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Welfare, Abraham A. Ribicoff, and Senator Everett

McKinely Dirksen, Republican of Illinols.



ANNOUNCER :
(CONT 'D)

NEWMAN:

In our audlence, government officials, politilcal

figures, journalists, the general public.

Now, here 1s our moderator, the noted news corres-

pondent, Edwin Newman,

Good evening. Welcome to the primary debate 1n the

new season of "The Nation's Future'.

In the coming months we wil;fbe bringing to ycu
again the foremost spokesmen of our time 1n major
debates on topics of natidnal and international
importance. Agalin it wlll be my pleasure tc act
as mocderator for the series. Tonlght, a debate on

the Kennedy Administration's Damestilc Record.

Thls 1s an appropriate tilme for such a depvate,
Congress adjourned late last meonth and 1ts achieve-

ments or failures are being vigorously argued.

Critlcism of the Administration record has intensi-
fled and Adminlstration spokesmen have come to the
defense of that record. keanwhile, both parties
are already gearing up for the 1962 Congressional

electlons.

Our debate will begin 1n a moment -- after these

words about the 1362 Mercury.

(COMMERCTIAL)



NEVMAN :

RIBICCFF:

From Cnicago, "The Nation's Future'.

Abranam Ribicoff{ was appointed Secretary of Health,
Education and Welfare by President Kennedy in January
of this year. Before jolning tne Cabinet, Mr.
Ribicoff served as Governor of Connecticut for six
years.

Mr, Secretary, your posltlen, please.

On January 20, John 7. Kennedy came to the Presidency
with the hopes and prayers'éf the people of America,
Today, these hopes and prayers have been justified by
the record of President Kennedy -- hils own actlions as
President and what has been accomglished 1n this

session of Congress.

The FPresident was faced with a great problem and tne
nation was faced wlfth a great problem. We were in the
midst of our third recession -- a deep chne -- 1n six
vears. Five milllon, 6 seven hundred thousand pecple
were cut of work, wages were down, farm Income wWas
downi, steel was only wcerking vart-time, golid was mov-

ing out of the country -- people were hungry.

The first job that the President had was to make sure
that this nation moved ahead and that our economy
picked up. Immedlately, the President moved to make
gsure that the people were fed by executive order.
Those who were on relief, got more food -- gquantity

and quality -- to feed them,.



RIBICOFF:
(CONT'D)

Unemployment compensatlon had run ocut with some six
hundred tihousand Americans and they were in a desper-
ate plight and the first measure that was passed by
the Congress was an extenslon of the unemployment

compensation,

Some seven hundred fifty thousand dependent children
of unemployed workers were hungry and Congress passed
an act to make sure there was_aid to the children of

the unemplcoyed,

The President was faced with a prcoblem of rise of
costs having had a great impact on tncse people, as
well as our elder citizens on Soclal Security and
there were amendments to the Soclal Security Bill.
So, the President moved ahead on many fronts. A sub-
stantial houslng blll was passed. Measures were
rpassed 1n the fleld of commerce to make sure that our

economy moved ahead and it has moved ahead.

Therefore, today we have a situation where we have tie
highest emplcoyment in the hlstory of ocur country --
some three milllon people more than when the Presldent
came to office. Unemployment has gone down to some

four million people.

I recall, to indlcate the President's thinkling. that
I was in his drawing room and he plcked up the paper

and, as he looked at the paper, turning to the ads, he

turned te me and said, "Dave, I cannot understand how



RIBICOFF:
(CONT 'D)

NEWMAN:

DIRKSEN:

the Republicans can be against $1.25 as a mlnimum
wage. Wlth the prices as they are now, how can any
family live on less than fifty dollars a week. I can-
not understand how 3enator Dirksen and the Republlcans

cppose such a measure. "

1 do net want you to think we have had all succeases
because We dld have a fallure in education because
what happened there was that many of our own men
Jolned the oppositicn and We were ambushed between

Indiana and Illinois.
Thank you, sir. (APPLAUSE)

Everett McKinley Dirksen was elected Senator from
T1linols 1n 1950 and has served in the Senate ever
since. He 1s a member of the Republican Policy Com-
mittee and Senate minorilty leader for the Flzhty-31ixth

Congress. Senator Dirksen, may we have your position?

First, I am glad to see the 3Secretary. We served to-
gether In tne House ¢f Representatives and I esteem

him as an old friend.

Let me start by alludlng to a dispatch in the Washing-
ton Post (incidentally a very liberal pro-administra-
tion paper), which appeared on the fifteenth of
Sertember, abcut ten days befcore the adjournment.

In that dispatch was carried this quote: "This bill

(meaning the Peace Corps Bill) was the first bill,



DIRKSEN:
(CONT 'D)

contrary to all the retreads that have been considered

that has hit the floor of the House."

vhat they were saylng 1n that repcrt 1s that so much
of the Administration legislation had been long in
incubation in a Republilican Administration. It was nct
particularly world shaking. It was picking up the
stitches of the Elsennower Administration and, actual-

ly, there was nothlng new.

