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May 21, 1980

| | STAT
Resource Management Staff
Washington,: D.C. 20505

Dear | |

Enclosed you will find five speeches that I delivered on
the Floor of the House of Representatives, the last of
which was last week. I thought you might be interested in
reading them.

Ypurs truly,

IKE SKELTON
Member of Congress
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" AMERICA, WORLD PEACE, AND THE
-THREAT OF SOVIET POWER IN
-HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE
'The. SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a-

previous order of the House, the gentle-
man. from Missouri (Mr., SKELTON) is

" recognized for 30 minutes. . . . - .

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, 46 years. -
ago—just.5 years before the outbreak of
the Second World War in Europe—Win-
ston - Churchill rose-in the House of
Commons to deliver the first in a series
of speeches warning against the weak-
ness of British air.defense. His was tru-
ly. a voice crying in the wilderness, re--
jected or ignored by those who placed.
their faith in the pacific intentions of
other nations. It was. an era in which !

-what ‘was called. “moral” disarmament,”
the renunciation’of force by nations.

" committed to the way of peace—This
way of thinking enjoyed widespread ap-
peal in the democracies, deeply wounded
as they were by the impact of the First '

#World War less than two decades before.

~ It was:the mission of Winston Church-
ill to sound an alarm at a time when-,

. there were few in the West who wished :

-to hear. It was the year, 1934, in which

-.disarmament talks among the powers -
finally collapsed. Both Japan and Ger-

. many had already withdrawn from-. the-:
‘League of Nations and were vigorously:
pursuing an extensive military buildup.

‘» Thus, coming events cast their shadows'

1 before. ..« - : T e

° +This was the immediate backgrournd to--

 Churchill's prophetic warning, a ‘warn-’
ing widely: unpopular and il received. -

o~ -

" He’ obseryedr -7 . . o~ e
5. “'We afe. vulnerable as we have never been,
"~ before, P . .
[t [ S -
"+ (We);;are left -exposed to a mortal thrust,
f-and. are deprived ,of..that sense of security
and independenceé upon which the clviliza-
Eﬂ_ﬂg'b( out “island has’been built.
* 'sThe failure ‘t6 - heed . these -sober ad-_
imonitiohs would eventually be reckoned
‘in' blood. Having retreated suécessively .
from every-'confrontation with Nazi .ex-
-pansion during the thirties, the Allied
Powers were to ind themselves unable to
‘help Poland, to whose defense they had
,pledged themselves and for whose integ- -
‘rity - they. finally :made- their .stand in’|
- 1839." How -much Europe and the world
imdght.have been spared had Britain and ,
/the West generally responded to-that call,:
iof Churchill, . . . -, R FON
} -"Historical

Lot e

cal ‘analogies are-always >in-
Femct, vet it remains true that those who"
1will not learn from history ate-doomed .
ito repeat it.’Today, 'we in the United
"'States confront the growing power of the-

{ Soviet Union both in Europe and in Asia.=,
- I believe _that “we, ‘too,” In_Churchill’s
-words, may, be vulnerable as we have not

L been before.”We,-tgo; are’ increasihgly:’
Fexposed’ to- that’ imbalance " of "power. -
; which Tisks’somé “meortal thrust. “We,* .
" too, are_increasingly- deprived of “that

sense-0f security .and :,*indepez;dinqe‘"_i

,upon which' the survival of the, Wi
depended, pricy iy ay . ¢ £

Roatde : Ttk
- In"subsequent statements, Mr: Speak-s’
 er,.I hope to show the nature and extent -
rof “the ‘Soviet “build "up in, comparisen,
with ‘our American defense ‘capability. I
hope further to'indicate what must be’
done—what we must 8o if the peace of 3
rthe world.is to be maintained, that peace
which, :in the final analysis, depends

Lupon the deterrent power,of this Nation. §

Ty

*'Two.funddniental * points ‘should be

. WASHINGTON,"WEDNESDAY, APRIL 2, 1980_ -

-made clear from.the beginning—first,
‘my conviction that the study of history
- must lead to a. realistic appraisal of hu-
man nature. One of our most. eminent
" American theologians wrote eloquently .

-of “moral man. and immoral society,”

underlining the tendency of men in the-
aggregate, of "nations, aggressively to.

pursue collective self-interest regardless. |

of the moral sensitivity of individuals..
Seen in this light,. history is ndeed a.
melancholy record -of man’s inhumanity-
to man. In his “Discourses,” Machia«

velli, reflecting on this grim symbolism,. '

observed that the state is ultimately
founded upon -violence, albeit as & last

resort. Similarly, in Genesis, human cul-- |
ture and civilization, the settled. life of. -

cities, are portrayed as established by
Cain on the brutal slaying of his brother.
_'To draw again upon Churchill’s words:
“This' truth“may.be unfashionable, un-

- palatable, unpopular. But.it.is the truth.
“The story of mankind. shows that war was.
--uiniversal and unceasing for millions of years

f Representatives . - ...

Today, we see that similar expansionist
impulses have again led Russia—in this
case as the self-designated instrument of
Marxian advance—to invade the terrj~
tory of Afghanistan, an area of vital
. Significance to the security and stability

of India and Pakistan as well as of the
‘Near Eastingeneral. .. -, - .

" Thus, history seems to repeat herself.
Apart from national expansion and ide- -
' ological commitment, we may well ask
i -what it {5 that motivates Russian policy,
i mot-only in’Afghanistan, but through-,
i out the extentive borders ‘of the Soviet
| Union tn Europe and Asia alike. Many
experts discern an obsessive goncern |
i -with security, ‘a concern which .has'
- shaped much of Russian history since
the invasions-of the Mongols in the Mid-
i -dle Ages, invasions whose impact . has
I never been forgotten”* ¥ . v .
- Security, like charity, may be said to
cover a ‘multitide of sins. Russia, still -
mindful of the German invasion in the
Second ‘World War—which itself . re-
called’ Napoleon's campaign over a cen-. .

before armaments were invented.or armies J tury beforé—has. respondedto .its own

-organized. Indeed the lucid intervals of peace
&nd order only occur in- human history after
aimaments. in thé~hands of strong govern--
ments have come.into being. And civiliza-
tion has been nursed only in cradles guarded

* by superior weapons and discipline. To .re-_
move the causes.of war must go deeper than.

. 8rmaments, we inust remove grievances and.

‘injustice, we:must raise human thought to

<& higher plane and give & new inspiration to’

the world. Let moral disarmsment come and

physical -disarmament will soon- foll6w.,
whatsign of this s there now? |-

“Indeed, Mr. Bpeaker, we-may wéll ask”

'in this year of 1980::WHat sign of this is'+
EE R EE AR TEES

* +'when to stop precisely because of Ameri~4{

there now?- - AN
* \Of course, to.cite this trait of human-
‘nature need not lead to despair or gloom. *
~Rather than ‘submission, our- rallying-
-cry must be'preparation, knowing that in
strength of arms lies our 'best -hope for
peace. Such preparation, ‘as - Churchill
“noted, “involves statesmanship, expenge;”
and exertion,” but “neither subsission .

T Rve:

nor preparation are free from suffering -

and danger.” » ° . o
! - My -second fundamentai point- Mr.-

"Speaker, has 10'-do with the challenge.’

-facing the United States today-—that is,
ithe nature of the Soviet Union, past and
tprésent,‘and the' threat it' poses to the:
s world community.* £w"u 03 Ted SVt
¢ ~That threat is composed 6f two ‘ele<-
,ments-~the one, rationalist and, indeed,”
';meerlaust-ln its ‘ambitions;_ the other, -
i1deological, the Leninist-Stailinst brand -
tof Marxism, all-embrecing in-its claims,
@& system of ideas sustained by-isolation,’

-and bayonet, the-ultimate arbitets.'

¢ The history of the 19th century is’one
-of steady Russian advance into’ Central '
fAsia, “the gradual ‘subjugation of-the. . }-o.

