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large opportunity. It would be difficul? to
mmagine & better speech at this time in the
afairs of nations.

The President spoke to his own people, to
all resisting Communist aggression, and o
the pew Russisn leaders,

TLTIMATE DEMANDE

There was not one lota of bluster, of
sword-rattiing, or of insult to the Commu-
nists. There was Dot & trace of compramise
with less than an absolutely securs and
just peace.

His words were conceived 1n such apparent
dedication to man's weliare and compassion
for the tragic world of man's own making
that there is no room for quibble with his
vision. His iz the largest view. And he de-
manded that in every case the Communists
perform the ultimats in deeds dependant
upon good falth.

Mr. Eisenhower said we hope for a united
Korea toundsd on free slections, & united
Germany founded on free slections, & with-
drawal of Communist guerritlas in Indochins
and Malaya, and for the refuro by Russis
of World War II prisoners.

DIFLOMATIC BLILLIANCE

Much is sald of the importance of “dlplo-
matie initistive.” The Eisenbower spesch is
& stunning lesson in diplomatic initiative.
It is now all up to the Rusaians to parfofm.
ARy words they speak without pesriormance
will ring with the ridiculous. And Mr.
Eisenhower spoke with & tact that is new in
United BStates addresses to the Russian
bosses. In avery way he held the door open
for concrete action.

He made no bargainn with principles. The
only bargain be offersd was the bargain of
disarmament. Aftsr the world hes agresd
upon & toolproof system of disarmament. the
President said, the United Biates la resdy to
contribute gensrously to a world reconstruc-
tion fund to fight the battle, Dot against
man. but Against bunan want aRd misery.

No President has yet outlined the respon-
stbllities facing the American psople and all
peoples with such large rision, or with such
firm beliefs that thess goala are within our
power to achiave,

Rent Coatrol

EXTENSION OF REMARKE

HON. PAUL B. DAGUE

OF PENNEYLVANTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REFRESENTATIVEA

Tuesday, April 21, 1853

Mr. DAQUE. Mr. Bpesker, under
leave to extend my remarks in the Ap-
pendix of the Rrcorp, I am pleased to
include a letter which has just come to
me from one of my valued constituents
who has made & survey of the rent situ-
ation in my hometown. Downingtown,
Pa., was one of the municipalities in my
congressional district which permiited
rent contro! to lapss last September,
Those who protested such action claimed
that rents would skyrocket, but the in-
formation noew at hand indicates that
the average increase was only approxi-
mately $3 per month, or percentagewise
an tncrease of 11 percent. These facts,
1 think, completely expiode the theory
that the removal of rent controls will
precipitate mass eviction or the gouging

of tenants by thelr landlords, My cor-
respondent’s letter i3 as follows:

DOWNIRGTOWN, Pa., April 14, 1953,
Hon. PavL B. Dagbx,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C,

Drean PavL: Bince Downingtown ia the
largest town in the county which was freed
from rept controls on Ssptember 30, 1
thought it would be Interesting to make &
murvey to see What the increass would be.

In conducting this survey., I have rents
covering 108 bouses and apartments in
Downingtowt, The lowsst rent is $12 per
month and the highest ia §90 per month,
The tota] monthly rents collected as of Sep-
tember 30, 19563, were $3,336.38 and as of
March 31, 1953, 8 months sfter controls
cessed, the total monthly renta were §3,583.16
or & percentage incresss of 11 parcent. You
will also notice that the average rental was
approximately $30 per month and that the
average increass in dollars was only APproxi=
mately $3. This survey certainly shows thers
was no mass eviction of gouging by land-
jords sa waa predicted by the proponents of
continued rsnt control.

I am hoping that since rents are the only
mmzmmummuumcmm
be parmitted to find their own lsvel as they
have done here in Downingtown.

Bincarely,
Evixert J. Hoorma.

Dangers of Treaty Law, or the Greatest
Threat ta Americaa Freedom

EXTENSION OF REMARES
HON. FRED E. BUSBEY

oF ILLINGIS
 IN THE HOUEE OF REFRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 22, 1953

Mr. BUSBEY. Mr. Speaker, it wasmy
privilege and honor to be the guest of
the 624 Continental Congress of the
Daughters of the American Revolution
on Tuesday, April 21, 1953, at its meeting
which was designated as Natlonal De-
fense Night

Under permission previously granted
me, I am indeed proud and happy to
insert in the CongagssiowalL Rrcomp the
address of welcome delivered by one of
the finest, mast patriotic and Christian
statesmen who have served in the United
States Senate, the Honorable JoEx W,
Bricxxr, of Ohlo; together with the
speech entitled, “Dangers of Treaty Law,
or the Greatest Threat to American
PFreedom,” which was delivered by Mr.
Prank E. Holman, past president of the
American Bar Association.

Every God-fearing patriotic citizen of
our beloved country should have knowl-
edge of and appreciate the wonderful
work Mr. Holman has been doing. at a
great personal sacrifice, to arouse the
American people to the dangers of
treaty law to the sovereignty of the
United States.

Mr. Speaker, the least that those of
us who believe in this crusade so ably
led by Mr. Prank Holman can do is to
give him our continuous support in his
efforts to awaken every individual and
organization to the dangers of treaty-
making powers which could jeopardize
the fundamental rights to Ireedom of
all segments of our population.
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The above-mentioned follows:

BIAToMENT oF BrwaTOR JoEK W. Brickss o
THE 820 CONTIMINTAL CONGRESS OF TH2
DavawTERS OF THE AMINCAN RevoroTion

It ia a very great honor to be given the
opportunity to deliver the message of greet-
ing to this convention of one of America’s
most respectad patriotic societies.

You are meeting hisre in Washington with a
new administration in power, You have not
bad that experience for more than 20 years. .
It s only natursl, therefore, that you should
seek tangible evidence of the changes in
government promised during ths campaign
last year.

Thare are some who nasert thers has been
little change. This view, I submit, b »
dangerous over-simplification. If, during the
oourse of your deliberations in this 8id
Continental Congress, you will probe beneath
the surfacs of our vast bursaueracy, I think
you will ind momentous changss in the
making, To render an accurate report to
your State and local chapters, you must un-
darstand why the visible evidéence of change
is so alight. For purposes of Lllustration, I
ahall refer to the administration’s position o

making power sponsored by 84 Democrats and
Rapublicans.
Pirst, mistakes have besn rasde. They will
continue to be made untll a back-log of un-
tapding and axperience is developed. The
moat serious mistaks, in my judymant, ix the
tration’s bHelief that an unlimitsd

E?

treatymaking power is sssedtisl 1o the con-
duct of the Nation's forsign policy. When
such power Provas uUnnecswary in practice,
the dexira to retain it ahould disappear. Af-
tar all, if Mr. Dulles can vividly describe the
dangers of the treaty powsr as & private citl-
zen Lo 1583 and then minimise thoss same
dangers as Secratary of State 1n 1953, who
can say that ha will not switch back to his
original position Ln 15547

Becond, many of the policymaking posi.
tions in the Exscttive branch are Alled by
hold-over personnsl. This situation could
not be corrected overnight without bringing
vital governmental operations to & ¢ mplete
standstill, Changes In the State Lepart-
ment may be refiected ultimately in & more
snlightened viaw concerning the

:

Third, it is characteristic of every incom-
ing sdministration to believe for s time that
1t has & mandate from all the American peo-
ple. As s cousequence, wa find in the sarly
days of sach new administration an sZfort to
plensa all ths pecple all the time., The sug-
gestion that s bipartisan commission be cre-
ated to study the treatymaking power 18 one
indication of this sttituds., Every new ad-
ministration evantusally realiges, however,
that ita mandats comes from & majority of
the voting population and that it is political
suicide to Ignore the strong convictiona of
that majority tn an efort to win the favor
of a small ssgment of the opposition. Since
the voting groups which supported the ad-
ministration in thes last slection favor by an
overwhelming majority the adoption of a
treaty contro! smendmenst, I am confident
the administration will eventually be re-
sponalve to their views.

Fundamental principles in regard to the
nsture of government ¢annot be compro-
mised. The proposed amendment to lmlt
the treatymiking power is such an issue. jid
the treatymaking power remains unlimited.
we live under s Constitution of unlimited
powers. It will be too late to proclaim our
inaltenable righta once they have been
alienated by an exercise of the treaty power
pever Intended by the Founding Fathers.

We have an administration dedicated, I De-
lisve, ndt to imposing its will on the pecple
but anxious to efectunte thelr wishes. Al-
ready. the new administration haa heeded
the voice of the psople Dy Anmounclag &

CiZ]
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radically differemt treaty policy from that
pursued in tha past. BSecretary ol Btate
Dulles has declared that the United Btates
will not sign the Unitad Natlops drafi
Covenants on Humsn Rights. In addition,
he has announced that the tres

power will not be used to schisve “intarnal
social reforms” of to reguiate what are “se-
sentially matters of domsstic conearn” This
ts precisely the trestymaking pollcy which
gour great tion has long sdvocatad.