MNow, when you evaluate and_qppraise whether an admini-
straticn 1s a success or a fallure, I think ycu nave
to 1neciude first those rather glowing pledges that
were made 1n California in July of 1960; I think you
have to 1include all the promises that were mads in the
course of the campalgn; I think you have to 1nclude
the 1mpact of the measures after they were passed;
and, on the whole, I don't put that kind of a tag on
the Adminlstration. I slmply say that 1t did not
fully meet the expectations of the people and the

Congress.

I must add one other thing -- when an administraticn
advances a measure, the real criteria must necessarily
be what happened to it 1in the Congress before 1t got
cut. When you take note of a Congress where there 1s
a democratic majority of three to two 1rn the House and
ftwo to one virtually in the United States Senate, I

say simply that the Administration was not up to



DIRKSEN:
(CONT 'D)

NEWMAN :

NEWMAN:

RIBICOFF:

expectations and, further, if you want to translate

tnat into the term of failure, you can do so.

Now, the fallures are never recounted. I saw this
(indication) glowing sheet that was gotten out about
three weeks ago, showing the thirty-three major ac-
compllishments of the Administration. The interesting
thing abcut that 1s that there are cnly twelve roll
calls on the thirty-three meqﬁﬁres. They 1lndicate
there was no real controversy about most of them. So,
looking at it 1n the large, taking a perspective loolk,
I think in that respect the Admlnistration has failled
to fulfill its obligations and meet 1ts expectatlons.

(Applause)
Thank ycu, sir.

Before Secretary Ribicoff and Senator Dirksen cross-

examine each other, a word about the 1962 Mercury.
(COMMERCTAL)

It is now time for Secretary Ribicoff and Senator
Dirksen to guesticn each other, £o cross-examine eacn
other and discuss the issues ralsed. OSecretary

Aiblceoff, wlll you begin?

I am rather surprised at an old political hand 1ike
Senator Dirksen talking about new ldeas 1n government.
Frankly, there are very (few new ideas in government.

The test of govermment and the test of leadershlp is



RIBICOFT:
(CONT 'D)

who Translates these ideas and measures into action.

Presldent Kennedy certainly was able to translate
measures that had been klcking around Congress for
many years, Let me give you a few examples -- the
Depressed Area Bill, which would nhelp sc many areas.

That dld not go through under the Eilsenhower Adminis-

tration., We need clean water -- we need 1t desper-
ately -- 1n the United Statea+ Thls railed 1n the
Eisenhower Administration. Now, some five thousand

communities wlll have clean water because thils was

passed under the Kennedy Administration.

Juvenlile Delinquency., For years they have been try-
Ing to get a juvenile delinguency bill thrcugh the
Congress of the United States. It falled. This year
we will start attacking the protlem. There is the
question of crime that staggers the imagination,

They have been trying to get bills through for forty
or [1fty years in Congress only to fail, and the
Kennedy Administration was able to bring it to

fruitlon.

So the test here is a success of the Kennedy Adminis-
tration and tne President to pass through Congress
legislation that was stymled under Repuklican leader-

ship during the previous eight years.



DIRKSEN:

RIBICOFF:

DIRKSEN:

Ve have not had a Republican Senate or a Republican
House for quite some time and so, 1f my distlnguished
frlend, the Secretary wants to place the blame up
there, thn, of course, he must place 1t on tne

Democrats 1n both houses of Congress.

That i1z not so at all because your FPresident vetoed
some of this vital legislation. Keep 1in mind the
water pollution blll was vetogg} the area redevelop-
ment blll was vetoed; this was vital leglsiation for
the benefilt of cur nation. “Housing was vetoed. There
were meacsures that the democratic Congresses passed

only to have your own Republlican Presldent veto 1it.

Let's take a look with respect to the distressed
areas. The President not only vetoed 1t once, he
vetoed 1t twice. He insisted that certaln criteria
be included and at long last, the criterla was in-
cluded before the Congress under this Administration
passed the bklli. Now, I sald in my opening remarks
that not the least of the criteria In measurlng the
success or fallure 1s the ultimate impact of the bill,
The dlstressed areas had been on the books for five
long menths., Mr. Kennredy sald 1n hls campalgn,
"Action -- movement -- motion -- results.” That is
what he wants and, as a result, it has been on the
books for five months. We gave them $394 million and
in five months two sewer projects aggregating $373,000

have been disbursed there,
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As a man in the administrative end of government,
five months after a plece of legislation becomes law
1s a short time because communitles must organize;
applications must be made, chambers cf commerce must
get behlnd the measures and, therefore, five months
1s a very short pericd of time to put 1Into effect the
important measures in a depressed area blll and, 1r
thls 1s the answer of Senator Qirksen and the Re-
publicans, I would say that it 1s pretty weak., As a
matter of fact, let us see what happens 1in the perilcad
of a year as these communitiés, wlth some twenty
millicn plus pecple, wlll depend upon the stlmulus
glven by the depressed arsas blll which is so 1mport-

ant for the people of our nation.

