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MM
It is with deep regret that I am unable to attend the
state convention of my party. If it had been at all possible, I
would have been here to participate in your discussions and to
make a report on my activities in Washington. I want to pay my
respects at this time to all Democratic state officials because
from the Governor on down, they have worked in unity with
Senator Murray and me on all matters affecting our state and
party. I want to pay my respects to all our Democratic county
officials and to all our precinct people for the spirit and unity
they have show, and I want to pay my respects to Senator James E.
Murray, a great liberal, a great partner, and a great man who has
never let Montana down, and he has not spared himself in helping
to build up our state.
The matters which have held me in Washington and
prevented my being with you today are appropriations for the
Hungry Horse, Canyon Ferry, and Anaconda Lines as an
appropriation bill for the fiscal year, which contains many
irrigation and flood control projects for Montana, also the
Smoke Jumper Project for Missoula, the Supplementary Military
Appropriations Bill for the armed forces, the bill covering
family allowances for the dependents of our men in service, the
Anti-Subversive Bill, UNT, the Tax Bill and other measures, as
well as personally appearing before the Administration Appeals
Boards in behalf of Montana’s servicemen, who have asked me to
help them in their individual cases. Most of these bills are of
importance to Montana, as well as the nation, and I feel that as
your Representative you would want me to remain on the job at
this time.
I am especially interested in seeing to it that the
maximum amount of funds will be appropriated for Hungry Horse and
Canyon Ferry Projects, because they are needed not only for the
development of our state, but for the maintainence of our
security. I am very interested also in seeing that enough funds
are appropriated for the transmission lines from Hungry Horse to
Anaconda. I am interested in the bringing in of more private
industries so that great security will be offered to our people
and greater opportunities give to our children. I am delighted
to report that we haver been able to help locate private industry
such as the Victor Chemical Company at Silver Bow, and the Hardy
Machine Company in the Hungry Horse area. At the present time,
another well known chemical company has been give a temporary
contract for 20,000 kilowatts of power by the Bonneville Power
Administration and is looking over the area between Missoula and
Silver Bow for a possible location in furthering development.
Many of you remember not so long ago that the cry throughout
Montana was that we had a surplus of power. Now the question is
where are we going to get the power for the any private
industries, which are making inquiries about locating in our
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state. While we have made great strides in constructing Hungry
Horse, in building Canyon Ferry, and in authorizing Libby Dam in
Lincoln County, we must remember that we are only beginning to
tap the resources which our state posesses in such great
abundance. The key to the building up of Montana is the
development of our water power, because we have in our state ten
per cent of the hydroelectric potential in the entire United
States. Canyon Ferry, Hungry Horse, Libby Dam, mark only the
beginning of the eventual ten million kilowatts, which will be
brought into being in the years ahead and which will build our
state and give to us a more diversified economy and a greater
degree of security for our people.
One of the things which has always bothered me since
working in the mines in Butte, in the smelter of Great Falls and
teaching at Montana State University in Missoula, has ben the
fact that too many of our young people have left the state of
Montana to seek their fortunes elsewhere. They have said that
there were no opportunities in Montana. They have felt that they
had to go elsewhere to make their mark in life. Now the picture
is changing and that change is due to the fact that at the
present time, we are developing our resources and creating
opportunities for those of our people who have stayed with us and
those of our people who have left but come back. We must furnish
every available opportunity and advancement to our people
especially our youngsters because they future of our state and
country will be in their hands. We don’t want other states to
get the benefits and the training which our youngsters have
received. We want our youngsters to stay in Montana so that the
investment which we have made in these trained people will come
back to them and to us many times over. The parents of these
youngsters also have an investment in Montana. They have helped
us by building up our state. They have stayed with us when the
going was tough. They have contributed mightly of their
resources and we are indebted to them for the great contribution
they have made to our welfare. We know that our people would
like to stay in Montana, but we know also that we must give them
every opportunity that we can. We are glad that after a loss of
thirteen percent of our population during the Second World War,
that we have regained that lost percentage this year, and as a
matter of fact are somewhat ahead of the figures for the 1940
census. We are growing now and we will continue to grow because
we are on the road to building up Montana so our people can
participate in its development and partake of the fruits and
profits to be derived there from.
Turning from Montana to foreign affairs, the Democratic
Party is proud of the part which it played in formulating the
Greek-Turkish Aid Plan to stop the advance of communism into
Greece and Turkey. The Democratic Party is proud of the part it
played in sponsoring the Marshall Plan to combat the spread of
communism in western Europe. The Democratic party is proud of
the fact that it worked for and helped achieve the North Atlantic
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Pact among the nations of western Europe, Canada, and ourselves
so all of us together could participate in the common defense
against the advance of communism. We have done these things
because we have recognized that the insidious advance of
communism was extremely dangerous to us. And we have been able
to accomplish these achievements only over bitter opposition and
grave obstruction. We know that if it had not been for the
Greek-Turkish Plan, that Greece and Turkey would today be Russian
satelite states and the Mediterranean would be controlled by the
Soviets. We know that if the Marshall Plan had not been
undertaken that practically all of western Europe would today be
under the control of communism. We know also that if we had not