(Muslim khanates and-other.areas: tmtil-
(8% -last:inithe 1880's’ Russian arms-
.reached "Afghanistan itself where fierce
clashes occurred between Russlan and
tAfghan forces. Rising tension with,Bri--
rtain’ seémied Mkely for & time to result-in
fwar ‘between “Russia’and Britain over'
‘bﬁrgbmt?:;f ‘war’ narrowly -averted
1by ~"“negotiations "’ securing ™ Af,
Hindependenice, bs =iy on i o &‘ihaf

indoctrination,-’and—in “the” end—gun

! -perception of how best to secure its ter-
ritories - by seeking to control, directly
or indirectly, neighboring countries ang
geographical areas. The danger of this

-"activist policy in the name of stcurity
v 1s that it can be endless. ,.”” o
So with Soviet power. today.-In" 1980,
&s in earlier years, it is power, or rather -
_counterpower, ~which ’, Russia" respects’
"and “understands; "~ it -is that. deterrent.
*> power which alone will:indicate to-the ]

e

. ' Soviet- leadership -when and where ‘the - |

-time has come to stop.» w>s aviiis
"¢ .-In Berlin-‘in 1948 -and-1949,- and :
'Cuba "in 1862, the Soviet Union knew °

4

N

can strength and our to use: {
it to set limits to Soviet expansion, and
. thereby . to preserve the .peace of the;,
world. . .+ ot : ‘3o 3t
‘Today we may well ask: Have welost -
the credibility we had then? If so, what. .
.must we do to restore it? Since the‘end -,
of the Second World 'War; the Soviet .
Union—motivated by, concern for secu<”’
rity, the impulse to support and protect -
Marxist regimes, whatever the motivés—,
has stéadily increased the territories and.’
. peoples under -her; direct and indirect *
- control. ‘Where "Soviet power has:been'. j
« halted,” American ‘power; counterpower, >
- deterrent power, has been-the ‘effective *;
- and only barrier to that expansion; <% =%
If we are to heed the warning signs |
. glven by the Soviet move into ‘Afghan~___
"-istan, we must Jook®at’ the unchanging?”
..Russian anxiety :-for security ‘fised” in’’
. ‘recent’years with the Sovlet ideology.of
+advance. And we must note. the chang-’
. +ing balance of :power, in the.relationship
'201. the .Soviet Union :and;the- United-~*
‘estam. Rt ,;.‘:?;.::3;?({254‘45111 =,
£ “hr. Bpeaker, a5 With Churchill i 1934, -
+50 we todiy face the growing’ power of )
.+ an expansionist” State “whose interests.
‘1. are directly-counter-to-ours.. If we but .,
rise to the occasion, we need fear neither:}
‘-war nor'rumor of ‘war. Rdther, we will %
* by our response 'to-the Soviet challenge=.
assure the peace of ‘the ‘world in _this”
generation and, let us pray, for genera<

Ay W

e

. tions yet unbom."'_

2 T
—

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/15 : CIA-RDP11M01338R000400140030-2

.



United States™” .
.-of America

v‘fPl{OCEEDlNGS AND DEBATES OF THE- 9

unﬁrzﬁﬁtuual

6tb CONGRESS, SECOND SESSION

i
-
2

R 'I‘he SPEAKER' pro tempore "Under a
" previous order of the House, _the géntle
. man from Missouri (Mr. Sxm.mn) RCP
¢ recognized for 30 minutes. - 1
+Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker just ‘15
years after the triumph of Soviet com-
{munism. in Russia; Winston Churchill,
* speaking in the House of Commons, told
; of the emergence of Soviet power ln the
mtematlona.l scene with these prophetlc
“words: - »
There 1s Russl& (She) ha.s made herseu’ ‘an
~.Ishmael among the nations,-but she is oné
L of.the most titanic factors in the economy
v and in the diplomacy of the world (with) her !
7 enormous, rapldly lncreaslng armaments,
7 with her tr of p
“gas, eerople.nes.‘t.mks end every klnd ot
¢ xarbidden fruft, .
¢

- “He went on to" speak of her "l.imltlees.:
% manpower and her corrosive hatreds”— J

1*all these, he concluded, “(weigh) ‘heavily
i'upon a whole line-of :countries, some
b small, s6me considerable, from the Baltic
' to the Black Sea, all situated adjacent to
* Russian territory.” He further noteqd that -
r these nations, whose" independence and’
| :natiohhood were sacred to them, were
t-carved, in-whole or in ‘part,-out . oi the
0ld Russian Empire.. : : .
- .-It: has “been nearly 50 slnce
FChurchill spoke those words bo a'largely
F unhearing Ho: toal ndiff t

I.ooking ‘back, surveying the’ past and3
4 then the present situation’of those.na-!
tions and peoples to whom Mr. Church.lllj
alluded we are startled to find that few
7can "be’said to ‘enjoy that . independent
* national. life - to-which they he.cl—amd‘i
<have—as much Tight as any. It is with;
f*a grim sense of the unfolding realltles.
Yof :Soviet’. power ‘today- and: its Steady
3 expansion thatwe ask:-Where are .they’,
'now?; Wher are those countrl&, small,

Balt.lc to- the ;Black- Sea? - Some -have'y
been - literally “swallowed uﬁ. absorbed |
iinto the -Soviet .imperial® _gystem, thelr-

mal:ional identlty uﬁed out,” thelr Teli- | 4
- gious’ and ' cultural” heritage trampled &
P down a.nd oppressed. Others—the sl:rong—
“er-states—find themselves; yoked -0 the
r Boviet as satellites; “able=—at .
malntam & cautious’national e:dstenoe<’
50" long as they subordinate themselves
:to the interests of Moscow. Still -others 3
“find themselves effectively “neutralized,” >,
pexisting at'the sufferance of the S(Met a
~lea.dership, whose overwhe.lmlng strength-
is “willing to. tolerate ,what" need not "be A
dlrectLv absorbed. | =& ia. i ]
We may call the Toll of; nations and
. peoplés upon ~whom" the * power ‘of - 2the. A
iBoviet Unioni weighs thus heavily in on 4
;s WAy or another from’ the Baltic States— £

- Firiland to™ the‘eonntrles .Which,"in vary-"
: ing degrees, ‘continue t6, ‘exist; bemmg
bth-xl; ‘MrChurchill’ would later describe™

85 -an _Iron ICurtain: Pola.nd.fBungary q
'Romanja CZeghw_%nkia 2 East - ]
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'?“"‘By “this "time “we . are “moré - of less
¥ resigned to the extension of Soviet influ-
i ence and power from the Baltic ‘to the

! Blaek Sea. Today, however. as‘'we move !
“into 1980, we have seen & new and more .’

sominous development: the Soviet inva-
,sion of Afghanistan. We see today that
i.the threat of Russian expansion is not
tconfined to Europe. Rather, as through-
out modern Russian history, it extends

‘along the length and breadth of her -,
svast Asian frontier. It casts its shadow

over the Near East and the Persian Gulf, -
-over Indian and Pa.kistan over Chlna
and Japan: .

- Only one unfamuiar with the story of |
heér past would suppose that this expa.n- M
sion into Asia represents somethlnx un- 3

-precedented in Russian history. =
- #.What -is-new and unprecedented
least since the beginning of the era called K
{détente.'is the naked brutality, the un-;
tvelled character,~of -this-move; & direct,”
Lmassive, and ‘continuing intervention in
san area in which Soviet influence had-
“been clearly ‘dominant ‘in sthe -previous ]
:regime—and * Svigorously ' repudiated - by
,the ‘people.-It-is .an-intervention which ;|
:cbx'lngs Soviet military. power to. the very ;
izborders of Pakistan and India, closer to "
£'the oil-fields-of Iran:and the Gulf and
p‘to the ‘strategic Indian Ocean. .
is. .No doubt we do not.now pereeive the
4nva.slon of ~Afghanistan as..s * direct
% threat .to this Nation, but'I direct your}
 consideration ; to“a -parallel situation ]
[:some four, decades" ago—the German in=%
“vesion of Polanid in'1939: . Neither France ;
3 nOr Britain then perceived .that move as;
irect .threat. Both nations-wWere' re-}
ctant to act. Poland was far away; -t
“could ‘not’ be- e n‘ectlvely defended.. Why;7
§t.hen. ‘g0 .to over the “Polish- .Ques-,
“tlon?" In® th d;;only . Mr. Chamber-
lain’s. outrege ‘at-Hitler’s, brazen fdeeelt‘,
< persuaded an unwilling France.to abides
by commitments made—-too late—on the -
L:eve of Poland’s djslntegratlon.

