H2754 -

Mr. BAUMA AN But this contmumg
resolution will fund that committee

" Mr. DENT. No. As I understand, and -

I may be in error, and if I am, I would be
glad to bé corrected, the Select Commiit-
tee on Assassinations was continued ear-
lier in the session at its reduced rate,
exactly the rate they were operating un-
der at that time.

Mr. THOMPSON. Mr Speaker, will
the gentleman yield? -

Mr. BAUMAN. I yield to the gentle-
man.

- Mr. THOMPSON. The dlstmgmshed
subcomzmttee chairman, the gentleman.
from Pennsylvania, Mr. DENT, is correct,
I would say to the gentleman from Mary-
land. Under -the continuing resolution
which the gentleman from Pennsylvania,
Mr. DENT, has before him,.the Select
Committee on Assassinations will receive
nothing else until it is heard by the Sub- -
committee- on Accounts and is- run
through the Commitiee on House Ad-
ministration and then to the floor of
the House and will continue to operate
under the approximate figure of 84,000
and some. dollars per month, and no
more.

I would hope the gentleman would not
object to the resolution offered by the
gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. BAUMAN. In deference to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey, I will certainly
not cause any cbstruction to this resolu-
tion, and that is strictly due to the best
efforts of my iriend, the gentleman from
New Jersey.

I withdraw my reservatmn ot objec-
tion.

The SPEAKER. Is there ObJeCtlon to
the request of the gentlemarrfrom Penn-
sylvania?

‘There was no obJectlon ;

‘Mr. DENT. Mr. Speaker, I move the
previous question on the resolution.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

A motion to reconsxder was la.ld on the
ta.ole -

: APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON..

HR. 4800, EMERGENCY UNEM-=
PLOYMENT COV[PENSATIOV EX—
'TENSION ACT OF 1977 -

Mr. “ULLMAN. Mr. Soeaker, I ask-
* unanimous consent to take from  the.
Speaker’s table the bill (H.R. 4800), the
Emergency ~Unemployment. Compensa-

tion Extension Act of 1977, with Senate .
- amendments thereto, disagree io the

Senate amendments, and agree tc the
.. conference requested by the Senate.. ..
" The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ore-
gon? The Chair hears none, and appoints
the following-conferees: The gentleman.
from Oregon, Mr. ULLMaN;. the gentle-
man from California, Mr. Corman; the
gentleman from New York, Mr. RANGEL;
the gentleman from California, , Mr.
Starx; the gentleman from Indiana, Mr.
Jacoss; the gentlewoman from Kansas,
Mrs. Kevs; the gentleman from Virginia, -
Mr.- FPisgER; the gentleman from New
York, Mr. ConaBLE; the gentleman from
Michigan, Mr. VaNDER JacT; and the gen-
tleman from California, Mr. KETCHUM. .
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 APPOINTMENT AS MEMBERS OF Us.

DELEGATION OF CANADA-UNITED
STATES m’I’ERPARLIA_MLE\ITARY
- GROUP

- The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the pro-
visions of 22 United States Code 2764, the

_Chair appoints as members of the U.S.
" Delegation .of the Canada-United States-

Interparliamentary Group to be held in
Vancouver, British Columbia, on May 27
to May 31, 1977, the following Members

- on the part of the House: The gentleman

from Florida, Mr. Fascerin, Chairman;
the gentleman from California,. Mr.

‘JorNsON, Vice Chairmsan; the gentleman
- from Massachusetts, Mr. Boranp; the
- gentieman from Florida, Mr.

GIBBONS;
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Han-
LEY; the gentleman ifrom Washington,
Mr. MEeEps; the gentleman from New
York, Mr. LATALCE; the gentleman from

Nebraska, Mr. CAvaANAUGH; the gentleman -

from New York, Mr. McEweN; the gen-
tleman from Kansas, Mr. WinN; the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Goob-

LING; and the gentleman from Vermont,
Mr JEFFORDS

GEN. GEORGE BROWN OUGHT TO
RESIGN OR BE FIRED -

(Mr. MIKVA asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks and-include extraneous matter.)

Mr. MIKVA. Mr. Speaker, I think thaf
the Chairman of the Joint Chiefs oi
Staff, Gen. George Brown, ought to
resign or be fired. His most recenf re-
marks prove once again that he is unfif
to continue as the Nation’s highest mili=
tary official.

General Brown'’s comments. in the pass
have revealed an appalling lack of dis-
cretion, tolerance, or political and

- diplomatic - sensitivity—qualities which
.are essential prerequisites to foreign and

defense service. In 1974, he declared that

_Jews exert undue influence.over Con-
- gress, the media, and banks. Last year, he

characterized our defense commitment

‘to Israel as 2 burden, Britain’s Armed- - -
Forces as pathetic, and the Shah of -

Ta “having ‘“visions of the Persian
ZIBN BR.E x af e e MoaxLrY). Under a previous order of the -

House the genileman from Texas (Mr.