Now with respect to pollution, and I must follow up,
1f success depends upon spending federal money, then
this Adminlstration has been a rouslng success.
(LAUGHTER) The expenditure budget shows $95.8 billion
and 1f you add the trust accounts, it wlll come 1n the
neighborhocod of $114 billion and a good Democrat like
Harry Byrd estimates that by 1965 it wlll be up to
$137 billion. So I must glve them a pat on the back

1f that 1s the measure of success,

Iet's not lose slght of pollution -- there was a
pollution program. (LAUGHTER) There has been a
pollutlon program for a long time. You see, when 1
talk about money, the new Adminlstration simply doub-

led it and then they did infinitely more.
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Thnat 1s not quite true.
I will show you on the sheet from the Whlte House.

But keep thls 1n mlnd when 1t comes to money -- the
Kennedy Admlnistration, the basic increases went for
defense to keep this country going and some four
milllion dollars of the six mllllion dollars additlonal
1n the Kennedy budget over the .Eisenhower budget went
for more mlsslles, for Polarig‘submarines and other

things in corder to make sure that the United States,

which was slipplng behlnd, would advance ahead.

This is an old Republican argument -- talklng about
spendlng money. Basically. the Presldent 13 a pretty
tight guy when 1t comes fo spending a buck. This I
can tell you from long experlence. (LAUGHTER AND

APPLAUSE)

And, further, Presldent Kennedy 1sn’t advocating ex-
pendlture of a dlme that 1sn't absolutely essentilal
for advancement of the Unlted States of Amerilca at

home and abrcad.

RBaslically, when we analyze the budget, thls 1s where
the money has gone to: Some four blllion dollars for
addltlcnal defense; some blilion and a half for
college houslng; for lcans tc small business that wlll
be pald back. As to what willl happen flve or ten

years from now, I don't know and you don't know.
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RIBICOFF: However, we are a blg country and we are growing f[ast
(CONT 'D)
and I know the country must move ahead domestlcally
as well as internatlicnally and we are generating

wealth 1in order to be able to take care of baslc

Anerican needs. (APPLAUSE)

DIRXSEN: Now I am about to show you I am not talking by the

card, This (INDICATING) is the sheet that Ted
Sorenson, the President's pensbnal advisor, and Larry
C'Brien, hils llaison man to the Senate and the House,
got out. This was first exhibited to thirty selected
newspaper men., This was done 1n the YWhite House., I’
did not do this, and what does 1t say here? Stream
pollution: Flve years doublling of the program: and
under that program ycu don't even nave to live on the
stream in order to get a stream polluticon grant, at

least as I understand the law. (LAUGHTER)

RIBICOLF: Now, you are talking about something I know because

I wlll administer that.
DIRKSEN: I know you will,

RIBICOFF: This 1s cne of the greatest steps forward for clean
water because no civilizationr, nc nation can exist
Wwithout clean water; clean water to drink; clean water
f'or recreation; clean water for industrial purposes.
The streams and rivers c¢f America, the lakes of
America, are an cutstanding disgrace for the future

¢f thls country and, therefore, we must clean up our
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(CONT 'D)
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RIBICOFE:
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streams. For every dollar of federal money that will
be spent, there will be filve dollars of local money
spent and this 1s the only way to get golng because
many of these streams and waters are in interstate
commerce and since the naticon has a vested interest
in the water to keep our natlon going, there could be
no better investment for the future of fmerica than
this water program and, further, I am proud that
progress was able to be made under the leadersaip of
Presldent Kennedy, which 1s scmethlng the Elsenncwer
Administration would not do. Let's clean up the water

and streams of the United States. (APPLAUSE)

Well, ncw, Mr, Chalrman, the Secretary was never more
mistaken 1n his life. (LAUGHTER) There has been a
stream pollution program for a great many years under
President Eisennower, This I will leave to some of my
Congresslonal friends who are sitting here 1n the
audience. They Just doubled the program, that was all
and that is why I said in my opening statement {hat
when you discount the retreads, then you wonder whether

they met the expectations of the people,

It would not only double, but this is a big country,
with a lot of streams and the country does have to
have its water resources doubled, iturthermore, what
the Eisenhower Administration on water pollution dld
was pretty weak., It had no teeth in 1t -- no enforce-

ment powers, If you are going to be able to clean up
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the streams of America, then you have to have tne
pover and some guts and adminlstration to make sure
you clean up the streams. I am very proud that this
program will allow scme flve thousand communitles in

the United States to keep up thelr streams and, of

course, this 1s very good.

In addition, there is a program ¢o take the salt out
of water and there 13 a greaqyépportunity for us at
home and abroad to make the sea drinkable and tc maice
water avallable to the starved and parched nations
and also to make deserts bloom., This is how America
goes forward under John Kennedy, a Preslident wlth
imagination and courage, who 1s willlng to move anead

and move ahead continuously. (APPLAUSE)

May I suggest at this polnt that we pusn on from

pollution to scme other points? (LAUGHTER)

Let us get to salinity. Actually, that program
started under Eisenhower. We had to do the research
and development work first. We had to have pllot
plants built and all the Kennedy Administration d4id,
my friend, was to come and ask for $75 million to

build some larger glants. (APPLAUSE)

But you have complained, Senator Dirksen, about spend-
ing money. However, the Eilsenhouwer Adminlstration
refused to spend the money to eliminate salinlty but

the Kennedy Adminilstration, recognlzing the basic
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need of our nation and its future, was willing to
spend 375 million to take the salt out of the sea and
make the deserts bloom and, therefore, this is the
difference between a democratic approach and a
repubiican approach, because the democrats move

forward. (APPLAUSE)

Now, my good friend the Secretary mentioned the hous-
ing program, You 3ee, 1n thi§ sheet that was gotten
out by the White House staff, it says that the most
comprehensive housing program (it certainly was) in
terms of dellars would cost more than any program
that was ever offered. Well, now, I mentioned Iin my
preliminary statement that 1t 1s the quallty of the
legislation and when the Presldent sent that bill to
the Senate and to the House, what was 1in it for
housing? Notning down and forty years tc pay.
(LAUGHTER) Yet the Federal Housing Administration
will not 1nsure a roof or get a guarantee on a roof
of one of those houses that wlll last beyond ten

years. Therefore, we had to maul the program.

