
OF AMERICAUNITED STATES

(iongrcssional1Rccord
PROCEEDINGS AND DEBATES OF THE 89th

CONGRESS

SECOND SESSION

VOLUME 112-PART 3

FEBRUARY 10, 1966, TO FEBRUARY 26, 1966

(PAGES 2817 TO 4180)

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, WASHINGTON, 1966



3854 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE February 23, 1966

The Communists of two and three decades
ago pointed to the growing and-to them
extremist activities of big capital. According
to the Communists, capitalism, then In its
"last stages," was evolving into fascism and
imperialism. In the same spirit, Robert
Welch analyzed, In mid-1965, the develop
ment of the forces against which he has
allegedy allned his society:

"( 1) The Communist conspiratorial appara
tus is now closing in, with every conceivable
pres~ure and deception, on all remaining re
sistance to the establishment of Its police
state over our country: (2) the only existing
force that has any possible chance of pre
venting the completion of these Communist
plans Is the John Birch Society; (3) we have
no chance of stopping and reversing .the long
patient progress of this conspiracy except-
exactly as stated in the Blue Book 6 years
ago--by measures which are fantastic enough
to be realistic In proportion to the danger."

Fantastic measures-some of them ad
mitted by Welch to be "mean and dlrty"
have become the trademark of Birch Society
activity. And the wheels now are spinning.
The active search for new members, after an
initial polley of qUiet recruitment, has been
pushed with Increasingly high pressure since
1963. All during which time the Birchers
have worked to clean up their public Image
while Welch engaged In some hard-headed
planning for future political Inlluence.

MEMBERSHIP
The membership "explosion" that has

vastly Increased Birch membership rolls since
the 1964 national polltical conventions was
the result of many factors. Most of them
were related to the Presidential elections
campaign in which Birchers and other such
extremists were active, welcomed, defended
and, to a certain extent, triumphant. At the
Republlcan convention, the Birch Society
covered itself with a kind of respectablllty.
Birchers misused the campaign as a vehicle
to spread their own political propaganda and
to recruit new members.

Many Americans were swept into the Birch
ranks on the emotional tide of the campaign
period. Many others joined after election
day, when the frustration of defeat made
them ripe for recruitment and when the Birch
Society's postelection appeal to this group
was summed up in the simple slogan: "Now
Wlll You Join the John Birch Society?"

From August through December, 1964, the
Society set new membership records and early
In 1965, the growth was described by a jubi
lant Welch as haVing been of "geometric"
proportions.

In 1965 membership growth continued,
even though other factors were at work. For
example:

Many who joined during the exciting days
of the 1964 campaign found the Society de
manded too much of their time, energy, and
dedication. They either drifted away or were
dropped from membership by the society It
self, for like the Communists, the Birch So
ciety does not tolerate "dead wood" for long.

Some of the 1964 recruits--especlally Gold
water enthusiasts frustrated by the defeat of
their champion-found the society too radi
cal for their basically conservative view
points. They walked away along with stlll
others who found It too "moderate" or too
"educationaL"

Those who remained faithful to Welch's
leadership as 1965 turned to 1966 were, for
the most part, the zealous, the dedicated,
and the Indoctrinated-eager to carry out
the monthly Instructions sent to them by
Welch from the society's headquarters In
Massachusetts.

THE CALIFORNIA REPORTS
The Birch Society continues to distribute

(In packets designed for the Indoctrination
of prospective members) the report of a 1963
investigation by the California Senate Fact
finding Subcommittee on Un-American Ac-

tivitles. It found the organization to be
neither secret, subversive nor antisemitic,
Apparently because of the Wide circulation
of this 1963 report by the Birch Society, a
second report was issued by the same com
mittee In 1965. For understandable rea
sons, it has been Ignored by the Birch So
ciety.

The more recent report found that Robert
Welch's organization "has attracted a lu
natic fringe that Is now assuming serious
proportions" and has been "beset by an in
llux of emotionally unstable people, some of
whom have been prosecuted in the courts
for their hoodlum tactics In disrupting
meetings, and heckling speakers With whom
they disagree."