Empire.” These statements were inac-

curate then, and linger as continuing
embarrassments today. But even his pasti -~
excesses pale in comparison to-the latest "
.exposure into the thoughts of Chairman
Brown. The mind processes of the Chair--

man make it clear that he ought to find
another forum to spew his junk. -

- Congress is not, and should never. be
immune . from public criticism. Indeed, -
our republican .system acknowledges,
and even welcomes, the right of citizens

to question, challenge, protest, and peti- - -
tion their Government. That function; =
however, cannot extend to the fop mili~
“tary officials who are charged with insur-

ing the national defense. As President
Truman so appropriately noted when he
was left with no other option than to
relieve General '\/Ia.cArthur almost 26
years ago:

Full and vigorous debate on ‘matters ot
national policy is a vital element in the con-
stitutional system of our free democracy. It

- is fundamental, however, that military com-

: tIODS

manders must be govérned by the policies
and directives issued to them in the manner
provided by our laws and Constitution.

° One of the hallmarks of a free ’sociél:y

“is civilian control over the military. The -‘

military does not make policy; it exe-
cutes it. Our generals do not select which
policies to carry out; they act on what-
ever determination has already been
made. Through their elected represen-
tatives in Congress and the executive,

the people of the: United States.deter- .

mine what their foreign policy will be
and- what defense posture should bte
taken. In giving the back of ais hand to
this process, Ceneral Brown has shown
his insensitivity to the difficulty of hold-
ing on to a free parliamentary process.

Were it up to him, we would have more .

efficient people in Congress who did not
meddle in foreign affairs or military af-
fairs. Maybe he would prefer the Mem-
bers of Congress to clear their remarks
and votes with him or the Joint Chiefs
before we exervised our function.
General Brown’s advocacy of privacy
invasion and condemnation of congres-

- sional input in the decisionmaking proec-

ess harken back to our recent past, when
the American people were routinely
denied the truth about their military op-

erations and were bugged almost to

death as a democracy.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to see Gen-
eral Brown free to criticize Congress and
the Jews and the British and the news-
papers to his heart’s content. He can do
that if he is restored to that civilian
status which would suit him so much
better than his present spot. Indeed, if
he is not sent there soon, the rest of us
will lose our right to criticize the General
Browns that come into high military po-

sition every- once in a while. Nowhere is -

the eternal vigilance that Jefferson urged
on us more urgent than when we are
dealing with the encroachment of the
military on the civilian r-ontrol_ot Gov
ernment.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON -
ASSASSINATIONS

The SPEAXER pro tempore

(Mr.

GonNzaLgz). is recognized for 60 minutes.
(Mr. GONZALEZ asked and was given

permission. to revise and extend his re- -

marks and include extraneous matter.)
Mr. -KAZEN:.. Mr. Speaker ‘will the
gentleman yield?

Mr GONZALEZ. T am delighted 4o~

y]eld to my distinguished colleague, the
gentleman from Texas .(Mr. KAazeN).

Mr. KAZEN. I thank the gentleman for :

yielding. --

“resolution - this = afternocon I
attempted on several occasions to get
recognition from the Chair but before
I could do so the motion on the previous
question was ordered. I wanted to take
the time of the Committee—which in my
opinion was the proper thing to do at
that time, but not having been able to,
I do it nmow—to publicly thank the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ)
for the work that he did in bringing
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forth the resolution calling for the crea-
tion of an Assassinations Committee and

later for the work that he did as chair-

man of the committee. g .
I want to state to the Members here
today that hag it not been for the wbrk
that the gentleman from Texas (MT
CGonzarez) did no that committee, had
it not been for what he did in relation to
the chief counsel on that committee, the
committee today would not have accepted
. the resignation of Mr. Sprague. They had
to accept his resignation because the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ)
pui it on the line and they could ill afford
to keep that kind of person on the staff.
So when we come right down to it,
Mr. Speaker, I believe one of the main

Teasons the resolution passed this after-
noon was because of the magnificent.

work done by the gentleman from Texas,

because we know now had they not fired -

Mr. Sprague that resolution would never
have been adovted by the House. So I
-for one would like to thank the gentle-
man in the well for the tremendous job
that he did, and I might say that the
Touse vindicated his position. Even the
committee vindicated his position and his
actions. : ‘¥ =

Mr. GONZALEZ. I thank the gentle-
man irom Texas. T am deeply gratefnl for
his words. He and I have served in the
Texas State Senate. He had a very illus-
trious background of‘public service in
Texas, going back since he returned as a
combat veteran from World War IT.

Mr. ECKHARDT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. GONZALEZ. I am delighted to
vield to my distinguished colleague, the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. ECKHARDT).

Mr. ECKHARDT. I thank the gentle-
man for yielding. .