They had $100 milllon in it to buy open spaces. I
thought perhagps that was a local problem and the
conference report finally cut it to $50 million.
However, 1lmagine the idea of coming with a program

of nothing down and forty years to pay and an open
invitation to abandon and let the government hold the

sack. That was the housing program.
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The Interesting thing was that the final vcote on ths
ncusing program had eighty-five per cent of the House
Republlecans voting against it and fifty-nine per cent
of the Senate Republicans voting agalinst it. This
came out as a comprehensive program to take care of
low income, to take care of middle income, to take
care of your urkan renewal, to eliminate slums,
Agaln, this is important -- this i3 the falth of the
Demoerats and President Kennefly has 1n mind the future
of America and its people, tc be able to bulld our
future economically, knowiné that cut cof this we will
generate tax revenues to be able to pay for this bill
and, in the meanwhile, we will have people 1lilving

decently rather than in slums cver tne Unlted States.

Mr, Secretary, you mentioned the educational bill,

that your program failed here?
Yes.
Why do you think 1t failled?®

Well, there was a really good operation golng on be-
tween Republicans and the Rules Committee. Take the
Rules Commlttee, which blocked the measure, There

were flve Republlicans on the Rules Committee. Each
and every one of those voted agalnst allowlng these
measures to come to the floor. They were Jjolned by
three Democrats, makilng eignht Republicans and seven

Democrats who voted for 1t. I know that a man like
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RIBICOFF: Senator Dirksen should not have too much difflculty

(CONT'D)
to convince or induce his friend Halleclt to get one
Republican vote on the Rules Committee to left that
blll be considered and 1f he only nhad one Republican
vote out of five, there would have been an opportunity
to vote for thls measure. However, as I say, we wers
ambushed 1in connection with the "New Frontier"” by flve
Republilcans and three Democrats. Further, we have had
a few more ambushes like that,; as some of our boys
wiil admit, They Jjolned wlth the Republicans, whilch
is also something they did”before. However, this is

a tough Job and we have to get ahead with 1it.

Let me also say this to you, that as far as our
Fresident is concerned, he is not a qultter, I am not
a qultter, EIEducation 1s important for the future of
our nation and we are golng to put through an educa-
ftion program in the United States and I hore we can
get a few Republican votes at the next session of

Congress. (APPLAUSE)

DIRKSEN: Now, let me tell jyou the whole story (LAUGHTER)

about aid to education. (APFLAUSE)

In the House of Representatlives they have a Rules
Committee -- it is the Steering Committee. A commit-
tee reports a policy bill. It has to go to the Rules
Committee, get a rule for its consideration on the

floor. The first thing that the Kennedy Admlnistratim
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did was to pack the Rules Committee and put on two
Democrats for each Republican and yet they got their
bill stuck 1n that commlittee, notwithstanding all the

Democrats they put on. (LAUGHTER)

All I can say isg this is very 1lmportant. This is a
weaxness that I acknowledge 1n the Democratic Party.

I want to say that I acknowledge the weakness.

There 1s one thing I admire afid that 1s the politics
about the Republican Party. When Ev and Charlie snap
that whip, the boys marcnh, mThere 13 no question
about 1t. And, of course, I am envious. I wish %that
when our leaders snapped the whip that the Democrats
would march the same way but they do nct. These boys
rlay a good game. They always keep gettlng a few of
the men who will go along wlth their pnhilosophy and
are able to stymle these bills. We did put two more
men on the Rules Committee but then those filve
Republlicans stuck together llike the Rock of Gibraltar
and only needed three and, further, when you consider
that seven Democrats voted to allow conslderation,
then, for the 1life of me, if the Republicans are in-
terested 1n education, I cannot understand why at
least one Republican out of five did nct joln seven
Democrats to allow this measure to be even dlscussed

on the floor of the House.
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DIRKSEN: The answer is simple. If you have ten Democratic
soldiers on one side and five Republican scldiers on
the other, and a Democratic Presldent and you still
cannct get 1t out of the Rules Committee, then there
must be gomething wrong with the legislation and,

there was. (APFLAUSE)

 RIBICCFEFE: Let me say this to you -- this wWas good legilsiation.
However, I would like to say agaln -- thls was a
tough bill. BRasically, it started 1in 1946. A great
Republican advocated it --—a man who was greatly ad-
mired by Senator Dirksen -- Robert Taft 1in 1945 was
one of the first teo advocate f{ederal grants to the
States ror educatlon. It has been blocked since that

time and 1t has been a very tough fight.

