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There are some fringe benefits, for in- Certainly such items as ladies’ hand-
stance to those who are retired, some- bags, lipstick and other cosmetics and
body who is a foster father, somebody toilet articles cannot, by any stretch of
who can send his child to college; how- the imagination, be considered luxuries
ever, there is no general tax relief in today. They are as necessary to women
this bill. ‘ as their shoes, hats, and other wearing
The public began to find out what was apparel. Y
in this so-called technical revision and The taxes on these, as well as many
the heat was beginning to mount. So other items, including briefcases, lug-
they changed their strategy. They gave gage, ladies’ fur-trimmed coats, tele-
up the idea of bringing in a general grams, telephone calls, electric light
technical revision bill. They thought bulbs, and transportation—to name just
they could fool the public more if they a few—should have been eliminated
brought in here an excise tax bill that years ago.
would sound sweet to the public. They Mr. Chairman, I sincerely regret that
took the position they could then say to the committee did not report a bill en-
the public and to the Secretary of the tirely eliminating the taxes on the items
Treasury: “We cannot afford to lose any I have named. Unfortunately, this bill,
more money in this general tax revision like all tax measures, comes before the
bill, We do not want an increase in- House under a closed rule, which pre-
exemptions, we cannot afford it; we have vents anyone who is not a member of
already given in excise tax relief about the committee from offering an amend=
2 billion dollars.” They do not tell uss ment. If this were not the case, I most
what is on the other side of the coin— certainly would offer an amendment to
what is there is an increase in excise remove all excise taxes from these arti-
taxes also amounting to $1,077,000,000. cles. For years, I have fought for the
That is where they changed their strate- outright abolition of these taxes, which
gy. Of course, I did mention the change I call antifeminine. Nevertheless, I do
of strategy yesterday when the confer- desire to congratulate the committee
ence instructed them to surrender to the again on making a start, at least, in the
views of the minority. That is the real right direction.
reason. ‘I want to call attention es- Women comprise the most powerful
pecially to the Members on my left over economic group in the United States. It
here that they are going exactly contrary has been estimated that they control,
to the views of the Secretary of the directly or indirectly, eighty percent of
Treasury with respect to this excise tax the country’s purchasing power. They
bill. I do not know how come, but the are indeed a much greater economic
Secretary of the Treasury does not want force than most men—who like to think
to increase exemp(;ions at the present they are the head of the house—realize
time. What are you going to do about Of will admit. There is one thing I do
it? Are you going to go contrary to the know for a certainty: If the women were
views of the Secretary of the Treasury? only organized on a basis similar to la-
Mr. Chairman, if the Secretary of the bor, manufacturers, and numerous other
Treasury is so anxious to have some- groups in the_United States, excise taxes
where near a balanced budget, why does on these articles would h?,ve been re-
he not give up the idea of giving $850 Pealed long ago.
million in tax credits to the people that  Countries all over the world, to whom
own stock? Why does he not give some We have been sending billions of dollars
of that $850 million to the average tax- in foreign ‘ald, have had tax reductions.
payer by giving in to the proposition of The A;nern;an people should have had
raising exemptions? reductions in taxes years ago. :
Mr. Chairman, there are 47 million (Mr. BUSBEY asked and was given
families in the United States, and 335,- permission to revise and extend his re-
000 of those 47 million families would get Marks.) :
80 percent of this $850 million in stock- _ Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair-

_holders’ tax benefits. Mr. Chairman, I man, I yield 10 _minutes to the gentle-

hope that there will be a change of heartﬂg_éﬁl,mmnwmmmw TS
on the part of the Secretary of the r. MASON. Mr. Chairman, many
Treasury and of the Republican leader- {of my best friends in this House sit on
ship in this Congress. this side, the Democratic side, of the
s isle and because of that I rather enjoy
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Chair- ©5¢€20% : 1
nan, I yield such time as he may desire peaking when I am looking right ab

e ome of my best friends.
d)trsg::g] gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mr. Chairman, a great American, a