First, I would like to echo and endorse
the statement the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. Kazzn) just made. I join him whole-
heartedly. I think he has -quite well
pointed out that.-had it not been for the
effiorts of the gentleman in the well to
relieve a very difficult situation, that

- is to remove Mr. Sprague from his posi-

tion, it would have been impossible I be-'

lieve for the resolution to have passed..
Mr. GONZALEZ. I wish to thank my

colleague.- the gentleman from Texas

(Mr. ECKHARDT), Who also has had avery

~ distinguished record of service in Texas

and of course he has served
distinction in the House. . 3
These words are.heart warming, par-
ticularly in view of the rather unfair as-
saults I have received on the Washing-
ton level from some female harridan col-
umnists in the Washington press corps
without any opportunity to have justice
in that respect, and so testimonials from
men who do know me and have known
me over a period of 2¢ years of publicly
held elective office are most encouraging.
" Mr. ECKHARDT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield for a moment on that
point? o M .
Mr. GONZALEZ. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Texas (Mr. ECKHARDT). - -
+ Mr. ECKHARDT. Mr. Speaker, T have
known the gentleman in the well for
many years. I was absolutely astounded
at a statement that the gentleman is in-
clined to be emotional, to take an arbi-

Wlth great

" white citizens’

-
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trary or hard position. I have found the
gentleman from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ)
to be one of the most courteous member
of any bedy in which the gentleman has
served. But he is also a most dedicated

and strong-minded man. I remember the
gentleman in the well conducted for a_

longer period then any other member of
any legislative body in the world a fili-
buster against nine bills that would have
had the effect of impeding the Brown de-
cision in Texas. It was one of the finest
displays of a forceful and zble defense
of .the Supreme Court’s decision on the
question of civil rights that I think ever
occurred in this country. :

Mr: Speaker, I want to compliment the
gentleman for that, and I hope the Na-
tion remembers the gentleman’s effort
in that regard. :

.Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, once
again I thrank my very esteemed col-
league, the gentleman from Texas (Mr.
ECXHARDT). -

The gentleman evokes memories of ex-
actly 20 years ago, and it is with bitter-
ness that I say this. The gentleman who
spoke previously, the gentleman from
Texas (Mr. Razex), and I, were col-
leagues in arms in the Texas State Sen-
ate, the only legislative body of the 11
Confederate States where the so-called
massive resistance kit .that emanated
from Virginia and finally worked itseif
over to the Texas Legislature were re-
sisted. The Texas Senate was the only

" legislative body where these infamous

laws, because they were an attempt to
freeze into law the Jim Crow provisions
of the Texas constitution and statutes
and to undo the Brown decision of the
Supreme Court, among others. In effect,
there were a total of 14 bills before the
year was out, because the Governor was
compelled to cause two special sessions
of the legisiature. It was exactly 20 years
2go and there was nobody else in Texas
who fought. It was another world. It-was
weird. ‘We -were intimidated. We had
pistoleros, gunmen come in from the
council, from another
world. We would never recognize it today,
thank God; but it is ironic that 20 years'

" later there would be a-solid black cabal

in the select committer that would lead
the fight to undo me in a most malicious
way, because I cannot characterize the
role of the Delegate from the District of
Columbia with respect to my ethics, with
respect to my situation as chairman after
February 2, other than malicious, other
than a calculated premeditated effort to

_first seek the Speaker to knock me out as

chairman and then a calculated course
to resist my serving as chairman, at least
in any reasonable, harmonious way; so,
of course, I am bitter because it seems
not that I expect ever in politics any
such thing as gratitude. I would take the
same position again and I would have

‘taken it if it had involved anybody else,

because I-looked upon it then as merely
living up to the.oath of office to uphold

" the Constitution of the United States.

Mr. Speaker, in my own district Amer-
icans of black or Negro descent constitute
less than 8 percent. They did so then,
but that made no difference. I just feel
that i view of that fact it is ironic
that exactly:20 years almost to the

from the black cabal.

Mr. Sveaker, I believe awhile ago the

gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. PATTEN)
had sought recognition. I will be de-
lighted to yield to_the gentleman from
New Jersey at this time. -

Mr. PATTEN. Mr. Speaker, what could |
make it more natural than the fashion -

in which a reputable lawyer had stated
his respected views? I would like to join
and also pay my respects to the gentle-
man from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ).:

As many know, I voted against the
commitiee. In my expertence, this is
wasting ‘the faxpayer’s money; but in-
sofar as the role of the gentleman goes
to action, I want the gentleman to know

from one Member that T am deeply ap-~
preciative to the gentleman from Texas

{Mr. GONZALEZ) .

Mr. GONZALEZ. I thank the gentle-
. wan very much. I equally express a sin-

cere and heartfelt sense of gratitude for
those expressions from the distinguished

gentleman from New Jersey. He has in-

deed—and in fact, has always—been a
iriend, even when I came as a callow
freshman. One does not forget those
things. - vt B

Mr. PATTEN. Even when the gentle-
man was fighting Ed Foreman at that
time. - #

_ Mr. GONZALEZ. Even during that

time period, that is right, from the very
beginning. I have not forgotten this, and
I surely never will. ’
© Mr. ECKHARDT. Mr. Speaker;- will
the gentleman yield further? :

Mr. GONZALEZ. .I yield to my col-

. league from Texas.