Now, the very important thingsin education are
teachers' salaries, 1n my mind, and scheclarshilps,

Yet when that blll was under consideratlon 1n the
House Committee on Education and Labor, each and every
Republlcan voted against the teacners of America and
this, of ccurse, is what I cannot understand. Ve did
lose some votes -- we dld lose some demccratic votes,
but when something 1s sc important as education, I
don't understand why at least you cannct get a few
Republicans to vote for education and tne future of

the young people of America,
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ILet me make it ciear that the Republlcans never voted
against fhe teachers of the country -- they voted that
way because out of the Secretary's own shop in the
office of education there came a brochure, a federal
system of educatlon, and, as you read 1t, you can lco«
down the road and see the 1lnexorable result of the
b11ll. It meant the long bureaucratic hand of hils

agency controlllng educatilon. -(APPLAUSE)

This is wvery, very interesting. That brochure was
drafted by a committee deslignated in October of 1360
by Secretary Fleming and everybody on that committee
was an arppolintee of a Republlcan Administratlon cn
Clvil 3ervice who were held over and they 1ssued that
report, and 1t was a Republlican Committee appointed
by my predecessor that 1ssued that report and not the

commlittee appointed by me. (APPLAUSE)

Now, the Secretary knows that Mr. Flemlng got exactly
nowhere, He was a Bepubllican Secretary of that de-
partment, and I resisted and cpposed him and so did
the Republilcans, because we did not care whether it
was Arthur Fleming a HRepublican or Abe Riblcoff a
Democrat -- we could see down the rcad as to the
ultimate results, namely, the federal control of
education. This was golng to be the lnexorable end

result.
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RIBICORE: I ¢can only say this -- that the opponents who used
this argument are guilty of hypocrisy of the worst
order because the same men who worrled about federal
2id to educaticon and control are tne same men who
voted for the federally impacted area money. A lot
of €nls money comes to Illinols, a lot of tnat money
comes Lo all fifty states, and this money is used for
teachers' salaries and this money 1s used as well to
build school houses. In my sTX years as Governor and
in my eight months asgs Secretary, I have never known
o’ a school superintendent,”é maycr, a congressman or
a principal who has ever pointed out where the federal
government has ever tried to control how educatlion 1is
taught, what teachers are taught or how school houses
will be built, This is a program which pays and is
used by one-third of the scheol pupils of America,
federally impacted noney. ILf there are other comnuni-
ties in the United 3tates of America that are impacted,
I know no reason why any c¢hild in America has to go to
a fire trap for a school, has to nave a poorly trained
teacher and, therefore, 1if that money 1s good enough to
be voted for federal aid fto impacced areas, it is gocd
enough to be voted on the same principle for needy
scnool children and the quality teachers of tne United

States as well, (APPLAUSE)

DIRKSEN: There 15 no more analogy between federal aid to

education as they dished 1t up and impacted areas,
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than there 1s between the moon and the deep sea and

I will tell you why. We have put cantonments in
milltary installations all over the country. We have
sent soldiers there., We allowed them tc take their

wives and children. The result was what? We dumnped

Ko

all of these children upon the schocl districts in
every state in the Union and the result was that
sometlmes they did not have the acceptable value to
take care of 1t. )

Wnat were the lipacted areé'payments? In princicgle,
they were completely different from what the Secre-
tary said. They were payments In llieuv of taxes that
the neople back home would have to pay -- they were

an obligation.

I would 1like to put an end to the educatlon part of
this debate. Mr. Secretary, would you, therefore, be

brief.

One and a half million children are so covered 1n
military establishments and defense estabvlishments

but ten million children are beneficiaries 1n These
varticular areas., Furthermore, the billi that was
presented specifically provided that these funds would
go to the state and the state would distribute those
to needy districts and the states would malie the
choice so, therefore, the federal government would

have no way to contrcl where the education money went,
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DIRKSEN: But the fact remains that the money was available
only where you had federal installations and it was
done because of the tax burden and if there had been
no military installation, there would have been no
money and, therefore, under the Secretary's proposal,
1t did not make any difference whetner you had an
installation or not -- this meoney was golng to be

scattered all over the country on a pro rata hasis.

NEWMAN @ May I put a more general guestion to you now and, of

course, I would hope for a brief answer,

Which party came out of the last session of Congress
with improved political standing in the country? Will

you go first, sir?

DIRKSEN: Cbviously, the Republican Party. {LAUGHTER)
I believe you need amplification. We knocked the
rough corners off of many things. If you could go

into the foreign aid field I could give you a classic
example. However, the fact of the matter 1s that in
agriculture, In housing and elsewhere, scme of the
very impossible proposals were taken ouft of those
bills before they ever got to the President's desk
and we did i€ when there was twice as many New
Frontiersmen on thne other slde of the aisle as the
number of soldiers who had served under my banner.

(LAUGHTER AND APPLAUSE)



o
I

RIBICOFE: L an 1n the process of stomping the country and I
have been taking some findings myself and Presldent
Kennedy never stood as high 1In the hearts of his
countrymen as he stands tcday. (APPLAUSE) FPresident
Kernnedy came to the presldency by a very small margin
of votes. Hoviever, if the election were to ke held

today, he would sweep 1n wlth an overwhelmlng majority.

