOR: I most certainly do. Yea and Ney votes should be recorded on
every appropriation measure. That is not being done at present. Ina
democracy the voters have a right to know how their representatives
have been acting on crucial apuropriation measures. I believe this
would do more to encourage economy than almost any other single change.
n.uthinw*wmchtohommums
affecting economy. Of course, it does create problems. I fully
appreciate that in order for this to be effective it would probably be
necessary for the Congress to perhaps adopt a system of electric
automatic voting, particularly in the light of the many amendments
that reach the House of Representatives and the long period of time it
takes for members of the House to vote by roll call., Such electric voting,

hovever, is desirable @n its own merits and I am for such a change if that



VOICE: Semator, can you tell us more about your insistence that the

President should have item veto power?

SENATOR: I am glad to, because a Presidential item veto is essential

in an overall program for economy. It curtails the possibility of
pork-barrel items being included in the appropriaticm bills, and is

an effective barrier against log-rolling and legislative riders. All

that it means is that the President may veto particular items out of an
eppropriation measure, without vetoing the entire bill. The item veto

is standard practice today in 39 states. Congress has epproved this
principle in the past in suthorizing the Chief Executive of the

Philippine Islands and Puerto Rico to veto individual items in appropriation
bi:l.l-o. OQur proposal is designed to establish that provision within

constitutional limitations. You mey know that Semator Vaundenberg



Such an item veto iz particularly necessary if we are to have a

consolidated and wniform appropriation bill, as is being advocated by so

many good govermment organizations.

VOICE: Senmator, haven't you also worked for greater coordination of

appropriation efforts between Houses of the Congress?

SENATOR: That is right. _Impruﬂtobeamwd‘hguhtm
in both the 8lst and 82nd Congresses as well as in the present Congress
to establish a Joint Comittee cn the Budget with an appropriate staff
designed to coordinate the appropriation process as between the House

and the Semate.

VOICE: BSenator Humphrey, how do you think pecple feel about these

changes?



SENATOR: I em sure Q'CM SRR
really understood them. L

conducted by the League of Women Voters are so important. But let me

give you another indication. Iast September the Gallup Poll conducted
& survey, and found 63% of the people questioned are in favor of the
Presidential item veto, so I believe there is greater appreciation of

the importance of these needed changes than some people realize.

VOICE:  Thank you, Semator Humphrey...You have been listening to your
Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly redio report from the
NHation's capital...This is & public service program, presented 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. 16 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"Good Government" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Week of April 26, 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 newspapers.

Good government budgetary procedures for efficiency and economy

will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey at
(day) (time)

over Station .
(call letters)

Senator Humphrey will comment on the studies and recommendations of
the League of Women Voters of Minneapolis for improving existing budgetary
processes, and outline changes that he has proposed as a member of the
Senate's Committee on Government Operations.

Senator Humphrey is the author of the Economy Act of 1953 still before
Senate Committee, calling for many of the budgetary reforms advocated by the
League of Women Voters, including a consolidated "cash" budget, separation of
operating from capital experditures, requiring roll call votes on all appropriation
measures, and giving the President authority to veto individual items without
having to veto an entire appropriation bill.

The program is another of Senator Humphrey's weekly series of
programs entitled "Your Senator Reports" transcribed in Washington and presented

as a public service by Station to keep Minnesota citizens informed

on issues before the Congress.



SHONGTON! Agaln we bring you

Senmator Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly report from the Nation's
cﬁp!:hal. This program is brought to you as a public service, in
cooperation with this station. Semator Humphrey, what would you like

to discuss this week?

SENATOR: Well, I am still concerned about making young people victims
of some of our so-called economy moves these days. In recent weeks we
have tallked about the proposed slashes in the school lunch program and
the cutback in the Educational Exchange Program. Now I think it is time
towmmmmmmmmmmmm
Vocational Biucation Programs.

My feelings about vocational education are certainly no secret.
I have championed this important educatiomal program in an out of the

Senate. To me it is an essential part of our Nation's program for education.



e

TOl

and offers a special
&acmin%mtdinﬁ;umm. It is a vital part of
tn!.ningtorclitumhip.

My interest in vocational education is for the Fation as &
m,uwxmtuwmmmmmmmm
own State. I have always believed that the vocational education programs
sponsored by the Congress through the Smith-Hughes Act of 1917, and the
George-Barden Act of 1946, have made an important contributioun to the
growth and progress of our country. For that reason I have constantly
and energetically supported a full appropriation every year for our
vocational education program. I regret to say it looks like we are

going to have to put up a fight again to keep these programs effective.

VOICE: Senator Mumphrey, what has the Administration recommended for

these programs?



cut by spproximtely $1 million. Such & cut comes in the face of

inereased school enrollment and incressed needs for these programs.
hwm.mmm-um;m“wqammn-
ought o be fortheoming, This proposed buiget cut is inadvisable, end
an example of felse ecomomy. Its effect is to reduce the
Mmammmummm. Such

a productive decrease is expensive.

YOICE: Senator, what cam you tell us about the status of these

Vocaticnal Bducation Programs iy Minnesota?

SERATOR: u-n.,m-wwmmm:mmw
wmmmmmmmm'- effectiveness in
our own State. The 1953 report of the Minnesota Commission on

Vocational and Higher Education has this to say:



ALSE
Y

nt made availsble all four

of the mejor approved reimburssble services: agriculture, distributive,
homeneking, and trede and industrial educaticn, Only 6.9 percent offered
as many as three of these services, only 29,1 percent as many as two, and
only 59.1 percent bad even one of these services.”

This report clearly demonsirates thet the progrem of vocatiomal
education in our state has not developed to the point where there is no
further need for additional programs. In fact, there is a clear need
for additionsl growth. In the school year 1952-53, only 221 secondary
schools out of 446 accredited secondery schools maintained approved
agricultursl depertments. This is U0 percent of the totel mumber of
schools. Now, our State 1s a great agricultural state. In an
agricultural state such 2s ours at least 25 percemt additional secondary
to do it if we cub still further the amount of Federal sasistence

available.



SEMATOR: No, you are not wrong -- that is just ome of the perplexities
of this Administration that says one thing, then does another. Just
like on heuaing, hospital aid, public health programs, school construction,
and obher issues, emiiaabmmmmu-wmmm
whet they propose in the budget. It is money that talks! You have
every right to be comfused, however, becsuse the proposal by the Bureau
of the Budget to cut further the vocational education program, which
will in turn cut our state program of agricultwral education, comes at
@ time wvhen the Administration tw the Secretary of Agriculture, Mr.
Benson, is calling on farmerc to incresse thelr training efficiency and
science. The same Adninlstration vhich is cutting voeational education
funds 1s also telling the farmers not %o rely on Federal price supports,
but to rely more on agricultural education efficiency and modern methods
of farming -~ and yet it is cutting the funds to provide the tralning

for modern agricultural methods.



SENATOR: The President's proposal to cut vocetional education by
&mlicnom the Nation will probably cost Mimmesota nearly $50,000

a year for agricultural, industrial, and home economics education,

This will inevitably mean that the Minnesocta Department of Education
MsWMmﬁwﬂm%Mw#ﬂlhwtommh
vocational education programs. As & result, the American Vocational
Blucation Association recently issued 2 statement which siid that the

cut, and I guote, 'umattqtto&estmmmm*amw
vocetional education by inches rather than by yerds”., That is not my
charge -- it is the charge of the American Vocatiomal Bducation Association.

However, it is a viewpoint that I share, and share with great concemn.

VOICE: Semator Humphrey, I think most people are familiar with the Future
Faimer phase of vocatiomal education in the agricultural field, but

perhaps they are not so familier with the other forms of vocatiomal



‘T.

wheene SO e s

in Minnesota?

SENATOR: I am glad you brought that up because the record supports
the need for further vocational education in other mejor fields besides
agriculture. In the school year 1952-53, only 41 percent of the total
mumiber of secondary schools in our State mminteined approved homemaking
departments. Our state authorities estimate that homemaking education
should def'initely be established in an additional 30 percent of our
schools. In the 1952-53 school year only 10 percent of the total
nuber of schools in cur state maintained trade and industrial vocational
departments. I might just add that in our state, according to the 1950
census, there has been an increase by 60 percent in the mmber of
skilled tredesmen employed by industry from 1950 to 1950. Every logic
calls for an increase of at least 25 percent in the industrial trede

program for Minnesota.



epproved programs in this field. Yet there has been a 52 percent

mummdm,m,mmm

over the last ten years in Mimnesota.

VOICE: How much assistance does Minnesotsa normally get from the

mmmmmm,m

SENATOR: In the past year the State of Mimnesote received about
$600,000 1n Federal sssistance for vocational education. We need
mmmmw-ucmmmmm. Cur local
mummthM¢ummm
prograa. wmmu-smtmwmmm_mm

mummmmamm. Our state and



demands and increasing schocl earcllment. Our program, and every

progren in the Nation, would suffer a grievous blow if Federel funds
were curtailed as now being proposed. I want Mimnesoba to know that I
an going to vigorously oppose such reductions, and seek to maintain

our aducational stanards.

VOICE: Thank you, Semstor Humphvey....You have beeu listening to your
Senator Hubert H. Hmphrey, with his weekly radio report from the
Ration's capital...This is a public service program, presented in
cooperation with this station. This is Weshington, returning you to

your Station amnouncer.



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. 17 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"Vocational Education" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Weck of May 3, 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.

What is happening to Vocational Education Programs in agriculture,
industrial trades, and homemaking in present appropriation hearings before the
Congress will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey over Radio Station

on et 2
(call letters) (day) (time)

Efforts to avert a reduction in Federal assistance to Minnesota for
such educational programs will be described by Senator Humphrey, along with an
analysis of the progress of such programs in this state.

The Vocational Education Programs are a Federal-state "partunership"
to expand educational opportunities aimed at preparing young men and women for
future livelihoods. Present recormendations call for a million dollar slash
in the program this year, vigorously opposed by the American Vocational
Education Association.

The program will be another in the regular weckly series, "Your
Senator Reports", transcribed by Senator Humphrey in Washington as a public service
and presented through cooperation of Station to kecp Minnesota citizens

informed.



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 is the situation

now with regard to farm legislation:

SENATOR: Well, we have taken one setback -- but the fight is still
going on for an improved and strengthened famm program -- one that will
offer more effective protection for farm prices and farm income than
proposed by the present Administration.

As most of our listeners know, an attempt was made on the
Wool Bill to add amendments extending $0% price supports on basic
commodities for another year, and restoring dairy supports to that
level with the provision they could not be lowered in the future any
more than 5 percent in any one year. We needed five more votes to

win the extension of 90% price supports, but it was not a clesr-cut test.



led some Vool state

support for other camodities
to the Wool Bill. m,umorusmmmmm,
nothing was gained for wool growers. The House Agriculture Committee
mmmmnmmmmcewmmmhm,
and as a result the Wool Bill pased by the Semate is now pigeonholéd.
uwmmmwmuwmmwtm,um
have got speedier House approval. As 1t stands, the Senate committee
iz trying to give us bits of farm legislation one at a time so the
mmmtmmwmmm«.mvmmtmmm
like. MMthmimmmsB.themttMW
belongs in & good farm program into one "packsge", so the President
will have to approve or reject the entire group. I just hope we do
not get deadlocked between the House and Senate, and come out with

nothing as a result.

