JOINT SFMATTR-HOUSE LEADERSEIP CONFIRRNCE
SENATCR DIRKSEN - REPRASEHTATIVE HALLRCK

September 3, 1964

STATEMENT BY R9P. HALLECK: The 1964 Democratlic Convention
has come and gome and with it the American people now find themselves
presented with a political hoax that will go down in hlstory as the
year of Yplenty amid poverty" and Ypoverty amid plenty.”

Tew will forget the mase of oratory. all the way from the
President down to the declalmers on the Democratic platform, who in one
breath told us we have never had it so good and in the next told us we
wers surrounded by mlsery.

It's about time the American people welke up. For 32 yesrs
Democratic candidates for President have tradsed on human misery each
election year for political purposes and in the final anslysis they have
evidently solved nothing in this respect. In 1835 Democrailc Fresident
Roosevelt told us that with a population of 128 million one third, or
43 million, lived in poverty. In 1964, Democratic Precident Johmson
tells us that one-fifth of a 191 million population 1s living in poverty,
a figure not far from the 43 milllon.

In those 32 years the Democrats have cmtm%led’ Congresy
28 of the years and have controlled Congress - thas White Housze - 24 of

32 years. NMr. Roosevelt talked about the WPA and PWA, but the poverty
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and unemployment continued without abatement until World War II.
Hr. Truman tcllked about "full employment,! but poverty and unemploy-
ment resumed after World War II until the Korean War. Now Mr. Johnson
talks about the "war on poverty" whlle, according to his own state-
ments, poverty and mmemployment continue.

This is political chicanery at its worst. Blllions upon
billions of dollars are spent esch election year by ﬁamocrats in the
namg of poverty. But nothing 1s solved. Ve only pass more debt onto
our children and their children. 1Is war the Democrate! only solution?

The Demuwcratic Hatlonal Conventlon, staged-managed from
teginning to end, has come and gone, and we and the world are told
that poverty and unemployment are still with us. We =sk a simple
quastion: Why should the Democrats 1n 1964 get by with 32 years of

failure?




STATEMANT BY SENATOR DIRKSEN: Gentlemen, good morning.
Do I see any ladies?

Por three decades the Democrats every four years have
isgued their telection year tranquilizers" - - things are really better,
but they ars also bad, 80 elect us and they'll get better. This year
we have a whole new array of eslection year tranquilizer pills - #Job
Corps,? Mork-Tralning programs,# "Work-Study Programs,® “Communlty
Action Programa,! #Speclal Programs to combat Poverty in Rural Areas,!
#Employment and Investment Incentives,® "Pamily Unity Through Jobs,®
and "Yolunteers for America.®

My friends, you name 1t and the Democrats have got it in
1964 if 1% gounds liks 1t migzht zet 2 vote -~ all for a cheap billion
dollars of your money. Iit's called the "War on Poverty Package.® and
there's not one permanent dursble job in the whole phony bundle.

The Democrats can't even get their statistlcs straizht.

On April 7, 1960 Democratlec Presidential Candldate Eennedy sald 17
million Americans went to bed hungry every night. In Janvary ithils year,
tha National Palicy Comnittes on Pocksts of Poverty reported 20 million
Americans lived in poverty. On January 20, Preslident Johnson put the
fisure at 35 million - an increase of more than 100 percent in four
yeers during alil of which a Democrat President occupled the White House
and Democrata controlled the Congress.

Row Mr. Jolmson %tells us we are going to aliminate poverty

by spending a billien dollars this year. Well, the Federal government
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is alrezdy spending 331 blllion a2 yesar in relieving hardship and
the stutes are spending another $13 billion - which makes a teial
of 344 billion. By adding just one billion dollars more, Mr. Johnson
said, we will solve the problem of poverty. Does anyocne really
believe this?

Of course, hardshlp 1s a concern of all of us and has
been throughout the history of this natlion. That's why we have man-
power trainlng, and expanded vocatlonal education, and scorss of
other programs to combat distress., It is & cynlcal bBusiness when we
are told 1n an election year that a one-percent increase in expenditures

and a polltical slogan are going to end poverty.
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QUESTION: (Inawdible)

SF¥N. DIRKSEN: Oh, there are a great many in nearly every
f£ield. I think Bob Taft over in the House has compiled a whole llst,
and as I recall there must have been et least 40 or more.