The committee's 1965 report concluded:
"We are more critical of the society now

than we were then for the reason that it has,
in our opinion, merited such criticism by
reason of its activities exemplified by the ir
responsible articles by a member of its na
tional councll, the repUblication of 'The
Pollticlan,' the inexcusable actions of Its
minority of Irresponsible members, and a
dangerous Increase of antisemitism among
a minority of its membership."

The members of the Birch Society are be
lievers In the "conspiracy theory" of history
and in absolute polltlcal truth which they
alone claim to possess. It Is through the
conspiracy theory of recent American his
tory that fear Is aroused-fear, the essential
ingredient of extremist strength. The op
erating premise of the John Birch Society,
like that of the Communists, Is that over
all of our lives and over all the events of our
time, there rules a powerfUl and protected
establlshment, perpetuated by a secret con
spiracy of vast dimensions. To the Birch
ers It is communism-by which they mean
the establishment of the last 30 years, In
clUding the American Government, Whether
controlled by Republlcans or Democrats,
whether directed by liberals or conserva
tives.

To each extreme, whether of the far left or
the far rlght--to each "out" the other is
Hin."

The John Birch Society has grown in di
rect proportion to the growth which Its
founder sees In the power and inlluence of
"the enemy." Welch has said his organiza
tion's chances of success in saving the
country increased from 1 in 10 in 1958 to 1
in 4 today. Yet, paradoxically, he and his
society claim that in the same period,
"Communist inlluence and control" in the
United States increased from 20 to 40 per
cent in 1958 to 60 to 80 percent today.

THE SPECIAL MILK PROGRAM
Mr. MONDALE. Mr. President, sev

eral days ago I protested the reduction
in funds for the special milk program.
Since then I have received a flood of
telegrams, letters, and calls urging me
to support both the school lunch and
special milk programs. I intend to do
so. The reduction in funds requested by
the Budget Bureau ignores the facts that
such a cut would harm the dairy indus
try, would harm the schoolchilden now
receiving the benefits of these programs,
and would make necessary a means test
as a qualification for receiving milk or
food under the programs. As Senator
JOSEPH TYDINGS pointed out so well a few
days ago, that if we thought a means test
for receiving medical care benefits for the
aged was demeaning and an insult, this
would be even more true for children in
school.

I cannot ask that all the letters I have
received be put in the RECORD. But I do

ask unanimous consent that a repre
sentative sampling be printed in the
RECORD at this point reflecting the views
of Minnesotans.

There being no objection, the letters
were ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

STATE OF MINNESOTA,
DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION,

St. Paul, Minn., February 7, 1966.
The Honorable WALTER F. MONDALE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: During the last
number of weeks we have received two tele
grams and a letter from the U.S. Department
of AgriCUlture, copies of which are en
closed.

Because of the many benefits that are
provided to our schoolchlldren under these
programs and because of their contribution
to the education, welfare and health of the
participants, I feel the lowering of payments
to the schools will have a great detrimental
effect on the school lunch and special milk
programs in our State.

There is also a discriminatory feature in
the cutback of funds as outlined in the sec
ond telegram that I feel worthy of men
tion. I would be concerned about the ad
ministrative arrangements for programs In
Minnesota publlc schools In which special
emphasis and direction were placed upon
prOViding milk for needy children and chll
dren In schools Without a food service pro
gram that would be above and beyond the
efforts now being made by local school boards
in taking care of these needs.

In view of the significant appropriation
of money for recently developed and new
programs, it is ditllcult for me to understand
Why programs such as school lunch and spe
cial milk which have proven to be so worth
While in the schools of our State and the
Nation and for which the needs are definitely
known be curtailed in their appropriations.

Because of the SUbstantially worthwhlle
contributions of these two programs and
the increased participation in them by
schoolchlldren, I urge you to do everything
possible to reinstate the funds to their pres
ent level and Increase them accordingly each
year to provide for the improvement and ex
pansion of these excellent programs.

Sincerely,
DUANE J. MATTHEWS,

Commissioner of Education.

"CHICAGO, ILL.,

"January 27, 1966.
"C. E.HoLT,
"School Lunch Section, Department Of Edu

cation, st. Paul, Minn.:
"For your information the President's

bUdget for 1967 requests total of $183 million
for school lunch with breakdown as follows:

"Cash payments, $129,415,000; section 11
special assistance, $6,500,000; section 6,
$45 million; administration, $2,085,000.