Whatever criticism you may caTe 10 axpress
concerning the adminlatration's oppcsition
tc Senats Joint Resclution 1, it should be
tempered with the realization that this ad-
ministration has reversed a very dangercus
treaty poliey,

My pleasure in welcoming you to Wash-
ington is enbanced by the fact that I shall
be able to hear your principal spesaker of
the evening, Mr. Frank E Holman, As I
have pointed oUt MANny times, MY OWD reali-
gation of the dangars of treaty law stemmed
directly from the articles writtan by Frank
Holman for the American Bar Associstion
Journal. Since that time leadsrs of the
Amarican Bar Asmsocisting and I have worked
independantly in trying to writs an appro-
prists text for s constitutional amendmaent.
With ths passsge of time, our ldess hava
tended to merge in & common text. I am
confident that the Senats Judiciary Com-
mittes will report a text which tha Daugh-
ters of the American Revolution, the Ameri-
can Bar Amociation, the 853 sponscrs and I
can give whols-hearted support.

I could not axtand s more aPpropriate
message of greeting to your 624 Continantal
Congress than to recommend sa & mexisl for
your public afairs activitiss Fiank Holman's
great crusade for s treaty clauss amendment.

it proves the valus of anticipatory action.
Too oftan s threatened danger seams SO e«
mote that the peopls ate not alerted lo time.
He Das proved what one aetarmined individ.
ual can do when he concentrates OD eMMfi-
tial goals and refuses to Wasts time on low-
pricrity targeta.

Fraok Holmsn has proved the walus of
palnstaking ressarch, and of & long and cars-
fully prepared campalign of sducation. It
i3 almost criminal the way s0 many worthy
tausss ars hurt becsuse thelr supparters are
intemparate or ill-informed,

We must not hasitats to give generoualy
of our tims and money to ses that the Ameri-
ean pecpls secure permanent protaction
sgalnat sbuse of the treaty power. Tha Bill
of Rights must bs extsnded to treatiss and
the Constitution must he Dressrved against
unlimited treaty power.

The onhe indispensabls requiremsnt for
such service as Frank and the
American Bar Association have rendersd in
& patriotic love of America and ita form of
government. That you have in ample mens-
ure. You need only t¢ act on the inspira-
tion of thst love. If ws preserve ths in-
alienable rights of our people in ths spiritual
realm and never permit their transier to the
temporal power of govermment, sither our
own or any international power, our coun.
try will fulfil] its grest destiny In
the liberties of mankind and man's Qod-
glven right to govern himself,

DaNcxes or TrEary Law, oo THE GRIATEST
THRELT 70 AMERICAMN PEXIDOM
(By Prank E. Hoiman)

ITam giad to be hears and to haye the oppore
tunity of addr you &Dd your grest
patriotie organization on this, your Nationa]
Defenss Night. It was almost exactly a
year ago that I had the honor snd the privi-
lege of speaking at the snnugl dinber of the
Bons of the American Revolution in Bouston,
Texas. My theme 1z much the same tonight
A% it was 3 vear ago though I approach it
under a different title and briog the subject
Dstter up to date. In fact, my thema and

purposs for the iwst four years haw been, in
one formn or another, designed to slert the
American psople to the dangers of what has
bests calledt tresty law,

As we et here tonight Americs faces
many perils and many threats. It o no
paere matter of amotion or rhataric to sy
that our iodividoa! fresdoms and our form
of government are challenged ss never befors,
and on maay fronts. Soms would doubtless
say that commitnigm s the greatast threat
to Ammaerican freedom. Certalnly ws have
tolarated tha high prissta of this subversive
and athsistic ldeclogy in many pisces—in
our schools and in owr colleges, in the pro-
fassions and in buainsss. and in the policy
echelons of the Federal Governmant and in

produos many mors unless we recogniss that
in bakic mattars tolerance s not & virtus buk
only & suars and a delusion.

{ have frequently heen criticizsd by World
Fedaralists and others as being Intolerant of
the point of view of world-mindsd snthusi-
asta. It is a favorits technigue cn the part
of the Communists, fellow travelers, ong-
worlders, and othars to try to get one to
admit that thers are two sides to every
question, and often in s spirit of tolerance
most Amasricans feel they must admit
are two sides to avery gquastion. But I
mind you thers are certain bmsic lmues
lifts whars ons should refuss to tolerats
opposites point of view, TFor the Amarican
at least, there are nat two sldes to certaln
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thy neighbor™==r “Thou shalt Dot commis
adultery”? No more are thers two sldes to
the propomition thou shalt uot undermins
the Constitution of ths United States or
thou shalt not undermine and desiroy the
Amasrican form of government or the loyalty
of our citizens to the American concept of

government. Om wuch guestions, if I may
um s parsdox, tolerancs is not to
be tolerated.

Wa have not only tolerated Communists
and fellow trawvelers in high places but we
have toleratsd ineficiency and corruption
involving both personal and public dishon-
esty. A facet of this dlshonesty has hesn
the resort to doubls talk and half truths oo
the part of our public officials. Some, there-
fore, may well say that dishonesty and tof-
ruption, doubls talk and ineficisncy 1o Gova-
ernment are the greatest threats to the Re-
publis. On the other hand, some will say
that infiation and the cdishonesat dollar ia
the greatest threat. Belatedly we have
eome to recognize these perils of commu-
nism, dishonesty in ita various forms, in-
efiiciency and even infistion, and are begin.
ning to meet them head On instéad of cags
ually tolerating them. Whers perils are
recognized for what they ars and are brought
out tnto the open and are heing reallstically
and understandingly combatted the danger
from them is lexs great than where a peril
is Dot yet fully recognized by the high oficers
of governmant and by ths press and by the
American psople. This I am afraid is siill
trus of the dangers ol “lrasty law.”

The distinguished Bacretary of State, Mr.
John Foster Dulles, in his recant appearance
befcra the Beanate Judiciary Commities, AR~
nounced & switch in tha Qovernment's for-
eign policy which occasloned a lifting of
eyebtows Lo Many quarters. Mr. Dulles stat-
ed among othar things that the present ad-
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ministration does Dot intend to becomw a
party to any Covenant on Human Rights
or present 1t (the COvenant) as s treaty for
the consideration of the Senais. He alsa
sald: "This administration does not Intend to’
sign the Covenant on Political Rights of
Womsn.” Mr. Dulles slsc Indicated that the
pressnt administration would not yreas for
the ratification of the Genocide Conventlon,

Prior to his appearancs before the Judi-
clary Committes, at 11 a. m. on April 6.
1053, Mr. Dulles had been an ardsnt sup-
parter of tha United Nations and its efforts
in the feld of s0-called buman rights. Ha
was particularly sure that the Genocids Con-
yention was & great humsanitarian document
and ahould be ratified. He had »0 far sup-
portad the Qenocide Oonvention as to pub-
illy chide and upbrait the Amarican Bar

tion that on SepDtomber 23, 1949, an president
of that aasocistion I fsit compelled to send
s wirs pointing out that be had not
wyer-liks considerstion to ths mat-

was oot alone in this., I received
wires from othar prominent New York City

admipistration. Now, why have they been
abandoned? Becauss their former ardent

have at Jast ndequately studisd
themt Or bhavs they been sbandoned be-
causs great puatriotio tions iike tha
Daughtary of the American Revolutlon, snd
the Amarican legion, and the American Bar
Association, and many others throughout
the country have sc exposed these and other
treaty propossls that w A Firategic retraat
to try to dafeat the great national movement
far s constitutional smendment these for-
mer ardent supporters of the whole United
Nations treaty now aay they do not
{ntend to press for ratification by the United
Statéa of certaln of thess ITeaty proposais,
1 am publishing & fully documented pam-
phiet, which will be off the press in about
10 days, more fully dealing with this recent
ulllt-:,h of strategy in Stats Depaltmtent
pelicy.

That the switch has besn recent or hur.
risd is indicated by the following Isct:

AS late as December 29, 1954, in order not
to misquote his views in & public sddress [
was 0 maks on Jaouary 29, 1953, I wired
and wrota Mr. Dulles t0 sscertain whether
ha had changed his position on the Genocide
Convention, snd In view of bis strong state-
ment at Loulsville on the dangers of "treaty
law,” t0 get an exprassion of his attitude an
the need for a constitutional amendment,
To date I have received oo answer thereto,
sxcept for & gracious acknowledgment by ons
of hin secretarisg in ths Commodore Hotel,
New York City.

Tharsfore, it would seem clear that the
distinguished Secretary of Btate must have
made his switch regarding ratification of the
Genocide Convention some time shortly pricr
to his appearsnce befors the Senate Judiclary
Committes on April 8, 1953, Otherwise it
would only be hatural and courteous for him
t0 have answered my letter,
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Now !n this same connection I want to say
a few words about that portion of tha press
and thoss commaeniators {press and redio)
tnat are stlll oppoting & cobstitutionsl
amendment to protact Ameriean rights
sgalnat tha Asngers of “treaty law.” I do
not know how this portion of the press and
commentators similarly minded fsel about
Mr. Dulles' sbandonment ¢f Genocide anaq
the Covepant on Hurzman Rights, buty some,
1argely led DY the Washingtom Foet, the New
York Times, snd my friend and fallow Rhodes
scholar, Flmer Davis, havs Desr grostly
troubled In mind and spirit—byt this much
ean Te proved by the record, that except for
the studies of the American Bar Associstion,
the proposed Convention on Fresdom of In-
formation and the provistons in the Caove-
nant imposing drestic and un-Amarican re-
strictions on freedom of press And Irsedom
of apoech would Dave destroyed irse
and s ires Presa a3 wWe kpow them and en)oy
toem in Americs under the Arst provision of
our own Bill of Rights. The record ahows
that the portions of the press and those com-
mentators above refsrred {0 wers all ardent
suppoTters of the Convention on Freedom of
Information and the Covenant on Human
Rights. Ome i temited sc sy, in the D=
guags of Edgar Bergen, “You Mortimers of
the press and redio, how can you be so
atupid™

Tnder auch treaties and the propossd In.
terpationsl Criminal Court, Dewapaperpssn,
radic speakers, and otbars could by tried for
criticizing Peron and Tito, of sven Malapkoy,
I it was charged that ibe criticlsm “aggra-
vatad” our intsrpational relatiops and this
fact would ba exciusively dstarmined by ths
international court.