QUESTIOR; ... almed at -

SEN. DIRKSEN: %Well, when they sre aimed at relleving
distress or energilzing incoms, or relieving hardship, you have to be
prudent, of course, in anything that deals with poverty and uremploy-
ment and distress, Beczuse, aftér all, it's one singie bundla.

QUESTION: (Refers to President Johnson's remarks aboud
the #frontlash,")

SEN. DIRKSIN: Yell, I can only say the “frontlash? and the
Whacklash? muat have collided up in Michigan on Tuesday and who knows
how it came out. JFut they elected a State's Attorney up there on one
side, neminated a Congresemsn on the other, but when you look ai what

the voters did with respect to glving homeowners the right to do as
they would with their own property, I ask you how are you goling to
retionalise that result.

QUESTION: Mr. Halleck, are you satlsfied with President
Johnson's ordering the FBI to investigate tha express charges sgainst
Bobby Baker?

REP, HALLECK: ¥No, I'm not, I don't lmow whother it's
particularly the business of the FBI... the F3I iz a very great

organization, hes the complete confidence of the american pecple, 3But
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I am among those who believe that the investigation of the Bobby Baker
incldent was cut off too soon and that some of these things ocught to
be investigated - not by the FBI but by a proper Gongressional Committes.

QUESTICH: 1In your statement are you accusing the American
voter of being too gullible or even too stupid?

REP. HALLECK: No, the American votar is not gullibls oz
stupld - sometimes we wonder - but what I'm saying is in my etatement is
that we've had this same sort of vote-bait cperation, the Poverty Packsge
in my opinlon ie nothing but aencother bBlllion-dollar boondoggle... and
will not (aa Senstor Dirksen has pointed out) provide one single durable
Job. The only reascen you can talk about eome of thase things is that
maybe some final jobs might acorus, dut I just don't ses them.

SENATOR DIRKSEN: Herbd, returnlng o your quastion for the
momend... you see, when the FEI investigates, they put on 3 man or half
a dozen or s dezen and they run down all the rBgords. But obviously
there is NOT within the FBI technique the holding of a hearing where you
put witneeses under oath and make your testimony public., So it's quite
& different operation and 1% falls very pecullarly within the domain and
within the jurisdiction of elther branch of the Congress.

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

SENATOR DIRKSEN:; No, Jobn, I had a discussion wilth the
Majority leader about it and I may say he was very honestly under a
misapprehension with respect to the so-called "Cooper Resolution
Committea." He thought that that was actually embedded in Senate

Join¥ Res 187 - that would be the Resolutlon out of Fules Committee -
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to which I offered the substitute. And it was not wntil Staff checked
it for him that he became aware that the Cooper Rasolution was z simple
Senste Resolution and that it stood by itself and 414 suthorize this
Committee of aix. He very promptly then sald that he would talke it up
with hils Policy Commities at once. I have not undertaken to take the
initiative because, after sll, we are the minority amd it 1s for them
to make the first move in the matter.

QUESTION :Mr. Hallecls, do you anticipate that 28 soon as the
Senate passes the leglslation about care for the aged... (rest of
quention inaudible).

REP, HALLZCK: I don't think anything in the way of hospiltal
care (that's what it is) for elderly people under Soclal Security, I
don't think it will finally be enacted Into law. I have never belleved
that that sort of a propesition wonld prevall in the House of
Representatives. I think the close vote in the Senate indicates the
correctness of my position.

Now, I suppose the matter will go to Conference. Scme have
felt that if the Senate wanted to tack on this completely different
proposition and run the coete wp in the combined bild to way above the
10 percent that everybody has sald ia the maximum to whlch we ought to
2o, that thay ought to talke the responsibility for killing the very
worthwhile Social S@curity amsndments and improvements that were adopted
in the House of Hepresentatives.

But I think better Judgment iz that we should try as best

we can to bring to passage those improvements in Social Security in ths
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hope that in that process we will not be burdened with a completely
different sort of a situation which is involved in the amendment that
was put intc the bill 1n the Senate.

QUESTION: You don't think you can reach a medified
compromnise?

REP, EALLECK: I doa't think so,

QUESTICON: Charlie, have you heard any rumours they might try
to... (rest of question inaudibla).