{APPLAUSE)
NEWMAI: Thank you, gentlemenn, That is all the tlme we have
now for discussion., I am sure our audience, however,

have guestlons that they wculd like to put to you and
we wlll get to them after these words about the 1962

Mercury.
{CCMMERCTIAL)

NEWMAN : This part of the prcgram will be devoted to guesticns
from the audience. However, before we go intc that,
perhaps I can get Senator Dirksen and Secretary
Ribicoff into the vein by puttlng this question to

them.

Do you feel the recession 1s over? If you do, who

gets the credit? DMr, Secretary, will you answer?

RIBICOFF: I would say it was the FPresident's program and nis
determination to get America moving forward. He
started immediately by releasing a substantial sum cf

money for the road building program, He started the



RIBICORT: nouslng program moving. A half billlon dollars was
(CONT 'D})
made available for the unemployed pecple. There
were, of course, the divlidends that were pald c¢cn the
veterans Insurance, fthe fax refunds, the realization

by the President that we must dc everything pesslble

-- the lowering of interest rates.

Now, the Presldent moved lmmedlately, he moved swiftly
on the economle front and th%§‘has been the shortest
recession that we have had and, 1n addltion, not only
is steel golng up, net only 1s housing starting to go
up, but one of the greatest ractors you may recall,
In the [ifteen-month period before the President came
to offlce was that there was a run on the gold -- the
gold was leaving Fort Knox because of lack of confi-
dence in our stabllity. However, silnce Preslcdent
Kennedy has been 1in office, the gold has started to
go back to Fort Knox, which just goes to show the
confldence all over the world in stability of the

serlcan economy.

DIRSKEN: Whetner a recesslon is over or not is probably a
matter of statistics. I took a look at the economic
indlcator whlch, incidentally, is 1ssued by the
Councll of KEconomic Advisors at the White House. You
see, I always go Dback to the other side for my
documentation, (LAUGHTER) However,K I see that the

unemployment guotients 1n the country for August was



DIRKSEN:
(CONT 'D)

RIBICCFT:

DIRKSEN:

Do
(@)

one per cent -- one and cne-tenth per cent nilgher
than it was in August of 12960. Tc be sure there
have been additions to the civilian labor force but
if the recession is over, we still have a structural

unemployment problem,

I don't understand this because the figures lssued
this week 1lndicate that unemployment at the present
time 1s a little over four m%}lion, When Presldent
Kennedy came Into office, unemployment was [ive
miilion, seven hundred thousand. Furthermore, we have
today some three million more pzople emnloyed than
when President Kennedy came 1nto office and 1f you
talk about ITigures having significance, I know of no
flgures that have greater slgnificance than when they
are translated into Jjobs and jobs are translated into
food and rent and sustenance for our people and our
gross national product 1Is going up. Business 1s good,
the stock market 1is moving and the difference between
our economy tcday and when President Kennedy came to
office is fantastically encouraglng. This has been a

great signal success for President Kennedy.

Now perhaps I can finish my answer, As I said, that
is a documented figure. I did not get that out of a
nole In my head. I got that ocut of the repcort of the
Board of Economic Advisors appointed by the President
of the United States. Therefore, there still is a

structural unemployment problem.
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RIBICCFF: Howewver, Senator Dirksen 1s talking about August and

we no« nappen tc be in the montn of October.

DIRESEN: Walt a moment, this nas to be considered. Actually
you do not get the August figures untll now. I just
got them.

RIBICOFF: However, baslically. K the report was Just made this veel:

by the Labor Department and the statistics of the
Labor Department are not queé%ioned as far as authen-

ticity is conceraned,

NEWMAN: Now I wlll go to the audlence for duestions, T will
state the rules very briefly. If you want to ask a
question, raise your hand and when I call on you,
please rise, glve your name, indicate tc whom your
question 1s addressed and then state the question
briefly and directly. I wlll recognize the lady over

there,
GUESTION: I nave a question on education.

Mr. Ribiceff, how many persons nave been added to

your department since this administration came in?

RIBICOFE: The number of people added to cur department are re-
flected by the number of programs passed by fthe
Congress of the United States., The Congress of tne
United 3tates will pass a Jjuvenile delingquency pro-

gram, will allow Social Security, ald to dependent
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RIBICOFRE: children and I am sure that they will also gprovilde
(CONT 'D)
appropriations for these things, to take care of ine
programs that are there and, therefore, this depart-
ment 1s growing 1in numbers and 1t grows Lln aumbers

because we are doing more for the pecple by action

taken by the Congress of the Unilted 5tates.

. DIRKSEN: I can tell you how many I think there are for the
entire government -- not for Mr. Ribicoff's depart-
ment.

If I recall now, it 1is something in excess of sixty
thousand new people that have been added to the
federal rclls since the new administration came into

power.

RIBICOFF: However, these are programs that are continucus. These
are programs, some of them started in the previous
administratlon and these are programs that are needed

to keep the government moving as the country grows.

MR. ROBERT ROSENBLOOM: Secretary Ribilcoff wlll remember that the
democratic naticnal platform. that in his cun state
platform they were pledged to have a Youth Conserva-

tion Corps. That did not pass Congress. Way?