Prominent cewspapermen participated in
urging the Convention on Fresdom of Infors
mation—there are Dmany I could name.
Muny other nDewspapermmen werd merely
apatbetic and took littls interest in what wis
being propoesd in thess lnternational pra-
posals to ourb Irssdom of preas. The Ameri-
ean press ghould be forever thapkful to the
American Bar Amsociation lo this matter.
This alno applies 1o Indio spaikers And com=
mentatory. Examine ths Teport of the
Hutchins commiasion on tha freedom of the
press, which waa recgived with spproval by
& nurnber of Dawspaparmen of the country
who ATe DpOW opposing the constitutional
Amendment, And sse What wis proposed thers
with respect t0 thess so-called appropriate
curbs and limitations on freedomn of the
Press. They are very mimilar to the eurbe
and [lmitations in totalitarian countriea,

Altoough Mr, Dulles now sbapdons ratis
fleation of the Qenotide Comventlon and
ratification of a Human ERights Covenant,
he sayr nothing whatever about sbandoning
the propossd Conveption for the Extabliab-
ment o an Loternationsl Crimingl Court for
the trial of American citifens in time of
peace {or alieged olfenses commitied o the
United States, abd bY an internationsl court
made up largely, If not sntirely, of for-
signets—in which an American citizen could
be tried in & foreign tountTy without right
of trial by Jury, PreSUmMPUSR of iAnocence,
or the other lmportant copstitutions] safe=
guards that are afordsd Americshs when
Hied 10 their own courts.

One oI the so-called intarnational erimes
for which it is proposed to try an Ameriean
in such a coutt is that of yilairty criticisug
the persoualitles or policles 9f & foreign gov-
ernment, whers it is charged that guch criti-
clam 18 unfalr and disruptive of cordial ipe
teroatiobal relationg. This Could, of course,
tazily thesn that sprikers And writérs and
editors of newspapers in this country could
be imprisoned, as Mr. Oatis I8 now impris-
oned in Czechoslovakia for criticizing the
MAtusA quo there, The proposal iy to extra-
dite Americans from Ameriea for gome such
so~calied {nteroationkl ofgnets alleged to Pe
committed in this country, and wo {77 them
in a forelgn gountry, Can abyone imagice &

more hrasén and Sagrant treaty proposal for
violating cur constitutionat righss of {reedom
©! spesch ADG ol press?

Mr. Dulles st¥s nothing about the present
adminjstration sbandoning the gnropuld
Conraption on the Gsthering snd IntArns<
tiohal Trsosmission of Wews and Right of
Correction., which would also place restric-
tions sbd obligations on fresedom of spsech
and fresdom of prams, and subject American
citizens to wikl for so-called internstionsl
crimes in the propossd Internationsl court.
The former.sdministration indicated It aid
not favor this 2onvention in {ta prasent {orm.

Mr. Dulles also sayn Dothing about tha
presant administration sbandcning the pro-
posad tresty with Israsl recently tranamitted
14 the Getats of the United States. This
tresty provides that the nationals of either
country ahall not be barred from practicing
thalr professions in the Oibar counyry by
repson of Deing alianta. Under the “INok
favorsd pation clause included in many
sxisting treatiss t0 which the United States
in & party, such s provision i1n tha Lmreel
Treaty would be automatically applicable to
tha nationals of & very large number of dther

charsctaristion of ths jegal profession in this
sountry is that s lawyer is an oficer of the
court and generally must take ap oath to
2 and defend the Constisution o
Ornited Beatas, Mo alisn would be ln &
tion to taks such an oath and
with 1%,

Sir. Dulles saya Bothing about ah

come the subiect of intarnational pegdtine

purpose, ay each ald every ad.
ministration may think it necessary for
global Jefense or world pesca, I am devote
ing some sttentlon in Iy pamphlst soon to
come off the press to thla great fallacy that
American domestic rights and freedoms Diust
ba modified or bArtared Away undsr the de-
luslon that somiehow Warld pesce toay
tharsby ba achinved.
Edmund Burke once bointed out, “The
pecpls neaver giva Up their Liberty but under
soIne daluaion. ™

One great delusion for the moment la
that many Americans seftn to think we can
save tha world and achisve world pasce by
giving up American rights sod AmeTican
independence,

Mr, Dutles says zothing about abandoning
soTnA 200 cther treaties Leibg spawned in
the United Nations, or DY the numercus
ILO (Intarnational Iabor Organization)
traatios, that would affect many basic rights
of AmaricAn Citizens and change the Tels-
tionship, &8 Azed by our Constitution. be-
twien the States And the Federal Govern-
ment, Under the prasent constitutional
situation A8 announced by Mr. Dulles in his
Louisville apeach last year, all thess various
treaties—4and any others that may be
thought up by the eager internationatizts—
affecting our civil, social, and ecopomic
rights, sould become the supreme law of the
lapd: in fact, Mr, Dulles sAYys, “D0re suypreme
1LAD OTAINATY IAWE."

Generally Mr Dulles admitted, in his
stattmant befors the Judiciary Comumlttes
of the Senate, thit all thess yartous propo-
sl 'in the United Natlone occasioped a
tegitlmate concern on the part of the citls
Eaps of this couniry because, a5 he frankly
statad, they may imposs Upan Qur citizens
concentions g bumnn rights sljén to
our traditionml concept. But now the dise
tioguished SecretAly opposes any constitu-
ticnal smendment Ior the Protection of the
eitizens of this eounitry and for the protec-
tign of the basic concepta of the Republie,
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and instead hé msks that the Senate Judi.
ciary Comunittee and the Bsbate and the
Congrest of the TUnited States wnd the zitl.
rens of this country accept his agurance
that, st least Iln certain of thess matters,
the pressnt sdminlatration will not rmake
trastion. He usks that we accept this per-
sonal aasursics in the face of hia public and
solemn declarstinn, as a constitutional law.
yer, made Dafofs & Teglonal meating of e
Amprican Bar Amoclation at Loubsville, Ky,
on April 12, 1953, as foltows:

“The treatyoaking power 18 an extraordi-
nary paswer Uabie o abuss. TIsAtlss make
internstional law and also they make do-
magtic law, Under our Constitution trestles
becorne the supreme law of ths land. They
are, infioed., MOrs suprems than ord,
lawa, for congtessional laws are Invalid if
they do not conforms to the Constitution,
wheress toeaty law can override the Cangti-
tution, Treaties, for sxample, can take powe
ors away from the Congress and give them to
the President; they can taks powers from
the Btate and Eive themn to the Fedieral Gove
ernment or to some intarpatiodal body snd
they oAl cut across the rights given the
peaple by the constitutionsl Bill of Rights.”

Was thare svar In the whole bistory of
America such s specifie instance of saking
the American Peopls to rely UpOD & govarn«
ment of man instesd of & goverument of law
and approprists ocopstitutional restraints?
Waa there ever iz the whole history of she
legwl profagsion in thia eountry sich o
aTange caak &1 & DWAA in coniamion wud
avoidance?

what the Becratary’s “plea” amounta to
iz that the slart citizens of this country and
tha mors than 50 TUnited Gistes Benators
Laving coms into the court of public opin-
1on with s charge that thess proposed treaties
are dangeraus ta American righta, the Secre-
tary sdmita the charge and sdmits that the
conedrn 15 “lagitimate,” snd yet, When »
conytitutional amepdment in ths nature of
2 MRITHMIEr 0T PATIADATL (AIRCHOD W pTo-
tect Americad rights is agvocated, the Secre-
tary asyx: “¥Yaa; your conoern is legitimats
and we sdmit, in additlon, that not oply
the laWs of the COUDWY but tor Congurution
{teelf can be ovarridden by tresties: but you
should not urge & conatitutional amendment
to prevent All these manifold dangers of
ireaty law because the presenit sdministra-
tlon is going to see that you are not hurt by
this treaty law. and, A & token of oUr attl~
tude B this TOATIAZ, WA ATe FOLTG © whan-
don any further sttempt to secure a ratii-
eation of tha Genocitde Convention or the
Covepant on Human Rights.”

T+ i M. Dulles himbell thet hag made the
greatest argumient in favor 0f a congtity-
tlonal smendment mod ths necemity of
phrazing one that will be adequsate ang ap-
propriste. Mr. Duties' Louwsrille declaration
of the omnipotent power now inherent in the
traatymiaking Process Wil necome the easy
bisis, platiorm. wnd sPringhoad 1ot e w0~
callsd man-co-borgeback to  lsgally rule
this c¢ountry by tresties, executive agree-
ments, and Esecutive decrees. Mr. Dulles,
mors than aby othef man lo the United
States, has poifitsd up the necessity of &
conatitutional amendinent aod the zaeces-
sity for it has Dow bécome mare lmpartant
fhan any other mattér sngeglng tbe atten~
tion of the officery of owr Government.