SD@4S: Senator Humphrey, what are some of the things you believe should

be included in any general famm bill coming out of this session?



protection for the farmers. In other words, I would like to see extension
mw’mwmmmmnmarmmpmrw
mucrmmmmmmmmum;nmmm
maammwthmmmrmpmcy.
Then, too, rm»mmwmmtmmm-mmm
for using diverted acres for conservation practices, such as I have
mmwmmmwmnm, and provide for set-asides

otmﬂnt@.cmhmwmmfwmm.

SIMES: Senator Humphrey, you mentioned one of your bills. Don't you

hﬂaMdfmmmmWobm1mr

SENATOR: Yes, I do -- I bave tried to present a balanced progrem for
agriculture. I call my program ”namtyrarmmm", for that
umobaechiwwmmwxmmwcomm
the Senmate. Let me run down a few of them for you «-

(mnbmmmmtymmmmm)



I know you are particulariy interested in seeing that good use is made

of our sbundance. Along that line you made some comments in the Senate
recently criticizing use of powdered milk to feed animals when human
need for it exists in many parts of the wordd. Would you care to

comment further on that?

SENATOR: Yes, I would.....(Ad 1ib on Philippine situation, African

kids, Italian Commmists)

SDeMS: Thank you, Semator Bumphrey...I think all of us will agree
ve want to see our food abundance used for the good of the world,
not regaxded as a millstone around our necks. You have been
listening to Senator Hubert H., Humphrey, with his weekly report
from the Netion's capital....This is & public service program,
presented in cooperation with this station. This is Washingtom,

returning you to your Station announcer.



C

TO RADIO STATIONS: llere'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. 18 broadecasts over your station. As a m2ans of en-
"Agriculture" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Week of May 10, 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.

The continuing fight in Congress for a more effective farm program

will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey over Radio Station

(call letters)

on at »
(day) (tine)

Outlook for improvements in farm legislation despite setbacks so
. fer against extending price supports at 90% of parity will be discussed by
Senator Humphrey, along with comment on the need for greater attention to wise
use of our abundance at home and abroad.
The discussion will be another of Senator Humphrey's weekly radio
reports from the Nation's capital, presented by Station as a public

service.



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. Senator, many people are voicing
concern about scme of the trends in our economy. What do you think

about conditions today, and what could or should be done about them?

SENATOR: Well, that is & mighty big order but I em glad to talk about
i%. First of all let me express my confilouze in this country's
ability to meet any challenge, economic or otherwise. If we have
mwmmmtim,wmmem. Iaman
optimist, not & pessimist, But I am & realist, too, and want to
face facts. I have great faith in our country and in our economic
strength, but I want to keep that faith founded on deeds, not on words
alone. 8o 1% is with that attitude I try to watch carefully for warning

signs that should be heeded. It does not help just to go arcund with

our heads in the clouds promising each other things will be better by and by.



g7to look st it. The

any bigger. My appeal now is not to ignore the warning symptoms in
our economy. I think we should face them sguarely, with confidence,
then get busy doing vwhatever needs to be done to Lmprove our situationm,

o restore full employment and full purchasing power.

SDiS: Senator, what ave some of the things you feel are nccessary

%o put our economy on a stronger footing?

SEnToR: (Ad 1ib from anti-Recession press rclesse)

SD899: Thet sounds like & comstructive progrem, Semabtor Humphrey.

I think most people would welcome such steps to avert eny chance of a

depression.



have contracted tremendous defense obligations during a peried of an
expanding economy., We camnot pay off these bills during & peried of

& drastic economic slowdown, & period of tight money.

SIMB: I am glad you mentioned the burden of ouwr defense expenditures,
Senator. Is it true that our "adjustment” or "becession” iz the result

of cutiing down on this defense spending?

SENATCR; No, that is not true -- even though most people think it is.
(ad Lib from figures in press release, mentioning time lag between

appropriations and actual spending.)

SIM$S: I don't think most people realized that, Semstor. It seems to
emphasize the need for taking steps now to offset these future reductions
in def'ense spending, to keep them from creating even further unemployment.
But some folks still insist, Semator, that business generally in the

Nation won't be much worse than last year.



as last year is not good enough. Whether we like it or not, we have

to do better then last year -- better than any last years. You see,
we are still a groving Hation. Our natiopal income and owr nmational
production mist iuncrease each year to create new opportunities for new
people. Bven if we just stood still -- held the same levels of jobs
end income and business as last year -- we would really be slipping
backvards. Our gross natiomel product must be contimually expanding
to create new opportunities, new jobs, new income.

(A2 Lib on full employment philosophy.)

SIiS: Thank you Senator Humphrey. You have been listening 4o
mmn.mﬂnmmwmmmws
capital. MGisamaWMMMMim
with this steticn. This is Washington, returning you to your

Station announcer.



TO RADIO STATIONSS 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. 19 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"Combetting Recession" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Week of May 17, 1954 programs, we suggest you copy this release with

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

Ways of counteracting the recession and restoring full employment
and full purchasing power will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey

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

The program will be another in Senator Humphrey's weekly reports
‘ from the Nation's capital on current affairs in Washington.

"Warning signs" on the economic horizon, and proposals for
offsetting them before current adjustments become more severe, will be analyzed
by Senator Humphrey during his interview.

The program is another of the regular weekly series recorded in
Waghington by Senator Humphrey as a public service, and presented in cooperation

with Station as part of its public service activities.



Senator Hubert H. Rumphrey, with his weekly report from the Nation's

capital. This program is brought to you @8 a public service, in
cooperation with this station. BSemator, I know you must have been

extremely pleased at the recent victory for the St. Lawrence Seaway

MM.QOQ

SENATOR: I certalmly was! You kmow, it vas my privilege to

co-gponsor the Seaway Bill with Senator Wiley of Wiscomsin. All of
us from Minnesota have been greatly elated over victory in our long
fight for the Seaway, which will eventually open the great midwest to
vast nev econmmic develogment by providing an cutlet to the sea for

lowe-cost transportation.

SD9ES: Semator, I am sure you must have felt a great deal of

satisfaction out of seeing President Eisenhower sign the Seavay Bill.



» You know, one of the

Wi Bnatag: donstut fuae i
& measure you have sponsored and fought for. I eppreciate the invita-
tion of President Eisenhower to participete in the White House
ceremony marking the sigaing of this important messure that will mean
so mch to our gtate. However, we must remember that the job is not

SD8B: How is that, Semator?

SENATOR: Minnesota cannot get the fullest benefit from the Seaway when it
is completed five years from now, unless the commecting channels at the
Soo and pear Detrolt are deepened to provide a 27-foof chammel frem
Montreal, all the way to Duluth. We must make sure deepening of these
channels is pushed ahead so they will be coampleted by the time the

Seavay itself is in operation.



wertatag bt Gouge of Ay THIMNEY Yo vyt suiueoing

channels 88 a necessory Tirstestep in this chammel-deepening project.
Field vork on the swrvey report is now 75% complete, with 46 miles remaining
to be covered. The basic design has been completed. Economic studies
are now 90% complete, and cost estimates will be 50% complete by

June 15. The Army Engineers assure me they now expect to have

the survey report ready for us by this October;, clearing the way

for action on our link to the Seaway.

Hovever, the emtire $70,000 appropriated July 1 of last
year for this survey work has been expended ar allocated., Additional
funds may be needed through e supplemental appropristion this July --
mm.m,x'm. We must now make sure these funds

are yrovided, to avoid any delays.

SDMS: That report certainly sounds encoursging, Semator Humphrey.
Apparently what we need now is the same kind of united push behind

deepening of the charmmels a&s we had behind the rest of the Seaway

project.



now publlc opinicn had

to take this opportunity of expressing my persomal appreciation to the
thousands of people in Mimmesota who have helped support this great
development project, either individually or through thelr crganizations....
helping to mobilize the public support at the grass routs timt was so
necessary to galn final approval. I think all of us also owe & vote

of thanks to the Deawey ploneers of yesteryears who had the vision of
this great inland waterway limled to the ocean., Let us not forget

that owr recent victory was only the final chapber in mearly e helf
centuzy of Seasay bistorys 1rm1tawmvumtam7£m

able to serve my state successfully im the culmination of this

historie right.

SDRS: I would like to change the subject a bit now, Senator --
elthough the topic is related, in a way., It 1s still about water.

What about the recent floods Mimmesota has beea haviog?



damage end finmancial loss by spring floods. Year after year we have
been paying & heavy price from these floods, & human price as well as
a financial price -- for you have t0 be through one to lmow the
devastation they can cause to & home or a farm. Only a few weeks before
this year's floods hit several of our fine Mimnesota commmnities I
had appealed to the Senate Civil Functions Subcommittee to provide
more adequate funds for increasing flood protection work in Minnesota.
The floods that followed were & grim reminder to the Senate committee
that wve must have such help in Mimnesota, help I have been fighting
for ever since I have been in Congress. Of course, ve have had some
results and are making some progress -~ but not enough. It is a long,
slow, uphill battle to harness rampaging vater.

However, I am convinced that flood protective works such as'
downstream dams and dykes are not along the ansver. Our flood problems
again emphasize, to me, the urgent need for greater upstream watershed
vork toward flood prevention. We must leam to start vhere the vater
falls, instead of waiting until it is rampaging out of hand. I have

been preaching this for a long time, and I am glad to see greater



farming and reforestation

can play in preventing floods. We need more small upstream checlkdams.
We need overall watershed plamning, and we need coordimation of local,

state, and Federal efforts in this divectiom.

5D9S: Isn't there an upstream watershed bill before the present

Congress?

STATOR: Yes, there is, and it has my vigorous support. It is
already approved by the House, but unfortunately it has been bottled
up in the Semate Agriculture Committee where attempts have been made
to tie crippling amendments to it. I am trying to help force action
on this bill, so we can get it through the Senate without crippling
amendments. If it does not come out of the Semate Committee in the
proper shape, I plan trying to get the House language substituted
by an amendment on the floor, so this watershed program cen get



Just had a watershed conference here, sponsored by the Hatiomal

Association of Soil Conservation Districts, to focus imberest on the
need for upstream watershed work toward preventing floods. Alf Larson
of Hayfield, Secretary of our State Soll Comservation District
Association and Area Vice President of the Hatiomal Association, was
& recent visitor in Washington and I hed the pleasure of quite a

discussion with him on these problems.

SIMiS:s Senator Humphrey, haven't I heard that the Izaak Walton
League of America has been opening & campaign to sponsor watershed

development projects?