entered into the North Atlantic Pact to give strength as well as
rehabilitation to the countries of western Europe, that they and
we would be far worse off today that we actually are. I think
that the Democratic Party has done a good job in helping this
country prepare itself. You need only to look at the vote of
individual members of both Republican and Democratic Parties to
find out just who is responsible for what degree of preparedness
we have. I am indeed happy that I was one of those who voted for
the 70 group air force. I am indeed glad that I have been the
leader in the fight to bring about a stronger Marine Corps and I
am happy to report that fifty-five members of the House and four
Senators joined with me when I introduced my bill to strengthen
the Marine Corps. I am only sorry that we were not able to have
th Marines prepared as they should have bee, but it is my sincere
hope that we will have a permanent Marine Corps of not less than
300,000 men, with four full combat divisions, and four complete
wings ready for action at all times. I feel also that we should
do more in the way of handling our home front problems. On the
floor of the House on July 31st, 1950 I made the following
statement:
” First, we should restore regulation W to the government
to limit consumer credit and installment buying. Second, we
should enact tax legislation to carry on the full cost of the
conflict in Korea and to insure our own national security.
Third, we should enact legislation to tax all profits over and
above ordinary peacetime profits on all industries engaged in the
war effort. This would take the profits out of war and ensure
more funds to pay for the cost of conflicts and help to balance
the budget. Fourth, prices on all commodities should be rolled
back to June 25th, the day before the Korean conflict started.
Fifth, none essential government expenditures must be reduced. It
is up to this congress, Mr. Chairman, to do something about high
prices, hoarding, and irresponsible profiteering. These
practices are dangerous to our own security. They hinder our war
effort, they created undue burdens on our economy and lead to
inflation, they are unpatriotic and dangerous and they fall
hardest on the people who can least afford to pay the ultimate
cost. President Truman has acted with speed and courage to
provide the increase in military needs of the time. He has
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offered an anti-inflationary program, which I do not think goes
far enough. While wages have gone up, have not gone up as yet,
they are bound to unless prices are controlled. If prices
continue to rise, it will be hard to bring them down and the
longer this situation continues, the more difficult it will be
to find a solution. Voluntary controls and appeals to patriotism
will in themselves not work. They have never stopped inflation
before, there is no reason to belive they will now. this is no
ordinary political year. We cannot continue either business of
politics as usual. The American people are awake to the dangers
of the times and they are looking to us for leadership. ”
The end of my remarks just a month ago on the House
floor. In Korea today we are facing a difficult struggle. There
is no question as to what the outcome of that conflict will be.
I have heard it said that the United States is responsible for
the war in Korea, and I have heard it said further that the
Democratic Party was responsible for what is now taking place
there. I recall that on January the 19th 1950, this year, the
House of Representatives defeated the Korean Aid Bill by a vote
of 192 to 191. 129 Republicans and Marcantonio of New York voted
with the majority to defeat the bill on that day. It seems to me
that a country called Russia had something to do with the
aggressive tactics of the North Koreans. You and I know that if
the aggression had not been met with force, that today all of
Korea would be occupied by the communists and that Korea would
then be a dagger pointing at the heart of American - occupied
Japan. You and I know that if we had not moved into Korea that
very likely by now other attacks would have been made. You and I
know had these tactics continued eventually we would had to face
the fact and have a showdown with the Union of Socialist Soviet
Republics. It is etter, despite the cost in blood and tears and
sacrifice, that we met the problem in Korea as we have and that we
recognize our weaknesses and prepare ourselves accordingly.
I believe that we should go on as full a mobilization
bases as possible, because we do not know what the future has in
store for us. I belive that if we can keep the Korean conflict
localized and at the same time increase our preparedness, we will
make Russia recognize the hard fact that any further aggression
by her or her satelites will be met with force. Out of this
recognition may come a desire on the part of Russia to try and
cooperate with the western world. The decision as to whether or
not a third world war will break out rests not with us, but with
the Politiboro in Moscow. It holds the key to either war on a
world wide scale or peace on a world wide basis. We know that
because of our action in Korea, the United Nations has become
stronger and we are looking forward to the day when that
organization, man’s best and perhaps last hope for peace will
become a real brotherhood of nations so that all people
everywhere may live in peace and security and be able to work out
their lives in the manner of their own choosing. They stand not
for war, but for peace. The days of isolationism are gone and
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gone forever. We must, whether we like it or not, recognize that
we are a member of the family of nations and that we are brothers
with one another. We must recognize further that what happens in
any part of the world today affects us in one way or another.
The goal we strive for is peace, peace for all mankind. This
peace will not be achieved at the bargain counter or on a cut
rate basis. This peace will be achieved only by unity among our
people at home and with our friends throughout the world. A
mutual recognition of responsibilites is necessary and a mutual
tolerance of one another is mandatory.
Friends, these are only a few things which I want to call
to your attention and which I will call to the attention of the
people of Montana in more detail when the Congress adjouns. In
the meantime, I want to ask of you that we maintain unity in our
party and work together for the victory of all Democratic
candidates in November. Taught we devote our efforts to building
up Montana for the benefit of our people, that we maintian our
security both at home and abroad and that we do all in our power
to bring about the achievements of a just and lasting peace for
all mankind and for generations yet unborn.
This is Mike Mansfield signing off from Washington.