Now !n order to fully understand the
Derily 0f treaky law ADd Lt UhTest tO DAAT
American rights and to ths Amer|can form
of government, and 0 appreciste the neces-
sity for a constitutioDal amendment, it 15
DeceasaTy {0 review briefly the pature of the
AmericAld forme Of goveérnoment ag g constitus
tional republic.

Tntil the sadoption of the United Blates
Constitution, -neaver before in the course of
history had ary goveriment anywhere been
organized on the principle that the people
A 1OAITIAUAls &Te ¢ndowed Yy their Creator
with certain 'inaliensbie rights ss to liTe.
lberty, aad property. including tbe nght
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to local pelf-government, and on ths prin-
ciple that these righta afe inherent in the
ipdividual citizen and are not-s graut irom
government, Theretofore in history we had
frequently heard of tha divins right of
Kings, but Dever of the divie rights of the

eople. Governments had sccorded freedom
to the ladivitual citizens and local self.
government 1o the people only when forced
ta do so or f the soversigm for the time
peing felt 30 inclined. The previous concept
of tos scope snd power of a natlonal gov-
ernment was that it bed inherent powsra of
its own and might grant or withhald rights
to the individusl citizen ss it saw fit. But
by our Constitution and by our Biil of Rights
only certain specific and limited functions
were conferred upon the afeials of our Na-
tional Governmant. It was t0 be & govern-
ment ¢f delegated powers crly and the peo-
ple by the Constitution and Bill of Rights
forbade and intended to forbid the Federsl
govarnment from doing anything but that
authorized by the Constitution and not per-
mitted under the prohibitions of the Bl of
Righta.

Many of the high officers of government
and some of the press in this country and
certain columnista and radic cOm-
pletaly ignore the basic fact that the Gov-
ernment of the United Statss is and was in-
tendsd tc be & government of law and of
conatitutional restraintis and not & govern-
ment of man.

We know that even the framars of ths Con-
stitution wers in disagresment on certain
points both of substance and of langunge in
connection with the treaty clause and that
compromise wia resorted to io order to get
an lostTument of constitutional government
corapleted and adopted. It waa recognimed
tn-: the supremsacy doctrine of articls VI
might require amendment (A. G, A. J. Sep-
tember 1951). Articls VI, as you know, con-
tains the brosd provision that “* * ¢ all
treatiss made, or which ghall be mads, under
the suthority of the United Statas, shall be
the suprems law of the land; and the judges
in every State shall be bound thereby, any-
thing in the Constitution or laws of any State
to the contrary notwithatanding.”

Thus, under our present Constitution, s
ratified treaty, if sslf-axecuting, becomas 18w
in this country without any action by the
Congress or any legislation whatever. In this
respect we are uniike any other important
country in the world. One of the things the
proposed constitutional amendment i3 da-
signed to do ts to put the United States on &
parity with other nations so that tresties will
not make domestic laws for the citizens of
this country until implementad by valid leg-
{slation. This is & purpose of the amendrnant
in addition to the making of treatiss ineffec-
tive and invalid insofar aa they confilct with
any provision of the Constitution.

In the early years of the Rapublic and
practically until the organisation of the
United Nations the trssty supremacy doc-
trine of cur Constitution whereby treaties are
law without any act of Tongress posed Do
great threat to American rights and the
Amaerican form of government Decauss tref-
ties wers confinsd to their traditional pur-
puses and were used for such mattars as the
settlement of some specific disputs between
nations or to make alliances or to deal with
commercial and trade relatlons. Purtber-
more they wers nagotiated and also drafted
by experts who understood the law and lan-
guage of treatymaking and who were ap-
pointed for tha negotiation of & particular
treaty between nations, sctually !nvolving
some particuiar dispute or & particular matiar
requiring settlement., Now under tha hroad
graot of power to the Economic and Soclal
Couneil under the Charter of the United Na-
tions, the Econcmic and Soclal Council,
whose members have highly diverss concepta
of law and government as Wwell as of #co-
nomics, catl propose practically any kind of
& treaty~-worldwide as to scope and as to

partiss and all-comprehensive as to subject
matters. The Council or s commissions
may ait continuoualy and think up new pro-
posals In the form of declarations, treaties,
and pacts as to anything in the world and as
to all nations everywhere touching the in-
ternal aflairs of all Dations as to sy eco-
nomie, social, humanitarian, educationsl,
cultursl, or health matter. The powsr of the
Economic and So¢ial Council rests on the
grandicss theory that world pesce may be
achisved if somebow sconomic snd soclal
conditions are by treatiss put on an sxpresssd
squality throughout the world, even though
to do =0 may bring ths mors advanced na-
tions down to the lavel of the backward na-
tions In rights, in legal concepts, and In
formm of government s well A8 in economics
and in other internal affairs. TUnder this
grandioss grant of powsr to thia

agency of the Unlted Nations, “the humani-
tarians” in the Economic and Social Council
immuedistely went to work not to ashisve
peace but to reform snd to remake the world
by trying to tall each and every nation how
to conduct it own luternsl affairs and by
putting us all in the straitjacket of inter-
national socialism, '

One of the first documenta produced under
this program of worldwide reform was the
sc-called Declaration of Human Rights, ap-
proved by tha United Nationz Assembly in
Paris in December 1948. This declarstion
in many reapects is & paraphrass of the Rus-
sisn Conatitution, and, among cther things,
is & ocomplete blueprint for socializing the
world, inciuding the United Statea. The
state 18 to guarantse sverything. Articls 22

that evaryons bhas the “right to so-
clal sscurity’’: article 23-~that sveryons has
the right to “just and favorabls oonditions
ot work snd to protection againgt unemploy=
ment" and thsat sveryons has the right to
“Jjust and favorable remuneration.” Articls
24 provides that everyoos has the “right to
rest and leisure, snd holldays with
pay.” Articls 25 provides that everyone has
“the right to food, c¢lothing, housing, and
medical care and necsssary social services
and the right to security ln the event of uo-
employment, uickness, disability, widow-
hood, old age” without any provision that
he shall werk for it or help establish s fund
to pay for it. Put thess, or similar pro-
nouncemsnts io tresty form, ratified only by
“two-thirds of the Membars of the Senats
present and voting,” and you have s few
pages of twesty language transforming tha
Governiment of the United States from &
Republic into a completely socialistic state,

In this socislistic utopia of the Govern-
ment taking cars of sverything and every-
body. I wonder If any of the eanthusiastic
drafters or supporters of the declaration
ever read the Apostie Paul's Second Epistle
to the Thessslonians (II Thess. 3: 10, 11,
and 13). Paul, writing to the Thesaalonians,
sald:

“If anyone will not work let him not eat.
For we hear that some of you Are living in
idleness, mers busybodies, not dolng any
work.

“"Now such perscns, we command and ex-
hort in the Lord Jesus Christ to do thelr
work in quietness and to earm their own
living.”

The declaration containe a goodly number
of other provisions sdvarsely affecting our
system and concept of & constitutional gov-
ernment and also affecting our own internal
affairs. Por example, our Federal Constitu-
tion provides that nobody shall be electad
to the office of President or Vice President
excapt s natural-born citizen of the United
States. The Declaration of Buman Rights
{art. 31, sec. 1) provides “Everyons bhas
the right to equal acceas to public service in
thia country. This would make HarTy
Bridges or any other naturalized citizen
eligiblie to the office of Preaident or Vice
President.

Again, our Constitution veata full power in
Congresa to control immigration, but by ar-

A2083

ticle 14, section 1, of the Declaration of Hu-
man Righta, "Everyons hes the right to seck
and to enjoy in other countries asylum from
Persacution.” With this incorporated In &
treaty, the right to asylum would be to all
Dationals of all nations of the world, and
what right then would s mers Congress have,
by immigration Isws or otherwise, to prevent
such persons Irom entsring the Ublted
Biates? This could mean that In times of
revolution in Cubs or Mexico or India or slse-
whare thousands of aliens might legally
claim s right of asylum here. In view of the
attacks made on the McCarran-Walter im-
migration bilt, thate ars those in this coun-
try sven in high places who beliavs that the
United Btates should be & pluce of asylum
tor wll displaced parsons from everywhese
in the waorld.

Now I understand full well that the dec-
laraticn has always besn sdvertised as being
only a declaration of aspirations snd not a
legal document. But the Btate Department
{see its brief fled in Sheliey v. Eraemer
(334 U. 8.1, 91 L. od. 1151) ) and some of our
courts bave siresdy eXPresssd tha view that
the declaration ts ah authoritative intarpre-
tation of the economio and social provisions
of ths Charter, which itself has been ratified
as & treaty, snd In this reapect the declaras.
tion and the Charter have already had & di-
ract sffect on official thinking and particular.
Iy on judicial thinking {n this country. Wit.
ness Fufti v, State (2317 P. 34 481 (tha Cali.
fornis slisn-land cass)), aud Perex v, Lip-
pold (168 P. 3d 17 (the mixed-marriage
oase)). Also withess ths o of the
Chisf Justice of the United States In the
Steal case last year, to which fuller refarence
will scon be mada.

