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ThF.l.nk you very much, Leonard Woodoockp President Walter Reuther, my colleagues 

from tho Senate who have done so admirably well here today in presenting the ir 

respective point of views. In particular, may I single out my esteemed colleague 

and friend on the Democratic side, Senator Kefauver, and may I say, Estes, t hat 

while we may not have seen you as much around .the Senate as some would like , that 

I have been reading about you and what you've been saying about the Eisenhower 

Administration has long been needed to be saido 

I oan well understand why Republicans would like to have you baok in the Senate, 

tied up in oonunittees. You just stay away as much as you want to, Estes, and get 

back for those final votes, as you do, and we'll stay there and tend to the knitting 

while you take care of the Eisenhower myth that has been perpetrated on this country. 

Now, before I start my speech to this wonderful leadership conference of the 

United Automobile Workers, may I say that it is indeed a high privilege to again 

address you. It's been my opportunity and privilege to do so on other occasions. 

Each time I found it an inspirational event and educational experience. 

I looked up here as I was sitti ng on the platform and I read that placard in 

the baok of the room to my l eft which said , "celebrat e the past, cherish the 

present, and challeng;e the future." May I say as a Democrat t hat is the philosophy 

of our party, and that is the idealism and the inspiration of our party leaders. 

I am pro··ld to be here as one Democrat representing the cause of the l iberal democracy 

that von :·:herish so much. 
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Now let me clear the recor ds . There are al l kinde of Democrats and, as 

Senator Khowland knows, there are all kinde of Republi cans. I eympatblze with 

this able and dietinguiehod and exceedingly fair minority leader. I admire 

Senator Khowland and he knows it fr~m personal conversation as well as from public 

tribute. He ie one who has embraced what I consider to be the appropriate attitude 

about party politics. Neither party has a monopoly on virtue or wisdom. Both 

parties are dedicated. to the beet i nterests ae t hey aoe it for this country. We 

believe in the national security of our Republ i c. We believe in economic progress 

and political liberty but our means and me t hode of achieving these well understood 

and commonly accepted goals are indeed different. 

Now , I eaid I like to come to you in the fullest understanding -- at least as 

to my philosophy. I want you to know what kind of a Democrat I am, what I feel 

and how I react to the political issues. I am a Woodrow Wilson, New Freedom, 

Fran~lin D. Roosevelt New Deal , Harry Truman Fair Deal Democrat. That's the kind 

I am. 

And a Democrati c party t hat ' s t o be a winning party must embrace all of the 

attributes, all of the philosophy , and all of the great heri t age of those three 

great liberal Democratic Pres i dents. I don ' t belleve the Democratic Party can win 

by being Casper Milquetoast. And I do not believe the Democratic Party can win by . 

trying to be as conservati ve as the Republicans or even trying to be ae socially 

acceptable as the Republ icans . I t hink that we ·ve got to lay the ieeuee on the 

line •• we've got to cha l l enge the Admini strat i on that's in power and we've got to 

project a program that means somethi ng to the American People. 

(more) 
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~ m no here to apol ogize It' s i n that spirit that I apeak to you todav, I' t 

for my party. I'm here to applaud it and to advocate it. I 'm here to say t~.~at 

despite twenty years of bitter complaints and crit icisms on t he part of Republ icans 

and Republican leaders -- compla~.nta in campaign years and out of campaign years·, 

criticism that was echoed in .the edi torial columns of 85% of the American preaa 

that despite all of it -- despite the chargee of Communism, Soci al ism, Lefti sm, 

Colleotiveism that the Republican Administration now in power has not had the 

courage to rep0al a single law that was passed under the New Daal or the Fair Deal , 

~ue American people would repudiat e and what ia more, I challenge them to try it. ~ 

them if they even attumptod it. 'I'h 1 ey pay ip service to every aot that has been 

adopted. They are l~ap year liberals ev~ry four years. The President's state of 

the Union mee9age this year could well have been delivered by Franklin Roosevelt. 

Rowever, in the parlance of golf, a game that has promi nence these days, 

may I say in all candor, they are good on the tee off but poor on the follow 

through. And when it comes to getting par on the course they seem t o always flub 

the dub and drop the ball on the putting green. 

As one Republican said the Eisenhower Administration i a l iber a l in philosophy 

but conservative in economics. This ie like sayi ng "I l ove my wif e but I 'll never 

let her enjoy life . " 

Now I would like to remind my friends who have talked about the prosperity 

of this administration. That muchof thi s prosperitv is b d i ~ rewa n prosperity under 

former actions of former admini stra tions. F or example, I ask my fr i ends in the 

Re~ublican party now who claim their great adherence to Social Security, where 

wr-;:;'e you when it was paaeed7 Where were you on the take orf'l 

- more -



Humphrey ••• 4 

You were still riding in the covered wagon. You were unwilling to support it. 