"Request of $21 million for Rpecia1 milk
program to be redirected to prov!de milk for
needy children and children in schools with
out a food service. We will give you further
details as quickly as they are avallable.

"DENNIS M. DOYLE,
"Food Distribution. USDA, Chicago."

"CHICAGO, ILL.
"CARL HOLT.
"Director, School Lunch Section, State

Department of Education, St. Paul,
Minn.:

"In accordance with instructions from the
Bureau of the BUdget to hold expenditures
under the Epecial milk program to $1 billion
Inclusive of administrative costs for this fis
cal year you are hereby advised that thn
current deduction of 5 percent will be In.
creased to 10 percent beginning with claims
for the month of Februarv. Schools and
child care institutions should be notified as
promptly as possible. As provided in section
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215.7(e) of the special mllk regulations no
deductions WilFbe made in' reimbursements
to needy schOOlS.

"DENNIS M. DOYLE,
"Director, Midwest Area, U.S. Depart

me~t ofAg!iculture."

"U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
CONSUMER AND MARKETING SERV
ICE, FOOD DISTRIDUTION,

"Chicago, Ill., December 28, 1965.
"Mr. C. E. HOLT,
"Director, School Lunch Section, State De

partme1tt of Education,. st. Paul, Minn.
"DEAR MR.HoLT: This will supplement my

wire of December 23 on the special mllk
program fund situation for the remainder
of the fiscal year.,

"As you know, Congress appropriated
$103 mllllon for the special milk program
this year. Based on, preliminary estimates
of expenditures for the year, however, we
wou!d need at least $102 mlUlon obllgatlng
authority In fiscal year 1966 If the present
5-percent reduction Is continued through the
full year. In order to hold expenditures to
$100 million as Instructed by the Bureau of
the Budget, It has become necessary to re
duce obllgatlons for the last hal! of the year
by $2 ml111on.

"Becalise the school year generally begins
In September, about 40 percent of program
obligations occur from February 1 to the end
of the fiscal year. This, In order to reduce
obllgatlons by $2 mlUlon during the remain
Ing 40 percent of the year, an additional 5
percent reduction In claims Is necessary be
ginning With the claims for the month of
February.

"No restoration of funds which may be
saved by the percentage reduction method
will be made after the end of the fiscal year.

"Although the wording of section 215.7(e)
of the special milk program regUlations, ef
fective December I, 1965, Is not spelled out
as thoroughly as it was In the former sec
tion 2l5.8(e) of the prior regulations, the
Intent Is the same. No percentage reduc
tion of reimbursement shall be applled to
any part of claims submitted by needy
schools approved for special assistance under
the special mllk program.

"We hope the overall Impact of this sec
tion wlU not adversely affect program opera
tions.

"Sincerely yours,
"DENNIS M. DOYLE,

"Director, Midwest Area."

MENTOR PuBLIC SCHOOL,
l'ffentor, Minn., January 31, 1966.

Hon. WALTER MONDALE,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: After much ex
posure to all the title programs, the pov
erty program, and colossal waste that will
take place there; to know that the Federal
Government Is trying to give away money for
endless "dreamed up" jobs for youth at $1.25
per hour (we know, because we had to
dream them up and furnish names of stu
dents); then to know vast amounts of
foreign aid moneys are given away with no
strings attached-and to read about the
plans for school lunch in foreign countries
at our expense, we superintendents have
trouble with our temperatures when we read
the enclosed news Item.

We have had to deduct 5 percent on each
of our monthly lunch reports on the Fed
eral mllk program-which seems slUy. Re
cently I received a letter from the State de
partment of education ststing that begin
ning with the February report 10 percent
must be deducted. Every time I do this
I think how picayunish the Government can
be about established and proven programs
and how unbelievably loose they can be on
such programs as foreign aid.

In light of some of the things mentioned
above, isn't it rather ridiculous that the

Federal Government should play the lunch
program aids so closely? We should be get
ting more commodities-meat In particular.
This year we' have received considerably
less.