Mr. ECKHARDT. Of course, this Mem-
ber is not prepared to 52y anything
against any other Member of the House,
but I certainly do support the proposi-
tion that what was done 20 years ago
was not just a matter favorable to that
minority generally  called “Mexican
Americans” in Texas.: R

I well remember traveling across that

State at the time the distinguished .

gentleman from Texas (Mr. GONZALEZ)
was speaking, and reading the news-

bapers. I happened to be going from. -

Dallas to Edinburgh, and over- this

sketch of Texas terrain there. was a .

| Tl HATE5
.month I would have receivéd my thanks

switch in position. In Dallas, newspapers ~

favored the bills that would retard equal
opportunities in- the ‘schools, and the

further one went south, the more one -

found Gownzarez’s name spoken - with
Teverence- and praise.

‘consolidate two groups who had been
discriminated against for years in Texas.
There was a time, as the gentleman in
the well knows better than I, when there
were three separate sets of schools i
Texas, and the worst school facilities
were found in the-se-ealled Mexican-
American schools. The reason for that

was that people were not so afraid of

a breakdown of segregation between S0-
called Anglo Americans and Mexican
Americans as they were between blacks
and whites. So they took the risk of even
greater discrimination against the
browns than against blacks.

But, the thing the gentleman in the
well did in Texas that should never be

e

‘What' - HENRY .
Gonzarezs® effort did in Texas was fo-
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forgoiten . is- that he consohda.tad the -
forces as between all who were being
discriminated against at that time, and
achieved more advance in Texas, more
recognition of the equal rights of people,
whether white, black, or- brown; than
any man < know of in Texas. ... .

It was not too long after that, when
to openly attack a politicians because he
was fair to minorities became absolutely
taboo in politics in our State.

Before the gentleman in the well took

his stand and made his filibuster, it was.

the commonest thing in the world to
attack everyone who stood for equal

- rights-in Texas on the grounds that he

was too friendly to minorities. They used
a very ugly term for that. So, I do not
think anybody in my -State deserves

.more praise than the gentleman in the

well for advancing equal rights of a.ll

persons without regard to race.

Mr. GONZALEZ. Mr. Speaker, let. me
say that I am particularly grateful. for
this, because although the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. EcCxHARDT) .- has: said
that before, it has never been on the rec-
ord. As I say, I think when we take an
oath of office, once we are elected there
is no black, white, brown; there is no
economic minority or majority; there is
no rich or poor. One has a duty to rep-
resent each and every one, even those
who did not vote for us.

Well, President Benito Juarez it was
who told my grandfather when they
were fighting against the French and

.won, my grandfather was what was

known as Jefe Politico, and alcalde of his
area.

The grour which fought so success-
fully against the French came to him
and said, “Why did the President want
to appoint this man cver here? He is a
Spaniard: he did net help us fight
against the French.”

So, my g andfather eveatually got to
“\/Ie‘nco City and btrought the matter up
with the President. The President said,
“Don Joaguin, please tell our friends, is
there anybody there that fought with us
that we have not-taken care of?”
- My grandfather said, “No.” .
“Well,- will you
please convey to our friends my message
to please accept my judgment in this

. mafter? It is true that this man is a -

Spaniard; it is true that he did not fight,

-but he did not fight us either,; and I have

a reason IOI' appomtmg hun to Wha.t I
-did.” . )
Pvememoer Wnen you Wm when you

htnumph justice, justice, always justice

‘to those you defeated and your enemies.

But for your friends, justice a.nd every—»

thing else-that- you can.
And I think that-that is a pretty good

poh’lcal lesson that came straight from .-

resident Bemto Juarez to my grand-
father.
‘I think in thvs case I have felt that

bvery seriously since I was a city council-

man, because once I was elected I would
not be more eager to serve those constit-
uents who helped me more than I would
this one who has a Iegitimate cause pub
did not help me. : :
Mr. pE La GARZA. Mr. Spea;:er will
1he gentleman yield? : Al

\Ir GONZALEZ. I yield to the gentle-

man from Texas (Mr. bE La Garza). _ .

Mr. pE LA GARZA. I .appreciate t.he
. gentleman’s yielding. -

-Mr. Speaker, I could not in good con-
science pass up the opportunity to men-
tion that the gentleman should not have
"to mention the things that he did in the
State Senate of Texas. I was serving in

rthe house at the time when his bills were

introduced. And, like here, we could not
filibuster - in the house. -We made every
attempt possible, sidetracking one bill
here, sidetracking another bill there, but
the effort had to be made in the senate.
And-as the gentleman mentioned, in the
wee hours of the morning, perhaps 1:30,

2:00 o’clock, we would come over there

to give hun encouragement. And. right
outside the gallery was an old blax:k

gentleman preacher, who came all the '

way Ifrom east. Texas, and-he told s,
“God bless HENRY GONzaLEZ, God bless
him forever. May we always have ;nends
like that.” .