Whatever difference of opinlon thers may
bs a3 ths allan-iand case and the mixed-
marriags cass, and the stesl-seizure case. the
sponsors of the declaration, after having sold
1t to the American pecpls on the basis that
1t was only & deciarstion of aspirstions, im.
medistaly began Implementing all ita socisl~
istis and other so-callad sapirations in s le-
gally binding covenant on humsn rights.

Mr. Dulles 2ow says that the presant Btats
Departmant doe not Droposs to ask for Iatli-
fication of & covenant on human rights as a
binding treaty. Bui whbat about succeeding
State Departments? Can ws sven be sure
that the pressnt Stats Department will not
succuunbd to ths snormous pressure 0f the
{nternstionalizts in and out of thls country
to have & treaty or covenant om human
righta? Howesver, regardless of Mr. Dulies’
disclatmer, I propose tc say & few words
about the covenant, for according to the
Uznited Nations Bulletin of March 1, 1962, it
in still the declarsd purpose of the United
Nations to have the Covenaut on Human
Rights ratified as a treaty and legally en-
furced through the organization of interna-
tional courts. The purpose of the Interna-
tionalists from the beginning has been to
move step by stap—Arst, mo-calied aspira-
tions 1o the torm of a declaration, then rati-
fcation of these wapirations in treaty form,
then international courts to enforce what
was originally said to be only aspirations.
Thuns our joternal rights under our own Coa-
stitution and Bill of Rights are to be UNder.
mined atep by step and will continue to be
undermined unless the American pesople abut
of this insidious process bY an appropriats
constitutional amendment, A mers state-
ment of disclaimer by the present Secretary
of Stats i3 not the answer.

This step-by-step process of levaling out
our fundamental rights concerns such baaic
Americans rights as freedom of speech and
freedom of press and involves many of our
other basic fresdoma. The present United
Nations Draft Covensnt on Human Rights
contalns about 9.000 words. It iz a perfect
Tower of Babel of words, But in all its
5.000 words there iz not one word regarding
the baalc American right to own property
and be secure in its enjoymernt.
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Y¥et, the State Department Bulletin of
July 7. 1852 (the Department of State Bul.
letin, vol. XXV, No. €30 had the audasity
in quoting Mrs. Rooserelt to state that the
covenant “as now drafted contalns no pro-
visiong which depart from the Amarican way
of lite in the direction of communism, social-
ism, syndicailsm, or statism.™ Mrs. Roose-
velt further stated “when such provisions
have besn propossd, the United Statss has
opposed them:; every proposal by the Bo-
vist Union and its satellitea to write "statiam’
into the covenant hag been defeated * * *.

Apparently Mirs. Hoosevelt and the Etate
Department do not recognize that the right
to own property is the wvery basis of the
American way of Life. Without the right to
own property and to be securs in its snjoy-
ment, wll our other rights would be of little
practical consequence. Perhape in this con-
nection one might properly quote from s
cpeech once made by Benator Barah, who
was himsal! claxzsed not as & conservative
but es & grest Hbersl.

Senstor Borab, in speaking wbout the sarly
atiempts to disparage proparty rights in this
country, sald:

“And what are thess property rights which
ars guarantesd and mads safa by tha Con-
stitution? What an inssparable part are they
of human rights? Is Dot the right to ap-
quire, own, and enjoy proparty a part of
buman righta? Is thers any such thing as
personal liberty without it? Thare iz »
very large portion of the human family at
this {ims who will tell you that libarty, fam-
ily. happiness. and contentmant wers all
lost in the selfsams hour that they lost the
right w acquire property and to be secure
in i{ta snjoyment. Ths framesrs were wise

people
the right to own proparty is no sericus gmis-
sion from the covensnt, and they have the
Audecity to say that the covenant tn no wise

But Dr. Charles Mallk of Lebanon, the new
Chalrman of the Commisslon on Human
Rights succesding Mrs. Roossvalt, & more
honest about this matter for withio s com-
Parstively short time after Mrs. Rooseveit's
statsment as issued by the State Department,
he stated almost the exact opposite. (Bea
September I, 1952, United Nstions Bulletin,
P. 251.) Dr. Malik said:

"I think a study of our proceeding [in the
Human Rights Comxmixsion] will reveal that
the amendmentzs we adopted to ths old texts
under examination responded for the mowt
part more to Boviet than to Western prompt=
ings. For the second year an unsuccessful
attempt was made to include an erticls on
the right to own property. * ®* * The concept
of property and its ownarship is st the heart
of the great {deological conflict of the present
day. It waz not only the Communist repre-
sentativea who riddled this concept with
questions and doubts but s goodly portion
of the non-Comununist world had ltself suc-
cumbed to these doubts. A study of this
particuiar debate will ghow the extent to
which the non-Communist world has been
communistically softened and frightened.”

It s almost so fantastic ax to be beyond be=
Uef that our American representatives in the
United Nations were so “softened and fright-
ened” s Dr. Mallk suggests as to permit &
so~cilled Covenant on Human Rights to ba
drawn without any provision for a right to
own property. Now while the Secretary of
Stata made the statament that there i to
be 0d actunl tTeaty ot this strange un-Armeri-
can documment, our representative at Genheva,
Mrs. Lord, proceeded to continue to take
part io the formulation of & Covenant on

Human Rights and to tel]l the people of the
world we {avored xuch a documant, hut that
the Tnited States was sorry that it could not
actually ratify the document &8 & iTeaty.
However, don't forget—I1t will thus be put in
final form for ratification and when some
other Becretary of Etate feels 3o disposed, 1t
can be offered to the Senate for ratification.

More fantastic than the covenant itmelf
is the action of the Assembly of the United
Nations at itz elosing session last yesr—
voting afirmatively thet where a state takes
privates property tor public use, it is not under
obligstion to pay any compensation thersfor,
This soctalistic or communistic theory of
property 1s but & further development of the
general theory of trestleas and sxecutive pawer
&8 oXpressed in the dissenting opinion in the
Btes]l Belturs case last year. This cass i
the most outstanding and slarming exampls
of what the efect of treaties ¢an be on our
domestic law and upon the thinking of our
Judges.

Lawyers had generally recognised that De-
cause of the peculiar provisions of articie VI
of our Constitution ratified treatiss of the
Tnited States ars the suprams law of the
land—overriding Stats laws and oconstitu-
tions snd even existing laws of Congrass.
This of iteelf constitutes s dangerous threst
to Amsrican rights which nesds correction
by an appropriats constitutional amsndmant.
But now the Chisf Juatice of the United
Btates mdvances the extraordinary dootrine
iz his dissent in the Stesl Ssimare cese that
the United Nations Chartar combinsd with
other lnternational commitments gives the
Preaident of the United Statsa suthority to

stitution or by ths laws of the oountry.

The Chisf Justice argued that when ths
Charter was adopted this country thersby ac-
coptad "in full measure its nadbllity In
the world community™ -.:: Muc'g:!
the suppression of acts - -
sequeztly, whan the United Nations called
upon itz membaers “to render every sasist-
ance” to repel aggression in Eorea the Presi-
dent waa thersupon autberized to take svery
sction to render that assistance. The Chief
Justice specifically statas: *“Our treaties
represent not merely legal obligations but
show congreasional recognition that mutusl
security for the free world iz the best security
aguinst the threst of sggresaion on » global
scale.”

In other words, acting under the Chartar,
and ireatiss and agresments supplementary
thereto, the President according to the Chief
Justice has powera not granted o him by
the Constitution, but moreover sven denied
t0 him by the Constitution. For, among
other things, under sectlon 8 of srticle I of
ths Constitution the Congress has the sole
power “to declars war® ang “to raise and sup-
port armies” ang “to provide and maintain
& Davy"; and under the fifth amendment no
person s to “be deprived of life, liberty, or
proparty without due process of law; nor 4
privats property to be taken for public use
without just compensation.”

The Chisl Justice succetded in getting two
other members of the Suprems Court to
Join bim in this slarming doctrine of treatiea
conferring extraordinary powers upon the
Prexident. If he had succeeded in geiting
two additiopal members of the Buprema
Court to side with hirm, the United Statea
would in sffect then and thers have caaged
t0 Do an indspendent Rapublic and we
would have been committsd and bound by
whatever the Unitad Mations does or directs
us to do. We would have had & full-fladgad
world government overnight, snd this i
eXactly what may happen under so-called
treaty law unless a conatitutional amend.
ment is passed protecting American rights
and American law and American independ-
ence sgainst the effect of treaties.

Examine this world government proposkl
for » moment. The whesl af history has
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turned completely arcound, Bany present.
day entertain strange thoughts
and support strangs doctrines i the fervor
of pursuing their notions for world peace,
AE chairman of the Atlantic Union Commite
tes, Mr. Owen °J. Roberts, farmer United
States Buprems Court Justice, speaking to a
conference in Qtiaws, Canads, last April 3¢,
said:

‘We must decide whether wa are to stand
cn this silly sklbbolath, bDaticnsal sovers
.ls'ﬂty."