¢ . lereat Democrat, a great man—and we
Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Chairman, I wish j have great Americans and great men on
to congratulate the members of the [poth sides of the aisle, in both parties—
Committee on Ways and Means of the § gnce said, “Let’s look at the record.” I
House of Representatives, and especial- { want to look at the record. I have been
ly its chairman, the gentleman from New|§ g Member of this House for 18 years, and
York, Mr. DANIEL A. REED, for vgting out! guring that time I have seen many
H: R. 8_224, that, when engctegl into 1aw,. things happen, and I want to look at
will bring about a reduction in some ofi the record. During that 18 years our
" the present excise taxes. ¢ national debt has risen from $20 billion,
These taxes were originally intended! approximately, to $273 billion, approxi-
to curtail the purchase of luxury items! mately.
during the war. However, in its zeal toi ~ Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Chairman, will the
squeeze every penny it could from the | gentleman yield?
people, the New Deal administration : Mr. MASON. I decline to yield until
passed laws that imposed taxes on many I am through looking at the record.
items that were actual necessities, f Now, that was accomplished under the
rather than luxuries. i leadership of the then majority party,
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now the minority party, with the aid of
the, shall I say, liberals—that is a nice
term—on both sides of the aisle. Dur-
ing that 18 years the tax load upon the
American people rose from approximate-
ly $5 billion to $68 billion. That also
happened under the leadership of the
majority party then, now the minority
party, with the aid of the so-called lib-
erals on both sides of the aisle, who were
pretty liberal with other people’s money.
During those 18 years, individual ex-
emptions under the income-tax law,
were reduced from $2,500 for a married
couple and $1,000 for an individual, to
$1,000 for a married couple and $500 for
an individual. That also was accom-
plished under the leadership of the then
majority party, now the minority, with
the aid of the liberals on both sides of
the aisle.
During the last 10 years, we have had
a giveaway program under which they
gave away $100 billion, more or less, of
the American taxpayers’ money. That
also was under the leadership of the then
majority party, aided and abetted by the
liberals on each side of the aisle, who
were liberal with other people’s money.
Then during the last year or so, under
the leadership of the then majority par-
ty, now the minority party, again aided
and abetted by the liberals on both sides
of the aisle, they entered into contrac-
tual obligations amounting to oever $100
billion with promises to pay attached to
them, which the present majority party
inherited, and were forced to honor.
During those 18 years, our two former
Presidents, Presidents of the then ma-
jority party, entered into executive
agreements, at Teheran, at Cairo, at
Yalta, and at Potsdam. That is one rea-
son we ought to have the Bricker amend-
ment. Under those executive agree-
ments Stalin, who was dictator over 300
million people at the end of World War I,
became dictator over 900 million people.
As a result of those agreements we have
spent.over $200 billion in this cold war
that was brought about because of those
executive agreements. We now  have
boys scattered all over the earth in 49
different countries. And we have Uncle
Sam today -assuming the burden of the
whole world, like Atlas of old. That was
done under the then majority party, now
the minority party, with the aid and as-

sistance of the so-called liberals on
each side of the aisle. That is the rec-/

ord. g y

T also want to clear up the record in
this respect. If the majority of this
House, regardless of the aisle, during
those 18 years had voted as I have done
on this give-away program, we would
not be $273 billion in debt, more in debt
than all the other countries in the world
put together. Uncle Sam owes more
than twice as much as all the countries
of Europe put together. I am very sor-
ry to say, under our present administra-
tion we are not doing much to correct
this give-away program. We are not
doing very much to cut down on these
useless expenditures.
do a little bit, not as much as I would
like to do, in the tax reduction program.
I was one who wanted tax reduction last
year for individuals, H. R. 1. Ifeel satis=

We are trying to -
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fied that if that bill had passed last year
we would not have the present little de-
pression, or little recession, or temporary
recession, or whatever you want to call
it. I have voted against these things in
the past under the past leadership, and
I shall continue to vote against these
things now under the present leadership.
because I have to sleep with myself the
rest of my days. S8

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chairman, I yield

'5 minutes to the gentleman from Texas

[Mr. RAYBURN].

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Chairman, I did
not intend to say anything in general
debate, and of course I will not be able
to say anything in the reading of the bill
because there will be no debate under a
5-minute rule. But the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Mason] always challenges
me. I knew when he was looking.over
on our side and talking about some of
the best friends he had in Congress over
here that he would pick me as at least
one; and we are friends.

I want to look at the record just a
moment and say that I have heard from
some gentlemen who just came. out of the
White House last week that it was in-
dicated it did not make much difference
what the House did on tax hills, they
expected the Senate to disregard the ac-
tion of the House and write the bill in
the Senate as the Secretary of the Treas-
ury and the President would like it to be
written.

I have seen a great many. conversions
going on around here during my short
years in this chamber, but I think yes-
terday was one of the most remarkable
and most dexterous changes in position I
have known to exist in quite a while. I
would hazard the guess that before the
big bill comes up the Republicans will
have another conference, and in all prob-
ability take away a great deal of our pro-
posed motion to recommit on that bill.
I just make that as a general suggestion
and maybe as a reminder.