SENATOR: That is right, and they ave certainly to be congratulated.

I am proud to hear that our Minnesota chapters of the League are taking
hold of this new campaign, under which each chapter is being urged to
adopt a watershed project to stimulate and encourage land-owmers to

adopt soll conservetion plans for their farms, and to stimlate the



objectives. Down here in Washington all of the major matiomal
wildlife and conservation groups arve solidly backing the watershed
program of the soil conservation districts. And in our state, formation
of the Minnesota Conservation Federation under the leadership of

Cliff Sakry at Hopkins is an excellent move to coordinate local
conservation groups with state and national comservation efforts.

Ve have a tremendous stake in these conservation activities in Minnesota.
Ve are a great ocutdoor state -- a sportsman's paradise, & great
forestry state and great agricultural state. Our tourist and

resort trede alone brings a tremendous income into cur state each year.
Yet we lmast learn to grotect and preserve cur natural resources, if we
expect to enjoy the privilege of having them in the years to come.

All of our sportsmen's clubs and conservation groups are making a

valuable contribution toward that objective.



capital. This is a public service progrem, presented in cooperation

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

Station amnouncer....



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. 20 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"St. Lawrence Seaway and couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Watershed Bill" programs, we suggest you copy this relcase with
Week of May 24, 1654 your call letters and the time of tliz vooadcast

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

Minnesota's future opportunities as a result of the recent
victory in the historic battle for the St. ILawrence Seaway will be dis-

cussed by Senator Hnbert H. Humphrey over radio station

at
(day) (time)

(call lettersi

Sexator Humphrsy, who co-sponsored the Seaway B1ll with Senator
Wiley of Wisconsin, was roceatly the guest of President Eilsenhower at
formal signing of the legislation into law,.

During his radio interview Senator Humphrey will discuss the
necessity for deepering connecting channels so Minnasota may get full
benefits of the Secway -~ opening & 27-foot channel from Duluth to the Sea.

On the same program Senator Humphrey will explain the fight
for the upstream watershed bill in the present Congress, pointing out how
Minnesota's recent flood problems again emphasizes the urgent need for
greater emphasis on flood prevention starting where the water falls
instead of waiting until it is rampaging out of hand.

The program is another of Senator Humphrey's regular public

service reports from Washington to citizens of Minnesota.



Sepator 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 Hmphrey, I understand you
and Semator Douglas recently introduced a bill in the Gemate to
tighten safeguards against Commmnist infiltration into labor unions.

What is it all about?

SENATOR: Our measure is aimed at closing a loophole in the existing
Labor-lanagement Relations Act resulting ffom & recent Supreme Court
decision, and bringing about more effective eaforcement of the Act's
non-Commnist affidavit provisions. The Supreme Court hes ruled

that the National Iabor Relations Board is now powerless to deal with
even the most flagrant abuses of the non-Cammmist affidavit umicn
leaders are nov required to sign. It is to correct that imperfection
thet we have iatroduced our bill, The Board should certainly be permitted

to recognize the facts for what they are. Whenever e union officer



the affidavit, or if

he bas in fact been convicted
of perjury in commection with such an affidavit, it is clear the
mmm.mmwmmmmmmmum
with the Act.

mxommuamwmmmmmw
cmmtwumwuﬁ.m,wmmmmmw
against pemalizing immocent victims who belong to such unions falling
into the hands of Rommmist leadership. Instead of immedlately
revoking compliance, therefore, we propose that the board be
directed to uotify the particular union that compliance will be
revoked unless the union officer is unseated fram his position within
a 30-day period.

In this vital area affecting our Nation's security and our
Natlion's labor-manngement relations, we must understand the American
mmmmm.wammunnmwmtm
of Commmist influence. Ve met also appreciate that self-discipline

is far more desirable in a democracy than imposed discipline. Ve have

learned that exposure and disclosure are pertinent democratic weapons



SIHE: Gemator Humphrey, weren't you chairman of the Senate Subcamittee

oo Labor and Lebor-ianagement Relstions vhich conducted an extensive
study oa public policy and Cocmmmnist domiunstion of certain unions

during the 82nd Congress?

SENATOR: Thet's right, end ve reccomended ab that time that eaforcement
of the now-Cammmist affidavit provisious be imgwoved.

Mogbers of our camulitee were yproud of the comstructive
effort vhich we made toward understanding and helping to solve the
provlen of Commuist-dcminated trede unlons. We welcomed the comnsndation
as evidence of our constructive, nonpartisan approach to this problem.
We likewise welcomed the criticisa we received from the Commmmist

press and Commmnist trade unions, as reassusfigpe that we were oun the



during the 83rd Congress--
the present Congress -- decided not to coutimue the work which ve had

begun.

SINES: Semator Bumplhrey, I understand you recently publicly

urged trade unions to be on guard sgainst both Compmuniam and corruption.

SENATOR: Yes, I did. In my opinion, free American labor has no room
in its midst for either Commmism or corruption. In & message to the
anmual Honor Hight Banguet of the Hibbing Cemtrel Labor Uniom recently
I varned that America's organized labor must carry forward its historic
fight for decency and mmanity by continuing ite warelenting battle
against Commmism and corruption.

Now, I want to be fair and comend the responsible leadership
of American labor for its determination to clean its own house of the
few vho blacken the name of the many.

But the twin evils of Coommunism and corruption -- the powerful

evil forces in the world today -- still relentlessly seek to adulterate



these menaces. We must seek to build a society that offers no

opportunity for the growth of these twin evils of our time -«
Commmnism and corruption. Wherever we find These forces at work,

we must roct them out.

SDEE: Don't you feel, Semator, that organized labor has become

more and more responsible in this country?

SENATOR: It certainly has. Organized labor has come of age, and fully
recognizes the heavy responsibilities that go with leadership.
Responsible labor leaders of today recognize that their power must

be used, not abused, for the good of their members and for the good
of the Nation.

You lmow, America and the free vorld owe a debt of gratitude
to the free, organized trade union movement of the United States. In
mmhmmémm,wmrmmm
for decent and humene working conditions, for the eliminmtion of child

labor, for the O-hour day, for improved public health, public



only comtributed to the social and economic betterment of the workers,
but it has strengthened our free competitive econocmic system. IMass
production requires ever increased comsumption. Higher wage levels have
brought higher living standards. Increased productivity has been shared
by management and labor alike -- all for the benefit of the consumer, and
the strengthening of the Mation. In recent months organized lsbor has
shown its recognition of the interdependence of owr econamy, by
vigorously supporting efforts for a sound farm progrem with effective
price supports at & minimm of 90 percent of parity.

On the international front, America's free trade movement
has been & powerful weapon against the forces of Commmist
totelitarianism. Alomg with our great religious forces, the free
labor movement of America stands as the strong right am of democracy
in combatting Commmism. At home, orgauized labor has performed an
outstanding job of cleaning its house of Commmist influence and

infiltration.



against corruption, by

against abuses and dishonest
practices, Abuses have crept into administration of these programs
that need to be eliminated, and elimimated swiftly. These sbuses have
taken the form of shady or outright dishonest practices, eagaged in
by corrupt lnswrance company officisls, brokers, union officers, and
employers. In terms of magnitude of the welfare plans, these shady

or illegal practices have been limited to a relatively few situations.
That is uo excuse, however, for the necessity to crack down on any such
abuses.

A sound first step would be to assure an open and public
accounting of how every cent of union health and welfere funds is
spent. I hope Congress will proceed to formulate legislation affecting
these health and welfare funds with intelligence and calm reason,

based on experience.
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on in Washington these days in the name of Commmist imvestigations.

SERATOR: You ave certainly right...America is getting sick and tired of the
preseut Congressiomal circus -- and vants to make & "point of order”
of its cwn: that Congress put its own house in order, without Purther
delay. It is high time we call a halt to abuses of committee
of the Congress. We can no longer stadd idly by and see the great
subjected to ridicule throughout the world.

That is vhy I have joined with Semators Estes Kefauver of
Tennessee, Paul Douglas of Illinois, Herbert Lelmen of New York,
Wayme Morse of Oregon; and several others in sponsoring a resolution
in the Senaste calling for establishing a new Code of Fair Procedure

for Semate Committees.



may determine the rules of its own proceedings. The glaring spectacle
of irresponsibility and sbuses of power nov confronting the Nation as
a result of the MeCarthy-Army feud should compel the Senate to assert
ite Constitutional responsibility of providing long-cverdue reforms
of investigative procedures, based upon accepted American standards
of "fair play”.

While I still feel the single-committee approach proposed
in another bill by Semator Dougles end myself is the best way to
protect our intermal security without engaging in headline-hunting
competition, I bhave joined with my colleggues in this nev move in the
hope of getting more immedimte action on this pressing problem of
bringing order out of chaos of our presemt investigative side-shows,
and protecting the rights of individuals without crippling the
effectiveness of the Congress in discharging its respomsibilities.
Tt 1s an sbsolute disgrace to have such time-vasting distractions

diverting atbention of the Congress and the country from the
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SDeES: Thank you, Senstor Humphrey...You have been listening to
Senator Bubert H. Bumphvey, with his weekly report from the Nation's
capital. This is e public service program, presented in cooperation
with this station. This is Vashingtom, returning you to your

station anNNOUWCErsss os



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. 21 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"Anti-Communism" couraging listencr~interest in these public-service
Week of May 31, 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.

Tightening of legislation to prevent Communist infiltraticn

of unions will be discussed over radio station = T
call letters day

at by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey
time

Senator Humphrey will explain the bill he recently introduced
in the Senate to close existing loopholes in the Lebor-lMenagement
Relations Act, and bring ebout rore effective enforcement of the Act's
non-Communist affidavit.

Senator Ilumphrey will discuss organized labor's own efforts
to wipe out both Communism and corruption from its midst, and emphasize

the need for remaining alert to these "twin evil forces of our time".

Senator Humphrey will also discuss reactions to the McCarthy-Army

feud, and outline the resolution he is sponsoring along with a group of

other Senators to establish g Code of Fair Procedure for Senate Commlttees

"and call & halt to abuses of committee procedures now bringing disrepute

and disrespect down onto the heads of the Congress’.



RADIO SCRIPT FOR: SEFATOR HUBERT H. HUMPHREY SUBJECT:

s GO

SIMMS: YOUR SENATOR REFORIS -~ 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 cooper-
ation with this station. Semator Humphrey, we have noticed progress is
being made on appropriation bills providing funds for public programs

and projects. How is Minnesota faring under some of these bills?

SENATOR: Fairly well on some, and still in doubt on others. In the

eivil functions bill that has passed the Senate, our flood control and
nevigation projects fared .pretty well, In the agricultural appropriations
bill just reported out of the appropriastions committee and now awaiting
action in the Senate, we have also done better than earlier indicated

on some of the items Minnesota was particularly interested in. However,
we are still waiting decisions on some other federal-state programs

such as public health activities, which are included in the budget for

the Department of Health, Education, and Welfare,



SIMS: You mtin@ht.ﬂ

fands for the army engineers to carry out floed control work and

nctions budget, Senator, which includes

navigation improvements, How did we come out on our specific Minnesota

projects?

