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SUGGESTINNS FOR HUMPHREY SPEECH AT LEN WOLF TESTI MONI AL DINNER AT LEGION 

CLUB , DUBUQUE , IOWA - NOVill·IDER 2, 1959 

It is a great pleasure to be here this 

· ~ 
o honor our friend, 

Len Wolf, and it is a great pleasure for me to be back in the ~tlddle West- -here 

in Dubuque , Iowa , 

My visit here has given me a chance to find out from you >·lhat you 

think are the basic issues that face us as citizens of the United States , as 

farmers, as businessmen- --not of the General Motors Corporation variety-- -I 

might add , and as human beings who have a commitment to ourselves, to our families 

and t o each other 

I am happy to be here to join in tribute to a hard-working, courageous 

Congressman and, ·by the >vay, to his wonderfully talented wife, both of \vhom 

have done so much to bring before the Congress new ideas, and who have fought 

• so hard to drive out the cobwebs and plodding dullness -.;vhich has become so 
~:s~:r-1-

much a part of Congressional and national politics .~ In a time which seemed to 

be characterized with complacency and tired, worn- out cliches , Len Wolf asked 

us to re - think our ways, reformulate our principles and re - examine our basic 

assumptions . 

Let me give you a few examples of what I mean . A scant three vJeeks 

after Len Wolf was in Congress, he led the fight against a blanket continuation 

of the draft . He recommended a two year draft extension r a ther than the general 

four year extension . And vlith this ttvo -year extension he wanted a comprehensive 

study of our military manpower procurement system in order to find alternatives 

to military conscription ·so that every four years the Congress would not act 

like automatons and vote for a draft extension wi t hout knowing or asking whether 

the dra ft is necessary and efficient and whether there are alternatives to it . 

He said in his speech that we should rid ourselves of the tired habits 

of the past and be willing to seek new \17ays . Unfortunately , Lenlfl s fight did 

not succeed in the House, although he emerged from it as one of the outstanding 
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freshmen and the leader of the 'new look' brought into Congress in 1958. ~Yhen 

the four year extension bill came to the Senate, {)wt €f~d~o amend it, following 

Len's lead, we were also unsuccessful. But the record was made and it has caused 

many Congressmen and Senators to stop and think about our military machine. They 

~.;ronder whether Len v1as essentially right >.;rhen he said that our ''military machine 

was giving us the illusion of preparedness without the reality of security. 11 

,.....,.. 
They are beginning to wonder l-lhether our mammo,-th military machine ~.;hich eats 

up over half of the tax dollar is really necessary, as it is presently con-

stituted. They •.;onder, and I \\'onder, whether our military machine is flagrantly 

Wlv.sc.l.e. bov tJtl. , put together by cabals and factions of men within the Pentagon 

who have vested interests in programs and devices which may serve no actual 

objective utility in our defense system. This is something for all of us to think 

about. It would, indeed, be a distressing thing if, in fact, our military 

thinking is predicated on a series of assumptions as fallacious as the assumptions 

of the French Maginot Line >.;rere before the Second World War. This is a grave 

question and its seriousness demand the attention of all of us. 

I ~.;ould like to relate another incident to you ~-1hich shm.;ed to me the 

kind of courage and forthrightness that Len Wolf represents. Back in June of 

this year the Congress passed a tax bill. My fellow Minnesota Senator, Gene 

McCarthy, sponsored in the Senate an amendment to th~Ttax bill which would have 

~ .. 
plugged the 1 hole that granted tax advantages and preferential treatment ~o 

those >'lho receive their incomes from dividends instead of salary and ~-1ages. This 

loophole, which cost the American people about 335 million dollars a year in 
...... 
taxes was finally plugged, or so we thought, when the Senate accepted the McCarthy 

amendment. But \vhen this bill was considered by fhe House and Senate Conferees 

this amendment was dropped. There was only one man in the entire House of 

Representatives who questioned on the floor of Congress the cancelling out of 
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this important amendment. That was Len Wolf. I would like to quote to you 

what he said at that time. His statement makes very, very clear the difference 

between the kinds of political philosophies in this country. He said on June 29 

that "There is a very basic question involved in this amendment. It is this: 