Now with reference to this matter of
a national debt of $273 billion. Do you
know why we owe that much money? I
stood on the floor of the House of Rep-
resentatives in 1938, 1939, and 1940 and
pleaded with the isolationist Members
of Congress, telling them that the world
was in danger, that civilization itself
stood at the crossroads, that forces were
loose in the world that were going to de-
stroy the school, the church, the state—
yea, the civilization that we had built
up and which we love so well. I pleaded
to appropriate a few million dollars t-

make ourselves strong so that no inter-
national desperado would attack us.

‘Why they said, “Nobody is going to at-
tack us. We can wrap two oceans
around us and be safe from attack from
other parts of the world and so preserve
ourselves.” The advice of the President
and the then Secretary of War, who was
a Republican as you recall—and inci-
dentally I have not heard of any Demo-
crats being appointed to any high posi-
tions in this administration, and yet they
say they want nonpartisanship—yes,
they do when it suits them and when it
does not suit them, then they do not
want nonpartisanship—as I was saying
the advice of the President and the then
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LET'S LOOK AT THE RECORD
With a local introduction

Many people have a favorite phrase they use when they
want to prove a point or get to the heart of a matter. This phrase
or saying is: "let's look at the record." There's nothing special
about this S"phrase, but it does point our thoughts in the right
direction and that is what I would like to do tonight - to get our
'thinki?g going in the right direction. <%et's Look at the record
Senator James E., Murray and his party have made over the last twe
decades they have been in power,

Mr, Murray has been in the United States Senate for
20 years, since 1934. That's an awfully long time. 4;;n-qn-mn I
think it is too long. But let's look at his record and then draw
our own conclusions.,

First, let's look at the taxes we are paying.

During the 20 years Senator Murray has been in office
there were many, many new taxes imposed and many,many tax rates boosted,
but there were only two tax reductionsgy when the excess profits tax
was permitted to lapse temporarily after World War II and when a
Republican Congress cut income tax rates in 1948 over the veto
of President Truman.

When Senator Murray was elected to office the national
debt was about 23 billion dollars, most of this remaning from the first

T

World War, e
E?Nhen the Republicans won back control of the government two

years ago this national debt was bumping its inflated head against

the legal ceiling of 275 billion dollars thoughtfully set by a

Republican congress???. The Democrats spent and spent and built up

the federal debt to a colossal figure which now amounts to $

for every man, woman and child in Montana and thoughout the country.

Senator Murray helped spend this pioney. Every year they were in power,

except three, the democrats spent more pom#y than the government book

in, And two of these three years, when spendin- at least equalled

/

revenue, were under the Republican 80th Congress. How long could you
Lo rg
howeewges keep your home running i’ each month you spent Conedhdenhly



more than your husband bxgigggzgene in his pay check?

Pe ‘haps for the first few months all wouldé’g well, You
could borrow on your home, on your car, from the bank, But
ultimately you would reach the end. The well would run dry. You
could borrow no more and you and your hq’band would be broke. That's
about the conditi%hhphe Republicans found our national treasury &
when they %over two years ago after two decades of Democrat
SpeRdiReg-, -:/QL Ultg /';"”; o
During the years Senator Murray has been in office
enkpmn direct tax collections from individual citizens went
up from $427,000,000 to more than $30,000,000,000 - 70 times as much.
Tax collections from corporations went up from
$630,000,000 to more than $21,000,000,000 ~ 35 times as much.
Sales tax collections - taxes on the things everybody buys =-
went up from #454,000,000 to nearly $9,000,000,000 - 20
times as much,
If you were married and had two children when the
Democrats took over in 1933 and mm§ vyour husband had a net income
of $5,000, he was paying $68 in federal income tax. % {n 1052
when Democratic rule ended, tﬁéﬁgﬁiu-man paid $461, nearly seven
times as much!
In addition your husband was paying about ten times as
much tax on his liquor; fifty per cent more on his beer; twenty
five per cent more on his c1garet§¢ three times as much on his ZZ!%
automoblle,v tw1ce as much on gasollnekiuMh radios.w
he was payi;g more federal sales taxes on a host of things which were
untaxed in 1933,
In these same 20 years, the value of‘@ﬁ! dollar yowsked”
was cut in half. Food went up nearly four times. Clothing more than
doubled. House furnishings went up two and a half times,
They were pretty liberal with our momey during those 20
lush yearsl hlbb‘nder the Eisenhower administration the tax burden.aw%uM&d%L

is being eased to more bearable proportions - thanks to a solid

economy program which is making sense and putting a stop to a-zzgﬁif
reckless s souandering of taxpayers' money,