[end of tape 22-310]
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Tape 22-310 Side B
Announcer:
Mansfield.

MIKE MANSFIELD

October 30, 1950

The following time has been purchased by Mike
Now Mr. Mansfield.

MM
My fellow Montanans, this is Mike Mansfield speaking. I
want to at this time thank the people of Montana for the
consideration you have always shown me over the years. I am
grateful to you for your many kindnesses to me during this and
previous campaigns. I have tried to see as many of you as I
could so that I could become more aware of your problems; so
that I could have the benefit of your advise and counsel; and so
that I could be a better representative of the people of my
state. My entire record and my personal background has been
placed before you over the past eight years because everything I
have done has been on record and for all to see. My record,
while not perfect, is good and I am proud of it. I have
campaigned cleanly; I will finish the same way. My opponent has
been indulging in personalities for the past six months;
offering outrageous [accusations] and raising a few legitimate issues.
I shall try not to indulge in personalities but I will expose his
lies by telling you the truth and I will declare my position not
only on the issues he has raised but also on a number of others
and ask him before the people of Montana what he stands for. It
is very easy to become personal in a campaign if the candidate
desires to be elected regardless of the truth and at any price.
It is very easy to criticize but very difficult to offer any
constructive alternatives.
Never once have I heard my opponent mention Montana, our
people, or our development. He has been a demagogue as attested
to by his statement in Butte on September 13 that quotes:
’’Letting Chinese soldiers slaughter Americans in the streets of
Butte and other American and Montana cities is a definite
possibility.” unquote. And claiming further quote: ’’Such an
occurrence could develop in the Mansfield Report on China."
unquote. This to me is the most dispicable statement and it hits
a new low. Does he think that he can fool and frighten the
decent hardworking citizens of Montana by making such an
outrageous statement? My opponent, according to the
Missoulian of July 19 as quote: "Why Mansfield turns to
defend Americans freedoms on the Mundt Nixon Bill.” unquote. Surely
he has gone over my record with a fine tooth comb and knows that
I voted for the Mundt-Nixon Bill two years ago and for the
McClellan Anti-Seditious Bill last month. He thinks because of a
speech which he made before the Republican State Convention last
summer, that I said that the communists in China were quote
’’agrarian reformers". He is entirely mistaken because what I
said in the report, and it was based on Lalks with Pat Hurley,
and others, was that the interest of the Chinese Communists
quote: "seemed to focus on agrarian reforms.” unquote. It
might interest the people of Montana to know, and I am sure it