We must, continued Mr. Roberts, vield na-
tional soversignty to some “higher author-
fty—call it what you will.” In sddition to
giving this supsr-government suthority ta
conduet o common defelus—which means 10
put the United Htates into war anywhere at
any time—Mr. Roberts sald we must Also
give 1t the powsr to make “such economio
adjustosnts as are necessary to put the peo-
ple of all the member countries on att egual
level.” In plain English, Mr. Roberta’ second

means we would give the super-
goveramant sbsoluts cantrol of business, in-
dustry, prices, wages, and every detall of
American social and economic life.

Cur forefathers fought a revolution for
what Mr. Justice Roberts calls the ailly shib-
bolath of national soveraignty. They {ought
to becoms an Independent nation; they
fought for the right to be governed by laws
made by their owan slected representatives;
they fought not to be tazed by or for the
foreign poliey of Europe or any other part
of the world; they fought to be free from
many other grievances pot the lesat of which
was the claim of the Rritisah Crown to trans-

to be made by and through treaties coh~
eluded in international sonfersances whers
the representativez of other nations have a
majority voice Iln what these treaties shall
cover both as to language and content.
Hence we are to be governed In our local
Aaffalrs by laws and concepts agresable 1o n
majority of the other nations of the worid.
Moreover, We we taxed to pay the sxpenses
of these Dew lawmakers for we pay » very
large part of the expenses of the United
Nations and its various agencies. Under the
provigions of the Oenocide Conventicn and
the proposed new ireaty for an Intsrnational
Criminal Court, our citizens are ¢ven to be
transported oversess for trial. Maks no mis-
take about it. This and much more is the
program of those who would govern us by
treaty law.

I want to Lift the curtaln for you tonight
and give you a glimpes of & little-known pro-
gram in the treaty fleld that is designed to
control many of the most intimate relation-
ships of our private life. It la fantastic and
Just being brought out into the open. At
the recent hearings here in Washington, D. .,
last month before the gubcommittes of the
Senate Judiciary Committee, with respect to
the propossl for & constitutional amendment
to protect American rights against the dan-
gers of treaty law, Mr. W. L. McGrath, repre-
senting the United States Chamber of Com-
merce and the National Asmsociation of Manu-
facturers &t the International Labor Organ-
ization (YLO) meetings in Cleneva for the
past 4 yewrs, testified to some of the provi-
sions for s proposed treaty on motherhood.
Neadless t0 say, Mr. McOrath voted against
these treaties, but our State Department rep-
resentatives voted for them, Here are some
of the matters incorporated in these treaties
and to be mads domestic law throughout the
world, inecluding the United States.

In the treaty on motherhood, if & mothet
is unable to furnish her own milk for her
baby and has to buy it, the government Is 10
buy it for her, But if the government thus
buys cow's milk for one mother, that is not

{alr to the mother who suckles her own child,
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so the governmenst i3 10 pay her for performe
tng this natural sct of love and sffection. It
was proposed that the governmsent furnish
layettes to pregnant mothers—the cost
thereo! 1s 10 be pald for out of taxes.

Maternity benefits are to be paid to preg-
nant working women by the government. It
waa auggested that under colleciive bargain-
ing atid In proper cases of need thess Dene-
fAts might be taken Into account in collec-
tive bargeining and be pald by employers.
but 1t was voted that stmployers should not
be allowed to pay sny part of such bensfita
pecallse this tmight give working women &
teeling of too great loyalty toward thelr sm-
ployers. In thia connection, the representa-
tives from Indis and Pakistan doubtad
whether thelr governments had the funds to
make maternlty payments for all the work-
ing mothers in these countries, since nearly
all work in ths flelds apd sisewhers, and
these countries wanted an sxception in their
case to allow employers or landowners
through collective bargaining or otherwise
to take cars of maternity benefita. They
were Qutvoted. Even the United States ofi-
¢lal repressntative voted against such an
idea of sllowing the smploysr to pay any-
thing for pregnant working mothers becsuss
tha state should perform all acts of a humanse
character. This will baget loyalty to the
socinlistic state.

In the matter of maternity beneiits thers
iz to be no difference batween legitimnacy and
{llegitimacy. All nre to be fnanced by gov-
ernment benafita.

In connection with all the scts to be as-
sumed by Government under the warious
TLO social and economic treatiss, a sericus
question wia raised aa to the ablity of some
governments to take care of 80 many
and sconomic obligatiops. This brought
forth the suggestion that in order to CMITY
out the fnal complets soclal and sconomio
program of ILO treaties it would DA neces-
sary for the United BStates and other
wealthier countries to sponsor & revolviog
fund of mbout $40 billion I1n order to take
care of all the plans which the ILO had in
mind, The fact is that the Internationst
Labor Organization no longer confines itaelf
to labor relstions. It now viewn iteslf aa &
world parllement snd has slready preparsd
about 100 treatles covering ull phases of the
social and economic life of all nations in-
cluding ths intimats affairs of family life.
The attempt to influence and control family
life, while on ita face fantastic snd sven
amusing, ts actuslly an insidious socialistic
prograim to undermine the American concept
of famtily and to destroy it, and to make its
mest intimate details dependent on the
atate.

How doea it come about that individual
Americans sand ths officers of (Government,
particularly in the Stata Department, are sn-
gaged in giving America sway by mupporting
tresty programs which underming our family
life, our bazic rights, snd our form of gov-
ernment? Are we tha victims of disloyalty?
Tes, to some extant, but disloyalty and com-
munism are in many respects caly s small
part of the anawer, I we sliminate ali dls-
loyalty and communism the question would
still be with us, Why do individual Anreris
cans and the officers of Covernmant follow
& treaty program of “giving America away'?
The snswer i3 to be found in certain facts
and attitudes.

Mrat of all, Americans are & kindly peopls
and hence often a gullible people, Ws just
love catchi phrases and alogans and do most
of our thinking thet way. The American
people have bacoms victims of slogans and
catch phrases,

In the international field we have been
victimized by such catch phrases as “"Making
the world safe for democracy,” “one worid
or nons,” “fresdom loving countries,” “the
four freedoms,” “Luman rights,” and a dozen
others,

If you do not think ww have been or can
be foaled by trick phrases, consider the
“four Iresdoms.' This was ths grestest
catch phrase of all time. It fooled the moet
peopls. Scme seem still fooled by 1%, *“The
four freedoms” wers Advertised ss & greas
new “charter of liberty” for all the world.
But the captive elephant in the 00 has all
the four freedoms. He has freedom from
want, for he Wn fed regularly by his kespers;
he has fresdom from fear, for his natural
enemies, the llons and tigers, are in saparate
cages; bha hps freedom of apeech, for be can
wumpet whensver he wishes; he has freedom
of beiisf, for he can think anything he likes.
But he lacks the moat important fresdom of
all—the freedom of individual {nitiative. It
is this freedom of lnitiative and fresdom
from arbitrary control by government which
is the basic freedom of fres men atid women
and the basic freedom for which men and
women havs fought through the ages. But
this basic and essentisl freedom wasm not
Included or mentioned 1o the so-called four
freesdoms. We have been giving America
SWhAY by liatening to trick plrases.

In the second place, we have been giving
America away by and through the Btate De-
partmant's sttitude of compromiss and ap-
peasemant. The reason the Stats
ment goes along with an loternstional pro-
gram in the fleld of basic rights that tends
to level out and change our Amarican righta
as fized by our Constitution and bill of
rights s that the State Department is anz-
ious to with other nations and
bare all the other nations think that we
ares pot only glad to help them in a ma-
torinl way with money and goods, but that
we are wiliing to enter Into declarations,
covenants, and pacts in the feld of so-called
rights which will help othar nations in
some messure toward improving their own
standards of rights.

Becauss their standards and conespta In
the flald of law and social and sconomic
rights ares different and mostly lower than
ours, the Atats Department concludes that
we cannot presently expect to have the cther
nations aecept our cONCepts, #0 COMPTOIIiEe
becomaes tor the Btate Depart-
ment to get an internationl agreement In
the so-called field of human rights.

One of Mrs. Roosevelt's own advisers once
told me very sarly in the development of this
compromiss and appessement policy thst
minos the representativea of most forelgn
nations know nothing about the Americsa
Constitution and Bill of Righta they are
not interested in talking about thess docu-
maents. Thus, for axampis, for the Amarican
represantatives Ln the United Natlons to
insist upoo lncorporating the American con-
oapt of private property and other funda-
maental Amarican concepts into thess inter-
national treatist merely causes uUritation in
the minds of our foreign friends and there
can be no agreement unless W& Iorget or lay
aside our own Constitution snd BUl of
Rights, The result is that in thesa inters
nstional negotiations our State Department
has over and over sgain chosen to forget
or lay aside our Constitution and Bl of
Rights. This iz what 15 called intarnational
cooperation.

Thus, in drafting the Decliaration on Hu-
man Rights and the Covenant o Human
Rights and ths Cenoclde Convention and
other United Mations documents, many com-~
promises of Amaerican concepts wers made.
Nrs. Roosevelt herself mald ln connection
with the declaration that theare were many
compromises in it and if she had it to do
over agaln, perhaps she would not have
made 0 MADY.