I have always gone along With the Demo
cratic Party but I am beginning to cool
quite a bit. Let Congress and/or the execu
tive branch cut the school lunch' program
and it w1ll be the biggest polltical mistake
they ever made. This Is one place where the
money is not wasted on administrative costs.
One party might blame the other, but the
Democrats are in and must assume the re
sponsiblUty. It really makes one perturbed
to think that a cut in lunch aids was even
consldered-say nothing about bringing it
about.

You w11l be smart if you work to in
crease lunch program aids to schools-not
to decrease them. Cutting aids would be the
biggest joke of the century.

Sincerely yours,
E. P. NEIBAUER,

Superintendent.

BLOOMINGTON, MINN.,
January 27, 1966.

Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: I am writing to
you to ask you to do all that you can to
prevent the cut in the appropriations for
the school lunch and special mllk programs.

If you could see how much good this milk
does for some of the chlldren in our schools,
I am sure that you would not want to take
this away from them. Also, the appropria
tions that cover the aid for our lunch pro
gram. We have chUdren In our school that
would be qUite hungry in the evening If
they were not able to eat here at school.
And, If they had to pay more for their
lunches, they would not be able to eat the
good hot lunches that are prepared. It is
important to keep our youngsters here in
the United States well fed at a price that
parents can afford.

I would appreciate your efforts in prevent
ing this cut.

Very truly yours,
MURIEL Ross.

BLOOMINGTON, MINN.,
January 27, 1966.

Hon. WALTER MONDALE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.O.

DEAR SIR: I am a cook in one of our lunch
rooms, in Bloomington. I can see how much
good our hot lunch does for our boys and
girls. Please see what you can do, so our
school lunch, and mllk money wlU not be
cut.

Sincerely,
ETTA MUNCHE.

BLOOMINGTON, MINN.,
January 27, 1966.

Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE,
Han. EUGENE MCCARTHY,
Senate Office BUilding,
Washington, D.O.

DEAR Sms: Please do not cut the appro
priation for the school lunch and special
milk programs.

Sincerely,
Mrs. LEONA JUNES.

BLOOMINGTON, MINN.,
January 27, 1966.

Han. WALTER F. MONDALE,
Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR Sms: I am writing to you to ask you
to do all that you can to prevent the cut in
the appropriations for the school lunch and
special mllk programs.

If you could see how much good this milk
does for some of the chlldren in our schools,
I am sure that you would not want to take
this away from them. Also, the appropria
tions that cover the aid for our lunch pro
gram. We have chlldren In our school that
would be quite hungry in the evening If they
were not able to eat here at school. And, if
they had to pay more for their lunches, they
would not be able to eat the good hot lunches
that are prepared. It Is Important to keep
our youngsters well-fed at a price that par
ents can afford.

I would appreciate your efforts in prevent
Ing this cut.

Very trUly yours,
Mrs. GRACE LARSON.

BLOOMINGTON, MINN',
February 4, 1966.

Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE,
Han. EUGENE MCCARTHY,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.O.

DEAR Sms: I am writing you because of the
proposed cut in funds for school lunch and
special mllk programs. I am hoping you and
others Will give this much consideration be
fore it is brought up before our lawmakers.
If this cut is made, as proposed by President
Johnson, It w11l mean the prices of lunch and
mllk will have to be raised. If the price of
lunches are raised there w11l be less partici
pating in our lunch program.

I am in hopes the proposed budget w11l
be reconsidered by all persons who have the
power to do so.

Very sincerely.
Mrs. FLORENCE RYMAN.

WAUBUN, MINN..
Feb1'1tary 2, 1966.

Hon. WALTER MONDALE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.O.

My DEAR MR. MONDALE: We are very much
concerned With the proposed cut in the
budget for the support of the school lunch
program. ShOUld a reduction take place in
the amount of our reimbursement and also
a reduction In commodities we receive, it
would seriously impair our program.

At the present time we are operating our
school lunch program at a loss because we
charge our students only 20 cents. If It be
came necessary for us to raise the price, many
of our families would be unable to afford
lunches for their chlldren.

The board of education and myself feel
that the support of the lunch program Is a
very worthwhlle program and we would cer
tainly not llke to see a reduction In the sup
port of it In fact, if anything, an increase
would be most helpfUl. This is a program
that benefits all chlldren and certainly is a
very practical and humane way of making
the very best use of any surplus agricultural
products.