A

——

oy

A e P S 2E

gy ,. Ty oA erucial 8 and olt»en neglected element’

iin the policy known s appeasement was .:

H
.5 ithe fact of Allied unpreparedness in the

; !face of German rearmament. As early as
- 11934 Winston Churchill, standing ‘virtu-

«the present circumstances of the world,
{the ‘strength "of our national defenses,
sand especially of our air defenses, is no
ilonger adequate .to secure .the . peace,
1safety, and freedom of ‘Your Madastys
tfaithful subjects.” His was & voice largely

- It is my conviction that this Natlon to-
-day confronts a crisis with the Soviet

l “‘unheard until almost too late. *

'tion presented before Commons, that “in ]

:ally alone, warned eloquently, in & mo-

e

]
!

{Union not unlike that which Britain -
{faced with Germany ini the decade of the .

&t.hlrtms It is'a crisis to secure the peace.
tsafety, and freedom of our ‘people and of '
those peoples -everywhere who :seek the
fulfillment_of.their legitimate-national '
vaspirations for political, cultural, and re- ‘.
:ligious independence. It is-for them and
tfor:us that I urge the upbuilding- of
{/American strength, an upbuilding based
xupon .8 realistic’ assessment of . Sovlet
ipower now .and in the years tocome, -
¥ .To urgé the preparation of defense
.to essert the lmmdnenee ot WEr. i

sa.me today.
. do not believe
fthat war is' imminent -or that-war. 15 inevit-

jconclusion that, if we do-not begin forthwith «
30 put ourselves in-a position of ‘secur
will- $00 Dej ver to, :

ang: hls eontempo

was that . “‘Germany - -
'was “the fact’ whlch -8s; he ‘rightly per="%
Feeived 1n that‘day. “rivets the ‘attention ,5
fof ‘every country in Eurcpe; inideed in-all

L the world; ‘and which throws:-almost all i
other issues into the background. ,
%" Now, for.us, the “great new. mct is the
alarming imbalance ‘of power by 3 whlch 4

"I My, point isnot:’ of cotrse,’ that
-8hould today turn to i war. over. Afghanis-::
“tan. To ‘the contrary, no sensible person
would 50 hold. -Rather, T would ask you *
to consider the process of appeasement, 7
“of indifference -and of .whistling-in-the- =
i’dark, by ‘which .the crisis in.Europe was:!
Lnermittedjo -develop in_ways_which. in-
sured the inevitability of war. That con-
tsideration’can be instructive;
> The  rdots - of -the .war »which: finally ¢
came in 1939 were not so much in Poland ./
as .in :Czechoslovakia-~in sthe eMunlch
'agreement,-in Austria, and in thé Rhine; !
fland. Had'the;Allied: Powers acted de<
leisively - -and in-_eoneeﬂ; ‘ol those. : earlier
joccasions, e may.well believe tha thére e
would :never -have:been_ a ‘major: war...
Hitler's bluffs—for suc.h they.were 1n the B
| remain

»Lithuanla“,l.atvia.“ﬁ:sbonia—and*from -’J Hts &

-daily --the - Soviet *Union . grows ever§
“stronger ‘and:‘stronger "and, in 7cdnse<.

quence, more determinedly aggr
b its policies. 1 . >
~*-Over. the past 15 yea:

' fadopt our xnmtary programs
At -Sovi tteffoﬁs PRy

of the present crisis Is dramatieal}y evl-}
Fdent in the fact that today the Soviete——";
throngh themss-zo mlsslles deployed 3

Europe—haye eci-,

Fagainst Wi ve, .2
hich will remaln_ln'ef—
ffect | even after the ‘Pershing 11: mlsslles‘

Flike the Persh.lng“n ‘the 55-20" poss&es
'multiple -warheads." or. MIRV, zapabfiity. 3!
In‘the larger, context:.the:Soviets-haye
Fdeployed :nine land-based Dallistic: xnis-’z
sile systems since 1962 ‘as ‘well’as‘coun= 4
m-toree,weapons -which’: ca.n elimlnate

our:missile sllos. Further,"they’ have’ de-d
fployed ‘dx'lSLBM {systems’ 2

ec pabillty :.which :'we : presently
k.. The:Soviet:SS-17 ‘and, S5-18. both;
ave: a.:.'oola.un ;:apablllty for. reloaa- ;

en.” 1
Taries, 7the great new. fact,”.as he said,”
rearming » That'j

Fable, ‘but it seems very difficillt to resist the H

>
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- ... This has drastically altered the former
: situation’ of “mutually assured destruc-
" tion" on both sides. S
' To be sure. we do have the capability
of a retaliatory strike both by.air and by
rsea.” However. it is estimatéd that by
. 1985 the Soviets will be able to knock out
. some 90 percent of our land-based force.
Secretary Brown has warned- that-they
,may even.have this capability by 1982.
»Their “search-type” :submarines must
; also be taken into account™ .- ..
¢ American nuclear. strategy has been
:built: upon. the .concept of a second- |
strike: We have relied upon our .ability
reffectively to rétaliate against the So-
tviets rather than.to defend ‘the Ameri-
~can 'homeland, -people and production- |
ibase alike. It may be that we are the first
-and only great power in history to re-
ipudiate defense of its homeland in the
belief that its retaliatory capability will
sbe an -effective ‘deterrent to.-any first
istrike. But it is precisely that retaliatory
-capability which is being. steadily eroded. !
. -The proposed ~MX -missile system"
:would . ‘give us—at vast- expense—a’
recounter-silo capabilitv:-which will not be
equal to Soviet striking power; yet we
would continue to rely upon a second--
strike, retaliatory strategy.In effect, we y
tare inviting & second wave against us
ithe event of.nuclear conflictic: »;: ™
{ ' Today-the Soviet Union.has 173 divi*;
«sians as against bur total, including both}
"Active and Reserve, of 28. They are liter-.:
fally* swamping:-us in - quantity..: Their;
gmasslve conventional .superiority gives,
ithem' immense flexibility, & _flexibility;
with which we are unable to cope. * . -
.. -1 shall speak more fully of these and.
related concerns at another. time and in,
jterms of a comparison between Soviet,
tahd American -arms programs and .ex-’
penditures. Suffice to'.say here-that we,
are, overwhelmed' by the .quantitative
superiority .of the Soviets and we are in
danger of losing our qualitative edge in
ftechnology ‘and hardware.-And this at
& time in which"we are not ablé-to pro--
vide a ‘nuclear umbrellafor .our allies’
isince our deterrent power lacks credibil-!
E-t‘:r. given the Soviet’ first-strike: advan<:

e SO
R T

- "What is especially distressing is that -
:all this has occurred at the very time
.in " which Soviet-supported moves in |
i Angola, Ethiopis, .and' Afghanistan—in '
- 1978, before the present invasion—have
encountered - irresolute and vacillating
- American response. The Soviet invasion
:0f Afghanistan did not happen in a
‘vacuum. It did not spring out of no-
:where. It reflected a careful calculation .
‘of interest and risk—and the expecta-

- tion, well-founded in recent years, that -

tour response would be minimal and in-
.eﬁIetctive.-,be’ G e T
- It may be the case that we can do re-
‘latively little at present. But if the in-.
-vasion serves to alert Americans to the
-larger crisis which has been gathering
-for years past, then some lasting good
:will have comeé from the suffering and
ithe courage of ‘the Afghan people, i
+-'The parallels, with the decade of the:
Ethirties are disturbing and eniightening.
Even :the-use of ;poison-gas, -to ‘which
F Churchill -alluded’4n. his .speeches,. has’
+found its ‘present-day counterpart, ac-
*-cording to international reports. of the-
s &tFocities which have characterized So-
;viet, tactics against the Afghan guerilla
Lforce:. The long-range consequences of
¢ Soviet intervention, brutal and cynical .
in its methods, can hardly be predlcbed-wJ

%négqne%m ,wughout .the - Islamic.
'world and perhaps among .the . ’
‘peoples in Soviet Asia. . o = Islpmle

5 huréhlll said :‘, :’Z - 5
> "Weo-all.speak under the uncerta of.the ",
future -which . has - man °
o s .f,_ as. ,so: g.tten .bafled human

ou ¥

tinent now:.: e N ¢
I believe. that'if we mialntain at all times.’
in the future an air power sufficient to enable -
us to inflict as much damage upon the most .
Probable assailant, upon .the .inost. likely ;
potential aggressor; as he can inflict upon us,
{wo may x!tnrgm :uurtilpeopzlle effectually tn our’
own time from all those : ’
ventured to describe. < e RS,
» ;g.isi.wtt_h tsom_g;hummty but ‘with &~
€D sense-of urgency that I_reiterate
ithat sentiment in today’s world: only.an.
Eﬁectivg and. credible defense can pro-
gde this Nation and all who look tous,

_hope with~the “assurance of -peace, '
afety, and freedom for ourselves and for*
nerations unborn. An- sdequate and
strong defense is the best—and given the -
realities, the only— *

\
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;. THE LESSONS OF AFGHANISTAN

*The'SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
pnevlous order of the House, the gentle-
;man frem “Missouri ‘(Mr. SKELTOR) is
“recognized for 30 minutes. )

. (Mr. SKELTON asked. and ‘'was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
"marks.) .