The majorl ty of .your party resisted it and in campaign of 1936 assailed it as the 

enemy of free enterprise and the destruction of private insurance and the beginning 

of Socialism in America- The records are replete with the evidence. 

Where were you when the Fair Labor Standards Act was passed, llfr. Republican? 

Why, even in the last Congress you tried to have flexible supports under minimum 

wages. You wo.nted 90 cents. We, at least, settled for a dollar and it should 

have been $1 0 25. Take even the rural electrlfioation program, my friends, now so 

commonly accepted as our gain. The leading spokesman in the Republican Party in 

1916 in the United Sta tea Senate said farm13rs will not use electricity. This is a 

boondog gle project. Or course, that leadership wa n still addicted to the glories 

of the ke rosene lamp but now let me assure you that our REA has been a success, 

that our REA has brought not only opportunity and production and better living to 

the people of rural Amerioa, but jobs and business to the pe ople of metropolitan 

America. 

I am proud that my party had tht;, vin ion and the courage to mrness the waters 

of the Tennessee Valley and Estes, rrB.y I ~ay that t :h is administration can oall it 

"Creeping Socialism" if they wish bu·t that people of the TVA know that it is 

dynamic progressivism for their ptrt. of Amerioa,end,Ssna t or Kefauver, you let them 

off pretty easy on Dixon-Yates. 

) 

-more-
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One he 1~ understands lt an maybe we should not drag I guess possibly every 

that unwholesolll0, that ugly eight up agai~ before the American people. The only 

truth of it however is this: that Dixon iatee wae at be st a mistake and could 

t d ~rose mismanagement borderino upon official corruption, better be interpre e ae o o 

and the sooner we say it the more clearly it will be underetc.od because it's the 

truth. No one can defend it. And today not a Republican spokesman tries to. 

I am very happy that our Party was the creator of the Bonneville Dam, the 

Columbia River Basin development, that our political party has had the courage t o 

han1ees the great energies of nature for the common good, and I am very proud, too 

may I say, that it was the Democratic Party that initiated the great housing pro

gram to which tribute ie paid toda~. A great slum clearance program which literal] 

Ad · 1 t ti n The late and lamented has been wrecked under the Republican ~n s ra o • 

Robert Taft in 1949 in the 8lst Congress joined with Democrats to put through a 

public housing and alum clearance program of 135,000 unite per year for six years, 

a total of 810,000. He was criticized as being a conservative. Yet the leap year 

liberal Eisenhower Administration advocates 35 thoueand. unite for one year -

liberal in philosophy but conoervative in economics and performance. 

i is either unmindful of what's happening in the I say that this Adminietrat on _ 

great metropolitan areae'of America or cares not. The elmne of our cities are a 

curse to this country and any political party worthy of respect and confidence 

would attack this matter with vigor and determination and would out these cesspool~ 

of infection and social di~order that make up too much of metropolitan America. 

(more) 
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Yea, I em very proud of the fact that the party I am privileged to represent 

here today did do something for farmers. Our farm program did work until it got 

into the hands of the Harding,Coolicge, Hoover, Eisenhower philosophy. That 

farm program did bring agricultural parity of income which did bring you men and 

w·omen Jobs. May I remind you that in 1952: farmers used more steel for farm 

implements for farm buildings than all of the automobile manufacturers put together~ 

Farmers used more steel than all of the automobile companies put together. Farmers 

used more petroleum than any industry in America. Farmers used more ruboer than 

ell of the rubber tires that went on ell of the passenger automobiles plus the 

spare. Farmers used more electricity than the cities of Houston, Philadelphia, 

Chicago, Detroit and Baltimore put together. 

If farm income drops, fellow Americana, sooner or later your income wUl 

drop. There's a strange similarity today between 1929 and now. Tne stock market 

then was at an all time high. Workers were well employed. l.,ord had the $5 a day 

or more wage. The great speakers of the Republican Party were telling you that, 

"All 1 s well,;, Then as now, consumer credit wee going to an all time high. 

Workers were finding it difficult to keep up with the pace of earnings of business 

and farmers were losing their s~. trts, soon to lose their farms and in three years 

America was on its knees almost broken, despondent and in despair. 

I do not predict that this will happen, and I say that it cannot happen 

and it will not happen primarily because we had the foresight in the 30's and 

in the 40's to build into this economy such things as Social Security unemployment 

oompeneation, minimum wages, fair labor standards, public works, the great 

programs of the Securities Exchange Commission, improving our credit structure 

both for business and agriculture, and I am · proud to say the Democratic Party 

ie responsible for every last piece of that constructive legislation. 

more -
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Now, My Friend and distinguished Senator from California has mentioned 

Foreign Policy and indeed. Foreign Folley is of the utmost importance to all of us. 