SENATOR: I am glad to be able to report that enough money has been
assured to make further progress on most of our pending projects, and
get surveys started on others that are needed. In flood control work,
the Senate provided §$300,000 for further flood control activity om

the Red River of the North. Now, that is $75,000, less than called
for in the budget, yet it is enough to make considerable progress.

Flor flood conbrol work at Aitkin, the Senate provided $450,000. That
1s $50,000 below the budget, but the committee believes it will provide
enough to complete the project. ¥he Senate also increased considerably
funde earmarked for controlling water levels of the Oreat Lakes, which
involve both flood qont.ml and navigation, While the budget only

called for §50,000, the Senate increased that amount to $125,000.
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for flood control examinations and studles, financing the necessary
first steps in any flood control projects. The Senate increased the
amount for such work from $550,000 requested to §$1,000,000, Out of
that the Corps of Engineers must decide the amounts to be allecated
to Minnesota projects, but in any event it means nearly twice as
much will be u‘gﬂabh.

k.
SIMIS: Senator Humphrey, what about funds for mmatién improvement

projects that concern our state?

SEMATOR: Well, I am very pleased that we passed the full §300,000
requested for dredging work in the Duluth~Superior harbor, as well as
$3,200,000 for work on replacing the old Keokuk locks on the Mississippl.
For the St. Anthony Fells project on the Mississippl above Minneapolis,
the Senate provided §1,600,000, $100,000 less than the budget called

for but still an increase of $400,000 over the amount authorized by

the House,
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SDOMS: That “"@’@ "Vm PRI CLe-

Senator Humphrey. Now what about agricultural sppropriations?

SENATOR: Of course, we still face Senate action on the funds for
agricultural programs, but the report from the Senate Appropriations
Committee is a good one, restoring many of the cuts that appeared
unwise, I am particularly pleased that most of the drastic slashes

to which I had objected have been changed to avoid seriously crippling
programe in which our state is vitally concerned. I must say that
the Semte committee followed rather closely the example set by the
House committee, making up its own minds as to existing needs and
frequently ignoring or repudiating the recommendations of the

Eisenhower administration and Secretary Benson,

SIMMS: Senator, what happened to the school lunch program, for which

the Administration had asked a cut of §15,000,0007



SENATOR: !’ortm@ : Xn agreed with the position

many of us had taken thet this is no time to cut down on the school
lunch program, when our school enrollment is increasing. As a result
they restored the $15,000,000, and have kept the funds at the same

level as last year,

SIMMS: Senator Humphrey, I recall the Administration had announced

a new policy this year of curtailing the federal government's
assistance in federalestate cooperative programe, such as indemnities
for tuberculosis control in dairy cattle. What did the appropriation

committee do sbout such cuts?

SENATOR: Again I am pleased at the position the committee took. They
have rejected such slashes in these beneficial disease control
programs. While the Committee expressed the feeling that the states
and local interests could well share a much larger financial respone

sibility, they insisted that appropriations for federal activities



states to provide the work will be continued. You know, disease

and insect problems cut across state lines &nd 1t is really essential
that federal programs be maintained until the states are in a position

to assume the responsibility, I think most of us realize that we

wp to the states, For example, mmﬂonmorhndumdmt
Minnesota would be unable to meke up the difference in the tuberculosis
and brucellosis eradication programs if federal aid was reduced. But
that danger is now passed, as the commitiee restored funds for these

programs,

in the amount of grants to the states for cooperative programs. The
appropriations committee was much more realistic, and Provided some
$1,000,000 more than the Administration asked, As a result, it will

not be necessary to curtail essentisl forestry work in our state,



the committee's recommendations?

SEBATOR: Very good, I am glad to say. The Senate committee not only
completely rejected the cute asked by Benson, but even incressed the
anounts voted by the House committee. As it now stands, the Senate
report calls for $5,930,000 more for the Soil Conservation Service
than the Administration asked, and $620,000 more than the House
provided, Senate increases beyond the House program included
$120,000 more for SCS operstions in support of our Soil Conservation
Districts, and an additicnal $500,000 for flood prevention work,

I was also glad to see that the Henate committee nww
the need for increasing loan authorization for both REA and the

J

Farmers Home Administration, | ;; f

Now, these are loan funds e not appropriations. They are i
Just authority for these agencies to make loans that are repaid,

with interest,
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For the | £ {letrification, the committee

provided an increase of $45,800,000 in loan authorization above what

Secretary Benson and the President's Bareau of the Budget had proposed.
For the Farmers' Home Mmﬂm. an increase of

$2,500,000 was recommended in tu&uf&ﬁm for production and

subsistence loans, Bwen with that w, the eni.tiln'a report

gaid, and I am quoting the report: 'ml mlﬂ. increase will

provide but a portion of the demands J;or farm-operating u;a- to

deserving farmers and stockmen who euimt secure credit from o@her

sources.”

SIMMS s Senator, in view of these widespread shanges from what the
Administration asked, isn't the committee's report rather a strong

repudiation of the Benson-Eisenhower fzrm policies? 7

SENATOR: Yes, 11 is being accepted as such ~= and you do not have
to read between the lines of the Gmltﬂlw'l report to find out how

eritical the committee is of Secretary l:li&on'a weak leadership for
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agriculture, m@ @%ﬁcm, even after ihe
language was considerably toned down at the insistence of Senate
Majority Leader William Knowland,

lLet me read you just a few paragraphs from the appropriations
committee's report .., here is the first one, about surplus disposalt

"The Committee feels that more positive action should be
taken by the Department of Agriculture in disposing of agricultural
surplus, both at home and abroad. Up to tﬂ- time, for example, no
significant progress has been made in disposing of dairy surpluses,
A butter disposal program, which has been supported bylmt. farm
groups, has been under consideration in the Department, but so far,
no concrete action is evident, The Committee belicves a program for
domestic disposal of perishable surpluses is long overdue,"” |

Now, that is what I have been saying for months -- and I am
ecertainly glad to see it echoed so forcefully by the Republican-controlled
Senate Appropriations Committee, The Committee was equally eritical of
Secretary Benson's failure to recommend any specific plan for meeting

the diverted acreage problem, saying, in :pu'h
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NThis CP%‘W the lack of a
\

specific program for diverted acres, Both the House Committee
and the Senate comittee asked earnest questions regarding the
Department's views with respect to what use will be made of these
diverted acres, and particularly as to how the $250,000,000 AcP
payments authorisation will be used in this divertedeacres program,
By this time, the Department should have been sble to better advise
the committee as to what portion of the $250,000,000 will be used
on diverted acres, and for what purposes. The committee feels that
it cannot properly perform its duties on the appropriation (for the
ACP program) without knowledge of the program of the Department foy
the use of these diverted acres,”

That iz a direct quote from the committee's report. 8o you
see, I am not the only one down here that is becoming critical of

Secretary Benson's failures,



SIMMS: Thank you, @l@hl 3 . .Itou have been listening

to Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly report from the
Nation's capital, This is a publie nrﬂ_eo program, presented 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 II. Humphrey in his series of regular weekly
Program No. 22 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"Funds for Minnesota" couraging listener-interest in these public-cervice
Week of June 7, 1954 progrems, 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.

How Minnesota is faring in funds for projects and programs in this

session of the Congress will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey
day

at over radio station .
(hour) (call letters)

Senator Humphrey will report on funds earmarked for Minnesota flood
control and navigation improvement projects under the Civil Functions Bill
recently passed by the Senmate, and also discuss the agricultural appropriations
bill now pending before the Senate with recormendations from the Appropriations
Committee rejecting many of the reductions proposed by the Administration.

Outlook for school lunch programs, REA loan suthorizations, Soil
Conservation Service activities, Forestry programs, and similar topics will be
analyzed by the Senator on the basis of the Appropriations Committee's decisions.

The program is ancther of the weekly public service broadcasts provided
by Senator Humphrey as a report to the people of Minnesota, presented through

the cooperation of Station .



Senator Bubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly report from the Nation's

capitel, This program is brought to you as a public service, in
cooperation with this station. Senator Humphvey, you have alweys
been a leader in the Congress for adequate educational facilities.
What's being done sbout the problem of some help toward building more

school buildings?

SENATOR: Not as much as should be done, and must be done. However,
more and more people are becoming eware of the problem. At & time
vhen our nation is spending billions to promote and protect
democracy throughout the world, our children must not not be
prevented from receiving the finest education that democracy cen
provide. The needs of American children cannot be met, however, in
crowded schools requiring half-day classes, or in buildings that are

dangerous fire traps.



to help meet the school construction needs of American children.
Those bills are S. 536 and 8. 537. Hearings have been held just
recently on those bills by the subcommittee on school construction
of the Sepate Committee on Lebor and Public Welfare, but no
decision has been announced as yet. However, it's an uphill battle,
in view of the refusal of the Administration to support any

assistance for school construction.

SDMS: Senator Humphrey, tell us more about your measures, and

what they provide.

SENATOR: Well, first of sll let me give you some background to this

problem, and my concern with it. You may recell that during the

81st Congress I was cheirman of the subcommittee on school comstruction.

Out of the hearings we held at that time we developed a bill, S. 2317,

vhich was enacted into Public Law 815. Title I of Public Law 815
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undertaken by the Office of Education. The Olst Congress
recognized the fact that the Federal govermment had a responsibility
to meet school construction needs vherever they exist in the United
States, and where the local communities are in no financial
position to meet those meeds. We felt, however, thet we needed
& more comprehensive survey before outlining a detailed plan. The
lav we passed, therefore, provided for the survey and also
provided for an emergency program for those communites directly
affected by the impact of the Federal govermment activity.

The results of the survey are nov available to the
Congress. It remeins for us now to act, and to meet the dire need
vhich the survey so well and so scientifically demonstrated. There
is no excuse for further delay. I am terribly disappointed that
mm&/u@nwmmmmmtmm

pGele/
Ofwbmks. 537 merely continues assistance to federally-

impacted areas, in other words providing aid for constructing schools
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projects in the area creating problems which the local community
itself cannot be expected to meet alone. already
sccepted this principle. The other bill, is aimed at
undertaking & long-range general school construction program with
federal participation on & sharing basis with local commmities,
such as we have done so successfully with hospital construction.
It wvas this intent for which our previous survey of needs was
undertaken. It doesn't do much good to study the needs, if we

aren't going to do anything about them.

SD@MS: Semetor, I know how strongly you feel sbout this issue

because you have always been & strong booster for good schools.