WW Arasels ﬁe"%ﬂ?&w Gentel Chuy by MW@
WW@’WW ,éa\ru d\/% f""ehb‘wtvf Ly W&”M&w






Let's take a look at the Dmmocrats' record in dealing with

communism,

When the democrats g-incIlding=Senatwr=i , took over
the government in 1933 a horde of Communists, socialists and other
left-wing thinkers swarmed into New Deal agencies, to spy, /plot
to to PR

(fﬂgbrt and) attempt to break down mmmm the democratic form of
\ ‘W

government all of us love mmmmmmi and for which millions of our sons

and fathers and daughters have fought.ﬁhihg These were the days of

Alger Hiss, of Whittaker Chambers, @® Victor Perlo, @@ Nathan

Silvermaster, mf Eliaabeth Bentley, Leo Pressman,

The —

and a host of others were?handing secret government documents to tuam

Russian agents for transmission to Moscow, These were the days when

communist spys were allowed to steal the details on the Atomic bomb,

on our H bomb, on radaé?i?% our proximity fu'ses.ﬁ!ﬂHEGEHGEUB!'BGthd?D
E (wef Senator Murray voted against the Internal Security Aet of 1950, designed

”
to drlve the communi tf:ght of government@gsel gAs “ﬁﬁf@&ﬁﬁ?ﬁy &

war
{Yw/ Let's take a look at the Democrats/record. nmmhbdmmmmimn
\.—-—'-""""""

Unilateral action by Presidént Truman forced us into the

thankless war in Korea w1th 1ts more than 136 000 casualtleignd‘count-

less bllllons bR

A

taxes and inflation.

World War II casualties totalled more than one million

and cosg‘ the taxpayers originally $351 billion %4 éﬁtimately the bill

will be®y
(-anﬂaﬁf?sgbnical $1,400 billion.

o

- 'In the past 50 years there have been five republican
presidents and 3 Democrats. Under the five Republican presidents not
a single Americen life has been lost in a single war. Under all three
democrats, three different wars have taken a total of 1,620,000
American casualties, That is a terrible record!
Twenty years ago, under Eepublican rule, the country
spent only 15 per cent of its Phiwdidddens federal budget for defense 4
purpgses. By far the larger amount, 85 per cent of the total budget,

was used for peaceful purposes,



=

i Unde'r Senator Murray and the Democrats, 79 per cent of our
‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬁmnn federal budget went directly into national defense programsﬁnd
the remaining 21 per cent for peaceful purposes, What a contrast}

Let's take a look at the record in world affairs, other
than war,

Under the democrats we gave away billions of our dollars
and material wealth to Germany, France, Italy, Greece, Turkey, India,

Formosa, Pakistan, Iran, Great Britain, Yugoslavia mematmmrememmmmn
; globe
and to almostqgggj%%her country on the face of the1ﬁilil/&ou could

#&m name,

China and its millions of people and vast potential
markets fell to the communists,

Executive agreements at Teheran, sgtllmssmm Cairo, Yalta
and Potsdam put 900 million people under the cruel dictatorship of
the Russians.

Secret commitments, appeasements, T S
surrender of principles, constant wobbling and bungling, ineffectiveness
and blunders cost % our friends in many parts of the world'm
Americahs position as leader in the free world was lost.

Hundreds of m11110§32;§%?:a igto the foreign aid programs.
More hugdreds of millions went to finance the North Atlantic Treaty

gf%anization and the Europe Defense Communitv, both of which continue

to teeter on the brink of dieae;eizﬁﬁgijiﬁ“ﬂ“dveﬂ m&mﬂfé7
Scdrrel-ed ,
American troops are d in scores ogﬁcountries through-
G thecsod wilse taidy st
out the world, from Indo-"hina to Icelanc:{j Pl ALt ?fﬂwwﬁ ﬂ“*ﬁ?/ﬁ

*ﬁf@m SN Ny PR Ty A/ Yyite »
Qf The democrats had UnclBe Sam assuming the burdens of the

whole worldi

5

gove;zﬂﬁgt at the fiye and ten per centers, at thefimens
Emnggmﬁ‘ Harry Vaughan@myﬁibthe Andrew J. Mays, at the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation and some of its deals like those involving the
Saxony Hotel im Florida,

Under Senator Murray and the democrzts, corruption in
government flourished on a scale never before tolerated. Favoritism
and influence were the criteria in lending the taxpay:rs' money. There
were sales of federal jobs, scandals in tax collections, kickbacks,
bribery and other improprieties., Alliances between Democratic
politicians and underworld gangsters fiuled the atmosphere of Washingtom

with their stench.
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