How well may it be said it must be maintained on a bipartisan spirit. But 

bipartisanship in Foreign Policy, Ladies and Gentlemen, means what the great 

Arthur Vandenberg once said: Not only to be bipartisan on the crash landlnga 

when Dulles gets us to the brink but also to be bipartisan on the take offs. 

I would remind this great audience toda.y that under the Administration of 

Harry Truman the following things took place: The creation of the United Nations 

and the adoption of its Charter; the establishment of UNRRA, to relieve the suffer

ing of friend and foe alike throughout the world; the giving of interim aid to the 

people of France and Italy to stop the onward rush of Communism that was feeding 

upon the despair and the hunger of a broken Western Europe; the Greek-Turkish Aid 

Program-~ one of the great, truly great policies of the Truman Administration; the 

Truman Doctrine which said in substance that the Mediterranean will not be a 

Soviet Lake; the Marshall Plan -- the greatest single effort on t he part of any 

peace loving people or any nation on the face of the earth to rehabilitate 

neighbors and friends around the world; NATO -- the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza

tl~n -- the grand alliance, the greatest mllltar,y, political and economlc alliance 

in the history of the world; the Point Four Program of self help, the offering of 

technological and scientific assistance from America to the underdeveloped and 

underprivileged nations of the world; and the courageous decision -~ a decision 

which has been heralded by the Vic e President of the United States a year after the 

election. 

That decision was to meet Communist aggression in Korea, one of the moat 

courageous decisions that any president or administration ever made in the history 

of this Republic. I'm proud of this record. 

(more) 



Humphrey ••• 8 

I want to be fair. Many good Republicans, suoh as the distinguished minority 

leader here, supported, in the main, these great objectives. I V«> uld also remind 

you that during this period Warren Austin, Republican, was appointed chief of' the 

American Mission to the United Nations. Yes, even John Foster Dulles was made 

Truman--John McCoy, Republican, High 
Assistant Secretary of State under Harry 

1 Hof'f'man • Republican. the Director of the Marshall 
Commissioner in Germany--Pau • • 

Plan. 

Many of them, ladies and gentlemen, Bill Foster, just to name another, 

Republican after Republican--Bob L 0vett, Secretary of Def'ense. 

this was bi-partisanship. 

Ladies and Gentlemen, 

Republican friends on this platform in their rebuttal 
I ask my distinguished 

period to name me such a list of e~inent citizens appointed by this Administration 

in tre name of bi-partianship. 

Well, Estes Kefauver said that this was an Administration dominated by big 

ht This is an Admtni strat ion of big bus.ineas, 
business. Estes Kefauver is rig • 

by big business, and for big business. Now let's make no mistake about it, big 

i we need big business, we need General 
business has a great role to play in Amer oa. 

Motors, we need Ford Motor, VIiS need DuPont - we need all of these big companies. 

· ~ prof'1.'t upon their investment, upon their risk capit£J., 
And they are entitled to a gou.1 

on their expansion. 

I believe : they're entitled to a profit, I believe that they're entitled totls 

· right to give counsel to their government, but I do not believe that we want only 

a labor government, only a farm ~overnment, or only a big business government. 

American government should be of' o~he people, by the people ~d for t~t~~~p~~;ine ss 

This means all kinds of' people. Vig ones and little ones. I means i f i t 

and big business it means f'armers, and it means workers, and I think it s a r o 

say that this A~inistration has the unique capacity f'or being able to exclude from 

its counsels the representatives of' rural America, the free trade unions, the 

independent business community of' America and for ooYJc entrating its loving affection 

and attention up~~ the great agents and· the great dominant figures of big corporate 

business in American economic lif'e. 

-more-
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The cabinet is, ae has been said, full evidence of this very fac t . 

The Advisory Commissions are even more evidence, and as one looks to America to 

see who is called in to give advice and counsel I think it's rather obvious where 

that counsel and advice may come from. Now do not misunderstand me, I'm not one 

that believes that a president of a corporation would knowingly , advise the 

President, the Congress or a Cabinet officer to do anything that would be against 

the national interests of this country , However, their perspective. and their 

vision is l imited by their experience as yours is and is mine. 

Therefore, the duty of a chief executive in thie great republic ie to 

surround himself, not with just a UAW, not with just the members of the so-called 

liberal wing of a political party but to surround himself with representatives 

that are a full erose-section of American life, and when he does that, he will 

get what we call the balance •.. the balance of publ ic opinion and public con-

eciensness in this repubHc. This Administration has failed to do eo. 