SENATOR: That's right. . . . the issue of school conmstruction is

one that is really close to my heart. My interest dates back to

my period of service as Mayor of Mimmeapolis, and my own teaching days



first activities in the Senate. As a parent of four children who
attend the public schools, I have been constantly and continually
alert to the serious threat which our school building shortage
represents t© ouwr future es a nation. I have urged passege of
s.sasumxmmtmummtmmuu-mm
met with the epproval of our educational groups and government
agencies concerned with the subject. Of course, I don't really
care if the committee in its wisdom decides to alter or modify my
bill, or produce a new one under a Republican sponsorship, as long
uitptymtumdom. I have assured them of my complete
support. The parentage of a bill interests me less than the

substance of the bill.

SDMS: Senator, whet did the survey show sbout needs for school

construction in our country?
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‘SENATOR: mum@@@ , but they are all
based on solid fact.

Dr. Earl G. McGrath, former United States Commissioner of
Education, in making public the results of the survey said:

"Additional floor space equal to a one-story building,
52 feet wide, extending from New York City to San Francisco, California,
is needed adequately to house the nation's public elementary and
secondary school population.” He reported that the survey indicates
a need mow for about 708,000,000 sdditional square feet of school
building space for nearly 9¢ million pupils in public elementary
and secondary schools.

The significance of these figures is that they do not
provide for increased enrollment next year and in succeeding years.
It is clearly evident that this increase beginning next September
will be sizeable. The statistics show an expected school
enrollment of more than 31,000,000 in 1956 and 32,000,000 in 1956,

Unless the Congress acts to meet this crisis, the mothers and fathers
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and their children's education has been neglected by the Congress.
SDMMS: What ebout our own needs in Minnesote, Senator Humphrey?

SENATOR: It 1s now estimated that a total amount of $165,959,000
vill be needed to meet our present school construction needs in
Minnesota. Mnmmwmumrﬁnbnmmmmm
90.5% is for mew construction. 1.5% is for sites, and 1.1% is for
buses.

Now, even if every local school district in Minnesota and
our state govermment appropriate to its total legal capacity for
school needs, there would remain a deficit of more then $46,000,000,
or 27.8% of the total need. It is estimated that more than
32 percent of the school buildings in Minnesota at present are

unsatisfactory.

SDMMS: And is the situastion equally serious nationwide?
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more than 325,000 instruction rooms end related facilities are
currently needed this yeer to relieve overcrowding and to replace
obsolete facilities. To relieve present overcrowiing alone,
155,000 additional classrooms are required today. To replace obsolete
facilities another 170,000 should be provided.

Now, these ere more than just statistics. The facts
that spproximately one~third of our nation's public elementary
and secondary school children are attending classes in buildings
whose sefety ageinst fire is guestionable. About 15% of our school
children are attending classes in school houses that do not meet
fire safety conditions.

It is clear to me, 88 e result of these facts, that
our so-called emergency problem has become a nation-wide problem
and is forming a national pattern. It is, therefore, essential
thet we turn our thoughts not only to developing and extending

our assistaence to those schools in federally-impacted districts,
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s firm administrative foundation, designed to meet the needs of
our school children in a continuing, uniform end equitable formula

That's all that I am trying to do.

SDMS: Senator, does your bill still leave most of the
responsibility for deciding vhere and how funds ere to be used

in state hands?

SENATOR: That's right -- I do not propose taking ewey any of the
prerogatives of the states. My bill provides that State Educational
Agencies will have full control of plamning and developing new
buildings, and in setting up construction priority programs for
each state. Allocation of funds is based on the number of children
and the per capita income payments in each state. The bill would
establish a sound administrative pattern within vhich the Federal

govermuent could fulfill its responsibility for housing the



e
growing school atte @Wﬂﬂ:m
administretion. The actual smount of money to be mede avallable
would be decided by the Congress each year, depending upon the
immediate need and the over-all budget requirements.

It is estimated that the cost for building the necessary
schools is 10.7 billion dollars. There is no question but that
the preliminary responsibility for meeting this financial need
lies with the state and local govermments, but the lews and
methods for voting bond issues or railsing funds through assessments
on property can only bring 5.8 billion dollars from states and
local school districts. This leaves a deficit of 4.9 billion

dollars that must be provided in some other way.

SIMMS: Senstor, wasn't that one of the reasons you fought against

the tidelands oil giveaway - to save that revemue for school

= B
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SENATOR: That's

The estimated smount of royalties lost by Minnesota from the oil
on these tidelands wes $165,500,000. Now compare that with the
figures I have gliven on Mimnmesota's needs, and you will see that
it would have been enough to meet virtually all of our existing

school construction problems.

SDMS: Thank you, Senator Humphrey. . « « You have been listening
to Senstor Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly report from the

nation's cepital. This 1s a public service program, presented in
cooperation with this stetion. This is Washington, returning you

to your station anmouncer. . « »



TO RADTO 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. 23 broadcasts over your station. As a means of cn-
"School Constyuction" couraging listener-interest in these public-service
Week of June 1k, 1954 prograus, 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.

Need for Federal assistance for school construction will be discussed

by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey at over Radio Station .
(day) (hour) (call letters

Senator Humphrey, sponsor of legislation to provide Federal assistance
to local commmities for new school buildings, will explain findings of the Off ice
of Education surveys on school facilities showing urgent need both in Minnesota
and throughout the Nation for additional buildings to eliminate overcrowding and
get rid of firetraps.

He will explain purposes of his bill for helping local communities meet
school construction needs similar to the plan for Federal aid to hospital
construction.

The broadcast is one of Senator Humphrey's weekly radio reports to

the people of Minnesota, presented as a public service over Station .



Senstor Hubert H, Humphrey, with his weekly report from the Nation's

capital. This program is brought to you a8 a public service, in
cooperation with this station. Senator, I'm sure we have lots of
Kinnesota women listening to these reports . . « are there awy

pl:ﬁﬁlﬂ“ﬂmhmum'luh to discuss?

OR: Yes, there are quite a few questions of public policy

that I'd lilke to talk over with wvomen. « « « but let me meke it
guite cleer that I feel women take their responsibilities of

uwmhm,uﬂuannntmtmm&

public issues. I've alwvays felt that women exert e wholesome end

- constructive influence on government, an influence that certainly

should be emcouraged. Housevives and mothers are concerned about
current problems as well a9 looking to the future for the sake of

their children., They have always been interested in good, clsan



there are some issues which particularly sppeal to them as women,
and ebout which they hold vather firm opinions that must be

respected.

s0as: That's vhat I bed in mind, Senstor « « « perhaps you would

discuss some of these specific questions involving women.

SEBATOR: Well, ome of them that Idm particulsrly concerned about
is vy ve don't make more use of women in our Foint Four programe
low, I know women are great boosters for the Foint Four program;
MW&W#M:“u&#&. They epprove
this constructive approach to world pesce =- but I think they have
& right to ask vhy ocur government doesn't male more use of the

vomen's viewpoint in csrrying out thess programs. I've telled

this over with some of the lesders of the Business end Professional



and I know they feel rather strongly that women have been neglected
in choosing Foint Four missions. I think they have a right to
complaine We're not maling as good use of America's womanhood as
we can and should be doing. Women have been largely left out of
the Foint Four progrem, both in an edvisory cspacity end among the

technicians we send ebroad to help influence people in other lands.

ED8E: You mean you feel women should be sent into these under-
developed areas of the world, to help guide them to improved ways

of doing things®

SENATOR: Thet's right -- weere missing & good bet not to use more
women in such o wvay. FRemember, some of our best missionaries have
been women, Hever under-estimate the comstructive job they can

do. I think there would be less red tape and more dome to actually

belp people of other lands if every Point Four mission oversesas
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our methods under the verious exchange programs, they include
quite & fow women among them. They koow that these women can have
& poverful influence when they return home. We should be thinking
in the sam wey ebout vhat Americen women cen do oversess o
edvence educstion, encourege ferm home improvement and stimmlate
understending end good will.

Why not recognize that women have schieved equal
competence with men in almost every techmical £10ld, and send
Some women health experts, mutrition experts, and child care
experts with our Foint Four teams? After all, the influence of

mmmmwmummmmm.

1m“m¢mmmummmuu.

Sime: Well, Senator, do we have women experts that could provide

technical assistance to other countriss?
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mention. Why mot get the advice of such women as Catherine Stinson,
president of the Society of Women Engimsers, for example, or Dv.
Louise Pearce, former head of a woman's medical college in
Fhiladelphie and one of our foremost experts on tropical diseases?
Why not call in the hwads of our women's organizstions, to discuss
the role women can play in carrying the concept of Point Four to
the rest of the world? Ve comsult with the HAM, the U. S. Chamsber
of Commerce, and Labor and Perm organizations about technicians

to send abroad, and sbout the type of programs to carry on. Why
leave out the women, why not comsult with such women's organizations
as the Business end Professional Women's Clubs, the American
Association of University Women, the Genmeral Federation of Women's
Clubs, end the vomen's division of our farm organizations? I feel
rather strongly ebout this, and as & member of the Foreign Relations
Committee I plan to ask Foreign Operstions Administrator Herold

Stessen about it the next time he comes before our Committee.
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Americen vomaphood to work for freedom in the world.

Soos: Thot's really interesting, Semstor, amd I agree it offers reel
opportunities. What other iscuss come to your mind in which women

should be interested?

SENATOR: Well, I'm sure they are interested in the work of Semator
Hendrickson's juvenile delinquency subcommittee in trying to
expose the impact of crime and horror comic books on teene-agers.
Most of us who are parente have hed e look at some of the things
thet pass for comic books these days, and agree most heertily
that its time for e clean wp of the f£ilth that gets circulated
emong children. Senator Hendrickson is doing = comstructive job
of trying to prove the relationship between scme comic booke and
Juvenile misbehevior, to see what laws we need to tighten the
safoguards to protect fmerican youth, I've telked this over with

Senator Hondrickson, and pladged him my strong support.



Donald Duck, as some crities claim, but we are trying to do
samething about the so-called horror and crime variety of books
vhich have disturbed literally millions of parents.

The thing ve should be concerned sbout is the extent
to vhich the vested interests in the comic book publishing
business is throwing wp e smokescresn in trying to halt such
ingquiries, instead of cooperating in protecting our childven.

How, I think it's time mothers of Americs speak up, end
let Congress know that it wants such trash exposed and driven off
the pows stands. Much of the responsibility rests with those who
publish end distribute such material, but sll of us have o
responsibility of putting e stop to circulation of material
unfit and hermful for children to read. low that the Semate is
trylng to do something about 1t, I think women should get behind
the move and not let this effort be sidetrecked by pressures of

the publishing business,
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SDaS: x'nmm@ ” ' Ym, Senator,
for quite a bit of interest has been shown in this issue out in

ocur state.

SENATOR: That's right, and I'm pleased to see progress being
mode. I want to congratulate Mimnesota's Druggists for going on
record opposed to such comic books, and agreeing to keep of their
nevetands litersture unfit for children. But it will take alert
mothers to help enforce this volunteary bem. I'm also glad to
have this chance to commend the fine work in this direction being
done by Judge Vincent Hollaren of Worthington, who has been
almost fighting a onc-man battle in Minnesota against £ilth in
the form of comic books. I'm sure any women's groups interested
in further informstion or material on this question for a club
mmmuwm«uwmmsw
Also, I'd suggest thet they get copy of the book, "Seduction of

the Imocent”, by Dr. Fredric Wertham. It is one of the best diagnosis
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thousands of clinical cases, much court work with juveniles,
and good common semse. Dre Wertham also wrote a fine article on
this subject for the Ladies Home Jowrnal last November, entitled

‘What Parents don"t Know About Comie Books”.