Why should a person who earns his money through wages or salaries be taxed more 

than the person tvho drat.;rs his income from dividends? Why should the person who, 

in fact, works for his livelihood, be penalized for not being able to be in a 

position to draw his earnings -from dividends. There is no reason why a person 
4-t ~-J_ J 
J. 

earn~ngs~should receive preferential tax treatment from the toJho receives his 

American people over the t.;rage or salary earner. " And, of course, this brash new 

t.., ~'lr-(ss"!nan from the second district of Im.;ra was right. There is no reason why one --
class of people should be preferred over another lN c:t. ~~""' o <:R"-~'( 

I have had the pleasure of hearing some of Len's statements and in 

preparation for this speech I t~nt back to some of the speeches he made this 

year to see if I could find why his kind of thinking was my kind of thinking---

why his kiqd of thinkin~ helped to make America an industrial and spiritual giant • 
.I. LJ r: .... + bo.._(.J.:. +o 5'oW\c o-f ~i _. 5+ "'t-...si.:"'"~.RN\--h o 1\.1 --+ k.t. 'loll?.. w- v-"o b \~ ~· 

You do not need to be told about our farm surplus which stands at 

about 9 billion dollars, or approximately seven billion dollars more than it 

was when Ezra Taft Benson took over the job of Secretary of Agriculture. Well, 

many of us in Washington tvant to use this surplus to feed hungry people. We do 

not want to see it rot in gigantic storage bins while millions in this world 

starve. We do not want to present a face to the world which makes the United 

States appear like the Court of Louis XIV, literally gorging itself on its 

abundance and affluence while over half of the world looks on amazed, angered, 

appalled, and hungry. 

- ----, There are many of us in Washington who do not want to see the dignity 

of the farmer marred by not using the food he produces when there are people 

who need the food. You know, and I knotv, that psychologically the farmer does 
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not enjoy planting crops when he knm11s that their o 0\927 . y use may be to l1e ~Otting 

in a storage tank . 

This past year I sponsored a comprehensive 5-year food for peace program 

~· ....... which would~creal e the position of a Food For Peace Administrator, whose task 

would be to use our surplus both here and abroad more efficiently and \11isely as 

a positive instrument of our foreign policy . But I do not want to talk about 

my plan as such . I would like to talk about Len Wolf's plan which puts forward a new 1 

idea in the way our food and fiber resources can and should be used . As you 

know, he is going to the FAO conference and to India and Pakistan in the next 

fel'l days to explore and explain more fully the ~-1orkings of this plan: .., 
.... ..-------------···----

Len's bill provides for the utilization of our agricultural commodities 

for the economic and social development in underdeveloped countries through the 

United Nations or its appropriate agencies. This bill has many purposes: 

that of aiding underdeveloped areas without tying such aid to the narrow national 

interest of the donor country, no matter how correct or honorable those interests 

are; that of building up the United Nations in such a way that it will be more 

than a political forum, but a meaningful economic instrument that has the pm11er 

to accomplish important ends . And, finally, from the standpoint of ourselves 
that 

as taxpayers, there is another important consideration . Len Wolf has sho\11n/it 

is cheaper to give the food and fiber away than to continue to store it . Over 

a p~riod of ten years which is the duration of his proposed program, the American 

taxpayer ~o1ould save some 1 billion 7 hundred million dollars if 250 million dollars 

a year of food and fiber resources would be used for this puogram. This supply 

would be used specifically for community development projects such as roads, dams, 

schools and so forth where the recipient country would not have both the capital 

to pay for the industrial resources and for the labor . One of the uses would 

then be to make this food and fiber the payment for the workers on such projects . 

Again , I ~11iah to quote from Len Wolf \11hen he introduced tmis bill 

into the Congress . The words are stirring, for they point up the boldness and 
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morality in thinking and action which Len volf represents. 