Now let me make it quite clear further, I'm not a Democrat that goes arcund 

and says the agricultural policies are due to Ezra Benson -- poor old Ezra , 

misguided, misdirected and misinformed, to be sure. Hie main misguidance, the 

misdirection and misinformation come right from the White House, The President of 

the United States ie not a crowned head. He ie the Chief Executive of this 

country -- elected. He is the head of hie political party, he is the main 

political officer of this government, he is the head of the policy forma~on of 

this government. I'm one who believes that i f Mr. Eisenhower is going to take 

credit for all of the rain that brings the lovely flowers and green graee, then 

he's going to have to take credit for the drouth , that makes the soil bleak and 

barren. 

- more -
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-
D t bo believes that all He has got to accept t hat, and 1 am not one emocra w 

· for George Humphrey, who ie neither related to me you should do is just ask 

biologically d b th f a e happy about that, may I say. or politically an o o us r 

He i s a very fine affable, delightful, intelligent gentleman but as was pointed 

out he cornea from the McKinley spirit eo close that he came from the Hannah 

Company i teelf. t that I am not One who believes that the way Now let me point ou 

t new Secretary of the Treasury, or the way you correct fiscal policy i s to ge a 

that you correct agricultural policy is to get a new Secretary of Agriculture. 

memibel·s of the Eisenhower eo-called team and, ladies and These are eo-called 

Gentlemen, when the team drops the ball, two yards from t he goal line, when the 

f ld when the team ~eta itA signals loused up, team quits and commits fouls down ie , ~ 

when the team continues to lose one game after another you not onl y get a new 

team you get a new coach. I am suggesting that is what you do. 

I lived under the illusion f~r sometime t hat possibly we would get a new Yea, 

i d f time, to kid ~self that thi~ Secretary of Agriculture, and I liked, for a per o o 

might help. May I say that the Pr esident's veto of the Farm Bill fully proved 

that Ezra Benson has been much maligned, what Ezra Benson has been doing is 

No on has ever carrying out Eisenhower's poet election for agricultural policy. 

attempted to carry out Elaeru1ower'e pre-election agricul tural policy. 

May I make a little suggestion since this Administration believes in 

principles and people ; believes in its commitments and wants a record of perfor-

mance -- I would like t~ eugge s ere t h in t he Nation's Capitol today from this 

take a look at the commitments that he made to podium that President Ei senhower 

farmers in Castle, Minnesota; Far go, North Dakot a; Brooking, South Dakota; 

Columbia, South Carolina; Omaha, Nebraska and other cities. 

(more) 
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All I ask of Mr. Eisenhower is this. Mr. Eisenhower, President Eisenhower, 

I don't ask you for a new farm program, all I want you to do is to dust off t he one 

you talked about and you recommended and you advocated in 1952. That's good enough 

fer Humphrey and the Democratic Party. 

Ladies and Gentlemen, let me but ·tress the argument of my colleague, Senator 

Kefauver, a.b out s orne facts on the economics of the Ei senhower Administrati on. 

Prosperity, yes, consumer indebtedness at an all-time high, t,37~ bil l ion~ 

Prosperity, yes, housing indebtedness at an all-time high, ranging between $85 t o 
>I; 

$90 billions and a serious problem indeed in the eyes of many economists. But here 

is the true test of whether or not this is a big business Administration. Those 
generally govern 

who govern/for themsel vas and that is why if you want a government of the people 

you should make it of all of the people. And if you want a government by the people 

make it by a cross section of all the people, and if you want a government for the 

people you better make sure that the people who run it represent a philosophy that 

is for the people and all of the people, not just some of t hemo 

Look at these facts since 1952, starting Janua~, 1953 , through the end of 

the yea r to January,l956. Here are the facts - corpor ation netting came up 36 

percent after taxes, vaoation.s and wra tever else you oan c l~ rge off!J General Motors 

got in on this. Th~ didn't do ~adly. Their net income in these 3-1/2 years went 

up 136 percent. If General Motors executives do not support this Administration 

the:y are standing today convicted of be :i.ng ingrates. Of course, they ought to 

support the Eisenhower Administration liberally, vociferously and affably. Indeed 

they should. They never had it so goodo 
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General Electric profits, after every deduction you can think of including 

taxes, up 49%. Poor old General Electric. They had the president of that company 

work for Barry Truman and they haven't been doing eo very good ever since. They 

only got a 49% inoreaee. United States Steel, one of the more well known 

companies in America , a great company, a wonderful steel manufacturing and 

processing company, the greatest in the world. Yet United Steel profits, after 

every conceivable deductible item upped 173%. Yet ladies and gentlemen, this is the 

same company, along with Republic Steel and others, that in the past two weeks 

has been recommending an increase in the price of steel. And only on Friday, I 

read in the Chicago American an editorial that surprised me somewhat because the 

editor there said, ,,Why an increase in light of your profite'l" Ernest Weir, of 

one of the great steel companies, said, "So that we can expand our capital 

plant." How much more do t.hey need for expansion? Profits, the likes of which 

no company has ever experi•3nced in the history of mankind but they want more -

at whose expense? The pub.lic's. 