‘Mr. SKELTON. ‘Mr: Speaker th.ts is
an historic day—the day the House took .
"a courageous first step in the defense of
.our country; the passage of registration
for a draft. In light of.this it is fitting
sthat we look back to a page in ‘history
and remind ourselves ‘of the lmportance
. of national security. e

- ! -On the first dayof ‘October 1938 the
Right . Honorable “Neville :Chamber-
lajn returned to London from Munich
i where he had ‘met ‘with the German
¢Chancellor, -Adolph_Hitler, the - ‘French

Premier: Daladjer. -and the Ttalian dic-.
wator Mussolini. “The Munich-agreement
.had been signed just after midnight on
' September 29. As a result, Hitler secured
‘everything- he - ha.d-,_.-demanded. -‘while
Britain and France;; having: - ced
;in the first stage of Czechosloyakian dis- -
memberment ‘gave empty: guaramem to
; what ‘was Jeft -of the Czechoslovak na~}
: ;- tion—guarantees -which - were::ignored .
“and derided when, :in 6 months time,
German forces oocupied the rest of ’that :

: ‘axes toftheMuni sett.lemen.~
"German -hégenony was -established in~

& central ‘Europe,. Alljed . prestige -and in--

.,ﬂuence steadily.-diminished. ‘The Fran-i

fico-Ryssian “ailiance of ‘1935, -was effec-

, - t.ively undermined andth’e Soviet leader:

i~z There was many factors behind Ciam- ;
*‘berln.in s decision 0 yleld to Hitler’s so-~
ccalled - ~last ™ territo “demand ' 1 °
¥ Eurgpe: Both’ 'Bﬂtam and ‘France ‘were |
{ unprepared ‘for'a major war militarily |
( + and, ‘perhaps more important; psyc!m-
i tlogicany "“The will “to_resist had- been
N tmpdired. In -both mations ‘most.. people
Honged for: peace,’ ‘the, prospect

‘dreading:
‘éof another terrible-confict. The memory :
iottheoreatWa!'wasalltoo vld. cast=:
ing its shadow over- )il

* ‘Surely these factors heip to “explain -
.the delirium of joy with which the
.Munich agreement was greeted through-

“out the world. Chamberlain himself re-
-turned to a city and a nation elated. He
-was greeted with & tremendous ovation
-for having,-as he himself said bmught
“#peace In our.time.” - .

VlrtualLv alone m ‘his dlssent Win-
n Churchill rose in' Commons barely
5 ‘days after Chamberlain’s triumphant
; return to sound a different and generally
vunwelcome note, Speaking .of those who

“have “control of - -our. political aﬂ’airs ]

be observed that—
. They (have) left us m t.he hou.r of trial

"without adequate national defense or effec .

-uve lntemstlonal secunty

"'~ He ‘went:.on to make a compaﬂson i

“'drawn ‘ from. British ‘history—the un- .’
i -happy reign of Ethelred II, King of the.-

. Anglo-Saxons, known as:the Unready. -

[Under Ethelred, the «¢ountry :lost “the

istrorig position” 1t'had-gained through

+Alfred theGreat almost a century before
j and “fell very swiftly into chaos:” Viking
Iralds increased.in fury, -and the tribute
rwith - which -they were - bought -off, ‘the
t Danegeld, -grew 50 oppressive that r
. holders_were reduced to paupers.

& words'of -the Anglo-Saxon Chrbn

Hurbing parallel ‘between conditiohs un.
-der_Ethelred and under, Chamberlain:

Ali these’ calimities foll uj

%3 evll, then waspenoemadewith them :

“"To th!s eloquent passage Churcmm K
added: -
i" I have nlwnjs neld the vlew that ‘the maLn
ace depends upon’ the a

“Thelmmenseoomblna—
;ﬂons .‘and . ‘Tesources . -Which
[-neglected

1cle, quoted. by ‘Churchill; struck s dis- 2

: p i
fevil counsel, because tribute was not:offered
10 (the enemy) atthe  right time nor yet were.;
they resisted; but when they had done the

of pe B
‘lation o! deterrents agnimst the- ﬁsgressor.
4 with to
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<" 'TION ‘OF THE PEACE - .. -

. The. SPEAKER- pro tempore” (Mr,
' GoNzaLEZ) . Under a previous order of the
House, the gentleman from ‘Missouri"
- (Mr. SkeLTOR) is recognized for 5 min- .
iutes, . . o - R
.- Mr. SEELTON. Mr. Speaker, in Jan-

.uary of 1934,.Adolf Hitler effected the

“first significant breach in the .alliance

.'system which France had built up in .
“Europe after the Great War to guard

; against any future threat by Germany.

‘. The German treaty with Poland, signed

; that . month, was & setback for the

{ League of Natlons, from -which a re-

. armed . Germany . had withdrawn 2

._months before. It was also a defeat for:
{ France and her defensive. alliance with

i_Poland, dating to 1921..In retrospect, we

. can-see‘that it'was ,a move in Hitler's

- Jong-term program of territorial expan=- -
“‘ston, &-‘program ‘whose .success - I

- upon the use of deception'as well as'in-"

-

timidation. .

: - This, then, and the collapse of the-dis< !

; armament talks among-the powers, was.
. the background ‘to the call for *parity” .
¢ by. Winston Churchill, speaking in Com-".

i mons on March 8, 1934, Parity, defined :
{ as equivalence, the quality or condition .

i ‘of being equal, was urged by Churchill

!.as the basis for any international agree- :

j'ment to’ limit or control armaments. He
stressed:. . v vl L. A
- ““This fs the key to aby convention.w!
<mybene.goﬁated...,;v G el

“mutually ‘assured’ deterrence”—that.1s, .
in his own  words, & means “makirig it -
certain that there will be no advantage
to either side-in -departing -from’ what

.~ Although, Mr, Churchill 'was speaking -
 chiefly. of air defense, his concept.of par--
‘ity has special significance for us. today
ras we confront the threat'of Soviet stra-
[ tegic nuclear weapons.”SBomething '’ very

tmuch:like parity. has been’the founda-:
tion- of “our strategic nuclear déterrent-
Fpolicy. Now: it ‘appears.that the balance:
r1s_tilting akainst us. The ‘consequences :
“of that shift are evident throughotit-the .
 globe.” R £3h
1 have had occasto of this
Shift in the strategic nuclesr balance, to*
Eﬁtf ~various aspects of the Soviet bulldup~

“<'What 18 Mr. Churchill’s -parity ‘but .

in arms, conventional and other, and our

-own growing inadequacies. It may be use-
ful to note the steady upward curve of
+ Boviet defense expenditures over the past

- decade. It has been estimated that the '

"'share ‘absorbed by the: defense sector-of
: the Soviet gross national ‘product has
- grown from some 12 to 13 percent in 1970
-to perhaps as much as 18 percent in 1980.
-Of course, since the Soviet GNP has also
-grown during this decade, the.absolute
amounts given to military spending have
* increased ‘even more strikingly. Let me
add that for that same period, 1970-78,
U.8. defense expenditures as a share of
' ogur GNP have declined from 7.5 to 4.6
:“percent or, in constant 1972 dollars, from
-$85.1 to $65 billons, - = . T T
“How is it possible that this could hap-
.pen?. Surely one important factor is to
* be found in American history and in our

vexperience of warlare. Whereas- the .