REF, HALIECK: Well, there are a few ways that that might be
undertaken, Jerry, tut I would say, first of all, probably there will be
unanimous consent reguest to send the bill to conferencs.

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

R¥P., HALL®CK: Well, many people have trled to mlke it an
issue herstofore, and I suppose the people who believe In that sort of
an approach will undertake to make it an issue egain, but there are a
great many people who do not feel that that is the way to move. And
80 as to what the political consequences will be, I don't lmow. But
personally my pesition hae been very clear from - - every since the
mat ter was flrst proposed.

SEN. DIRKSEN: Tony, I'd like to amplify that answer for
you a little. Wg had all three of these Medlcars substitutes befors the
Finsnce Committes in a single session. Those sessions began at 10
o'clock and ran until 12. It dldn't take very long for the Committee
to dispose of them, and in almost every case with respect to the Javiia
substitute, ths Gore substituts, which was the nearest thing to the

King-Anderson Bill and also the Ribicoff substituta, the voie was



roughly twe to one against.

Fow, we had VZRY LITILH testimony, but when you stop to
conslder what is happening to welfurs programe in nearly every other
country and what the tax Mden 1s at the present time, certainly this
nerits a lot more attentlon that it has had by the Senate Pinance
Committes, Now they have gone into it to some extent over on the House
side. I've had occaslon to examlne some flgures recently with respect
to Belgium, Holland and Italy, West Germany, France and Britain, and
frankly the results are staggering in terms of tgxes. And the burden it
puts on the economy of the country... all of that ought to be thoroughly
examined into before we venture further down the road.

Now referring to what Congressmen Halleck said... there has
been a disposition to belleve that when you plerce the 10 percent tax
limit - meaning 5 percent on the employee and 5 percent on the smployer -
you're in trouble. But we're up to 10.4 now... it could very well Ye
10.6... and this might de only a beginning defore we get through as they
mdertake to add other thinga to the Secial Security Program.

A8 a result, we're not thinking about this in terms of a
campalgn lssue... we're thinking about the burden upon the country and
the future and what 1t can conceivably do to the whole questilon of
the incentiva. I think some of the figuras relating to the migration of
doetors out of Great Britain - particularly the graduating classes from
the medlcal schools ~ the seeming lack of intarest in bullding
new hospitals and that aort of thing... 1s really a shocking plcturs.
and if it should happen hers, why, I thinic people would be up in

arms.
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So I Just end that 11t tle discussing by saying when they
continue to emphasize that you've got to treat 0ld people with dignity,
I just ask this question: Is 1t dignified to put old people 1In the
medical assembly line and give them a two, four, or six-minute
dlagnosis and then shove them out of the office? That's precisely
vwhat's happening.

QUESTION: Last weekend - walking through a cow pasture
on the ILBJ ranch - Senator Humphrey spciled his shoe ané cried he had
Just stepped on the Republican Platform.

SEN. DIPKSEN: Well, Eerb, that's an old dish, becanse I
used to tell a story like that twenty years ago ... standing on a
manures épraadar and saying to a great crowd in the country: HI'm
delighted I can stand on a Democratic Platform and talk o you.t

QUESTION: ¢fhe GOP HNational Committee says 1t has recelved
indignant calls and that langusge isn't dignified for a candidste.

SEN. DIRKSZIN: (Laugbs) Well, who am I to say... who am I
to say whether it's dignified in this easy accelerated age.

REP, HALLECK: That isn't the only thing Hurphrey 1s going
to step on before he gets through. (BVRYBCDY TALKS AT ONCE)

QUESTION: (Inauvdible)

S¥§. DIRKSEN: Very definitely the cloture petition will be
offered on Tussday on the amendment to the Forsign Aid 3ill,.. on
Thursday.

AUBSTION: (Insudibls)
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SE¥. DIRKSEN: Well, Bob, I have not undartaken to
make a nose count. And, incldenbally, I ought to ask who wrote

for the Wall Street Journal the other day after I was wp in the Press

Gallery? Because he sald i} looked like Dirksen was loslng some faith
in hia cause because he sald among other things that he mn't sure that
he had votes for cleture. I never sald I had votaes for cloture. I'm
as confident as I'm standing here this morning that we're going to

get wall above a majority, whether wa'll get two-thirde is going to
depend in some measure in how many will be ocut-of-town. After all, it
IS the Labor-Day weekend, members in particularly candidates will be
malting apeeches. Fut we may gst two-thirds of those present and voting.