Now let's go a lit tl·e further. Stockholders income -- up 26% sinoe 1952. 

Money lenders income 1~p 28%. Stock market prices, up 67i. As I said on the 

floor of the Senate . if you went to sleep for 20 years, never heard a radio, 

viewed a television or a ~ewspaper and suddenly like Rip Van Winkle, you were 

brought out of that long slumber and suddenly when you came to life again, and 

you heard and read ~bat the New· York Stock Market was at an all time high and 

the Midwest hog and grain and cattle market· ie at a relative low, you'd know 

which party was ·in power without even asking a single quest:J.on. 

- more -
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Now Let's go further. This Administration says it is for independent business. 

And I lay it on the line here today. I ask my Republ~oan friends on this platform 

today to name me a single major piece of legislation passed by the Republican 

Administration to the benefit of independent business. The Federal Trade Commission 

was passed, under Woodrow Wilson, to protect discriminatory pricing between the 

little and the big. The Clayton anti-trust law was passed under Woodrow Wilson to 

prevent any kind of monopolistic practice, the Magna-Charta for free labor and for 

free business. Ladies and Gentlemen, the Rob:l.nson Patman Act, one of the most 

important laws on the statute books for e~ery independent merchant in .America, 

passed under Franklin Delano Roosevelt. , And, Ladies and Gentlemen, the inception 

of the small businesses administration, known as the defense administration for 

small business, passed under Harry Truman and was converted under the Eisenhower 

Administration to the SBA, the small bus i ness administration. 

I a m proud of the record11 of the Democratic record for the small business, 

independent business and I have never been able to understand Why an independent 

business nan voted the Republican ticket. Whatever he does, he finds What Senator 

Kefauver announced have today, the growth and the rate of mergers and reduction in 

his general proportion of business enterprises in the total American economy. 

What are the facts since 1952? Small business profits down 66%. Big business 

profits up 36%. Small business fail.ures up "'~... s 11 b · oot• rna usJ.neas investors, stock 

re~trne dropped down 51,1oo The independent merchant, the independent manufacturer, 

the emall Ci~ ~·_r,oration of a million dollars a year assets or less is impossible under 

this Administration and they know it. Throughout America today there is firm after 

finn that is protesting what we may consider to be favoritism in contract allo

cation and the failure of this Administration to give them proper notice and proper 

consideration. 

-more-
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Thi~ le t he billion dollar year folks -- this is t he bi llion dollar year, 

this 1955 - th i s past year. It was the year in which General Motors made a 

billion, farmers lost a billion -- the billion dollar year. And I submit that'r-

relatively good Republican economics. Let's take a look at what happened _to 

agriculture and all the tears to the contrary shall not wash thie away. What 

he.ppened to agriculture? In 1953, January first farm mortgage indebtedness --

the lowest it had been in 45 years -- $5~ billion; January let 1956, farm mortgage 

indebtedness $9~ billion. The Republicans in 3! years and they've been able to 

increase the mortgage indebtedness of American agr i culture by $3! to $4 billions. 

V.'hat else has hap:penod? Whenever we hear of liquidation of the assets on the 

New York Market, the New York Stock Narket, there is a cold chill that rune through 

the Ameri can enterprise system. And yet fellow Americana do you know that farm 

assets have been liquiQated to the tune of $7~ billion in 3 ~ years? And this 

Administration can say: Yea, there is a problem-- but d.oee not bestlr itself to 

do anything effective about it. Imagine what this Administration would do if a 

similar drop in income, in profi te and in assets should. happen to corporate struc

ture of America. Farm income d.own in three and a half years 36 per cent. 

Now I know that some people in the metropolitan areas say: Well, it hasn't 

touched us yet. Indeed lt haen' t, it ie a delayed. rea.ctlon. But I read ln Detroit 

l ast night, where I spoke at one of your community forums, in your Detroit newe

P"'- ~Y:> :~, o hlmdred and twenty-thousand auto workers . without jobs -- 8 per cent of 

th~; 1 ·.~ ·:~ .':-' 1'·)rce. Over n .lne hund.r ed thousand automobiles in storage in excess 

in in'/ ..:r.:. r,·.:-ry • 

(more) 
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Now when farmers have that happen to them, friends, this Administr ation says 

you ought to take lese for the price of the commodity . But when i t happens to a 

General Motors product or a Ford product or any other of the great compani es does 

the price get cut at the processors, at the manufacturers level -- indeed not, and 

I don't want it cut. 