! Soviet Union—and imperial Russia be-

: fore it-~has had to contend. with major

: invasions-of its territory in almost every
~century: of its- long ‘history, we.in .the
: United States have known no such for-
reign incursion since the War of 1812.
tWhereas the Russians have experienced
tthe threat.of direct invasion as & con-
1stant ‘preoccupation—sdnd,:more ‘often
tthan not, & grim reality, from the Mon-
gols to Hitler—we have hardly ever found -
:ourselves thus- vulnerable. ‘Most .of .our
rexperience -of ‘war has beén overseas. It
:1s sobering to reflect; for example, that we *
are the.only great-power in-the world
‘which has never been bombed, riever sub- :
Ject,-at:least in -modern times,-to -any:
‘major assault upon our cities. That as-?
pect of our experience,-or lack of it, can .
easlly encourage a'kind'of “It can’t hap- .
ipen "here™ complacency.: This ~compla=’
cency has caused us to think of war in:.
‘terms of ‘Flanders Field or Iwo:Jims or*
‘Saigon.  Unfortunatély,” warfare in‘the’
modern world 15 no respecter of persops, :

ino respecter of distances. "%« T s
' The .current Soviet offensive In" Af-.
(ghanistan has been an unexpected reve-
t1ation to the West regarding Soviet terror
tactics. against Afghan civillans, .The ;
razing of vilages, thé use of incapaci=’
tating gas, the commitment ‘of as many

as 115,000 soldiers and airmen.to the

ioperation—all - these- are signs :of :the-
[Kremlin’s determination to dominate fn :

-respond as’wes!_:mna.'l‘he vote by thls @
F House Imi-i'av_qr,’ of registration is surely,’

t

‘énd & scarcity of trained ‘manpower .
‘gtretched from the Atlantic-to-the Pa- .
-cific and now out over the Indian Ocean
.68 -well. The much-publicized rapid-de--
:ployment force -cannot safely be -t
ipatched to the Persian Gulf area without

iour present thres Marine divisions. In the
wvital aveas of airlift and sealift alike, our
iability to sustaln-our commitments is im-
..~ In -the imeantime, ‘thére may be evi- :
fdence that the Soviets' have been not dis- !
-'mantling but. actually expanding their .
germ warfare facilities. We await the full .
.gtory of the “anthrax affair” at Sverd-
.lovsk with skepticism and.deep concern. .
To add-to this concern there is the claim .
.by ‘Soviet emigré -scientists of & .disas- ,
‘trous nuclear.accident in the Urals'dur- o
iln?g' the winter of ‘1957-58.'1req1uﬂngv"u:e' B
tevacuation and resettlement:of-an ares :
fcovering 40 1o -400..square” iniles. -How .
‘much has.been suppressed by the Soviet -
iregime? How much 18 being suppressed?
Deception -and intimidation, 1he alter~ .
{nating policiés-of ﬂljﬂer .An the thirties, -

N o P S
t%% No“nation” playing part y-in the
‘world, and -aspire to play, has & right to be |
+in & position ‘Where it ‘can ‘be ‘blackmailed.

~ ~Without the equivalent of what Mr.™
"Churchill called parity, an effective and’
kéredible nuclear deterrent; we will be in. :
 creasingly subject to a kind of blackmall.
" These are somber thoughts—and they
'ate meant to be. Yét they may also be .

began to'be heeded :

%, Have .8 strong-defénse, and then be ani

_mated by a sincere love of peace. Tn that way
perils loom1
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“OUR "WATCHWORD “is” ESECURITY

OF PEACE P T T ”
The SPEAKER.pro tempote Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-~
,man from :Missouri “(MTr. - sxm:rom is
recogmzed for 30 minutes, © *

=M SKELTON. “Mr. Speaker recent

event.s in'Iran have diverted our atten-

tion from the continuing warfare in
’Afghanistan Without for a moment

Rty

gyl

'H oii&é 0"

ey,

SPEECH ON THE PRESERVATION -

" minimizing the situation in Iran, I sug- i

gest that it is Afghanistan which should
,be in the forefront of our concern.

The Soviet invasion of that land has
‘1rendered unexpected service to this Na-
~zion. It has sensitized the Persian Gulf
countries.once again to the Soviet threat
' and enraged Moslems about the tréat-
~ment their ‘Afghan brothers are receiving
~at the hands of the Soviets. Purther the

e temdins A

;’

¢

+.NATO countries have been forced to rec- .

- tognize where the defensive line must ..
<’be drawn in the Persian Gulf. - .
-»* Soviet actions. will undou‘btedly be
~aimed at destabilizing the Middle East,
- fomenting ‘unrest:here, supporting dis-

sident activities there, always taking ad-
“wantage .of existing tensions. The situa-

.-tion will call for American leadership— _

+patience .and ‘restraint, yes and also
:.firmness and resolution: qualities whlch

~must be rooted in strength. .
-»:Truly, the Afghan crisis marks a hxs-

‘,ftoric watershed in: our relations with. the ¥

- Soviet Unfon. ... » ras w7 "% amms it
3 !Historical annlogieshre always inexa:c
‘rand may . therefore. be misleading. Yet

~only the most foolish would conceive.and :

~execube foreign policy unmindful -and
:*heedless of .the lessons which -the past .
-~affords. . For’ this reason .I“have been :
; drawn to those words of warning spoken '
~~ny ‘Winston -Churchill in .the'decade of
“’the *thirties, ~«words -~whose ' prophetic -

“character would be vmdlcated in his-

“tory 's most terrible war. s:£id5 45k g

' In-March ‘of 19394 few:days” after
'-the Germany,- in flagrant_ violation "of .
the "Munich -agreement,- had occupied ;

cthe Germany, in flagrant -viélation of }

#the ‘remaining ‘territory® of “-Czchoslo- .
‘*vakia—churcmu rose in Commons and |
“spoke ~of the great peril ‘which,- iong
‘foreseen, “was . now -an ominous ‘real- ,

nlty Germany, rearmed, ‘aggressive, and *

mnﬂdent. of success. Within 6. months’
“time, . the *Nazi - armies. would strike :

‘and overwhelm Poland.On the eve of .

y2he'Second ‘World War, then, with Brit-
;nin -and ‘France humiliated and unabie
ito act, ‘Churchill recalled the ‘words ot
.‘General Weygand in France, spoken the

f week before at the’21st anniversary of -

:‘the last greaf. ‘German ‘assault in 1918,
“f Speaklng of - Marshall Foch, named

“pf that terrible ‘battle,: Weyga.lid sl

E ,If Foch had been with us todsy, b, would

Tnot have, ‘spent his time deploring what had |

.been'lost!"He ‘would have sa;ld Do not yleld

. L&;notherya.rd.‘“ a

gmr',Jou.mey >wh1ch. _t.hough encompassed

thy unmeasured, perils, 18 sustained by aoud'

2 R
"L Tme ln 1918 true in 1939 a.nd tme to-
iday in’ 1980.as:our.country finds itself '
8ls0-encompassed by unmeasured perils
!hose nuclear dimensions far exceed- the
g]iest.x-ucl:lve warfare-of the past. il X34

T

A5y s

£:7Do ot “yield ‘ariothér yard.” It is the
* dounsel.not of despair, but of clear-eyed, -
.resolute will. Let us develop that will so
we may preserve the peace—that peace
which, in the final analysis, will -only
_be as secure as American strength. N
Throughout these speeches, I have em- ‘
phasized the nature of the threat which '

“Soviet power and Soviet purpose hold for .
~the United States. I have called attenf .
~tion to the growing imbalance in our re- |
«spective military defenses and the con- "
usequences thereaf. We.need to evaluate
sour total strategy, first making better '
use-of what we now have and then in-
-crea.smg ‘our armaments wherever neces-
i-Sazy. “Put.not your trust in princes,” is |
wthe advice of the Psalmist who reminds '
-4Is not to rely on-any foreign policy or..
.national defense based upon:simple trust. :
t::; 101946, George :F. Kennan,.in & tele- |
:gram sent from Moscow to Washington, -
madethisohservation. 2o candizart
+1r{The-Soviet. Unton). 1. h! d
:.the logic of force... .,.).For tklfli;’ ymsenxsl‘lt’l:m
ea.sﬂy withdraw—and usually does—when -
¢ strong reslstance lsenoountered at any pomt

e He aaded- 7 -v?~ ;_m,ur A -n,")

,,;l_lg m:l"anv;?.ry ‘Gas -sufficent - force &nd
es clear :endlnessto-use:lz he- mel
rhastodoso. ;- ot T 7

“~The'world has changed -in ‘the’past 4
“three decades.*The balance -of, ;powég' is |
ess ¢learly in' our favor. ‘Little wonder 1
“the Soviet leadership has chosen’to take -
'8 hard:line~move into Afghanistan-cq:]
iblatant“and ‘increasingly “brutal “ viola- 3§

L.