"We in Congress knm-; that we have lost sight of the fact that people 
should be aided and helped because they are people, that there is dignity in 
life, that people should not be aided because >-le think that is the best way 
to bribe them into supporting our military and political position as against the 
Soviet Union. We do not seem to realize that our goals of peace and our national 
security will be better secured, and our political system will be better secured 
if we do not constantly tie aid to nations in a way r.-;hich forces the recipient 
nation's hand ideologically. By proposing the possibility of an expanded economic 
industrial development program for the United Nations which will have done much 
to prove our good faith, our good intention, and our hope that people all over 
this r.-;orld, in Asia, in Africa, in Europe, may live in dignity and freedom from 
want. " 

Len Wolf closed that speech by saying that "Missiles are only one 
way of fighting the Soviet threat. It may -,;-;ell be that the best way of challenging 
the Soviet bear is to return to those basic religious principles which are so 
much a part of our heritage. It is written in the Book of Matthew:''tFeed the 
hungry, clothe the naked, heal the sick.• 

~ in 
- (This is the tradition we must defend, remember and apply. It is/this 

r.vay that r.·1e shall be successful against totalitarianism. It is only in this way 

that we shall have true national security r.·1hile preserving the peace.U 

My friends, it is this kind of thinking that has made Western Civilization 

great. This is the Humanist, Liberal tradition r.vhich has guided us and, if you 

will, saved us from our enemies and,many times,from ourselves. It is the kind 

of thinking that tells us that investment in humanity is a capital investment. 

Investment in schools, dams, harbors, health, education, social security, is 

a capital investment. It is this tradition which the Democratic Party should 

and must stand for lest our great nation wither under a false opulence such as 

that r.-;hich destroyed Rome. 

Since the mantle of leadership for the free world has passed to the 

United States, it is imperative that we be strong not only militarily, but 

socially as well. This necessarily means the evolution of what I would call a 

moral economics. 

This last session of Congress was hamstrung by an issue, which, presented 

as it was, stopped the United States from going forward. This issue, the budget 

issue, stymied the work of Congress, impeded the passage of liberal and necessary 

legislation and, consequently, hurt the cause of the free world. 
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For a few moments I would like to speak with you about the issue 

of a balanced budget so that w~ can make sense out of the jumble of gratuitous 

rhetoric, sophistry, and outright distortion which surrounded the budget debate. 

I should point out that we are all for a balanced budget, if it is balanced at 

the right level . We are all for fiscal responsibility so long as that means more 

than the protection of the interests of those classes of people ;.1ho are al ready 

well endowed financially. 

First of all, let us look at our economic condition. There are a good 

number of peopl'e around who claim that our economy is growing at a steady and 

satisfactory rate . This, my friends, is just not so. From 1953 to 1957, our 

economy was growing at an annual rate of 2-1/2 per cent, while the growth rate 

just to keep up with the increasing labor force and the technological displacement 

of labor was about 4-1/2 per cent per year. In the last years, the sad truth 

is that the economy has stopped growing and has been falling behind the increase 

of population and the availability of the working force . This situation can, 

and does, entail serious consequences for the American people. The refusal to go 

ahead, to expand, to grm-1, is a \-'eakness that \ve must overcome . 

\Vhat does a morality of economics entail? To understand my meaning 

we should take a quick look at our economic prosperity. P;e!~ lrhis prosperity 
f0 L.·~br- ~o;·~d 4-L.-w\ '' .. ~- i+ 

has been well described by John Galbraith. ~ is based on people buying unnecessary ,.. 

things in order to create or maint ain unnecessary iobs. We are a society high-

pressured, stimulated, ~nd propagandized to buy things of either dubious or 

useless value. We buy that second or third television set, that second, or ,in 

some cases, third car. Today we buy things which \·le don't need or use and throw 

them a\-1ay for nevl things that \-'e again don't need or use . It is as if \<Ie are, 

in our private lives, buying for the sake of buying and not for the sake of using. 