I'm not advocating that the way you right the wrongs in America's economy is 

to push other people do~m to the level that some other people have been permitted 

to fall. I advocate rather that we bring up those who are momentarily weak and 

the victims of economic injustice. I stand here to say that this Ad.ininistration 

had better clear the record. Ezra Taft Benson, the epokosman for this Administra

tion in Agriculture, hae gone from one end of America to another and said that the 

reason that farmers are in trouble is because of increased labor cost. 

This is raining a farm predicament and a f arm depression upon you. It ie a 

contemptible lie, and it needs to be eo branded . 

Of course this administration plays both sides of the street . The Secretary 

of Labor eaye it isn't you, that Mr. Benson is wrong , that he got about two inches 

on page 14 and Ezra sot headlines on front page banner, and it waa in every news

paper in America-- feeding the poison into the communit y . 

May I say to you as I'think about it at the moment, that there has been soma 

spol:e -:naen of the Republican Party that have looked with disfavor upon the unity of 

th :;, P.. .. 1'L and CIO. Oh, I remember the statements of Republicans in Congress and out 

of C'c"1::·c .:; :e · •ho said that this woul d mean powerful forces of labor to dominate 

Amer iccn l '-'lltics and they heaped thelr abuse and criticisms upon the unity of the 

AFL a.J.d ClO . 

(more) 
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Well, let me tel l you something, speaking for the Democratic Party , we are 

delighted with your unity , we wel come you, there's r om i n our Party for you, 

the welcome mat is out , come join us, we want you . 

Now I will conclude with this general thought . Ther6's much to be done and 

I have the opportunity here today to make an appeal to get it _done. There are 

schools that need to be built, not just a handful, not juet a token, not lip 

service to schools but thousands of schools. America needs not lese than 350 

thousand classrooms now forour chU dren. And I want to eay that if the President 

exercises the same degree of leadership to get Congress to act on schools that 

he did to get Congress to act on the tax bill, we'll get echoole. 

Senator Curtis let me aay this -- in al·l respect because you are one of 

the able members of the Senate in the field of taxation and in other fields --

the lat e Randolph Ball, former general counsel to the Treasury Department, in 

a memorandum to Members of the Senate, members who were in the minority on the 

Finance Committee, listed what the Eisenhower Republican Tax bill gave to the 

American people. This ie the great tax bill of fifty-fifty you know, one horse 

and one rabbit and I'm about to show you who got the rabbit. 

Look what happened to that tax bill. Look not only what was done in terms 

of repealing the Korean taxes and the exoiee profits taxes but the bill began 

tax reduction's for big business and the well to do people in this country. Oh 

I know you got to get pretty sick, may I say, to get the advantage that Senator 

Curtis was talking about, and I don't know why one has to get ill to enjoy 

Republican tax benefits. Why not enjoy them while you are well? 

- more -
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N,.,-;.r let'" take a look, accord1' ng t t h 1y i h ., "' o · e ana. e s '" ich "as D'l!lde in the Sena t e 

of n·.e United States and presented on the floor of the Senate 'by Senator Russe ll B. 

Long of Louisiana, member of the Finance Commlttee of the United Stat es Senate. 

liere is what it is, here is the tax dollar, the long term savi ng under the 1954 

Tax Act. This great new revision and codification of tax law. Who gets 73 cents 

out of tha t t o.x dollar of eavins ? The corporations with a million dollars a year 

nst income over. Families with $5000 a year net income or over ge t 18 cents out 

of that tax saving d.ollar. Families with $5000 a year income or less, which make 

up 75· per cent of ell the taxpayers of' the United States of America, get 9 cents 

out of the tax saving. Now~ Republican Friends could talk about tax equity if 

they want to but I think: the facts are crystal clear that the tax bill provided 

loopholes in tax loopholes to the tune of 11 to 12 billions of dollars in expanded. 

depletion allowances to many new minerals and products. They have accelerated 

depreciation to many companies and the so-called s tock dividend credit. Every 

Democrat was for the $50.00 exemption for vidows and orphans and for those vho 

had made modest inveetmenae. But the proposal of this Administration wasn't 

$50.00 credit, not that alone. ~he proposal was to expand the stock dividend 

credit -to 13ivo favored tax treatment to those who· 1 vmre t 1e receivers of large 

dividend payments from the large corporations of this country. We defeated that in 

the Senate and we sot a compromise as it careo back from the conference. But where 

io this tax equity? Where are the Republican votes for an increase in dopendency 

allowance of let us say just one hundred dollars from $600 to $700 that would have 

provided a tax credit reduction for every breadwinner in America, every head of 

household of not lees than $20.00 to .$25.00. That would have been a tax credit for 

the American people, but that didn't hnppen. y, 1 t 11 
u. ou can a ways e tho philosophy of 

an Administration by its tax policies. The power to tax is the first indication 

of Just exactly where the philosophy of an Administration rests. 