~ The gemleman ‘did what he thouvht
was the right thing to do, regardless of
the opposition. It took great courage in

Texas at that time. It is easy now to look-

back, but it took great personal courage
to stand up in the senate of the State of
Texas and speak out, long before the
-world knew there was a Martin Luther

King or Selma or Montgomery. And long.

before “We shall overcome” was sung,
the gentleman in the well was doing it,
because he thought it was the right thing
to do, in the senate of the State of Texas.
And I remember him saying and point-
ing to some of his colleagues, “For whom
the bells toll.” He said, “They toll for
‘you, because right”—1I think the gentle-
man used the word—‘shall overcome in
the end.” )

~And then when they had a eonstitu-
tional amendment to bring the vote fo
‘the District of Columbia, the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. WiLson) and the
gentleman speaking handled it in the
House. The gentleman from Texas (Mr.
-KazeN). and. the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. GonzaLez) worked in the senate for

.. Texas to confirm, against the objections

of many of the same colleagues, that the
District  of : Columbia should have the
right- to- vote and then to- have repre-
sentation. The people of the District of
Columbia and, I certainly would hope,
those representatives, should have noth-
ing but respect for HENrRY GoNzaLEZ and
those who were far away from here and
those who were really not suffering.the
scourge of discrimination,.of sitting in

the back of the bus. It was people like ..
Mr. GonzaLEz who -began the. fight, out -~

of the battlefield of Selma and Moni-
gomery. That is where it all began. -

I might mention that in -the -senate
of the State of Texas, as in the well of
this House, the gnntlema,n stood in. ..he
forefront. .

= Mr. GO\IZALEZ I tha,nk tne very dis-
tmcrmsned -gentleman from :- Texas.
Again, I am very grateful, because this
.is the first time on the record.-

-I'will go further. Before I got to-the
State senate, in my own hometown I
had the honor of fighting an attempi to
pass segregatlve ordmances m 1954.

- I stood alone. I lost:that fight. ’I‘he
vote was8to1. -.

The city council of San Antonio d1d
what appeared to be about the same
thing the House has been doing here
with respect to the Select Committee on
Assassinations, about the same thing
that the members of the Select Commit-
tee on Assassinations have been doing.
It-is hard to explain. There is no logic,
no reason for it. After 124 years of mu-
nicipal life, since 1839,.the city of San
Antonio decided on June 19, 1954—which
is a date we know as Juneteenth because
that is Emancipation Day in Texas—to
vass certain ordinances. The city coun-
cil in San Antonio met and passed segre-
gatory ordinances to prevent citizens of

black or Negro descent from being al- -
Iowed access to swimming pools paid for -~

by tax moneys of the city of San Antonio
and access to the Municipal Auditorium
and all other public facilities except a

~ golf course. The ordinance provided that .
the blacks.could use thaf golf course on

Mondays, Wednesda,ys and Fridays ex-
_cluswely

I stood up and fought that Ilost 8to

1. But I was the only ore who was re-
elected, for other reasons, to that city
council.

When I ca,mé back, within 1 year’s.

time, in 1956, I had the honor of intro-
ducing and having "accepted unani-
mously the resolution that did away with
discrimination on account of race, color,
or creed in any tax-supported facility of
the city of San Antonio.

Again I received threats. I had burn-
ing crosses thrown out on the front iawn
of my house. My wife was phoned .and
threatened. It looked as if it was politi-
cal suicicde.

As it turned out, it was not that at
all. The ordinance prevailed, and San
Antonio became the first city south of
the Mason-Dixon Line to pass that type
of "desegregatory ordinance, and thab
was on April 19, 19586.
~ Mr. Speaker, I bring that up only be-
cause we got into this theme and also
because I think that it is obvious that
certain members of the committee, un-
der the leadership of the delegate from
the District of Columbia and supported

‘solidly by- the three other black mem-

bers of the select-committee, picking up
support from at least two other members

of the select committee, had appealed._

to the Speaker to dismiss me as chair-
man. They had made up their minds to-

‘resist my annomtment as the cormmt-

tee chairman.

‘They never had the guts, they ‘never
had the courage to confront me and say,

“We don’t accept you. We won’t work -

with you. The Speaker may have felt
commitied to naming you, buf we don’t
mtend to work with you Larmoniously.”

If they had, I would have accepted -
that, I can assure the Members. I would"

have known exactly what to do, because

I certainly am not efdmored of the title

of chairman. I was not elected chairman .
of the committee by the people of -the
20th Congressional District of Texas; I .

was elected for what I am: The Repre-
sentative to the U.S. House of Repre-

o
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sentatives from the 20th District of
Texas. That is all, and that is all T ex-
pected. I have yet to request any privi-
leges. I have yvet to conspire or to grasp
for any kind of designation, because I
feel that I came up here to- work.
Mr. Speaker, I think I ought to place
- certain facts concerning my attendance
record in this REecorp, since my absencer
last month might indicate that perhaps
my attendance might have some defi-

ciency. I would like to point out that for '

12 consecutive years my-attendance in
this House was perfect in every detail, in-
cluding quorum calls, yea and nay votes,
and everything else. Then when my
mother took seriously ill and I had other
complications involving a member of
the family 2 years ago, I 'lost a few days
for the first time. However, up to the
time that I left here on February 19, my
average aitendance and voting record for
15 vears and 2 months was 98.6 percent.
So when I did finally take the break that
I had last month, it was in effect man-
. dated, by what I had to confront here,
which is the reason I wanted to speak
this afternoon. - 5

The House has acted on this resolution
‘anew, but it does not in any way heip
my situation in making sure that the
record reflects the chronological se-
guence of events and what happened, be-
cause, as I have said in the last 2 days’
of the special orders, it was nowhere to
be found. .