J4ion of the right’ 0f peoples to:self-deter-

v'm.na;tion—whiIe ~West, "specifi
“the United Stamﬂ;leas been z)woccuc‘x;lletdv
.‘-wlth Jother ‘natters—-the “Iranian ' crisis,
“'the -problems ‘centered 4n* thé- Israe‘ll-
“Palestinﬂan conflict, and the-heightened’ 3
i~sensitivity of Islamic 3 nations to th need
‘-’tol’i‘zil by ‘industrialized states. v T
e peril is evident. 'We have 4t least -
x-begun {0 address ourselves ‘to our-areas
tof weakness in military defense, ‘Wehave™
:at last.begun- to rally: thewmorwriead- 5
.zership in behalf of our interests abroad.
‘Suﬁcient ‘force arid the readiness'to use
4:It—onrassurmce of confidence and some .
sZmeasure of hope for the peace. . 1
..The United .States-is the first. world
»@ower in history to maintain large-scale 4
iarmed forces without. some 16rm -of ‘con- 4
i-scription. We- Jnus} ask whether that ex<;
{Araordinary- “policy’ is ‘proving to-be-suc- ;
geessful.- Isour readinsssuﬁclentm meet |
“the possiblé étises we mayhave‘to:ace:?
ether .or not. the/draft should. be re- :
H stored. wé must encourage_the upbuild- !
«dng of our defenses, Our-imrhediate need
ids to develop trained forces. Registration’,
-4s a vital step in that direction: -+ 2
£ For one thing,-our Reserves: are well ¢
,below strength—-185 OOOJshont of .our
,.,goa.l Yet our ; -are, as r:Major ;
»General DeWitt Smith .?has said/'the
‘altematlvm :nuclear swar.”, '.I'heyswul'
determine if_we are to avoid &he .choice:
i gt sun-endering or; rmorung 40 nuclea.r
L:yva.rdn the first hours of & major conflict.
E#t- OUr_Active Army has also fallen short
£0f its recruiting goals—some 10,000 short
2 "at present..Some _have estimated that 1f
£ Yoth Reseryes and active troops were all
+ called up we, would" be short by 270,000.-
}- There is. little: -doubt that the deterrent
l"lmpact. of our Army bas’ heenxreaﬂy im-;
?Pﬂl’ed-:;, eig ubirissiong 2 ol
i =:;Moreover, enlisted Tanks are:no longer"
g broadly representative of our- aociet;n'lghe
"loosenlng of -standards..has .created in-
¥ ternal” problems—too much . turbulmce .
& too few,. men, too little equipment. -, ' :

LA

R "-f. Porwiss

epifesenfatzves

; zular enthusiasm for Munich:235:%

,uu.n-:huwur-..,.;« R ‘.,,r-- "ue

EIFP A PR |+ o

TS un’.‘-w- PR ¥ T3 -1[3.-»\";2* s,

¥ Last month; during”a demonstration
_agamst conscription, the. sloga.n “there

O

1s nothing worth - -dying ‘for” “was widely -

acclaimed. ‘To which we can only observe
that where there is nothing worth dying
for, there is likely to be little or nothing -
‘worth ‘lving for. The “me” era of our
recent past must give way. to a new sense
of patriotism, a concern for the survival
of America. We in America have much
‘that is worth living for—and we want
‘to maintain it both for ourselves and for
-our posterity. Indeed, this.Nation re-
mains the last best hope of freedom—as
witness the influx of refugees each day
from lands that have fallen under brutal .
tyrannies. That exodus of refugees—Af-
-ghans, Vietnamese,: Cambodians, Cu-
*bans—tells us‘much about the nature
-of communism in practice. It is no’acci-
-dent that “the” Soviets have Increased
“their’ pressure upon -the dissidents in
.:their midst even as they are dispatching
<their troops to-Afghanistan. . = -
/- T have.quoted repeatedly from Winston
s Churchill’s speeches in the thirties be-
‘cause they seem to me remarkably per-
“tinent for our day. Far-seeing then, they
are no less so now; though the nations
are changed, the principles endure..The
“Great War of 1914-18 came about be-
,cause of an imbalance of power. 8o with
“the second war. It need not be the case
‘wit;h 8 possible’ third, ‘provided we, are
£l:iet,ermim:d to préserve our strength and s
S Testratot ?P@.w,lm Antelll-,

g,,,(Létm ose with Mr. Chumhm's som-1

- ‘ber perors.tion to, his.speech -in".Octo-

,ber 1938,-that :speech .which _ struck an'
?unwelcome note in the midst of t.hen popr

{_\ »The_people should .know ;that - them has
been, gross_neglect ‘and. deficlency in our de-:
fenses;. .they-should know.that we have sus-:
ined ‘a deféat without ‘a war,. the.conse-
quences ‘of " which "'will “travel “far’ wlth us,

;.8long our road; they should know ., that ‘we .
.have passed an awful milestone in our his-
Ztory. when the whole equilibrium of Europe ,

- has: been deranged, ‘and. that the “terrible
»,words have-for the time being -been pro- |
nounced ‘against -the Western - democractes. |

“Thou are weighed in the balance and found
fwanting.”‘And do not suppose that this 15 |

ithe end. This is only_the beginning of .the :
l-'reckoning This 18' only-the first sip, the first~
f{uretssfe of a bitter cup.which will be prof-
iHered-to us year by year unless by & supreme"
-éreeovery of moral"health and martial vigour, <

; we arise agaln and take our sta.nd xpr n'ee 4
"dom as ln the olden tlme . 5T

Lxl:For"Amerlca "fn, 1980, this™i5™n
x\eed not be—*“the beginning of the Tec-.*
“koning.” May We come to see this critica!
i$ime as;the beginning 'of our awakening, !
“painful and unpleasant in'many respects -
fyet alsq bracing and renewing. ‘The late
{Bishop Sheen ;once”suggested that’ we -
jought to -raise’a statue of duty,” ‘perhaps
Fon.thé'west coast,to match ‘the familiar
~Statie of Liberty in the East and toserve ;
‘as a'feminder that true ‘libertydepends -
Lupon the - commitment ‘of our peopie to,
ithe dutles of responsible citizenship. For
,llberty to floiirish,"there must be security !
F,fox- the individual and for the Natlon. ;%4
$3%In the great phrase of Willisn' Pitt the
yElder, “our watchword must be’ securlty e
1Only then may we hupe!o keep the pes,ce ¢
Adna troubled World: =
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LA Truman’s background—he never represenieé the district in the House, but served in the Senate }

born in the town. of
45—tells a lot about the district, even today. Truman was ) 0
flf:rrrx:apians [}103 igufhem end of the 4th, near the Oklahloma_z:,m;l1 A_rl‘(]ar(;sziilr):‘;iegrssy l'“l:; ;&r;lflgrv::se ‘
Crati i in hi g t it cherishe
Democratic, which means that in his mother’s case at leas ! Symp: e ‘
; t its other end, is Independence.
cause of the Confederacy. The largest city in the 4th dxstr}l‘ct, way a s endence.  §
i . t now is Truman Road.in a ninetee! {
1t is an old courthouse town, where Truxjnan.hved on wha n a nincteent
ictori i fe's family. Just a few blocks away is the :
century Victorian houss o ruman wa potg Judge (an administrative position) before his
County Courthouse where Truman was once County Judge (a v re his
- i dence was a small town, the incongruous seat 0
: election to the Senate. In those days Indepen gruo -t of 2
& ichi i burban growth emanating from ‘
: cluded bustling Kansas City. Today the su t ating,
| cC(::l; ‘ga:};ﬁhb:ilooned thc'pogpulation of Independence that Truman’s old Victorian town has ‘
nearly been engulfed. e . wunin
istrict is a combination of rural Missouri counties, like the one Truman g p in,.
an“gh;a‘::ho?lts}:;l%al;;s City metropolitan area, where hehbegzlx: lhxs %q:ll;g?slhzgreci\tcittsiﬁorl:;:ﬁ |‘
istory i i ies, though to a di g e
history is almost totally Democratic. The rural counties, ed extent o eiom).
thetic to slavery (or most unsympathetic 10
years, have clung to the party more sympa! (T O e oxs Who gave
i been Democratic since the days of Tom Prendergast, th P s
¥ra$nsé\sn(§1‘itsys‘1’:rst a‘:ld later ended up in‘jail. Truman himself had no part-in Prendergast's graft but . i
|

ici i : i ited up.