(more) 
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And secondly what does it do with the Regulatory Agencies? In the field 

of housing i t placed in ita command of Housing Administration a man who voted 

against the 1949 Housi ng Act , a man who said it was socialism. That's like 

putting a fox in charge of a chi cken coop. 

You in the Federal Trade Commission , with all due respect to the qualities of 

these people -- one of the moat ardent defenders of those who had violated the 

anti-truet laws of this country -- particularly the Robinaon-Patman Act , was 

placed in as Chairman of the Federal Trade Commission -- a high tariff man put 

in charge of the Federal Trade Commission. A private utilities advocate put in 

charge of the Federal Power Commission. 

The heart and core of the New Deal was not only its legislation but ita 

regulat ory bodies. This Administration has filed off the teeth of the regulatory 

bodies. It hae literally taken away from those regulatory bodies --not by law 

but by appointments, the desire to truly regulate in the public interest in the 

United States of America. 

I imagine before this day is done somebody will mention this all-important, 

very highly controversia l and yet such vital subject of Civil Rights. I recognize 

that in the Democratic Party there are those who want no action on Civil Rights. 

But I recogni ze that in the . Democratic Party there is a great majority that want 

action on Civil Rights. And all I ask of the Republicans here today is that if 

they will give us a minori ty of their minority - - we will give them a majority 

of our majority and the argument over Civil Ri ghts , in Congress, will be at an 

end . Then action will be under way, and I offer this opportunity today. Let me 

apeak for myself and I think for our party as i t will come out in convention. We 

will stand for the pla tform of 1952 which spells out in detail Civil Rights pro

posals plus a full affirmation of the Supreme Court ruling abolishing segregation 

and support of the Supreme .court ruling implementing that order for integration . 

- more -
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I couldn't help but get a kick the othe r day out of Attorney General Brownell. 

He ceme down with a brand new :r:ackage of civil ri ghts l egislation, just about as new 

as Ben Franklin's Almanac. He d b" propose a 1-partisan Civil Ri ght s commisoion. That 

proposal was introduc ed in the 84th Congress on tl'~e 5th day of February 1955. 

Hubert Humphrey was the main sponsor and there were nine other sponsors on that 

particular proposal -- S906 -- that proposal was introduced in the 83rd Congress 

with a Republican controlled Congress, a Republican in the V.'hite House
11 

and it was 

not only talked about, it was openly rejected by this Administration. 

It was testified to before the Judiciary Subcommittee. The bill at that time 

that we ~re testifying on was cne introduced by myself and Senator r.oodson. The 

Attorney General did not support i~ then, and he does not qupport it now, excapt in 

an election year. S906 is before the Henning subcommittee. That bill has been there 

tor almost two years and in Harch of 1955, when this AcL"llinistration was asked, do 

you support or ask the views of the Admi nistration on S906 b" - a ~-partisan Civil Rights 

oormnission, the Attorney General sent a letter back to the chairman of the sub-

committee saying that the Administr"tion h d 
« a no opinion on this rnRtter. 

This is the kind of what I call lip s ervice. I say today on this platform, if 

all Republica ns in th J di i C e u c ary ommittee will line up wi th the four Democrats, 

we '11 report the Right to Vote Bill, the bi-partisan Ctvil Hights 10ommission bill. 

We '11 report an Anti-Lynch Bill. We '11 report a bill to esta.bl ish a department or 

a division in the Department of Justice on civil rights. 

These bills are not Administration bills, these b~lls, · t d ~ ~n ro uoed by men like 

Senator Kefauver, Hubert Humphrey, Paul Douglas, Herbert Lehman, Jim Murray, and a 

dozen more other Democrats in the Congress that are yearning for action. 

Thanks very muoh. 

oeiu42afl-o io 
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price levels rather than uhat they bought them. 

FaGhinrrton, D.C. 
REBUTTJ\.L Rill,li\RKS OF SEi:JNl'OR HUr-!PiffiEY I'd lil'~e to toJ.l~ to you about ten dollar hogs, ilhen farmers Here selling 

I •.rould just lil{e to mal{e one or tuo brief comncnts for 11\V friend, the 

Senator from Hcbraslm. I r ecocnize that uac;es ueren 't so coed for forttere 

and I rccocnize that ~ruces ueren = t so good for t!orl:ers. I do recocnize, 

houevcr, that the country uas on the upgrade. I thinl<.:. the comparison could be 

lilte this: a.fte:c 1-Iardinc, CoolidGe and Hoover and the creat encineerinc;, 

politicW. enc:I.neerinc; projects o.i: t:1at tuclve-year period, the l1.merican people 