The record revealed that when my res-
ignation was presented to the House. the
whole truth was not given the Members
of tne House. Under those circumstances.
I felt impelled and compelied that as soon
2s I could, I would come back. What.is it
that I have? I have no power. I do not
even have the support of the leadership.
I do not even have the support of those
who where saying that they were expect-
ing me to assert ieadership. However; I
did have the only thing, which is the
forum of this House. That is all, ulti-
madtely, that a Member has; and there-
fore, I have resorted to it. . .

I made very serious allegations, specif-

ic -allegations. They were not general.

- During the course of debate today, I felt

constraint, first, because I had no real.

knowledge as to what treatment I would
receive, particularly by -the majority
Members who were handling the time.

Before this, their treatment of me has -
been arrogant. It has been dictatorial,

authoritarian. It has not
democratic.’

Therefore, I felt that any insistence on
my part to-get up would merely give rea-
son and credence to those who were say-
ing that all I.am expressing is “sour
grapes.” :

I will say, however, that there is a lot
more involved in this. When we evoke
the memory of the things in the State
senate in which my stint began exactly
20 vears ago, I was critical of the senate
then. I found myself at cross-purposes

been very

at one point with the Governor, with the -

Lieutenant Governor, and with the
leadership of the senate. I had a fight
over the appointment of a judge. I asked
the senate not to confirm that appoint-
ment, and the senate solidly backed me
even though it caused me to be worsely
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treated than anything one might have:-
read about. here. o = .
What happened? I was critical at that
time. If-anyone had asked me, I would
have said that in all the English-speak-
ing world the most undemocratic parlia-
mentary body in this State senate. But
now all I can say is that there was a
residual. virtue; there was an inherently
sound. core of integrity in the institu-
tional life of that senate then, even with

‘what I felt were arbitrary tactics, which

is not present in this House. - o

- Mr. Speaker, when I first came to the
House and-up to recently,-a few years
back, I could say, yes, there was an in-
herent core of health in the institutional
vigor of this House, in its leadership, and
in its procedures. I find that has eroded
seriously; and the course of events re-
flected in the setting up and in the his-
tory, brief as it is, of the Seiect Commit-
tee on- Assassinations clearly :reveals
that. - 3 By 0 R e e
. There were several things that hap--
pened: with respect to actions that I
took in my endeavor to state the record:
and to give the truth and the rational
and logical reasons. which motivated
each action once I was named chairman,
which I should refer to. .

For instance, at no time did I have

any indication from anybody -in lead-
ership position, the Speaker, majerity
leader, majority whip, or chairman of
the Caucus, all whom intervened in this
matter, or the chairman of the Com-
mittee on House Administration or the
subcommittee chairmen thereof, that
there was anything other than the strict
mandate of the House of Representa-
tives as reflected in House Resolution
222 that said that all the committee had
was $84,333 per month, period, for any
purpose, for all purposes..

Wnat do we find now? Lo and behold,
the chairman of the committee now, the
gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STOKES) , NOW
says, and he told the Committee on Rules
on March 28 and repeated it today, with

-no questions from anybody, that the

committee had at no time been guilty
of overspending that amount:.or that
stricure mandated under House Resolu-
tion 222. . e E s TR T
:-In the record of February 16, in which
I placed the statement I made at the
time that I attempted to have a comrmit-"
tee meeting to take up the matter of
overexpenditure, I introduced a letter
into: the record that had been written
by the chairman of the House Commit-
tee on Administration in which it clearly
indicated that there were overexpendi-
tures and overcommitments and that
something would have to be done. . . ..
Well, now we find that, no, technically,
they did not use that money to over-
spend but, all of a sudden, the chair-
man says they have had a lot of money
to go traveling to interview witnesses for
the investigators. They have had money
to make long distance telephone calls.
They have had money to do 2 lot of
things. . EE
And he now says, though he said it in
a lower tone and in a less obvious way:
Oh, by the way, when this resolution is
approved today and we go back to the House
Committee on Administration, we are go-
ing to get $2,768,000, of which $200,000 will

pay back the contingency fund of the House. .
of Representatives: ’ . E

What does this mean? Oh, where are
the apostles of frugality over here like
the gentleman from Tllinois who sits on
the committee, and also on-the Commit-
tee.on Rules, Mr. ANDERSON? I have al--
ways heard him get up and just get
adamant about accountability. ’

Now, when did this happen? When did
the committee get the right to dip into
the contingency fund of the House? By
whose authority? : . 4 T

The House said all the committee
could have was $84,333. - ’ RS

- 'What happened here? it =ik

Lo and behold, when I was chairman,
that was prohibited, that was absoluteiy
off limits. What happened? Since when
was this $260,000 debt to the House con-
tingency fund incurred? Who has: ac-
counted for it? Who gave the order?
Who sanctioned it? The commitiee on its -~
own? - : o el S
- Interesting. - - N Sl

Another question came up. The gen-
tlemar from Ohio said I shut off the
records from the ¥BI, as if I were the
Attorney General. Well, first let me say
I did not shut off any records. That is
a canard. It is .a lie of whole cloth.