We are buying because \ole are caught up in an ugly, unsavory game which traps 

us into valuing the concept of things without even caring for the thing itself. 
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So the result of this Roman bacchanal is a nation of individuals that mortgage 

their lives for things they cannot afford while a socially Neanderthal 

Administration does nothing to point out ~~here our human and material wesources 

should be going . When it comes to spending for our true needs , we are tight-

fisted . When it comes to public expenditures for hospitals , roads , schools , 

slum clearance, or rivers and harbor development, the American people are told 

that there is not enough money for such items and many of the selfish interest 

groups reply back . "Yes, you are 

teachers salaries, slum clearance or 

of people do after their pontificating? vfuy , they go out and buy a fancy new 
~ 

hydrornaltic, flouromatic, futuramic car ~vith a front and back that are so 

similar that one does not know which way it is going, or they join a golf club 

at many hundreds of dollars a year, or they buy mink lined toilet seats in an 

orgy of frantic spending that not only bankrupts us materially but morally as 

well. 

What kind of society are \ve that He would rather spend on goods which 

give us " social status" than on public necessities? What kind of Society are we 

that \-le accept the slogan of fiscal responsibility '"'ithout examining the meaning 

of this phrase? What kind of Society are \·le that identifies the business profits 

of the monopolistic iew with the interests of all the people ? 

As James Warburg so aptly pointed out : "The ki nd of fisca l conservati sm 

which has governed our public policy in recent years does not conserve the nation's ---·- - ·- _. .. .. --· - .... ~-

strength . It jeopardizes the nation ' s security . It permits the nation's assets 

to waste away, its soil to be eroded and uashed into the sea, its natural resources 

to remain undeveloped for more private gain than for public good, its human 

resources to remain unused and its children's future to be irreparably impaired . 

This is not conservatism. It is irresponsible waste , dictated by self - interest 

pressure groups and sanctified by the bookkeeping ritual of a by -gone age . " 
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It is only the simple minded---or the ~cQoJs~-~h~ wouJd say that 

wisely planned public eh~enditure in basic areas where our nation is suffering 

so badly would cause inflation. Does anyone who is willing to look at the facts 

think that schools or slum clearance, roads or hospitals are not capital invest-

ments which will bring great return on our investment? Public expenditures 

planned with discretion and with a sense of purpose, in conjunction with proper 

incentives to private investment will only result in a larger budget- -not an 

unbalanced one. The increased expenditures on such items as schools could result 

in more tax revenue plus greater enjoyment and meaning in life . Let me give you 

an example of what I mean . Back in 1944, President Roosevelt signed into law 

the GI Bill of Rights . This bill made it possible for millions of young men 

who would not have been able to go back to school to do just that. Under that 

program millions of young men and women were given a chance to become educated . 

}ullions of them became doctors , lawyers, engineers , physicists , historians, and 

men of letters . Others, and just as important , became farm experts, mechanics, 

businessmen, and skilled machinists . I would venture to say that America, without 

the GI Bill would have been a cultural and vocational desert today. We would 

have had even more acute shortages in these important areas of our life . And 

how much did. this program cost? The entire cost of the GI Bill , which included, 

many·non-educational aspects, ran to about 14~ billion dollars . Yet this entire 

amount will be repaid in full through extra incom~ that these veterans pay as a 

result of their educational training . One Veterans Administration spokesman 

has stated that because of the extra educational training, veterans pay a billion 

dollars a year more than they would have paid . By 1968 , the old program will be 

paid off, in full, and after that the return is pure profit . Such public 

expenditures are smart business investments . As a matter of fact, such investments 

are a necessity . By the way , a version of this bill on a much smaller scale was 

passed by the Senate this las t session and is now over in the House where Len 

is one of the sponsors of it . 
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These investments fall within the class of what I ~.;rould call a moral .. 

economics. The monies are not spent for the sake of spending. The monies 

are spent for those projects and operations which are basic to the continuation 

of a free and strong society. 

We must realize that we cannot purchase a free society by buying the 

line of the Madison Avenue or Washington huckster who assures us that the world 

~ -is perfect as it is--and, then adds, besides the world is getting better daily. 

We must realize that we must have the courage to be free: and that means the 

courage to fashion a series of values which do not honor capricious wild spending 
1-.'0 rvr:.r­

of the indiYidual over spending on basic necessities in the public realm, or the 
I\ 

values of a Garrison State with the symbols of freedom rather than the substance 

of freedom. 

We Americans must recapture that public spirit of boldness and adventure 

which has been so much a part of our history and destiny. We must not be like 

a tired and bored people lingering on the edge of mediocrity, withoutgoals, 

purpose or meaning. 