:found thcmse.l ves in the bottom · o:...-. the proverbial poll tical and economic Grand 

Canyon. lind the :fact that ue uere able to climb bacl~ in those feu short yearo 

froLt 33 to 39 out of t!1e abyss of depression, despair, 'l.tncmploymcn~, banli:ruptcy, 

foreclosure, and losses to a period ~There ' .. rc uere bC(~inninl:; to recc.in scL·-

confidence, uhere uorlcers •;.,ere bec;inninG to have t l2e :d c;ht to 01·cani ze and 

build their unions, \Ihe:cc manac,cr!lenJc uas [(l.aldng pr of_;_ts -- u.nd they uere in 

39 -- uhcre people uere b 2r,in:.11inc; to feel again the di0ni t y and self c:on:fidencc 

of self-reliant •.me :dcan~, occms to me to be one of t~1e creat accomplj.shments 

of our times. 

I Couldn 1 ~-- }1ClT'. bu·t ne·' 1 ' ' t f' S t C .._ . . t - .t' w c ::.. : .1 c .. : ou · o ena or ur .. J.s c :L ·j_ng hoc; pri.ces. 

You l~nou I visited. Ot'.t in Im.ra a shm·t tine o{,;o. Im .ra fa:cr.1ers in lS' :J ) hc:0. 

50 per cent reduction i n co.si1 farm income. They're not :.1appy. i.nd its abrays 

noticeable, l''"' friends, t'rl .... "'t \l'L··cn n,epubll" cans !:::tnr·t •· · · i ' '\i • .n - - ~uo·cJ.n.::; 110[; pi' ceo it s after 

the farmc1~ ho.s sold tl·1c· l.1oc•r-; 1·.o the p:.• .. c .' r. e·.~.·. FI 't ' · ld - - . oc;s aren · oeJ.nc; so nm.•, 

ScnatoJ.·. Both ;)'OU. and I cor11e from an a2·ea uherc uc lmou that. The ;lOGS 

\.'ere cold in September and October and in l:ovcmbcr. Sure hoc -prices arc up 

nou -- 1.'hen pa.cJ~crs have ;:;at tLc meat. .'·.nd. they j-:.1dc;c their price to l::1c 

(Llorc) 

them. 1\.nd this Administration ballted, obstructed and dl·ac;ged its feet to do 

anything. In fact, the record is clear from the Department of 1\.criculture 

that os the Administration entered upon i ts hog purchase, program hog prices 

uent doun to farmers and hoc; prices or porl{ prices that the 3overnment paid to 
I 

packers lrent up. That's from the record of t he Department of Agriculture, 

submitted to the Senate Committee on .l'.griculture uhich uas placed _in the 

Congressional Record in the mont h of February. Nou, you knou the Administration 

has got a neu Farm Program nou. They call it the Soil Bank -- interesting, 

isn't it? llhen ue called it the l\crcac;e Conservation Reserve and submitted 

the bill, and I uae one of those that submitted one of the bills -- there uere 

othere in the House and Senate -- the Adn1inistration rejected the soil banl~ 

o~ ~creage Conservation Reserve Proaram three times . The last rejection came 

ae late as September 30, 1955, and said that it uas unuorl~able, uneconomic, 

too costly and subject to poor administration. Those 11ere 1 ts olm \·rords. 

1\.nd then somebody said to the President, and to Secretary Benson, \·lhy 

Mr. President and Ezra, ~on 't you lmou they call this the Soil Bank? 1\.nd uhcn 

they heard the t-101d1 bank, they just quivered -- there uas a chain reaction. 

And, lo and behold, the f~dministration 's announcement of the so-called Soil 

Banlt uas in that creat a31"icultural publication !moun a s the t-lall Street 

Journal. Hell, nou lie 're for the Soil Bank -- ~re uere for it tlro years ago, 

ue uere for 1 t this year and ue '11 be f or it here on dmm the line. You can 

call it banlt if you uant or Conservation .Reserve or e;:tendcd Conservation 

Program uhatever title you lrish, If it mw~es it more palatable to this 

Adminintration to call it a bani•, then, Lord bless them, \·Te're for it .... bank 

it uill be -- just so they don't forcet the soil, that's all . 

(more) J../ 
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I!mr, I toolt plenty of time before, I shan •t take anymore. I'd lilte to 

oa.v that anytime you'll get us about 12 or 15 Republican votes ,.,c don't 

as!~ many -- you've cot 1~7 over there, just c:ive us about 151 give us about 

15 Republican votes and uc'll repeal the Taft Hartley Lo.ll so fast you uill 

~ 7onder uho.t happened to it. 

oeiu42afl-c1o 
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