I did meet with the Attorney General
the week of February 8, if I remember
correctly it was on a Wednesday, or per-

~haps a Thursday, for another reason. I

asked to meet with him not to discuss
the committee. Oh, a few people like the
delegate from the District of Columbia
Jjumped to the conclusion I was going
to ask him about the ¥BI report-they
were talking -about at that time. But,
like many other things he does, he—~
Jjumped to the wrong conclusion. I
wanted to talk to the Attorney General
about a malodorous case that arose in
an adjacent county concerning the mur-
der of a Mexican young man while he
was handcufied by a municipal police
officer and then his body had been.taken -
-in a truck by the police officer’s wife all
the way some 225 miles to another point:
in Texas.. And in sort of a fouled-up
west Texas sparsely settled court atmos-

. phere that man had not even been tried

~for murder, he was tried for a lower fel-
ony and given probation. . oioETi L
There: was loud indignation. at’ this. =
from the Mexican-American community,
and from every other body, whether -
Mexican-American or not. Some: of us

had asked the-outgoing Attorney General, .- _

the outgoing administration, to do some-
thing about it, and they refused. I wanted
to talk to Attorney General Bell. about
the violations of the civil rights of this
.man Morales. Then in the couse of con-
versing with him on that, he brought two
of his assistants and- informed me that
they had gained permission, although
none had ever been asked of the commit-
tee, much less the chairman, for certain
staff members &f. the Assassinations
Committee to go back into the files of the
FBI. Mind you, we have all of these mem-
bers of the Assassinations. Committee
saying that I had exceeded my authority.
But in January,.before there was any
committee—there was no committee;
there was no staff director—the late un-
lamented staff director took it on him-

H.2757~';‘; 2 -:T' -
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self the frst week in January to get into -
very bitter dispute with then -

"

a very.
Attorney General Levi  about . third-
dimensional “evidentiary material .that

the Archives has in its possession in con-:
nection with the Kennedy assassination.
It looked as though there were going to’

o orwa oA £ F
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be an ugly confrontation. I did not see -

anybody protesting when I was asked. to,
please, come in and avoid this alterca-
tion. I was not chairman. There was no
committee. But where were these others?
Why did they not do something then?
No, they were asking me to do it. The
counsel himself called me and said: -

I do not know ’what to do. This ¥FBI1 is defy-
ing me. : - :

I said:

It is not a fqreign government. I am going

to go over there and su; down and talk to

them.

So when I went over, I could not meet-

with them, so we corresponded and talked
on the telephone. The Attorney General
then said:

We are willing to make this bulletm. that
was found down tkere in Dallas somewhere
available to you, but you do not have a com-’
mittee. In the meanwhile we are not going
to allow.you to come in and have access to
our records until you are constituted again.

He was right. We had to accept it. We
were reconstituted then on February 2.
Without telling the Chairman or any
members of the committee, the two law-
yers—one of whom sat here this after-
noon—took it on themselves and went to
the FBI and demanded access to the files
again, saying:

Last night the House reconsntuted the
commitiee.

I was not aware of if, but in the mean-
while I was aware that that same com-
mittee staf had either lost or misplaced
four photographs of the Martin Luther
King autopsy that they had taken from
the Tennessee authorities, and Mr.

. Sprague. the counsel,. had told me all

. Attorney General and which included as. -

— mearsoaw [k }

sound and’ preserved— in a manner that
will not embarrass the House at some fu-
ture time.

I demand to know 1f they ever located
the four missing autopsy photographs of

 Martin Luther King. They were certainly

lost as of a month ago and misplaced.

That is the reason for that. NS
And if the gentleman from Ohio (‘\rIr

DevinNge) -had bothered- to ask and be

-present at the meetings called for he

might have gotten the truth m case he is
interested in that.. .

. Oh, there is ancther thing. A ’\/Iember
of the House who I think now is on. the
committee and is pretty new -talked
about how'I was wrong when I said that

- there were- $9,500 plus in terms of ex-

pense vouchers that were presented to
me that same week that I met with the

the biggest single.item in that list long-

distance telepnone call expenses. And.in. -

turn those attributed to Sprague formed
the biggest single item in that list of.

long-distance telephone calls. I reiterate .
that statement. That is exactly the way -

it was.

But the gentleman who spoke today
was nowhere near the committee at that
‘time. At best he could not have come
on to the committee until after my res-
ignation, and then had access to
vouehers. He said it was not $9,900 for
December 1976, over which we had no
authority and I had no authority then
and the books had closed on the 94th
Congress. Where was the money com-
ing from for that? He said: -

Oh, no, it was not $9,000. It was $11,000.