Qne of these so~called compromises 15 par~
ticularly interesting. Cur Gowvernmesnt 1a
founded on the basle idea that man is en-
dowed by his Crestor with certain inalienabis
rightsa. There was an attempt made to get
into the Declaration some such statement.
This wsas opposed tot otly by the Russians
and the Commmnist countries, but by certaln
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socialist countries that we clasuify as & part
of the fres worid. These OPPOLENLS sald:
“Men 1 not endowed by the Crestor with
anything, Hs ouly gets the kind of righta
that his government gives him and he has
them aq long as the government lets him
have them.” Then it was suggested that as
& compromise It might be said, the word
“nature” being one of & less religious sig-
nificancs than the word “'Creator’—toat
man wis endowsd by nature with certaln
rights. But again it was eald: "No; man
s not endowed by nature sither. He only
bas such rights as the atats gives him.” Tha
final compronrise in the intersst of interna-
tional cooperation was to amit any decla-
ration that man iy spdowed with any
rights~which, of courss, i axactly the total.
{tariax theory of government. By the same
procass of compromise any and all right to
own  property was omitted from the
covenant.

How can ws sver expact to have s so-called
universal declarstion or covenant or any
worldwide docurnsnt on human rights which
astlsfies the American concept and the Rus-

It was congidered and attempted sOtne years
ago, bators ths United Nations was svar
thought of, by ths American Law Instituts
and was abandonsd not only because of tha
different concepta of law and governmaent
and raligion and sconomics throughout the
world, but becauss also of the difference in
the mesning of important words. The word
“Uberty” has quite & different meaning in
Franes and Italy, and other countries, than
io Amwrica—as do also such words as “fair

effect of the present Becrs-
tary of State’s testimony ln the recent hear-
ings before the subcommittes of the Banate
Judiciary Comunittes waa that, in his opio.
ion, a conatitutional amandment is Unneces-
sary becsuse, among other things, the pres-
ent Btate Departtnent can be trusted not to
permit the drafting or spproval of treatles
adverssiy affecting American rights. Ot
course, the plaln and esay answer to this is
that it constitutes the age-old argument of
PeTSOns in power that we ars safe with s
Glovernment of men instead of & Government
of law and adsquate constitutional re-
atraints,

A msjority of the American peonle want 8
constitutional amendment to protect thelr
rights, and not the word of & particular offi-
cer of Government, however emjinent he mey
be. They want, and are entitled to, the pro-
tection of such s constitutional amendment.
This whola mattar of treaty 1aw has become
80 dangerous in the hands of internstional
pragsure groups that the American peopls
want s provigion In their Constitution to
protect them for all time As against the past,
present. and all future Stats Departments
that may drift into & policy of compromisg
sand Appeasement M to American basic rights.

As already indicatad, the United Nut..ns

and Its aflliated organ. ny already have
( JiiTe)!
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under consideration over 200 treatias affacts
ing the social, economic, and political rights
of American citizens, wnd the Internstions]
Labor Organization at Genevs has drafted
over 100 treaties and now consldars iteelf a
world parliament to keep on drafting tres-
ties. Unless this vast program of tresty-law
making W brought within proper limity hy
an appropriate constitutional amendment,
Ametttan rights, both State and individual,
and the American form of government will
be substaniially altered, if not destroyed.
The pecpls of this country should begin to
realize that they are being led by the Pied
Pipers of Intarnstionslism into & complets
change iz thelr form of government under
such noble phrases sa “human rights,” “5g=
cla! justice.™ and “world pesce.”

There is & Tnited Nations Orgunization in
every city, financed by our own taX mMODeY,
in that we pay s large portion of United Na-
tions expense, t0 m@gaﬁo thass ideay of a
new world order. ugh moneys Appropri=
ated to the State Department millions of dol-
lars of tax moneys have besn used 1o try to
persusde Americans t0 ambraca some fcrm
of world citizenghip,

It s the first time In all history that any
Freat nation has been fOnancing a program
lesding to its own destruction. Other na-
tions in history have fallen dusx to corTup-
tion and to internal decay or at the hands
of military conquerors, but we are the first
t¢ Enowingly finance our own destruction
The cittzens of other nations in the United
Nations, even st the present time, though
members of the United Natlons, are xtill de-
voted to their own national interests. This
is true of England. Witness her attitude of
protecting her national interesta in China
azx against a blockade of the Chine coart to
prevent war matsrials entaring Communist
Chins to be usad to destroy our scldiers in
Eorea, France in jeslous of her naticnal in-
tarests In Morocco and Northern
Egypt, Iran, and other countriss of the Mid-
dle Ezst ars outspoken in their nattonalism,
Indis and Indonssis are cutspoken in de-
fense of their nation and interests angd their
customs and lnstitutions. Of course, the
Russians are likewise defending thelr na-
tivgallam and way of life. All other na-
tiong are defending their national idantity
and integrity, while many Americans sesm
willing to sacrifice and destroy ours by lavel-
ing out and modifylng and overriding our
lnwe and Institutions through treatiss which
I have said are not domestic law in any
ather important country untll implemented
by naticnel legislation,

The propossl for s constitutional amend-
ment on tresties end sxecutive agreements
is being chiefly opposed by “cne-worlders,™
“half ons-worlders,” “quarter coe-worlders,”
“international do-gooders,” and all the other
Pisd Pipers of internstionalizm, ineluding s
certaln segment of the press and thoss come-
mentators who are still the moutbplsces of
& policy of giving America away Onl soms
Yagua theory that this will achieve world
peace. A resoluticn for s constitutional
amendmert requires two-thirds vote in each
House. It does not requirs the President’a
Acqulescence or approval., nor does it require
Any approval from the Department of Stats
or any other dapartment of Government,

The chutrman of the Senats Judielary
Comimlttes and other Benators attending the
recent hearings indicated that prompt com-
mittes action wouid be taken in making &
teport. Those of ux who were in more or
less constant attendsnce at the hearings be-
lieve that a subatantial majority of the Judi-
clary Committes will recommend pasaage of
& resolution approving a constitutionsl
amendmens in language sppropriste and
adequate to meet the views of Senator
Bruckm and his associates and the Tepre-
santatives of the American Bar Association,

4 resolution for s conatitutional amends-
ment ¢can be pazsed this year and should be
Passed this year, but It will only be passed

by the Decessary two-thirds vote of both
Housss i you, and the gther couragecus and
loyal women of America get behind it with
all your ensrgy snd enthusinsm and love
of country, You will be told by some—aven
the high officers of government—that such
sn amendment will seriously intarfere with
our international relations. The American
Bar Associaticn was told the same thing
when the Genocide Convention wes pffersd
for ratification—that If the Association op.
posed it and if America did not ratify that
Convention, it would make the world think
we did oot balieve In “Human Rights" and
were not sincerely interested in internation-
alism and cooperatlon. This sort of talk
proved to be sheer bogeyinm and propagands.
Largely due to your opposition and the op=
position of the American Bar Association
and othsr patriotic crpanieations, the Gen-
ocide Cotivention has remaiped unrstified
for more than 3 years and the world and
world peace have not been affected thersby
in tha slightsst. Now, after all the smo-
tional furcr over the Genocide Convention,
Mr, Dulles promises that so far as he s con-
cerngd he doea not favor its ratification,
though in Sspteruber 1949 he publicly up-
braided or chided the American Bar Asso-
clation for opposing ths ratification of this
oIy trasty.

Mr. Dulles and the other Government wit-
nessss to the contrary notwithstanding, the
propased constitutions! smendment, if ap-
propriately phrased along the lines of the
American Bar proposal, will not interfers
with nsgotiating sny kind of s treaty with
any pumber of words that may suit the in.
ternational ideas of our represssantatives or
ths representatives of any other countries.
The propossd amendment will not inter.
fere with the ratification now or Iin the
future of any treaty that the State Depart-
ment presents and can get tha Benate to
ratfy. The propossd constitutions) amend.
mant is not {0 sny sense an smendment of
the pressnt provisions of the Constitution
with respect to the negotiation and ratifi
cation of treatiss. The Covernment wit-
naaa seamed to wholly overiook this fact
and in their testimony, as I shall show Io &
panrphlet about to be released from the press,
indulged Ln a series of legal erTors, untenable
arguments and fantastic lllustrations which
wety originally soncoctsd by the City Bar of
New York and then sdopted by Governmant
witosses last year and rephrased by the
Government witnessas this year. The record
fn the recent hearings discloses that not
only did the Government witnezses of this
sdministration ndopt the old arguments pre-
sented In the hearings last year, but they
unwittingly alsc repeated the errors of law
and other fallacies of fact and Ulustration
originally set forth in the report of the City
Bar of New York.

Az the overwhelming testimony in the re-
cent hearings shows, the passage of an ap-
proprists constitutiona! smendment ag rec-
ommended by the American Bar Assoclation
would not interfers with the free negotla-
tion and ratification of treaties. It would
only mean that when. as, and if it transpires
(whether soon or late) that a provision
slipped into a treaty or omitted therefrom
is about to operate sdversely upop Anmterican
rights snd {reedoms under our own Con-
stitution anda Bill of Rights, then the courts
can freely hold that particular tresty provi-
sion is pot effective in the United States
M domestic law.

At your iminsdizte and most important
task in defense of Ameriea, in addition to
the formal resglution you have aliready
adopted, you and your grest organization
CADN perform no greater service than to give
this matter of a constitutional amendmrent
immediate priority over all other objectives.