RIBICORE: I think that bill is one of the bills that got blocked

in the famous Rules Committee.

DIRKSEN: Tt got stuck in the Democratic Congress. (LAUGHTER)
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QUESTION: What is your main objecticn tc this year's Federal

Aid bill and how would you have improved 1it?

NEWMAN : I don't think that I will allow a questlon on rederal

Aid. This is a matter of domestic issues.

QUESTION: I have a question to direct to Senator Diriksen, Has
the reluctance of Congress to support Mr., Kennedy's
domestlc program 1n 1ts original form been due in
part to a growing grass roots”bpposition to the

program by the American pecple?

DIRKSEN: I talnk that is a pretty good statement. As a matter
of fact, there has been a growth of conservatilve
sentlment in the country today. I think that the
voung people particularly are becoming aware not only
of the high budgets but of the commltments that are
written in that then become effective in the future,
You see, you are one of those who is going to pay the
bill and that is the reason that there 1s a great
awvareness., People are wondering about the solvency
of their country and when you zo too far, what do you
do? You shake a very delicate fabric of confidence
and not even the srending by the New Frontier 1s going

to save us 1f that goes down.

RIBICOFF: I want to say right here that I have confildence in
this country today and the country's future. I am not

as oessimistic as Senator Dirksen is. Basically this
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(CONT 'D)
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country will go forward and 1s going feorward., This
is not a sgendthrift adminlistration -- fthis is an ad-
ministration that is only spending for basic needs to
keep this country geoing forward and we cannot stand

still in the United States of America, (AFPLAUSE)

MR, BYRON HOLMPERG: I would 1like to address this to Secretary

RIBICOFE:

Ribicefr, You alluded to juvenlle delinquency.
Could you mention in what mannér the Federal Govern-

ment 1s attacking the problem?

The Iederal Government haswbassed a program 1n which
there willl be pilot programs in key areas cf the
United States to see whether we can bring together the
best programs used throughout the nation to make an
overall attack on the problem of juvenlle delingQuency.

That 1is one part of the program.

The second part of the program has to do wlth the
training of pecple to werk with our youngsters, Ue

are fantasticaily short, not only in courts, not on.y
in probatlion and 1n the field of recreation and in
trained personnel to work with the youngsters or
America and this program is set up so that notf only
will we have pilot programs to attack juvenile delin-
quency but also to traln the persoinnel to work wlith the

youngsters of America.
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I recognize that juvenile dellnguency 1s a problemn.
As a matter of fact, a Hepubllcan senator from New
Jersey was the flrst one to put some steam into the
thing. So, here 1s a three-year program to cost ten
million deollars. But, if an equal amcunt of emghasis
were placed on fThe churches and tne homes, where
these derelictions begin, then I am not so sure we'd
be better off than training pecople In goverament.

However, I went along with the program. (APPLAU3E)

We will have more Guestions and more answers 1in a

moment, but now a message about the 1962 Mercury.
(COMMERCIAL)

Now we go again to our audlence for questions. The

gentleman over tnere,

My name ig Ted Croft and I have a questlon for
Secretary Ribicoff. The principle of executive
action 1n the fleld of race relatlons 1s one whicn has
been very 1nteresting. I would like to hear your

comments on 1ts adequacy.

I would say that there are many phases in the field

of cilvil rights., There 1s an execuftive actlon and on
an executive basis the President has moved in many
ways and one cof the most 1lmportant is a recognitlion of
the worth and value of every man 1irrespectlve of the

color of nis skin, The Presldent has appointed more



RIBICOFF:
(CONT 'D)

DIRKSEN:

Negroes to high publlic office than all of his pre-
decessors in the past sixty years. Ve have two
Federal Judges who are Negro; we have an Assistant
Secretary, we have PMr. ¥Weaver in the I'ederal Housing:
we have Mr. Rowan; we have Andy Hatcher 1in my own
department; Lill Carter as an assistant; Gracée Newell
as an assistant. Througnout the government there has
been recognltlon you hilre people on thelr wortn and

abllity and not because of the color of their skin,

Furthermore, the Attorney General has moved 1n on

many problems of desegregation in the schools.

Cn the questlon of employment, fThe President has set
up his Falr Employment Hiring Practices Committee
under the leadershio of Lyndon Johnson and as a mem-
ber of that committee and a couple of subcommittees,
I know what is going on and being done to Induce
American 1ndustry to wvoluntarily nire more and more
people whose slkins might be dark to man the facteries
and industries of America and no President has dcne
as much 1In the field of civil rights through execu-

tive action as has President Kennedy. (APPLAUSE)

You were referring to the President!s Commitfee on
Non-Discrimination in Federal Enployment, I think.

I undertock fto get statutory authority Zor that
commlttee because it was done by executive order, I

could not get it through a democratic Congress. I



DIRKSEN:
(CONT 'D)

RIBICOFY:

DIRKSEN:

33

introduced all the Presldent's civil rights bllls In
the 86th Congress and oprior Congresses and what a

time we had toc get two-thirds of that package Through.