Sincerely yours,
HOMER M. BJORNSON,

Superintendent.

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.,
January 29, 1966.

Mr. WALTER MONDALE,
Minnesota Senator,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR Sm: The Twin City Chapter of the
Minnesota School Food Service Association
met on Monday, January 24, at Richfield.

This was the same day it was announced
that the 1967 Federal budget recommended
a cutback from $89 to $37 mllllon for
the school milk program. Also a reduction
in the school lunch subsidy was announced.

The 500 members of this chapter from the
school districts of St. Paul, Minneapolls, West
St. Paul, Richfield, Bloomington, Robbins
dale, Edina-Morningside, Columbia Heights,
and White Bear Lake urges you to work for
the restoration of these funds so that the
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Mrs. ALFRED NYBo.

school' milk program and the school lunch
program can continue to meet the needs of
our schoolchildren.

We trust that you and your colleagues will
be able to execute economies in other areas
rather than at the expense of the school food
services.

Thank you sincerely,
MAYME MOORE,

Se~etary, Twin City School Food
Service Association.

MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.,
January 31, 1966.

Hon. WALTER MONDALE,
and

Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

SIRs: Please do not cut the appropriation
for the school lunch and special milk pro
gram.

Sincerely,

STILLWATER, MINN.,
January 24, 1966.

Senator WALTER F. MONDALE,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIR: Regarding the milk fund and
school lunch programs--either all students
should benefit or none. Where can the line
be drawn? Only the rich and poor will be
able to survive the Great Society.

We surely do not want the inspection costs
added to the prices we already pay for meats
and poultry.

Very truly yours,
Mr. and Mrs. VERNON HOPHAN.

ARROWHEAD COOFERATIVE MILK
PRODUCERS ASSOCIATION,

Duluth, Minn., January 21, 1966.
Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: We, members of
Arrowhead Cooperative Milk Producers As
sociation, want you to do your utmost to
restore any moneys that are being cut from
the school milk program.

This program Is one of the best and should
be encouraged more, as It gives "nature's
best food" milk, to the group that needs it
most. It also supplies It to some who may
not receive It otherwise.

Thank you.
RespectfuUy yours,

Roy E. PETERSON,
Manager-operator.

ST. PAUL, MINN.,
January 26, 1966.

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: We are greatly
disturbed over President Johnson's proposal
to slash the school milk bUdget. We feel, as
an average taxpayer, some other budget could
be considered. Why do we always have to
consider the needy, they receive plenty al
ready, and It Is we who pay for it; or the
Cuban exiles, who else but us, is paying
their transportation costs, etc.; or that high
way beautification blll,is that as beneficial as
a glass of milk?

Please give due thought to this proposal.
Gratefully,

Mr. and Mrs. ROGER REICHEL.

BLOOMINGTON, MINN.,
January 31, 1966.

The Honorable WALTER F. MONDALE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: Congratulations
to you as our Senator from Minnesota.

Are you a supporter of the school lunch
program as your predecessor, Vice President
HUMPHREY Is? I sincerely hope you are as
I have a request to make of you.

I have worked In the school lunch program
for 20 years and am aware of the benefits

gained by our children by learning to eat a
variety of different foods. The President's
proposed budget Included large cuts in the
special milk program -and the school lunch
program. These cuts, if allowed to pass,
would mean an increase In price to the chil
dren and may well cause some to have to go
without a school lunch. My request Is that
you lend your support to disallow the pro
posed cuts and keep our school lunch pro
gram a vital part of the Nation's economy
helping our future citizens grow up strong
and healthy.

A friend of yours, Mr. Leroy Johnson, with
General Mills, mentioned last week that he
too was going to tell you how important it
Is to support the school lunch program.

Thank you for your consideration to this
request.

Sincerely yours,
Mrs. DAVID V. JOHNSON.

ST. PAUL, MINN.,
January 25, 1966.

The Honorable WALTER MONDALE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MONDALE: It was with con
siderable concern that we read that Presi
dent Johnson's bUdget proposed reducing
the sum spent on the school milk program
to 37 million for 1967-and, further, that
only needy children be allowed to buy milk
at reduced cost.

It is our considered judgment that these
proposals are false economies to the extreme.

