THE JOINT SENATE-HOUSE REPUBLICAN LEADFRSHIP
SENATOR DIRKSEN - AZPRESENTATIVE EALLECK

November 21, 1963

STATEMENT BY SVNATOR DIRKSEN: There is a fultering effort
now underway by apologlsts for the White House to blame the Congress
because President EKennedy's legislative program is in a mess. This
effort will faill because the blame lies sauarely on the White House
doorstep and any reasonable examination of the facts will show it.

Mr, Kennedy has been guilty of two major blunders.

First, he proposed that taxes be cut while he lncreased
Pederal deficit spending. This unprecedented proposal not only met heavy
cppesitlion in the Congress, bdut realiable samples of public oplanion showed
the American people were also opposed to a tax cut without a cut in
spending.

Second, the President, who had promised major civil rights
lagislation in 1961, failed to live up to his promise. It was not umtil
June 19, 1963 that he submitted a civil rights program, only after the
crisis of demonstrations and violence forced his hard. Then he expa;ted
Congress %o act in a few months on a program he had delayed for two and
one half years,

Historically, the passage of the civil rights legislation
is a long, drawn-out affair. This is because many members of Mr. Xennedy's

own political party are opposed to civil rights legilslatlion. Had the
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President kept his campaign pledge and sent his program to Congress in
1961, new civil rights statutes would have been on the books before
demonstrations and violence were ever preclpitated.

As for a tax cut, Mr. Kennedy could have had 1t this year
tut he cut spending... FAD he cut spending. But he did the opposite:

He asked for a $4.5 blllion —dollar increase in spending and $7.8 billien

dollars in future authorizations. The oppositicn by the Congress and the

American people has not been to a tax cut dut to increased spending AND

a tax cut. As the matters now stand, Congress has decided to delay action
on tax legislation until it has had a look at Mr. Kennedy's January dbudget
for next year.

In the final analysis, it is Presideni Kennedy's own mismanage-
ment of his legislative program that has kept Congress in ssession since
last January and everybody in Washington knows 1t.

In all the welter of criticism the meat of the coconut is
overlooked, namely, 1t 13 the basic dlvergence of opinien between the
Frealdent on the ome hand and the American people and the Comgress on the

other.

SPATFMENT BY RVPRESENTATIVE HALLRCK: Along the same line
I have thls statement for the Joint Senate-House Republican Leadership.
Turing the 1960 Presidential cempaign, Mr. Eennedy filled the
alrwaves with what he called "the need for strong leadership,” the need
to go forward with vigor." If we examine President Kennedy's handling
of his legislative programs for his first three years, his 1960 campaign

cries are more applicable today than three ysars ago.




Page 3

Mr. Kennedy asked Congress for an Alllance for Progress
suthorization for Latin America, and Congress gave it to him. The program
has never even gotien off the ground.

Mr. Xennedy asked Congress for a Trade Expansion Act to
facilitate his "Grand Design® for Europe, and Congress gave it to him.

The "Grond Design® collapsed over a year ago and has not been heard of since.

Mr. Kennedy asked Congress for depressed areas and retraining
legislation to solve unemployment, and Congress gave it to him. HXot even
a dent has been made in unemployment.

Mr, Kennedy asked Congress for an Urban Affalrs Department,
saclal security medical care, massive Federal ald to education and similar
proposals. These the Congress has NOT given %o him. Why? For a number of
reasons, but mainly becsuse there has been no wide public surport for them
elther in the Congress or in the coumtry.

Together with the delayed tax cub and civil rights measures
these leglslative items and enactments have been the backbone of Mr., Kennedy's
program. The list adds up to almost total fallure for what mdoubtedly will
be known as the Three Empty Years.

With the Demoecrats in control of the White House and every
government agency and with a two to one majority in the Senate and a throe
to two majority in the House of Representatives of the Congress, Mr, Xenmdy
can have no alibl, Any censure of Congress is a censure of the Democrat

Party and of the lack of Presidential lesdership.
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QUE'swioﬁE Mr. Halleck, do you think 1% possible that if he had
st up the clvil rights earlier, he might not have gotten some of thege
things like Trade EZxpansion which Congress gave him?

REP., HALLECK: I don't think that would have stood in the way
at all. And may I say in comnectlon with those things to which I have
referred, I voted for the Trade Expansion Act, I voted for the Alliance for
Progress, I voted for a substitute on Area Redevelopment. That was an
Elsenhower proposal io begin with. After we Republicans rewrcte the
retraining leglislation, 1 voted for that.

I don't think - to answer your question specifically - that the
aending up of a civil rights program message easrlier would have interfered
at all with the accomplishment of these other projects and legislative
proposals.