In the last election the people, sensing a vague uneasiness, sent 

a new kind of man to Congress---one ~.;rho could think, act, and do. In this 
it was other fine,new leaders. 

district it was Len Wolf . In other places/this action on the part of the people 

has given me faith and hope in an America that is ggain ready to go forward in 

peace, prosperity, and happiness. I believe that these goals are possible in 

the next decade. It is up to all of us to work together to attain them. 
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HUMPHREY FOR PRESIDENT COMMITTEE 
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EXCERPrS FROM REMARKS OF SENATOR HUBERT H. HUMPHREY 
LEN WOLF TESTIMONIAL DINNER, DUBUQVE,. IOWA - NOVEMBER 2, 1959 

Every once in a while a fresh new face, and a fresh new mind hits 

Washington, and it is just as if a breath of fresh air had blown ovez· ·i;he 

entire city. 

And_, believe me, Washington can stand a breath of fresh air. For 

most of the people there fall into two groups: the old-timers, who have focght 

the good fight and lost a lot of battles and who have lost faith that anythillg 

can change or improve very much. 

Then there are the newcomers in this Administration who haven't fought 

the good fight'- but they are tired anywa;y. And they are afraid to get a new 

idea because it might cost some money and unbalance the budget. 

So Washington needs -- which is to sa;y America needs -· some fresh 

yo1.mg blood that ian 't all tired out and that, above all, is not wedded to the 

past. Because there is one thing this coun·cry does ~need ~ ... and never has 

needed. It is people who are busy looking backwards to see h9w things were done 

in the old da;ys. They don't have time to look forward to see how things should 

be done now and in the future. 

So, when Len ~lf and his wonderfully talented wife came to Washington, 

that precious breath of fresh air came with them. 

Len Wolf' hasn 1t been in 'VTashington very long -- but I can tell you 

he has already made a name for himself as an independent thinker and a courageous 

advocate of the things he believes in. And there is no better reputation for a 

man to have. 
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Let me give you a couple of examples. 

Only three weeks after Len Wolf came to Congress, a bill to extend the 

draft came up. Now the draft law is something many people in Washington just 

tru~e for granted as something needed to keep America prepared and strong. Not 

many people stop and study the whole concept of the draft. 

But not Len Wolf. He wasn't satisfied just to go along with the way 

the draft has been run in the past. He wanted to have it studied, to see if it 

was soundly based and soundly framed. He courageously led a fight for a two­

year draft extension and an over-all study of the program, instead of just a 

plain four-year continuation. 

Well, he didn't win that fight --you rarely win that first one. But 

he started a lot of people thin~ing about the draft and how it is run and how 

it is set up. 

Let me give you another example of Len Wolf's courage and independence. 

In June of this year, Congress passed a tax bill. \·lhen it passed the Senate, 

it contained a provision, sponsored by my colleague from Minnesota, Senator 

Gene McCarthy, to plug up a loophole that gives favored treatment to people who 

get their income from stock dividends instead of from the sweat of their own 

brows. This loophole, incidentally,costs the taxpayers some $335 million a year. 

Well, when that bill got back to the House of Representatives, Senator 

McCarthy's provision had been dropped, and the tax favoritism for the stock­

holders was destined to continue. 

When the bill was debated in the House, there was only one Congressman 

in the entire House of Representatives who spoke against the dropping of that 

amendment. That was a brand new Congressman from Iowa named Len Wolf. 

To him, it was a very simple question: Why should a person who earns 

his living by the sweat of his brow be penalized? Why should he be taxed more 

than the person who earns his living from dividends? 
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There are other examples of Len Wolf's independent and fresh approach 

to old problems. There is his program for using our agricultural abundance 

to help underdeveloped countries improve their lot -- a program which, inci­

dentally, Will not only help other countries but Will save the United S1;ates a 

lot of money in storage costs. 

I could list others, but I will merely say that I am happy to join 

you in saluting Len Wolf. I wish that every one in Congress -- everyone in 

Wuhington -- had Just a fraction of the V'igor, imagination and independence 

of a Len Wolf. 

.. 30 "' 
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