i f the fraudulently high number of-votes the machine pile

. ?:cr(l:osncg;:‘nnllyy :als’err::;fcl)?tilc'iytg have cast 295,000 votes in the 1936 election—more.than it has
‘ ever since, despite considerable growth. (The 1976 total was 235,000) -

ioni | area and Jackson |

istrict’ resentation in Congress has alternated between the rural

C(;?rllet; th‘i)l: tnlc71 sy?g's, from 1959 to 1976, }lth*] hc?:gl{essmar} v:gs. zvgfhg:unl:;gi?ilée fag: '
n Democrat who before his election had held Truman's old jo .

‘lgd)?s:rz‘.i?mceaut?ous man of conservative habits, Randall was a member of the Armed Services

STy raind Xk - s

Committee; he made few waves there or in the House, and decided to retire in 1976 at age 67.
‘Nine Democrats and two Republicans filed for: the seat, but there were only five serious
| contestants. In the Democratic primary two candidates from Jackson County split 45% of the .
" vote; the winner was Ike Skelton, a state Senator from rural Lexington, who won with 40%. The .

Republican nominee was Richard King, the Mayor .of Independence-and a young (32) protege of
‘ Governor Christopher Bond. B [

i

Perhaps unwisely, King tied his general election campaign 6 that of the Governor and Senate ;
candidate John Danforth. Danforth won but Bond, in a surprise, didn’t, and neither did King, He
failed to carry Jackson County, although he came very close,.and carried only five small rural
counties; Skeiton had an unexciting, but sufficient, 56%. Skelton had pitched his campaign to the
rural areas and, as he had promised, won a seat on the House Agriculturé Committee. This is a
seat Republicans would dearly love 1o have won-—it has gone Republican ‘in many statewide

. elections, though it did deliver a small margin for Jimmy Carter. Probably the.last chance they will
I have to retrieve it for some time will come in 1978, and Skelton can hardly fail to be aware of the,

advantages of incumbency which have made so many freshmen in recent years politicallys.
invulnerable. . RPN

"

Census Data - Pop. 466,940. Central city, 2%; suburbaﬁ;,47%. Median family income, $8,740; ‘ '
| families above $15,000: 15%; families below $3,000: 12%.. Median. years education, 12.1.
| ‘ ST

| The Voters

Median voting age 44.

Employment profile White collar, 42%. Blue collar, 38%. Service, 12%. Farm, 8%. i
Ethnic groups Black, 2%. Total foreign stock, 4%. Germany, 1%.

Presidential vote

1976 Ford (R) ... 100,517 (48%)

Carter (D) 108,477 (52%)
1972 Nixon (R) .. - 131,874 (69%)
McGovern (D)

60472 (31%)

Rep. Tke Skelton (D) Elected: 19-7‘6; b. Dec. 20, 1931, Lexington; home, -
Lexington; Wentworth Mil. Acad., U. of Mo., B.A. 1953, LL.B. 1956, U.
of Edinburgh, Scotland, -1956;. Christian Church.

Career Lafayette Co. Prosecuting Atty., 1957-60; Spec. Asst. Atty. Gen.
of Mo., 1961-63; Practicing atty., .1964-71; Mo. Senate, 1971-76.

, Offices 1404 LHOB, 202-225-2876. Also' 219 Fed. Bldg., 301 W.
¥ Lexington, Independence 64050, 816-252-2560.

d Committees Agriculture (25th). Subcommittees: Department Investi-
. gations, Oversight, and Research; Forests; Livestock and Grains. -

Small Business (24th). Sﬁbcommitices: Eh'ergy, Environment, Safety and '
Research; Special Small Business Problems. C -

Groﬁp Ratings: Newly Elected - e R : : ” ‘
. ' v

Key Votes . i?

1) Cut Defense $ NE 6) Delay B-1 Bomber NE "~ 11)S Korea Mil $ Cut NE

2) Dereg Nat Gas NE 7) Chile'Arms Sales .~ NE 12) Common Situs Picket - AGN “

3)Gov Abortion § NE 8) Consumier Prot Agy . NE 13) Prvt Uranium Prod NE ' !

4) Rhod Chrome Ban FOR 9) Nuclear Carriers. © .AGN . 14) Delay Pollution Stnds ~ NE
5) Hatch Act Repeal  NE 10) Assassination Tnvest AGN 15) Curb Bill Collectors  AGN
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THIRD DISTRICT : _ ;8

Missouri’s 3d congressional district consists of the south side of the city of St. Louis and an
adjacent portion of suburban St. Louis County. The line drawn through the middle of St. Louis to s
separate the 3d from the Ist district also neatly separates the predominantly black part of the city :
from the part in the 3d district which remains overwhelmingly (92% in 1970, and about that today)
white. Here on the south side there are still signs. of the German immigrants who made St. Louis
one of the nation's gemutlichkeit cities of the nineteenth century; today, symbolically, an
Altenheim (old people’s home) still sits on the banks of the Mississippi. The most famous of the St.
Louis Germans was Carl Schurz, a friend of Lincoln, a northern officer in the Civil War, a
Secratary of the Interior, and United States Senator from Missouri.

. Today in the ethnic and elderly neighborhoods of the south side of St. Louis (median voting age
in the district is 50), people have stayed with a New Deal Democratic preference or, in the slightly
better off edges of the city, have remained Republican. The -suburban portion is a natural
extension of the city. Most of the people living there now moved out along the radial avenues
extending from the middle of St. Louis. The suburban voters tend to be somewhat more '
tonservative and Republican than their counterparts in the city; although their parents voted for ' :
Roosevelt and Truman, the suburbanites were inclined toward Richard Nixon and Spiro Agnew.

. ¥

For more than 20 years, from 1952 to 1976, the Representative from the 3d district was Leonor H
K. Sullivan. Like many women elected to Congress, she won her seat following the death of a ) £
congressman-husband; in Mrs. Sullivan’s case, she served far longer and with greater distinction. v
Her major achievement.was passage in the House of the-truth-in-lending law, opposed for years 5
by major banks and retailers; she would have ended her career as Chairman of the Banking §
Committee had that post not been won in the Democratic Caucus by the less senior Henry Reuss. g
Instead, she spent her last two terms -as ‘Chairman of Merchant Marine and Fisheries, the body
which maintains heavy government subsidies -to the American. shipping and shipbuilding
industries and to members of -the varicus maritime unions.

{
This is basically a Democratic district, and the struggle for Mrs.*Sullivan’s seat, despite some i
expectations to the contrary, was fought essentially in the Democratic -primary. The main i
contestants were Richard Gephardt, a 35-year-old St. Louis City Alderman, and Donald Gralike, { |
2union leader with support in the suburbs. With a 2-1 margin in the city and only a narrow loss in l
the suburbs, Gephardt won. His general election opponent was a former. president of the St. Louis ! ‘
Board of Aldermen, Joseph Badaracco. But there are few Republicans left here; and Badaracco RN
had little money to spend, while Gephardt ran television commercials aplenty. At 59, Badaracco , 8
was a little old for heavy personal campaigning. He.figured he had to carry the city portion of the i
district to prevail; he got only 33% there. Gephardt won what appears to be a pretty safe seat.