QUASTION: You don't think that's gumming up the works this year.

HEP., HALLECK: Well, I suppose it has in some msasure., Yes, I
think probably it has.

QUESTION: What's the best information you can give us now con
the civil rights bill?

BEPT. HALLECK:; Well, my best guess would be that it cannot be
acted upon before the Chriastmes Recess on the Floor of the House of
Representatives. You understand there was considerable complaint that the
bill as reported had been submitted to the members of the committee Just a
few bours before it wae acted upcn. The report, as I understand it, was
Just filed last night and certalinly the members of the Congress, and I

think the pecple of the country, have a right to take a look at the reports
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that were filed and have a bettler chance to understand just what is proposed
in the bill.

¥ow, of course, the matter of getting a rule... will be bafore
the Rulss Committee... how soon it will be before the Rules Committee, I
don't know, But next week is Thanks giving and I remember one time we had
to meet here on Thankegiving Day but 1 think that isn't proposed for this
year.

QUSSTION: Charlie, do you agree that Senator Russell and you
have put on a New Frontier Jacket by supperting that bill?

R7P. HALLECK: No, I do not agree with that.

GQUESTION: ... misunderstanding about the bi-partisan agreement.
Do you feel that yon are commitied tol/ng the bill through the Hause
without an amendment?

RE¥P. HALIECK: No, I do not. and I lmow that some impresslon
in that regard has been created in certain places, but ycu see the only
thing that really has been ... thot was an issue up to date was whather
or not the motion to report out the very far-reaching bill, I mean that'a
to use a very, very... 1'd say an umderstatement... as agalnat the bill
that was worked out over the weeltend by certain pecple and who, as a matter
of fact, had been collaborating in the drafting of such a bill for a
consideradla time prior to the time this situation arose.

So the oniy thing that was an issue at the time was whether or
not the more moderate bill, the substitute bill, was to be reported from
the committee, or the rough, the much rougher bill that the sub-committee

had finally drafted.
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QUASTION: (Inaudible)

REP. EALLECK: I have sald right along and I say 1t agailn...
the record of the Hepublican Party on civil rights for a hundred years
has been good. As Majority Leader in Republican Congresses, 1 have pul
on civil rizhts bills, such as antl-poll tax and anti-lynching. I had a
considerable part in the passage of legislation in - what was it -~ '5B...
's7, 158, '59,., somevwhere... under Preeldent Zlsenhower.

Now in this present situation I have sald all along that I
an for a meaningful but civil rights legis.... meanlngful btut reasonable
civil rights 5ill. And on that I stand.

QUESTION; Does thet lnclude public accommodations, Mr. Halleck?

REP, BALLECK: Well, we've got a public accommodations section
in the substitute Bill, the bill that was reported out of the‘committee.
and { must say that I've serious misglivings about it, but on the other hand
my personal view 1s that some action in that direction is indicated.

Now you understand this bill is golng to come onte the Floor
under an Open Rule, I suppose, and I think it's understcod and should be
wnderstood that nothing has been dome to foreclose adequate and complete
consideration by the House of Representatives when the bill gets on the
floor.

CURSTION: Yom don't think the bdill will reach the floor
before the Christmas holidays? Whem do you think it will...

RTP, FALLECK: Well, I don't know how scon we're going to
be back... we'res supposed %o meet January 3. HNow as far as I'm concermed,

I would postpone that a little bit, that reconvening date, that's my own
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personal view, and I'm not very much ispressed with the ldea of coming
back here January 2 Just to adopt a sine die adjournment. ihenever we
quit vefore the Christmas holidays - if we have a2 Christmas holiday, and
I certainly think we ought to have one - why, then we ought to have a sine
die adjournment at that time.

I must say that the way we're operating now in the House of
Representatives ~ and I'm not undertaking to blame any of the Democrat
leadership for it -~ but 1%'s one of the most frustrating experiences I was
ever in. We Just put on a little blll or two a week which nalls everybody
down here... and I guess maybe we're supposed %o be here all the time
but a few peopls back home think we ought to get home once in a while,

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

REP, BALIAECK: Welllk of coursa, the failure to enact the
aprropriation bills, in my opiniomn, is one of the worat things that I've
seen around here. We're operating undesr contimuing resolutions. I'm not
80 sure dbut what maybe next Monday we get up another continuing resoluntion
through December... maybe it ought to be less than thirty days... or
maybe weought to make it to June 30, 1964 and go on from there.

QUESTION: Can we assume you might suppert this idem of letting
the Senate originate half the appropriation bills to save time?