QUESTION: Thursday -

SEN. DIGHSEN: On Thursday, yes. But in any event, the bill
will be there end the amendment wlll he there -~ and If they want %o
continue to filibusier, 1t's guite all right.

Now, you remember I tergeted Qctober 2, Friday, as a pessaible
adjowrnment date. It may de that you'll have to order your Thanksgiving
turkey for Washington rather than for hoge. And I don't lmow - you
pronlsed last year that you would set up a Christmes tree in the Prsass
Gallery and you never did 1%, and I'm going to hold you to it this
year.

QUESTICN: We were all over the the House Gallsry watching
Mr., Halleck with the Forelgn Ald Blll,.

SEN. DIRKSEN: Yes, but you didn't keep faith by getting

this Christmas tree and Christmas cake. And I still think that you
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all owe me =

REP HALLECK: You know, that?s rather interasting ahbout
that Christmas Eve Session and I don't think they've sold a bushel of
wheat mmder that arrangement yet. What was all the shouting adout?

QUESTION: (Not awiible)

SER. DIRESEN:; The case?! Well, the apportionment case will
be pending before the three-judge court - and so long as there is a
case pending, any governor, any attormey genersal, any state leglslater,
can go in and file an application for a stay of proceedings. And in
the absmnce of what in the amendment is referred to as fhighly umnunsuml
circumstances," he will he sntitled to a stay, and that of course will
talkte care of the situation,

QUESTION: (Inauvdible)

SEN., DIREKSIN: Today's Thurasday. Yes, the vote will come
a week from today. Under the rule thers is an intervening day. TYou
file it on Tuesday - 1t lays on the desk for a day - on Thursday the
President pro tem automatically pute the questlon to the Senate.

QUFSTION: Senator, ia Semator Mansfleld Jeining in this -

SEN., DIRKSEN: 1 haven't zslked him to, Tony.

QUESTION: (Inaudible)

SEN. DIRESTN: That 1s subatantlally correct. Give me a
little latitude and let me say nearly sveryons.

REP, BALLECK: Senator, why noi offer the House past bill

as an amendment to the Foreign Ald B111?
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SEN., DIRKSEN: You mean the Tuck Bi11?

HEP, HALLECK: TYas

SER. DIRESEN:; It's on the culendar. It heas to be motioned ,
of course. But it's easily vetoed 1f it goes to the White House.
Forelgn Ald is quite a diffgrent thing.

QUBSTIOH: {Inaudible)

SmY. DIRKSIN: Well, shat depends entirely uwpon my esteemed
friends who are carrying on the f1libuster, the sams friends, incidentally,
who carried on the fllibuster on the satelliite, snd ths same friends
who, incldentally, wers so chagrined and fuill of bile that others shouwld
carry on a filibusier on the civil rights bili. I helped to break the
fillbuaster on tha sat#llite bill by getting on my knees to some of my
assoclatos on my slde of the alsle, and, as you Enow, I had a small
part in dreaking the filiduster on the civil rights bill. So if the
Lord 1s willing, maybe success will crown ocur offorts mmd we'll get this
one broken, too.

QUESTION: (Inanifble)

HRP, HALLSCK: I'm sorry, I dldn't quite make that oud...
dldn't gquite umderstand that.

QUESTION: (Stiil insudible)

B2 BALLTCK: I would say on our zide there iz a zreat
desire %o got bome. AP a matter of fact, I think that's the only
right attitude to take. ¥e In the Houma of R2epreseatatives - we have to
stand for election every two ywars - I think the psople are entitled
to have a look at us and have us say to them what we belleve in and

~hat we think ought to be done. Now, of course, 1f the people in
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charge of this Congress and they're the Democrats - not the

Republicans - can't gst the thing adjourned in time %o give us that

opportunity, why, the responsibility is thelrs.

Now az to politleal implications... of course, I suppose the
farther we go the more political implications will be involved. Aand
I seriously doubt whether that's too goed for the coundry,

But, In
my event, the responsidility is not ours,

I am one who has complained
very bitterly about the fallure to wind up the session, but there ienit
very much I can do ghout At.
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