SDSES: Senmator, I'm sure our women are also keenly interested

in vhat Congress does about education and public health programs.

SEIATOR: I'm sure they are, and I'm sure they can be very
effective in helping to gst action where it 18 needed. We
discussed efforts to get federal assistance for school comstruction
last week, and I hope to discuss ot more length in the future
some of the problems of our public health activities. All of

us must be concerned with these vital topics, but women are
especially interested because they affect the future lives of

their children. And I think women certainly won't welcome word



«10 -
tubsreulosis control, for exemple, wiping out & grest part of
the X-ray case finding that permits early detection of tuberculosis
M“Mmmctmmo The sems thing
is true for most of the reductions proposed in other health
programs, and for health research. Fortumately, wedve managed
to avold the proposed cui in school lunch funds that emable
children to heve healthegiving hot lunches in our schools, and
it looks like we ere going to be sble to halt the proposed cuts in
funis for vocationel education. Women can help in these efforts
to keep health and educstion from being neglected in these times of
concern over international problems, by reminding members of
Congress thet it won't do much good to save democeacy if we

neglect the citizens of the future.



to Senmator Hubert He Humphrey, with his weekly report from the

Nation's capital. This is e public service program, presented

in covperation with this station. This ia Washington, retwrning

you to your station announcers « « o



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
Progran No. 24 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"Women" couraging listener-interest in these public service
Week of June 21, 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 newspapers.

Greater use of women in guiding and carrying out America's Point
Four program will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey over Radio Station

on at .
(call letters) (day) {hour)

In a discussion of issues before the Congress of particular interest
to women, Senator Humphrey will outline his views on the contribution women
could make toward world peace through becoming Point Four "missionaries"”, and
call attention to the present failure = to make use of
wonmen in this important work.

Senator Humphrey will also discuss the work being done by the Senate
subcommittee on juvenile delinguency toO expose the destructive influence of horror
and crime comic books, and urge the support of women toward banning such trash
literature from circulaticn.

The program is another of Senator Humphrey's weekly reports to the

people of Minnesota, presented as a public service over Station .



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. 25 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-
"Conservation" couraging listener-interest in these public service
Week of June 28, 1954 programs, we suggest you copy this release with your
g call letters and the time of the broadcast inserted,
YOUR SENATOR REPORTS" and submit it to your local newspapers.

Conservation issues of interest to sportsmen before the present

Congress will be discussed by Senator Hubert H. Humphrey at

(day) (time)
over Radio Station

(call letters].

Senator Humphrey will have as his guest on the program C. R. Gutermuth,
Vice President of the Wildlife Management Institute and executive secretary of
the Emergency Council on Natural Resources. Minnesota's Senator will interview
Gutermuth on legislative recommendations of sportsmen's group before the
session of Congress now under vay.

Anong topics to be discussed will be diversion of duck stamp funds,
the upstream watershed flood prevention bill, and adequate appropriations for
the Fish and Wildlife Service.

The program is another of the regular series of public service reports
from Washington mades by Senator Humphrey to keep Minnesotans informed on

issues before the Congress, and presented through the cooperation of Station




0

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. 26 broadcasts over your station. As a means of en-

"India" couraging listener-interest in these public ser-

Week of July 5, 195k vice programs, we suggest you copy this release
with your call letters and the time of the broad-

"YOUR SENATOR REPORTS" cast inserted, and submit it to your local
newspapers.

India's role in the world today will be discussed by Senator Hubert H.

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

Guest of Senator Humphrey on the program will be Bishop Pickett of India,
head of all Methodist Church mission activities in India and a veteran of more
than 40 years service in that country.

Bishop Pickett, now visiting America in the hope of creating better
understanding of India's problems and attitudes, will be interviewed by Senator
Humphrey regarding India's role in international affairs, her attitude in the
struggle between democracies and Communism. Bishop Pickett was instrumental several
years ago in working with Senator Humphrey in getting American wheat to relieve
famine suffering in India. Because of Senator Humphrey's vital role on the
Senate Foreign Relation Committee, Bishop Pickett again consulted with him during
his present trip to Washington, and Senator Humphrey in turn invited the Bishop to
participate in a radio discussion for the people of Minnesota.

The program is a continuation of Senator Humphrey's regular weekly public
service reports from the Nation's capital, presented in cooperation with

Stgtion “




RADIO SCRIPT FOR? SENATOR HUBERT H. HUMPHREY SUBJECT

PROGRAM No. 27 WEEK OF July 12, 12& Civil Defense
SIMMS: YOUR SEN. REPORTS ~= FROM W, ol 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. Senator Humphrey, not

many weeks ago sirens wailed across the country in what was

America's first nation-wide air-rai of the atomic age., Do
you think this vital reh defense was a success?
SENATORt American aspects of this test of her atomic
defenses with s. In some bbher respects we failed,

of course the results of this mock attack should have brought
home to the American people just m;t the dangers are, In this
"dry run" it was supposed that some 425 enemy planes had been
Jaunched against about 6l cities within the continental United
States. Only about 30% of the planes were assumed to be inter-

cepted and shot down, The remaining 70% that penetrated our
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defense vere supposed to have caused é.ma,wo'mtha and an
additional 4,053,000 injuries. The drill demonstrated that in

many ﬁna the organizational cadres utahliaheﬁ for civil defense ==
fire fighters, ruen; and medical squads, auxiliary police, mutual
aid, and so on -- were soundly blueprinted and fairly well trained.

In addition, the warning system worked well and the sirens were

usually audible,

SIMMS: Senator Humphrey, in 3 would you say the test failed?

SENATOR® There hawe b eriticisms of the performance of
the drill. For the Federsl Civil Defense Administration,
here in Washington, noted that there were very great delays in
reporting through the "chain of command®” from city and county
organizations to state, regional and Federal staffs. The drill
demonstrated a shortage of anywhere from 12 million to 15 million
civil defense workers. However, to my mind the most striking
shorteoming was the general apathy ... bordering on borddom,...

which gripped most people as they went through their paces.
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SISt To what do you attribute this general lack of concern

about the eventuality of an atomic attack, Senmator Humphrey?

SEIATGRs I think the root of the problem lies in the fact that
the public has not been given full information as to what our
¢ivil defense plans really are. like the dinossur wve have been
lulled into a false sense of security by constantly reminded

of our capacity for massive retaliation, mighty dinosaur

gave no thought to measures defense either. As you know,
the dinosaur is extinet, lic must have all the information
intelligent se 8 will permit. JFor in the last

analysis civil def & a public responsibility and the public
will have to act in ite own civil defense, An eminent psychologist,
Dwight W. Chapman, put it this way in the BULLETIN OF THE ATGRIC
SCIENTISTS, "The Federal goverrment has a unique role in providing
authoritative information. Whether the individual will act wisely
wtuolilhlymmuthckuuwmuhﬁhaMum

does nowe If no proper precautions are made, the already certain
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casualties and physical damage will be compounded by foolish

actiors verging on panie."

SIMMS: Senator Humphrey, is there any other reason for infoming
the public on civil defense matters, aside from ensbling them to

better take care of themselves during an emergency?

SENAT(R: Yes there is, The public be constantly be advised

of eivil defense policy so thyd i1l not be unduly subordinated to

other aspects of our ¢ Let me give cne illustration

of this problem 8 the matter of early warning. More
than a year and a group of seientists known as the
Lincoln Summer Study Group concluded that the chief defect in our
defense system was the absence of an early warning system against
enemy attacks., Today, with the adoption of a civil defense policy
calling for the evacuation of our larger cities, an early warning

system has become an absolute necessity, However, at the time

the poliecy of early warning was resisted by the Air Force. Among
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other things they charged that it would not be practical and it
would cost too much to set up an early warning belt in the arctic.
As things have now turned out, our govermment has finally joined
with Canada in the construction of a belt of just such stations.
This was done a year and & half after the necessity of these
stations first became clear. During that year and a half we have
been without an adequate warning system and according to the
Civil Defense Administration we ti1l without one. I believe
that more adequate public di on of this problem in the fall

of 1952 might have resu a defense poliey which took more

account of the civil defense.

SIMi8: But Senator Humphrey, what with the monies being allocated

by state and local governmente, hasn't the Federal government

appropriated enough to tske care of ocur divil defense needs?

SENATOR:t Not nearly enough. In the first place state and local

appropriations for civil defense have been "marginal® -- often
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non=existent. In most cases WheBe jurisdictions simply do not
have the means to raise revemue for these purposes. The
President 's budget message defined the job of the Civil Defense
Administration as ronwit "It will be the Federal responsibility,

as reflected in this budget, to provide warning of impending

attacks, and to stockpile medical supplies. The Federal Govern~

ment will not assume the responsib which belong to the
local governments and volunt s but will supplement state
and local resources,; pr ne information on weapons
effects and advise and tes and localities." Yet only

$68 million m@p carry out these purposes. On such a

relatively small figure the Federal govermment cannot be

construing these words very broadly.

SIMMS: Well them, Senator, in your opinion who does have the
responsibility for adequate civil defense? The Federal government?

Local government? or both?



SENATORY 1 think it is clear that the destruction of a large
American city is & federal responsibilitys not merely a local

onee Any of our large cities is part of an industrial govermmental,
and commercial complex in which the shole nation is involved. The
Federal govermment, not local govermments, is the one which
operates our military defense, and it is the only one that can
see that civil defense is properly with pur military
defense. However, adequate ci prm;us require some
n@ua from American : « There are, for example,
economic sacrifices industrial plant dispersal.

These sacrifices to be shared as widely and generally
as possible. This means that the Federal govermment will have to
take on the job of formulating policy and actively assisting the
localities to carry out that policy. To do this, the Federal

budge must recognize the primary, though not exclusive,

responsibility of the Federal government for civil defense.
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what Congress can do to improve our civil defense set up?

SENATORt Yes, I would like to make briefly a few suggestions
for possible Congreesional action. First, we can make sure that
the Civil Defense Administration gets a budget big enough so that
it can do its job. We can encourage population dispersal under such
measures as the Public Housing Act and through eredit contract
and tax polieies. This would do much to decrease our
vulnerability. I would also suggest that any programs advanced
to meet the dangers of recession, such as public works programs,
be planned in accord with our defense and dispersal needs. We
2lso ought %o have on the books legislation providing for such
things as emergency government credit facilities, the duplication
of essential government and business records, for succession

to vital elected and appointive offices, for the declaration of

bank holidays, and whatever other economic measures are necessary
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tc sustain our e@@%‘u violence of a hydrogen

blaste

SDMMS: Senator Humphrey, what do you consider our top priority

need as far as Congressional action on civil defense is concernsd?