#uP., EALLECK: No, no, no... because, you 9=e, we've bean
originating the appropriation bills and we'lve been cuttin' them real good.
You remember when we set up Task FPorce... a lot of pecple scoffed. They
sald, why you can't emt the money out... in the first place we wouldn't

have courage encugh to do it, in the secomd place you can't cut this budzet.
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We've cut 1t to the tune of some 5 or 6 billion dollars eplready. Now
we've Iind of set the pace, and I'm very happy to see that on yesterday,
28 I understand it, on the Space Progran the Senate finally adopted the
House figures. That's all to the good.

QUESTION: Charlle, are you considering.... {part of question
inaudible)... to mulke i% unsil June 30tht

%P, HALLACK: No, no, Just a little levity in that, Jerry.

QUESTICE:  (Bverybody talks at once... then someone asks
something about freconvena.!)

REP, HALLRECK: Oh, I don't lnow. But I think the third is on
friday, and you couldn't... you'd just come here Friday and then adjourn
over 'til I suppome Monday... and so I don't lmov...

QUESTION: You're tallcing about a couple of days =

A¥P. HALLBRCK: Oh, a week or ten days.

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

RZP. FALLECK: What's that?

GUESTIONt Have you talked to the Speaker about thia?

REP, HALLECK: Ko, I haven't. Ho, I haven't... well, I've been
talkking to him generally about getting a little time off. 4And I can't ses
any reason in the world why it can't be accomplished.

QUESTION: (Asks something about dealing with the appropriation
bills.)

REP. HALLECK: W4ell, I don't know... the ajpropriationecommittes
boys say that it's a fallure to get the authorization b1lls passed, and I

must say a lot of that slow-down is because the requests from the departments
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don't come up here in time. And so it's going to take a real effort -
in the Executive Branch and in the Congress,.. now I don't say the
government’s too big. On the contrary, I think there's just been a failure
to measure up to what I think is a fundamental responsivility of the
Congress if we are to :%.}1!1:;’5.111 our position as an egual and coordinate
branch of cur great tripartite system.

QUES?ION: (Inaudidle)

SENATOR DIRXSEN: You mean on the gquestion whether government
has gotten %too big?! Well, government 1a -

QUESTION: {Inandible)

SERATOR DIRKSHN: lLet's divide the guestion. In the first
place, government has gotten too big too fast. Thls expansion of
activity and the number of new functions that are called for for
authorization romning inte the billioms... I think I made that statement
there that it involved a good many billions. So 1t's proliferatlon and
escalation of government that comes too fast for one thing. You can't
always quarrel with the merit of some of these proposala, but thsre's a
time and a season, I think, for every purpose.

Fow you say, why can't we deal with them? We CAN deel with
them, but I think 1f we hold d.own some of thesse new oneas so that we don't
have too many sub-commitiees operating at one and the same time, then you
can get around to your work.

How l've shuttled between two or three committees this
moraing in addition to the early Leadership Meseting and now this rather

interesting and happy weekly fellowship that we have with you. BSo all
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of 1t takes time and we have a responsibidity and a duty to you,
because after all you are not only newspapermsn and TV and radie
people, you're taxpayers and you're cltlzens. Of coursse, if you're
domiciled in Washingion, you may have some difficulty voting on
occasions, but other than that you have all the attributes of citizen-
ship. So we have a dity to you as well as to anybody.

QUESTION; GSenator, will most of the Republicans in the
Senate support the wheat bBill?

SENATOR DIRKSIN:; Frankly, Jerry, I cannot tell you, but
it would appear to me that an affirmative attitude on it 1is making some
progress, as 1 understand, in the Banking Committee. It has rather a
great appeal and my first disposition was of course to gD aleng with
Mundt Amendment.

QUESTION: How do you feel about 1t now?

SENATQOE DIRK3ZN: Well, tha testimony is not all in. 'They
will have the Zxpori-Import Bank pecple , they'll have some commercial
bank people, they have the Secretary of the Treasury, and we'll have a
better notion and a better idea when the whole evaluation has been
completed.

QUESTION: If the tax-cmt bill and the civil-rights bill get
through next year, do you think the fact that there have deen delays in
them will be... (rest of sentence inaudible).

SFNATOR DIRKSTIN: ©Oh, ! don't lmow about the credit, as a
matter of faect. But I think everybody ltnows what our stance was, namely,

and I can speak only for the Senate side. Pirst, a thorough evaluation
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of 2z bill where you modify your rate and where you've got 27 structursl
changss in the code.

Now the second thing is... you can do a better job when you
measure it against the background of the 1965 budget and that obviously
comes early in January. DBut HAD there been some effort to acquaint us with
what they were going to ask for in the firs% incldence, the chances are
that wo could have expedlted this matter.

MODERATOR: Thank you.
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