In St. Paul where we sell milk at 1 cent
to stUdents bringing a lUnch from home,
we are certain that an increase to 4 cents
(our cost) would seriously reduce partici
pation among the very students who are
most in need of mllk at noon from a nutri
tional standpoint.

In secondary schools, Which is our major
service in St. PaUl, it Is difficult presently
to meet the needs of all the underprivileged
because such students will go to lengths to
avoid being stigmatized as such. We feel
certain that such Is the case in most second
ary schools and only sl1ghtly less true in
elementary grades.

If the suggested reduction were appl1ed
to the school lunch program, it is likely that
our lunch charge In St. Paul would be in
creased from its present 25 cents to 30 cents.
We feel that such an increase would ad
versely affect participation among the very
students most benefited by the program.

We have worked hard-and have been
greatly assisted by State and Federal aids-
to increase participation in both the school
milk program and the school lunch program.
St. Paul has more than doubled such par
ticipation In the past 5 years. We are work
Ing to continue this progress.

We urge that you give fuU consideration to
this suggested reduction and work for its
reconsideration If you can do so in good
conscience.

Cordially,
S. W. DOUCETTE,

Director, St. Paul School Cafeterias.

BLOOMINGTON, MINN.,
February 3, 1966.

Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE,
Hon. EUGENE MCCARTHY.
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SIRs: Please do not cut the appro
priation for the school lunch and special
milk programs.

Respectfully,
Mrs. GERALD EVANS.

WETTERGREN DAIRY,
St. Peter, Minn., February 2,1968.

The Honorable Senator MONDALE,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR lVIONDALE: I read in the
paper where the mllk.program for the schools

would be cut millions of dollars an~ just the
needy would be the recipients. I don't know
Who 18 to do the classifying, etc., but I hope
rou will support the milk program on a full
scale as isANCHEB NELSEN,

I believe the mllk that children get in the
morning Is the only breakfast that most of
them get.

I trust that you will check into this mat
ter.

Sincerely,
ROBEBT W. WETTERGREN.

P.s.-I discussed this. with Russell O.
Schwandt, who was our speaker at Lions yes
terday at my request, and he said to contact
you.

BLOOMINGTON, MINN.,
January 27,1966.

Hon. WALTER F. MONDALE,
Hon.EuGENE MCCARTHY,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR Sms: I am writing to you to allk you
to do all that you can to prevent the cut in
the appropriations for the school lunch
and special milk programs.

If you could see how much good this milk
does for some of the children in our schools,
I am sure that you would not want to take
this away from them. Also, the appropria
tions that cover the aid for our lunch pro
gram. We have children in our school that
would be quite hungry in the evening if
they were not able to eat here at school.
And, if they had to pay more for their
lunches, they would not be able to eat the
good hot lunches that are prepared. It is
important to keep our. youngsters well fed
at a price that parent1 can afford.

I would appreciate your efforts in prevent
ing this cut.

Very truly yours,
Mrs. LILLIAN MADNIG.

. MINNEAPOLIS, MINN.,
February 7,1966.

The Honorable WALTER F. MONDALE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.O.

DEAR SIR: I ask that you please reconsider
the cut in appropriations for school lunch
and special milk programs. I hope the cut
wlll not be approved.

Sincerely,
Mrs. FRANK MILLEREN.

THE PRICE OF BIG GOVERNMENT
Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, the dis

tinguished senior Senator from Virginia
[Mr. ROBERTSON] delivered a masterful
address on February 22, 1966, at the ban
quet of the Virginia branch of the As
sociated General Contractors of America
at Hot Springs, Va. His subject was "The
Price of Big Government."

This is another outstanding address by
Senator ROBERTSON, who has demon
strated time and time again his wisdom
and great value to Congress and to the
Nation.

As chairman of the Senate Banking
and Currency Committee and as one who
has had many years of experience in
fiscal affairs, Senator ROBERTSON is well
qualified to speak on the subject. His
service and efforts in behalf of fiscal re
sponsibility and in behalf of the free
enterprise system has been of great bene
fit to the Nation. There is no one in the
country more qualified to speak with au
thority and experience on this subject.

I think the entire Nation will be re
warded by having an opportunity to read
this wonderful address. .I ask unanimous
consent that the address of Senator ROB-