SENATORt* What we need, first of all, is the information on which
to act. I would, therefore, propose the creation of s commission
to look into the civil defense picture. This commission would
tell Congress what has been done so far, ropm. on the Admin-
istration's plans for the future, alert the public to the problems
of civil defense, and propose legislation to meet these problems.
A high level commission would be the ideal device to bring this
problem forecefully to the uttoﬁtlon of those who should know about
it == to make the kind of impartial study the problem and our
national safety deserves. Once the commission has reported,
Congress could keep constantly in touch with the civil defense

picture by setting up a civil defense subcommittee of the Atomiec



' , serve as a force for

the integration of civil defense with our overeall defense
policy. It would serve as a spokesman for civil defense urging
programs and research in the executive branch. It would inform
Congress of the effects of new developments on civil defense and
alert all of us to the role we must play in pbotecting ourselves
and our nation, Our best insurance for the peace we all want

is preparedness against any of the aggressor's attacks.

SIMMSs Thank you, Senator Humphrey « « « You have been listening
to Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly report from the
Nation¥s capital. This is a public service progrem, presented

in cooperation with this staticn, This is Washington, returning

you to your station announcer o ¢ o
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For: Benator Humphrey
ec
Program No,28 Congress Windup
Taxes
Social Security

Again we bring you

Senator Hubert H.Humphrey, with his weekly report from the Nation's cupital,
This program is brought to you as & public service, in cooperation with this
station, Senator Humphrey, we're getiing down near the windup of Congress now,
end I suppose the blg rush of legislative pressure is really on...

SENATOR: Thet's right, it really is...this is the season of the year when

we have long sessions, night sessions, and Saturday sessions trying to get through
our scheduled work before the adjournment date, It's unfortunate that so nuch
legislation gets put off until the last mm, begause thut often means lack of
fair consideration of important measures that should be carefully examined, You

know, in the race for adjourmment its of'ten easy to slip scross unvise measures,
SDiMSs When is adjournuent scheduled, Senator Humphrey?

SEN:TORiWell, our Majority Leader, Senator Knowlend, has set July 31 as the
closing date, But there's still a terrific dork load before the Senate, so I don't
know if we will reach it or not. You know, scmetimes it becomes an Administration
tactic to leave bills to the last minute in the hope of jurming them through while
everybody is hurrying toc get through and get home from the hot wecther of

Weshington,

sIii8; Senator, at/lesst one of the hclg issues is out of the W as & re

action on the tﬂ.ll,....perhaps gou'd like to discuss t.hat’ fight.

thinking
you not kmkx be hn.yfng wore of the tax ﬁ@y You know, tho/Senutc and the

Mﬁar » I would like to/;lflcu.sa it, but don't m kg-*“the mi stake

House have adopted diffprmt versions of the tax hill, which hsve to be iromed out
in what we call "Conference" between committees of the t o Houses. After some

N
A



compromise is reached, each house hes to gain vote to approve or disepprove it,
8o if the bill that comes out of Conference doesn't hold rather close to what
we voted in the Senate, I think you can expect & new fight against it,

SD0MSs Senator, what are some of the changes the Senute made in the tux bill?

SENATORs Well, we didn't get all the tax relief for the average person many of
us worked for, but at least we did head off a tax benefit hand-out to speecial
privileged groups. I notice the press calls it an Elsenhower victory. Well, he
must have got his Humphreys & bit mixed up. The recommendations of his Secretary
of the Treasury Humphrey for stock dividend benefits were defeated, and many of
the recommendations of this Humphrey wvere approved,

SD#SsThat's right, you did have several successful amendments to the tax bill,
Senator, Would you explain some of them?

SENATOR: Both of my proposals for tax relief for working mothers and for parents
aiding their children ettending college were ineluded in the Senate bill, as well
a8 my amendment allowing furmers ho construct "on the fara" grein storage
facilities to write off the cost in ome year for tax purposes, Meny farm leaders
believe this will give construction of farm storage facilities s much needed toost.
Then too, I can't forget one that may look small to many people, but means a lot
to Minnesota's basebcll funs--I managed to get &n amendment adopted that eliminates
admission taxes to anateur snd semi-professional basebell ganes, Of course, I
wanted grecter tex relief that would benefit evsrybody by raising personal
exemptions from $600 to §700, but we lost our fight by a three-vote margin &s a

r sult of the Administrotion's op osition, You know, ] was co-sponsor with

Senator George of that amendment,
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SIMMS: What's the current topic before the Congress, Semtor?l/

SERATOR: Right now we're trying to improve the sceisl security bill--expunding
the coverage and increasing the benefits, In fact, by the time some of our
Minnesota sudience hears this program we mey have conpleted action one way or
another, At least I'n sure they'll be interested in knowing how I fedd, &and how
I intend voting, Thie is one issue imxwxx on vwhich I am supporting the President!s
recommendations, Our senior citizens are entitled to better comsideration, Present
meaguer allowances for our old age assistance cases coupletely ignore present high

- living costs.This is one instance vhere it's essy for mg to vigorously uphold
the Administration, because for the most part its recommendations are the very thing

g for all alon

MS - O het o y do ¢
ns bt et 4oy
$ St “ In faot, vhen the House Ways and sm;:pmd & special subcommitte

s hearings last :ovmhor I cslled for the following points as minimum improvements
in the present program:

1,Extension of 0ld~Age and Swrvivors Insurance Coverage to those not now
covered by the program,

2+.Increseing the awount of old age insurance benefits,

3.Increcsing the asount of insurance benefits for widows and orphans,

4eliberslizing the retirement test from the present $75 = nonth to at
least $1200 & year,

5.Reducing the retirement age from 65 to 55 for persona who have to retire
prematurely due to physiecal disability.

6,Providing for the rehabilitation of persons who are physically disabled.

7«Providi g for hospital insurance for w1l persona age 65 and over,

8,Cojjtdnuing the $5 & month increase to old age assistance recipients,

When President Eisenhower made his recommend.tions to Congress, he endorsed



most of those points in principle, although not quite as specifically. As a result
the bill we now have before us is not quite all thet I would like 1o see, and

not quite all that our old folks are entitled tos However, it is still an
improvement, and I shall support it.

SIM8s Senator Humphrey, didn't you already have bills in the Congress to
acco'plish thogse seme purposes before President Bisenhower mede his recommend:tions?

SENATOR; That's right--I introduced six bills last May to provide such
imyrovements, But the important thing now is not who gets the credit--it is to
meke sure we get the best possible bill, and get the benefits to the old folks
who need them, If you ever tried living on $45 a month, you'd reaiize how badly
we need to bring our old age assistance programs up to date to meet modern
conditions and modern living costs. This measure is only a sturter, but it is =
gtep in the right direction,

a2~ (Supplementel material from releases, as needed)
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SIMMS; Thenk you, Senstor Humphrey, for this discussion of temes=emd social
md b Egrm il =)

security-=two of the improtant issues before the Congress during these fin:ls

days of the present session. You have been listening to Senator Hubert H.Humphrey,

vith his weekly report from Weshington fiex to the people of Mimnesote. This progrem

has been mmgikx presented us & public service, in cooperation with this station.

This is Washington, returning y u to your station announcer....



RADIO SCRIPT FOR3 SENATOR HUBERT H, HUMPHREY SUBJECT ¢
PROGRAM NO, 28 WEEK OF July 19th Taxes

SnMms: mmrmmrg == FROM WASH INGTON! Again we bring you

Senator Hubert H, Humphrey with his weekly report from the Nation's
Capitol. This program is brought to you as a publiec service in
cooperation with this station, Perhape no Congressional action is
followed more closely by the Ame rican than tax legislation.
It effects practically every citizen where feel it == in
his pocketbook. Senator, do that the tax bill recently

passed by the Senate is a equitable measure?

SENATORt No, I do@n bill as it has been passed provides

most relief for the few most able to carry the burden of taxation
while it substantislly ignores the plight of the lower income groupe.
To parasphrase the war-time slogan of Sir Winston Churchill, "Never
have so many, paid so much, to preserve the privileges of so few,"

At the very beginning of the year, I introduced legislation which

would have raised personal exemptions from $600 to $800. This would



have been of particular benefit to low and middle income groups.

Twice during the Senate fight on the tax bill I worked and voted

for general tax relief. Once was in support of the George Amendment

tomise individual exemptions from $600 to $700. This would have
represented a cut in taxes of about $20 for each taxpayer and each
of his dependents. When this amendment was beaten by a three vote

margin, 46 to k9, I gave my support and v§te to the Long Amendment.

This would have given a flat $20 ion in taxes to each tax~
payer regardless of the number s dependents. But even this
effort for broad tax r ten down by a vote of 33 to 50,
SIMiSt Senator » vy have you fought so hard Bor tex

relief to the low and middle income groups rather than to the more

well=to=do?

SENATORt There are two fundamental reasons for my tax stand,
First, I believe that taxation should be a flexible tool used in

the best interests of our national economy. Right now, there are



signs that our economy is off balance =~ not seriously g0, perhaps,
but seriously enough to threaten h to 5 million jobs this year,
There is every reason to believe that the release of ebout §1# billion
in purchasing power would redress the imbalance in our economy.
Our fmmediate problem is not with investment but with conswaption
and the great mass of consumers in our country is found in the
lower and middle income brackets. I believe that the
tax syructure of our nation a progressive tax structure
as a matter of simple f Thw conduct of the cold war and
the other necessary our goverrment represent an
immense financial on the American taxpayer. Whenever the
burden can be reduced, it ought to be reduced progressively sec that
those in the lower income brackets will not be forced to pay a

dispropputionate share of the cost in our defense of the free world,

SIMMSt When the tax bill was reported to the Senate from the Finance

Committee it contained a great deal of relief for stock-holders,



In the final Senate bill these benefits were sharply reduced,
almost eliminated. m Humphrey what were your reasons in
Joining the overwhelming majority of the Senate that rejected

these provisions?

SENATORt I did not think that the reduction in stock dividends

economics. With so many of the b

already going to those with hi omes, I felt that any further

relief should go to thoe lower brackets. I am gl@iithe
Senate did not logy sighfl of the fact that only 8% of all Amrican
families own stock and only L% of all taxpayers received 76% of
all dividend income. This was clearly another measure that would
largely have been of benefit to the wealthy few. As you may know,
the Senate tax bill now goes into what we call "conference".

Here a Committee from the House of Representatives and a Committee

from the Senate will iron out whatever differences there are between

the House and Senate measures. I sincerely hope that the Committee
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menbers from the House of Representatives will abide by the
overwhelming decision of the Semate and not give great tax benefits
to stockholders while the general public receives no reduction at

all,

RS T

SIMMS: Bap, Senator Humphrey, I have heard it said ih some quarters

that such a mgasure is necessary in ordergo spuy private investment.

