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In his press conference on May 20, the Secretary of State had
occasion to refer to the "Bisenhower Doctrine” which he described as
the "Middle Bast Resolution.” He noted, and I gquote, that:

“There is & provision of the Middle Bast Resolution which
says thet the independence of these countries is vital to peace
and the natiopal interest of the United States. Thet is cere
tainly s mndate to do something if we think that ocur peace
and vital interests are endangered from eny guarter.”

later in his remerks he referved to this provision as “"the so-
called Mansfield Amentment.”

I ask unanimous consent to insert at this point in the record the
relevant portions of the tramscript of the Secretary's press conference.

let me note, for the Becretary's information and to keep the record
straight, that there was only one so-called Mansfield Amendment acpted
to the Middle Bast Resolution. It had nothing to do with the provision
to which he referred in his press conference.

A resolution which I offered on the Floor and the only "so-called

Mansfield Resolution" which was adopted reads as follows:




militery sssistance, within the provisions of appliceble law
and established policies, to the United Nations Emergsncy Force
in the Middle Bast, with a viev to maintaining the truce in that
region." (Sec. b PL 85-7, 85%h Congress) |

tay I say, Mr. President, that this emendment was adopted over the
opposition of the Administyétion.

let me say, further, Mr. Fresident, that the fecretary or, whatever
assistant advised hinm, might have been cofifused ln referring erronecusly
to the "so-called Mensfield Resoluticn” by the fact that I &id offer
several apendments to the Bisenhower Doctrine, for purposes of discussion
and clarification, vhich were considered and rejected in Compdtiee. Cne
of these 4i¢ bave something to do with the metter to vhich the Secretary
referred. As for the intenmt of these mmendments, however, it ves made
perfectly clear in a speech in the Sembte cu February 21, 1957. I ask
wanimous consent that the text of this speech Le included at the con-
ddusion of wy remarie.

It was not necessary for the Secvetary, however, to, - and I quote -
"agsume that the introductlion of that resolution had a

meaning and had a significance. You cannot, as & matter of
legislative history, assume that whem you put a nev sentence



e e Y S S ot A A DT o B 1 e e S i S~ e A W P T Y P ST e A 1 8 A S

-3
into & resolution that it is utterly meaningless. We

“Mt&@@ that are

utterly meaningless. )@ﬂ n
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Congress and the Senator from Montans as & part of it, introduce amendments

to a resolution he hopes that they are mot "utterly mweeningless" even if

they are not adopted.

Where the Secretary erred, however, is in assuming a "meaning"and
"significance” when he could very well have discovered the actual meaning
and significance of any and all "so-called Mansfield Amendmente” hy
reading the speech previcusly referrved to.

I introduced these resoluticns because the Eisenhower Doctrine seemed
to me faulty in several respects. It was sprung wpon the world vith a
disgraceful fanfare of publicity as & kind of salvation of the Middle
Best situstion when it did not begin to get at the basic causes of the
difficulties and we are seeing some of the cousequences of this fault
now in the Middle Bast. The so-called "Memsfield Amendments” were, in

correct this fault,

to
m,l-m,\uummmmummamu

Middle Esstern difficulties. The Administretion firuly opposed them.
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The Eisenhower ’ '; too, that it obscured, as

did the Formose Resolution Lefore it, the Constitutiomal division of
powers and responsibilities emdbetween the President and Congress. It
was to correct this fault, too, that & "so-calied MansfieldAlvendment”
was introduced. It was rejected in Committee but a modified version
proposed by another member was adopted by Congress. It is this amendment,
1 believe, which the Secretary had in mind when he erronecusly referred
to the "so-called Mansfield Amendment”. I supported that amendment which
had only one objective, the clarification of the comstitutional guestion
of the division of powers as between the Fresident and the Congress.
That it was urgently needed is, perbaps, best illustrated by the
Secretary's remarks at his press conference on May 20.

What that amendment tried to make clear, but epparently still did
not make clear emough for the Department of State, was that the President
hid the constitutional power to act in a military fashion in a situation
involving the vital interests of the United States but that he could not

expoct Congress to be bound in advance by his sction. There was no

intent to enlarge the scope of the President's proposed resolution and,
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if the Secretary did not know that he could have easily ascertained

thefacts by sending one of his assistants to read the transeript of the
record of the discuseion on the point which took place in Committee. Wn
short, Mr. President, the sole purpose of "bthe"so-called Mensfield Amend-
ment” which wvas not, as sdopted a Mansfield smendment at all, was to make
clear that Congress conceded the right of the Presldent to aet in the
M'ddle Bast but it did not concede the congressional right to approve

or to question his Juigment as to how he acted. To interpret this amend-
ment as & "mandate” is to misread its intent completely. The Amendment
vas sisply designed to bolster the Presifdent in the execution of the powers
of his office, a bolstering which he apparently felt that he needed.

It is not vithout significance, Mr. Fresident,that when a reporter
used the term "Risenhower Doctrine”, the Secretary corrected it to
“Middle East Resolution.” That is e measure of the besic difference
between my intent and the Bisenhower Doctrine as orviginally presented to
Congress, regardless of how the Secretary mey heave chosen to interpret
my intent. In short, Mr. President, it seemed to me essential that the

President act as the President of the United States and not as an agent
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his sctions, as other Presidents before him have assumed them. In short,
W the Fresident wanted & "Doctvine on the Kiddle Best’ then it as in-
cugbent on him to claim suthorship and not pass this boner to the Congress
as the Secretary of State apparently sought to do in his press coaference.
I thought it necessary to set the record straight on this mmtter.
Further, Mr. President, the Secretary's comments at his press conference
on May 20 make it all the more escential, it seems to me, to explore &
new approach to policy in the Middle Bast. This I propose to do in a

full statement to the Semate tomorrow on the situation in the Middle Bast.
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