Census Data Pop. 467,544, Central éity, 67%; suburban, 33%. Median family income, $10,199;
i lamilies above $15,000: 20%; families below $3,000: 8%. Median years education, 10.6.

1 The Voters

Median voting age 41. i ) '
Employment profile White collar, 52%. Blue collar, 36%. Service, 12%. Farm, -%.
Ethni¢ groups Black, 6%.-Spanish, 1%. Total foreign stock, 15%. Germany, 4%. Italy, 2%.

Presidential vote .

1976 _ Ford (R) ... 90,574  (51%)

Carter (D) 85,741  (49%)
197‘2 Nixon (R) ... 102,959  (58%)
. McGovern (D) ... 73,362 (42%),

"MISSOURI

_: Rep. Richard A. Gephardt (D) Elected 1976; b. Jan. 31, 1941, St. Louis;
hgxl:le, St. Louis; Nponhweslem u., B.S. 1962,.U. of Mich.,, J.D. 1965;
4 . .

Baptist. } T

: ]
Career Practicing atty., 1965-76; St. Louis City Alderman, 19?1—76.

- Offices 509 CHOB, 202-225-2671. Also 3470 Hampton, $t. Louis 63109,
© 314-351-5100. ‘ {

\ . A
* . Committees Ways and Means (23d). Subcommittees: Oversight; . Social
" Security.

Group Ratings: Newly Elected

e oo SK Mil § Cut NE
NE 6) Delay B-1 Bomber NE 11) S Korea Mil § Cu
3 ([:)l;gelil?lsgsés NE 7) Chile Arms Sales NE 12) Common Situs Picket FOR

i ium Prod NE
t NE 8) Consumer Prot Agy ~ NE 13) Prvt Uranium

% gggdA(tl)g:c;;?: %an AGN 9; Nuclear Carriers AGN 14) Delay Pollution Stnds g}&
S) Hatch Act Repeal NE 10) Assassination Invest AGN 15) Curb Bill Collectors A

Election Resuilts

1976 general  Richard A. Gephardt (D) ....
8 Joseph L. Bacdar:ccg ((Rg)..
1976 primar Richard A. Gephardt
P Y Donald J. Gralike (D)

115,109 (64%)
65,623 (36%)
48874  (56%)
32791  (38%)

: i Two others (D) ..... . 5,640  (6%)
1974 general  Leonor K. iMr. John (D) ..... 96,201  (75%) (827,800)
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i hestate. It includes the thin panhandle that goes west to touch the borders of Colorado and New
Mexico. Aside from a small portion of Oklahoma City and its suburbs, the 6th is almost entirely
- small town and rural. Around the turn of the century, the plains west of Tulsa and Oklahoma City
attracted thousands of migrants—probably a majority of them from nearby Kansas. Like so many
settlers of the Great Plains, these people mistakenly assumed that the land was more fertile and
the rainfall more reliable than was actually the case. The Dust Bowl of the 1930s hit already arid
northwest Oklahoma hard, and in many ways it has yet to recover. In 1907, when Oklahoma was
admitted to the Union, there were 401,000 people living in the counties now wholly contained in
the 6th. district. By 1970 that number was down to 390,000.

]
]

Republicqn part of nonurban Oklahoma. In the late sixties and early seventies, when the
conservative trend in the state was shifting ancestral Democrats to the party of Richard Nixon
and Spiro Agnew, the 6th became one of the most Republicag{garts of the nation. In 1972 Richard

Np(qn won a larger share of the vote in the 6th district (79%) than in any other congressional !
district outside the Deep South.

_ Due probably to the Kansas origin of its first settlers, the 6th has always been the most - ii
|

| But such trends can be short lived, and the Wateigate scandal had its fallout here in Middle
merica as much as anywhere else. Not only did-the traditionally Democratic counties in the
southern lg)art of the district switch’ back to the Democrats in statewide races; so (0o, to a
considerable extent, did.the traditionally Republican counties of the north central region around
_nld.-and Ponca City. Republican -Senator Henry Belimon, a native of the 6th, did carry the
- district on the way 10.a narrow reelection victory in 1974, but Democrat David Boren carried all
the counties but one here in his successful race for the Governorship-the same year. Two years . ]
i later, Republicans scemed a little stronger. Nevertheless, the Republican percentage for President S
declined from Richard Nixon’s 79% to Gerald Ford’s 54%. i

. The 6th was also the scene of one of thé nation’s biggest upsets in House races in 1974. The
| Incumbent was a 66-year-old Republican with the agreeable. name of John N. Happy Camp, a.
solid conservative who had served 20 years in the state Senate and had first been elected to

Congr_css in 1968. Reelected in 1972 with 73% of the vote,.he did not seem to. be in any

¢onceivable political trouble. But Glenn English, the 33-year-old director of the state Democratic . 3
ﬂl;fg, ran a vigorous campaign which by its very nature contrasted his youth to Camp's age. %
English ended up carrying not only the traditionally Democratic counties near his home town in i
¢ southwest corner of the district; he even carried the only two counties in the state {Alfalfa and T
Major) which have Republican registration edges.” The result was a solid 53%44% victory. E

Like s0 many other freshmen from 1974, English had shown his political acumen by winning in
the first tf:lace; given the advantages of incumbency as well, he overwhelmed his opposition in

1976 with 71%. He seems likely to remain a Congressman for many years to come, unless he
i decides to seek statewide office.

1
i
S
f Cam;s Data  Pop. 427,445, Central city, 5%; suburban, 10%. Median family income, $9,305; :g Y
¢ families above $15,000: 19%; families below $3,000: 15%. Median years education, 12.3. %

Median voting age 45. )
Employment profile White collar, 45%. Blue collar, 29%. Service, 15%. Farm, 11%. i
Ethnic groups Black, 2%. Indian, 2%. Spanish, 1%. Total foreign stock, 5%.

Presidential vote

1976 Ford (R) .cccinnninnnninnnninnnens NA
Carter (D) .. . NA

1972 Nixon (R) .. ~ 150998 (79%)
McGovern (D) ....cvciiinrinnnnn 39,712 (21%)

4 Rep. Glenn English (D) Elected 1974; b. Nov. 30, 1940, Cordell; home,
Cordell; Southwestern St. Col., B.A. 1964.

Career Chf. Asst. to Majority Caﬁcus, Cal. State Assembly; Exec. Dir,,
Okla. Dem. Party, 1969-73; Petroleum leasing business.

Offices 109 CHOB, 202-225-5565. Also 800 W. Main St., Yukon 73099,
405-231-5511.

Committees Agriculture (20th). Subcommittees: Conservation and
Credit; Department Investigations, Oversight and Research; Livestock
and Grains.

Government Operations (17th). Subcommittees: Government Activities
and Transportation; Intergovernmental Relations and Human Resources.

Group Ratings
. ADA COPE PC RPN NFU LCV CFA NAB NSI ACA NTU
e 1976 . 25 39 23 .33 33 20. 27 50 - 79 56
! 1975 16 30 - - 73 18 15 - 90 79 60
Key Votes

1) Cut Defense § AGN 6) Delay B-1 Bomber AGN 11) S Korea Mil § Cut AGN
2) Dereg Nat Gas FOR 7) Chile Arms Sales FOR 12) Common Situs Picket AGN
3) Gov Abortion § AGN 8) Consumer Prot Agy AGN 13) Prvt Uranium Prod FOR
4) Rhod Chrome Ban AGN 9) Nuclear Carriers FOR 14) Delay Pollution Stnds FOR
5) Hatch Act Repeal AGN 10) Assassination Invest AGN 15) Curb Bill Collectors  AGN

Election Results

1976 general  Glenn English (D) .ccvvrveirirrncvnincnnenns 137,498 (71%)

Carol McCurley (R) .oeinevierecccnesnnenneens 55,953  (29%)
1976 primary  Glenn English (D), unopposed
1974 general Glenn Enelish (DY . 76392 (53%) ($78.411

Declassified in Part - Sanitized Copy Approved for Release 2013/08/15 : 53.532;
CIA-RDP11M01338R000400140030-2