=\

SENATORt It has bden the his Adninistration right

along to provide incen¥: (,— : investors. Now there hag

been a great deal of ife and rending of the flesh
about an alleged \_’, 7 fhren equity capital and toward corporate
borrowing, Professor Alvin Hanseén gave the facts on this matter

in testimony before the S5énate Finanke Committee. tfntomttdy,
this has not put a stop to the piteocus Petitions about the plight
of the poor private investor. Professor Hansen pointed out that
bond issues madg up about 75% of all new corporate issues in the

years 192240 1927, which is about the same share\ as now. Further=

more, have no assurance that the funds released ough stock



relief to stockhol would into useful investment. It might

very well be held as sa and contribute further to economie
stagnation. Relief for/America!’ income groups would go
inte raised standardg of living and the.added consumption of life's

necessities.

'uc Senator Humphrey, we all realize t to a very great
extent the soundness of our whole economy on the prosperity
of agriculture. Do you think rican farmer got a fair break

m the new tax bill?

SENATOR: Under @. bill corporations are receiving what

only can be termed mammouth reductions in the form of greatly ine
creased depreciation deductions, Yel when I joined Senator Douglas
in sponsoring an amendment which would have allowed accelerated
amorfization, for tax purposes, on new farm machinery the measure
was defeated. I saw this amendment as being particularly helpful

to the smaller, family-size farm operators who are facing low



prices, shart credit, aging fam Wt and the need for

more productive farming methods. The adoption of the measure
alse would have out down the rising unemployment in the farm
equipment and mechinery industry. This strikes close to home
when we congider that thousands of people are out of work in the
Twin City area because of the loss of jobs in that industry. No,
at this moment I think the fammers of a are & long way from

receiving equitable trafiment undg tax Raws of our land,

SIMMSs But, Senator H ler measure you sponsored, the
Amendment to gran M rates to farmers who
construct storage ties on their land, that was approved by

the Senate, wasn®h it?

SENATORs Yes, and I'm very glad it was. Actually, by stimulating
the construction of private storage facilties it will remedy the
present shortage and save the govermment money. These facilities

cught to be ready for this year's fall graincrop, Under the



amendment the entire cost of constructing the storage facilities
can be written off against taxes immediately, In many instences
thece new sterage facilities will represent the difference between

getting a parity price and taking a bad loss for many farmers,

SIMMSt What were scme of the other more worthwhile provisions of

the new tax bill, Senator Humphrey?

SENATORt I was particularly pl gee that the new bill
contained tax relief for . 8 in the form of greater
deductions for child A ce was also given to students
working their way ollege. I think this was a step in the

right direction toward giving all of America's youngsters a more

equal opportunity for a college education. But an m&.utgm of

the fact that America's young men want exercise for the body as

well as the mind, is the great number of amateur and semi-professional
baseball leaguee that are growing steadily in Minnesota. These

leagues offer our young men healthy recreation, and all the benmefits



of participation in competitive sport. They are the training
grounds for the professional baseball stars of tomorrow, I hope
that the game of baseball, a truly national sport, will be further
encouraged both in Minnesota and the country, will be further
encouraged now that the Senate has adopted my amendment for the
removal of admission taxes to these amateur and semi-professional

gamnsge

SIMMS: But, Senator Humphrey '% all these benefits which
you are supperting cost ral Treasury a lot of money?

How are we going e budget?

SENATR?! During previous tax debates, it was always my position

that the National government's budget must be balanced. With
signs of recession, howsver, the desire to balance the budget
must be coupled with the equally vital national good of stimulating
consumer purchasing power, That is why even as we strenously

continue our efforts to balance the budget we must introduce tax
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reductions te help the small businessmen, famers, and workers,
Tax benefits for those groups increases their real income and
allows them to gpend more money in the marketplace. It
reinvigorates our whole economy. Any losses to the Federal

Treasury can be more than made up by eliminating the tax loopholes

through which billions fall into the laps of special interest and
upper income groups. I have seen estima which put the loss te
the Federal Treasury from the inec iation allowances

for oﬂont:lom in the current 111 at anywhere from $21 to

ions more are lost each year

ation spin-offs? Loose family
partnerships? Excessive deplection allowances on everything from
oil to c¢lam shells? The new tax bill makes it virtually impossible
to touch large inherited fortunes through estate taxes. I am
genuinely sorry that it is mcunry to tax high incomes as steeply
as we do, However, it is both the best thing for the national
economy and only fair that we put the major burden of these taxes
on these best able to bear it and the bulk of the relief with those

who stand most in need of it.



SDMMS: Thank you, Senator Humphrey seeees You have been listening
to Senator Hubert He Humphrey with his weekly report from
Washington to the pecple of Minnescta. '!hil program has been
presented as a public service in cooperation with this stations

This is Washington returning you to your station announcersees.}



Agein we bring you

Senator Hubert H. Humphrey, with his weekly report from the Netion's
capital. This progrem is brought to you as a public service, in
cooperation with this station. Senator Humphrey, you have always
been deeply concerned with veterans problems. This June merked the
mmmmumxmmmmmum. Do

you think this program has been a success:

SENATOR: The GI Bill has been a great success. It has been &
success in all three of its major aspects -~ in its program for
readjustment allowances for periods of unemployment, in education
and training at govermment expense, and in guarenteed loans for
m,mwmmwmammﬁ-mm
readjustment allowance rolls for caly 6 weeks, that program helped
millions successfully weather the difficult transition from

military to civilian life.



Var II veterans the best educated group in the history of the United
States, GI loans have eénsbled veterans to build thousands of badly
needed homes and inject thousands of vital new enterprises into the

strean of American business.

SDMS: These progroms sound very bemeficial, Semator Humphrey,
but haven't they cost a lot of money? Has the texpayer recelved

any financial yeturn ou his investment?

SENATOR: The answer to that question is most appavent in the

record of veterans' repayment of home and business loans., It is
a record of repeyment which the Veterans Administration says is
unmatched., Over the past decade, 650,000 GI loans, amcunting to
3 billion dollars have been repaid in full. Defaulted loans --
on which the VA has made good the guaranteed portions to private

lenders have amounted to less than 1% of all loans received.
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raised their incomes to the point where they are paying an extra
billion dollaws of income taxes. AtMmﬂtbmtimlB
bﬂlimdolltrﬂtofﬁbtﬁmﬂimmmiungmﬂnbe
poid off within the next 15 years. The provision for readjustment
allowences for veterans was not generally abused, either. Only
900,000 veterans or 10§ of the total exhausted their Pull rights

to this benefit.

SD@BS: The veterans progran certainly seems to have been a good

risk, Senstor Humphrey.

SERATOR; You are right. But it hes been move than a good risk. It
has been an sbsolute necessity. Without investments like these in
the future of a growing America, cur NHation would stegnate. Yesterday
ve put some cash on the line; ocur only collateral was our faith in
America’s veterans. Today we are getting the return on cur investment

in terms of better educated citizens with greater earning power, in



terms of healthy

SORNe m-

hovels, in terms of businesses which are producing new wealth,

new jobs, and new products for all of us. It is this same kind

of faith in the future that has led us to make investments in Rural
Electrification and TVA. As long as America is unafraid to meke this
kind of investment, our country will contimue to grow, prosper, and

remain the greatest in the world.

SDMS: Currently there are many veterans who come under the
provisions of the Veterans Readjustment Assistance Act of 1952,
better kmovn as the GI BLll of Rights for Kovean veterans. As
co-gponsor of that bill, Semator Humphrey, I can scarcely think of

anyone more competent to comment on scme of its more important

provisions.

SENATOR; Thank you. Under the Korean GI Bill one and & half
days of education and training are granted for each day of service

on or after June 27, 1950 regardless of where the service was



equivalent of a four year academic college course. This is important,
the progrem of education or training must be started on or before
August 2, 195% or within two years of discharge, vhichever is later.
With specific exceptions, courses must have been in existence for 2
years prior to the enrollment of veterans. In the case of private
achools offering non-eccredited courses below the college levels,
mmmmmmmmmm.m,
This figure is an improvement over the House measure which set the
figure ot 25%. Howerer, I ax afrald even the lower figure passed by
the Senate will hurt many trede schools. Many trvade schools were set
up after Vorld War II to give vocationsl education to veternns, They
have done a fine service in aiding the veteran to secure interesting
mmmm. However, since they have depended on veteran

attendance I fear many of them will be forced out of business.

SDAE) Senstor Hapivey, Viet are the provisions for Hovedand

Unemployment Compensation under the Korean GI Bill.



&

serving on or after June 27, 1950 as presently enjoyed by World War

II veterans., That is, guarenty of home loans up to G0¥ with a maximum
guaranty of $7500; business loan guarantees up to $2000; end divect
home and fermhouse loans in non-metropolitan areas where private
financing is not available, up to $10,000. In all cases interest
rates are not to exceed 4. As for unemployment compensation the
bill authorizes payments of §26 per week for 26 veeks, by and through

agreements with the states.

SD2iS: Semator Humphrey, I Imow that you have voted for practically
every plece of legislation designed to give veterans and servicemen
& better break, However, would you comment on scme of this legislation

that you personally introduced.

SENATOR: Because I feel that a man cannot be a good soldier unless
he Imows that his loved ones are being adequately cared for, I proposed

the establisiment of & progrem of grants-in-aid which would assist the



oTe
smmmm@@%mummma
of enlisted men. In enother bill I asked for increased allowances for
enlisted men's dependents. I was also glad to be co-sponsor of Semate
Bill 801, 1st Session, 82nd Congress. This bill sought to provide
additional income tax exemptions for men on active duty.

In that same session of Congress I also introduced Senate
nmussmehmeommmummmxuw
information cards to members of the Armed Forces on Active Duty.
These cards were to advise our men as to the requivements for proving
the incurrence of service commected disabilities., It was also to
provide for the preparation and immediate forwarding to the United
States of duplicate coples of medical records with respect to

service connected injuries or diseases.

5D8S: I realize, Senator Humphrey, that these are just a few of the
bills you have introduced. But what do you think of some people's

complaint that too much is being done for the veterans?



wm,mwmmusmmmmmww,w

autamobiles for the dissbled -- doing too much for the veterans. As
for those who have returned from service unscarred except, perhaps, for
m~m~mmwsmmmmwm
avay from loved ones, curtailed incomes, and deferred success in their
chosen field of work,
Inmwmmxmmmmmhtm.
I was glad to receive a certificate of merit from the AMVETS and o
citation from the Marine Corps League which reads, "For meritorious
service in the field of legislation on rehebilitation of Marine
Corps |personnel and Marine Corps veterans.” These men do not msk
for special privileges. They only vant the same opportunities they would
have had if' thelr country hed not asked for years of duty in her
defense. They deserve no less than this and I would say much morve

from a grateful Nation's bounty,



Senator Hubert H. Humphrey with his weekly report from the Nation's
capital. This is a public service program presented in cooperation
with this station, This is Washington, returning you to

your station annOUNCETesssssas
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