"The truth is that the dollar amount

"~ of nonsalary expenses for the month of

along that the reason they had not taken -

physical possession of 99 percent of the
evidence that had~been subpenaed in
November and December was that we had
no hold-safe facilities where we could

guarantee the integrity of the preserva--

tion particularly of the three-dimension
evidentiary material or artifacts.

I communicated this to the Attomey
General, and I said: ;

Mr. Attorney General, I 'do- nof know who
is over there. I am not aware of it. and I will

“ask you, please, to suspend any .access to

those fles right now unless and until the
staff requests the Chalrman to make that re-
quest in turn N ey

They never did. \/Ir Spra gue refused
His stafl refused. The Attorney General
sald:

We are going to honor the Chaxrman S.Te-
quest because we think-it is reasonable and
because we do not want to be guilty of find-
ing that some of the evidentiary documenta-
tion that we have will get lost.

I defy the present commxttee the
leadersnip, the outgoing konked out
chief counsel to assure this House that
the rifle that they. have in their pos-
session, that is supposed to be the rifle
that James. Earl Ray used, is safe and

v

December for the committee exceeded
$22,000, but the only vouchers I was ever
given and asked to sign blindly were for
$9,000 plus, and I repeat that statement
and I'stand behind every bit of it.
Now this man said Sprague gave his
check for $124. If he did, he did it
recently, and if the rest of the committee
is-honest and accountable, why do they
not™ search..the-records - for - November

and October-and find out- how- much- -
. Sprague -owes: for those long-distance -
calls?I do not see. anybody halkmc about :

that. .
The -~ gentlema.n from 3 Ohxo ; (\Ir
StoxES), the chairman of the committee,

- said- that they-reluctantly accepted the

resignation of this-erstwhile chief coun-
sel and staff director, that-they had all
faith in him, that at all times he was a
great guy. ‘Well, the best I.can say in
the most. charitable sense is that Mr.
StoxEes has a very facile memory because
on December 6 right here where we were
assembling for the‘ preorganizational
Democratic Caucus, the delegate from
District- of Columbia, the- v121er fro:
Washington, says:

.I'am ready to bust this thing up. I picked

up the paper yesterday and read. where-

Sprague- hired two guys from New York and
they are-both white and one of them is
going to be the deputy counsel for Martin
Luther King and that is where I come in and
I am ready to denounce him and fire him.

I said:-
© Oh, whoa, just a minute.

S}é

cloak room. I summoned him. I said: -

" Mr. Stokes, at the last meeting we had in -

November, which was November 15 and 186,

you were ready. to demand the resignation ..
~of Mr.

Sprague because you said he had
hired only 4 blacks and he had hired a total

oi 37 people by then. Do you remember that? i
He said: ‘ : :

ers_ . g i z L
I said:.
Well, ha.ve you been sa.tlsﬁed.‘-‘

He said: : ‘
Well, I do not know I Jjust wash my hands

" I do not trust him.

So I'then took 1t on myself to call on
the other members of the committee a,nd
I said:

Hold off. Let. us get together and let us
get the staff counsel because we have got to
get the chairman. : 2

At that time, remember the chalrman
was the gentleman- from erwm_la, (Mr
Downing).

Well, the gentleman from Vlrcxma
(Mr: Downing) was in Virginia, but the
gentleman was on his way back to the
district. The gentleman advised that he
would not get in until 6 o'clock, so I ar-
ranged a breakfast the next morning at
8 a.m.-and-all but two members of the
committee showed up. I said:

This is what has come up, gertlemen.
What is the best way to handle it?

They all agreed. The gentleman from

Virginia (Mr. Downing) showed up for
the breakfast and the gentleman from

'Virginia (Mr. Downing) said: .

I will arrange a meeting at 1:30 with Mr.
Sprague and Mr. Fauntroy and Mr. Stokes or
anyone else that wants ta. Will T miss out?

They must have ironed it ouf, because
when I talked to the delegate from the
District of Columbia .(Mr. FAUNTROY)
and the gentleman from Ohio - (Mr.
StoxEes) about 4 pm that afternoon
they said:

Yes, sir; it's okay We think he is gomt7

to be okay.:

‘But I do not know Whether he hn'ed :

any more blacks. or whether he did not.
I-think they had a. goocd point. Why

<~ should not.there be a black deputy coun-

sel in charge of the Martin. Luther King
assassination? Why is. not one -now? I
thought they had a good point, but ap-

 parently they. were satisfied. All of a

sudden they say, he has always been

okay, but they wanted to fire him as of -

December 6. The Delegate told me right
then and there that he was about to call
a press conference. I dxssuaded him from

“it.

" In the presentatmn before the Com-

_‘mittee on Rules on Monday, March-28,

the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. STOKES)
told the chairman and. the rajah of the
Committee on Rules, the gentleman from
Missouri (Mr. BorLring), he said: =

“Gonzalez acted without consulting the rest
of the committee. I do not want to deal now
with-the staff problems. The staff would have
walked out if Sprague had been fired. The
staff-feels that the charges aga.msc Sprague
are un]ust and untrue:,

March 30, 1977,

7. Mr. STokeEs was at the counter in the
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