Iin for the immediste passage of
& constitutional amendment on treaties and
executive agreements, you and other pPa
triotic Americans will be only exercising the
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sume wisdom a8 your forebears when they in.
sisted upon the firat 10 amendmenta {our
BUl of Rights) without waiting for court de-

by tha varlous agencies of the
United Nations upon svery conceivable subs
Ject, it Wy well t0 lock the door before tha
horse is stolen and set up & protective shieid
by way of & constitutional amendment which
will make it crystal clear toc all the courts
and ¢o the officers of Government that the
American people have decided for them-
selves that oo provision of a treaty shall be
valid which confiicts with any provision of
the Constitution of the United States.
However, we still face powerful opposition
in this matter of getting a two-thirds vote,
aAnd aftsr such & vots in both Houses of the
Congrems, then we may face powerful oppo-
sition (o petting the necessary three-fourths
of the Stats legislatures to adopt the amend-
ment. In ordar t0 mest and overcome op-
position to the amendment, I am golng to
sSuggest & plan to you. The patriotic women
of Americs ecan put this constitutionsl
amendment over—If they but devois their
minds sbod thelr hesrts to the tagk. The
wis offectively used im-
during ths Revolution.
It wes largely the brain child of Bamusl
of you doubtlass
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who, out of timidity or
ooncommittal. They per-
ter writing until they had
¥y of lmportance throughout
on record as to thalr attituda,
Committess of Correspondence did
markable job that one hlstorian
&0 far ax to say that without their
encouraging the strong and pursti.
and driving the {imid and the
covar, the Revolution could
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v& bean won.

. Now, I sincerely urge you and your mem-.
bers o set up committess of corrsapondence
in all the various localitiss throughout the
country, and that these commitiess aee to
it that letters mre immediately written to
all Banators and Hepresentatives—congratu-
lating and pralsing those who are known to
be for the amendment and ascertaining
{rom the others why they are not supporting
1t, and get others t0 do 80. I knhow that
many of you have already writien letters but
this must be an orgenized effort. Appoint
committess of corTespotdence In il your
chapters. Get other pairiotic crganizations
to do likewise. The lssue !s now plain and
simple andg the time has arrived for all good
citizens o take sides immeadistely, and Bc-
tively support this great constitutionsl
maovement.

Last SBunday you dedicated a great and
beautiful memorial bell tower at Valley
Forgs. You worked and strived and built
this magnificent memorial as an evidence of
your devotion to American freedom and es
an evidence of your loyalty to the American
form of government, and ax evidence of your
Iaith In its continuation.

You now have the opportunity to work
and strive and to build mnother memorial—
& memartal in aacted words—a constitutional
fmendment to protect and assure the con-
tinuance of those freedoms and thowe in-
stitutions of Government which your beauti-
ful mentorial at Valley Forge commemoretes
and honors. I ssk you tonight—each of
Fou—and all together, to solemnly resolve
that when you go from thia great Constitu-
tlon Hall—you will devote your minds and
¥our hearts to working for the new memorial

ey
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to American fresdom—=a constitutional
amendment to protect American rights and
the American Iorm of governmsent against
the dangers of treaty laws.

In conclusion may I say, aa I sald In &
speech bere & montih or so ago: “In all the
world Americs is the last hope and last
stronghold of Individual liberty. When the
great problem of world pesce is looked at
from all sides, the necesaity for preserving
America's identity, integrity. and strength
becomes mors And more apparsnt sod one
1s impelled to the conclusion that a stwong.
independent, and free America is not omly
the best for {ta own citimsns, but the best
guaranty of world peacs and world order.

“Air Evac” From Korea

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
HON. JOE L. EVINS

oF TENNERSER
IN THE HOUSK OF REFREESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 22, 1953
Mr. EVINS. 3r. Speaker, all of w

know, or should know, and sppreciate
the heroie deeds of the men of our Afr

progress bringing to America prisoners
of war and the wounded of our Armed
Forces. The article follows:
“AR Evac” Frou KosEd
(By Margaret Thayer Talbott)
Ths big plane bringing ths wounded from
waa late, “Usually we hit it on the
noss,” Col. Jumes G, Moors, the grey.
surgecn who is the head of Alr Evso, told
me, “but thers sesms to be some dalsy.” Wa
waited in the asrly dawn on Honclulu's
Hickam PMeld with the nice
whom I had mat & short evening or tWo ago,
& gay Saturday nightful st an Atr
Jamboree in s Japatiasy tss garden. This
moroing. these same young women, nastly
drassed in crisp tyopical Red Oross uniforms,

i

i

coffes nnd endless amall talk. (And during
&l of it, I bad an awtul whirl 0f amotionse
of insdequacy, of fear, I suppose, of downa-
Tight heartache, and of the black and whits
of Eorea's war in newsreels and newspapers:
"Feace ia a beckoning phantom walking
backward. Over the neXt hill: over the next
bill—always over the next hill™)

Colonel Moore's lovely blond wifs showed
me through the Red Cross cantesn. ‘Tha
mother of three small children, she has that
expression which comes from owning s warm
sayl. She heads the Red Cross group of
fifty-odd young women Who ull year mest
the incoming loada of broken boys who have
arrived since the Korean Sghiing began.

We went through Hickam *“Operstions,”
where the patisnt movement ure ia
mapped, organised, ang from the
Ecrean battlafleld to San Francisco. Tha
director of nurses showed ms the Durses’
kits. Each nurme iz squipped with thres
unita: & small box-liks trunk merked with
her nams and fllled with svery kind of med-
ication, bandage, surgieal appliance, =nd
narcotic supply: a duffel, to hold the bed

Stryker Framas, the newsst ttri'tlhﬂ'. which
makes it sasier for the flight nurse to turn
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homa do oare.

mission.” PFlssh bulbs lit up the interior,
*Hare's & boy froem your homa towm,
Panilly. Mg please, Mrs. bat.™

“Hl fella. how are you? Good tript”
My jaw fslt ks concrets, my mouth

woodsn, saking atlly questions cover and

over, trying to sanss. The two stalwart

the hospital.

Ths rellsf of haring besn sbls to control
my smotions was intsnse,

In transporting s total of over 50,000 pa-
tlents, Alr Tryac has never lost a man a&n
routs. The wounded ¢an count on being in
the United States In 60 ta T hours (westher
parmitting) after leaving Tokyo, the first
step from Kores. From Tokyo, they hop to
Midway, then to Hickman Fald, whers they
are taken directly to Tripler Hoapital for »
full day's rest to break the trip and to have
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their wounds fully sttended. They fiy then
to the big base hospital at Travis Air Foreg
Base, Calll., aod are rerouted from there to
the hospital nesrest their hometown.

Later I went to the vyast Tripler Hoapital
Righ up in the hills, overlcoking Pear] Har-
bar, this maghificent hospital towers abovs
the city. From operating rooms to kitchens,
nothing I have seen In the medical world can
toueh it. In the surgeons’ restroom thers are
dictaphonlss so that the doctors can easily
register lmportant data oh the operattons
they have just completed., Patlents bave in-
dividual radios like small round plates which
It beneath their plilows. In the cafeteria
are dist-indicating cards of different colors
for ambulatory patients to pick up with »
tray: pink for diabetics, green for colltis,
blue for ulosr patisnts.

Aftar a 3-hour inspection, we revisited the
on the plaoe. Now
¥y in big sunswept airy
with fiowers. The
hten everything they
flowers. Native hats,
rovds, are intsriwined
filled with cookies,
bave filowers stick.
pourse, veryons gets
could now played
thair radios or read,
tha last [aD homa.,
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Statement of Roswell Magill

EXTENSION OP REMARKS
HON. FREDERIC R. COUDERT, JR.

oF NEW TOAE o’
IN THR BOUSE OF REFAESENTATIVES
Wednesday. doril 22, 1953
Mr. COUDERT. Mr. Speaker, under

retary of the Treasury during the Roose-
velt administration, and now president
%.rg.:eam Foundation, {n support of

SriredryT oF Roswery, Maon: Beroas Homsz
CoMutTrE: o GOVERNMENT OPFERATIONS AT
Hpazrwoe o Arxm 13, 1953, CONCEANTNG
REPRESENTATIVE COTDERT's B, H. B. 2
My name is Roswall Magill I am preal-

dsnt of the Tax Poundation, a nonprofit edu-

cational ticn, and I appear here at
the request of tha committes to tastify on

Reprasentative Covnzars bill, H. R. 2. With

your permission, I shall confins My remsarks

to thres main points: {I) The need for both a

balanced budget and tax reductiom; (II)

Congress’ lack of snnual control Over ex-

penditures as an obstacle to & balanced

budget; and (III) proposals to ellminate this

obatacle, including H. R. 1.

I. Con~erning point No. 1, the nead for
& balanced budget and tax reductien, I do
not belisve thers csn be much argumect
about the desirability of thess objectives.
Both Congress and the administration are
doing their best to accomplish those ends in
fiseal 1954. I Dbelleve they can and must
succeed. I bass this belief on the simple
principle that flacal dectsions must be ap-
proached on the bagizs of what 1350 milllon
Americans want the Federsl Covernment
to do.

Fundamentally, T think we want the Qov-
ernment tg accomplish for us two great
things. Mirat, wp want our Government to
strtve for peace in the world, We want a
stable society and an end to recurring wars
snd emergencies.

Second. we want to maintaln the economic
well-being of America. That means, among

FI2