Now, two bills were introduced in this Congress by
Senator Clark of Pennsylvanla and Congressman Celler
of New York. There were nc hearlngs -- there were

no actlons of any kind and all that the civil rights
cause got, my friend, was a Qyé—year extension of

the Clvil Rights Commission anc¢ to get 1t done we had
to hock it on to an appropriations blll. So that

wasn't a very major accomplisiment in that fleld.

On the questlon of voting rights, that is where the
Attorney General is moving in and on the assurance

of Jjobs and the recognitiocn of the place of the Negro
in our society, that is where the President is moving
in and has moved in in a way that his predecesscr and
predeceséors have never moved 1in. I recognize
truthfully the difficulty of getting some of these
measurcs through Congress of the United States and

it i1s the same combination that has joined time and
time again with the Republicans to defeatb measures

that had been advocated by Congress.

That nhas te be amplified a little. I introduced those
bilis, fought them through as best I could, but the
opposltion did not come from the Republican side --
the filibuster on occasicns running through twenty-

four hours a day came from the Democratic side and
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consequently we have had to take a half a loaf when

we could nct get a full loaf.

However, the Record »f the Republicans under Eilsen-
hower is, 1n my Jjudgment, a shining record in the

field of civil rights.,

All that you have fto do is look at the people and the

Jobs they hold.

I am a Chicago Public School teacher -- retlred out
not retiring. I would like to ask Senator Dirksen a
guestion that wny 1n the llght of one hundred years
now of experience with tiie moral act which gives
federal aid to our land grant colleges, which means
the state universities and beflore The two territories
were introduced ana they got 1t too, te the tune of
$200 million a year, with no evidence of bureaucratlc
interference -- why does Senator Dirksen still persist
in thinking that federal aid for public schools of
America would be subjected to federal control when 1t
has not been done in the state universities?

(APPLAUSE)

If my memory serves me correctly, I thought when the
grants were made to the land grant colleges there was
an obligation and a responsibility for those colleges
to carry on military training and train the youth of

the country and there was a definite thing for 1t and
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when thne money was turned over to them that was the
end of 1t. However, what we have ncw 1s a proposal
te make grants for classrooms, to pay portions of
teachers! salaries, to subsldize scholarships and a
great many other things. Just spell it out and take
a lock at the leglslation ané the language and you
will see some controls in the very bill that came
before the Senate and the House and ncbody who has a
facllity for interpreting laﬁéuage could read it
without looking down the rqu to see wnhat the ultim-

ate end was golng to be. (APPLAUSE)

I would remark on that this way -- the federal govern-
ment today, in all phases of education, spends $2
billion $700 million dollars. That is a lot of mcney
and at no time actually has Senator Dirksen and any
other Republican or Demccrat on the floor of the

House or the flcor of the S3enate ever presented to the
American people, the colleges and the Congress that
there has been exercise of federal control in the
expenditure of that money in all phases of education
and if there is no control with $2 billion $70C
million dollars being spent in a year, then I don't
think there would be any control over $325 million

beling spent as this lady points out,

I understand that all of the special programs; the
Smith-Hughes Act, the Smignt-Dean Act and all the

rest, that they are set on an entirely different base



DIRKSEN: from what was proposed in the Federal Aid to
{CONT 'D)
Education Bill.

PAUL SIMON: Paul Simon is my name. Senator, the defilciencies that
may exist 1In the accomplishments of the Kennedy ad-
ministration in vart, don't you feel, should be lald
£o fthe Republican leadership, which has not followed
through on the Republican platfcrm when they went to
the American people in 196O?T4i cife in particular,
since you mentioned civil rights, your vote against

the change in the Senate rules on fllibustering.

DIRKSEN: Well, first, I must correct my distinguished frilend
with respect to voting on the Senate rulez. I joined
with the majority leader of the Senate in signing a
closure petition within a few gays after this session
ad journed and tnen voted against the motion to tablie
it in the hope that we could get around to Hule 22
and, therefore, my friend from Trecy, Illinols, ought
to go back and mere carefulliy examine the record and

then he will know what the story is. (APPLAUSE)

RIBICOFT: I think that you will find on many of these parlia-
mentary maneuvers on cilvil rights that there are
always a substantial number of Republicans voting with

the Democrats to keep 1t under wraps.

NEWMAN: Gentlemen, I glve you about thirty seconds each,
possibly a bit less than that, to answer this question:
How do you think the Kennedy Administration will make

out 1In the next session of Congress?



DIRKSEN:

RIBICOFR:

NEWMAN :

I will give ycu a cne sentence answer and thls is rnct
withstanding the fact that feor fourteen years I have
served with Mr. Kennedy in the House of Representa-
tives and the Senate and know him as a friend, but 2
President gets nis chance and I would say now thot
not only 1is the honeymoon over but tae "moneymoon”

1s over also. (APPLAUSE) -

May I say that the President of the United States. in
the absence of scme milltary crlsis, will oresent a
balanced budget to the people of thls country next
year. Secondly, the President and the administration
will again go to the people in the next few months

to try to get theilr programs across to fThe people of
this country and if the people, like Senator Dirksen
and that combination of Republlecans and some Democrzts
oppose, then goodbye Republican Party in the 1962

elections. (APPLAUSE)

Thank vou, gentlemen....