1 -

will come as a surprise to my opponent, that Senator Patrick
Hurley, former Ambassador to China and former Republican Secretary
of War in the Hoover Cabinet, stated in a speech before the
Washington Press Club on November 29th, 1945 long after my report
on China was published, quote: ’The only difference between
Chinese Communists and Oklahoma Republicans is that the Oklahoma
Republicans are not armed.” unquote. Furthermore, Hurley also
said, and I read from the record quote: "Before the Yalta
Conference in February 1945, I suggested to President Roosevelt a
plan to force the National Government of China to
make more liberal political concessions in order to make possible
a settlement with the communists. The President did not approve
the suggestion." unquote. Remember that’s Pat Hurley, the
Republican speaking, not Mike Mansfield.
My opponent also tries to make you believe that the
warning I received concerning my report, quote: "An idealistic
bog between the [Nationalist Chinese] and Russia." unquote, was
not passed on to the President or congress. A warning was passed
on not only to the President and Congress but to every newspaper
in Montana and to the American people generally and even to my
opponent because I sent him a copy of my report. If you will
read the fifth paragraph on the first page of his speech
delivered to the Republican Convention in Helena last summer, you
will note that he states quote: "I first received a copy of the
Mansfield Report on China during the spring of 1945." unquote.
Furthermore, and I am sure people listening in will find this of
interest, I received a letter from my opponent dated December 5,
1945, from the Port Director’s Office, Seattle, Washington, 15th
Naval District. The last paragraph, and I hold it in my hand,
reads as follows, and this is from my opponent, quote: "Well,
Mike, keep up your excellent work. I know that you have a good
slant on things and goodness knows there is the greatest need for
digging into and action on America's problems. Sincerely yours,
Lt. Ralph Y. McGinnis, U.S.N.R." unquote.
You will note that in a speech last August, he stated
that he received a copy of the Mansfield Report on China in the
spring of 1945. This portion of the letter, which I have just
read, was dated December 5, 1945. Why did it take my opponent so
long, five years, to tell the people about these charges of his?
Why didn’t he write to me and call them to my attention and
demand an explanation? Why is he using such low-down
gutter-snipe tactics now? Is mud-slinging, character
assassination and political ambition the answer? Does he think
that by using the Hitler and Stalin techniques that he could
hoodwink the people of Montana? He also states that because the
Mansfield Report, President Truman in 1945 informed our faithful
ally, Nationalist China, that unless the Communists were admitted
to the government, the United States would deploy more federal
aid. In answer, I want to state that my opponent has greater
access to White House information than I have.
The President at
no time has informed me that my report was the basis for any
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other actions in China. The distortion and uncertainty becomes
even more evident when it is realized that aid of one sort or
another has continued almost without interruption since V-J Day
and is indeed going forward to Formosa today.
We have financed Chinese Nationalists all the time. Why
didn't he tell you that I am one of those who have believed in
this policy and that I am against recognition of Red China and
against admitting her to the U.N.? Remember, too, the quotation
I read a few moments ago, when I showed from the record that
Republican Pat Hurley suggested a Nationalist Communist Coalition
government to President Roosevelt and Roosevelt turned him down.
My opponent also states quote: "At no time since World War II
has he opposed the State Department policy of appeasing Communist
aggression." unquote.
When in doubt, be indefinite. What appeasement? Where
do they take place? Is voting for aid to Greece and Turkey
appeasement? Is voting for the Marshall Plan in Europe to stop
communism appeasement? Is the forming of the North Atlantic Pact
and voting for the Neutral Defense Assistance Act to arm our
friends in western Europe appeasement? Is supporting the Berlin
Airlift appeasement? Is voting for military aid to China, the
Philippines, Iran, and Korea appeasement? By the way, my
opponent has stated that quote: "The blood of every American
killed in our war against Communism could cringe with the
conscience of my opponent, Mike Mansfield." unquote. This is so
despicable a charge that it is contemptible. Why doesn't he tell
you that the bill for aid to Korea was defeated by a vote of 192
to 191 in the House on January 19th this year? And why doesn't
he tell you that of the 192 who voted to kill the Korean Aid
Bill, 130 were Republicans who wound up with Mark Antonio, the
party liner from New York, the Killer. Why doesn't he tell you
that I led the fight for the first stage of the Korea Bill and
that I fought to have the second Korea-Formosa Bill, which
passed, brought up and the Republicans led the fight against aid
to Korea and Formosa and called it quote: "Operation Rat Hole."
unquote.
My opponent even states that Russia and China helped to
create the war in Korea today. This is a contemptible effort to
capitalize for political purposes on the anxiety of all Americans
over events in Korea and the risks to which our young men are
being subjected there. Korea is not mentioned once in my report
of 1945. There was, on the other hand, ample warning of the danger
to the peace in the far East if China did not set its house in
order and thereby forestall imperialistic intervention by the
Soviet Union. He state further, quote: "Ever since 1945, I
doubted and questioned his inference that we had nothing to fear
from Communism in China." unquote. There is no such implication
anywhere in the report. On the contrary, for those who have eyes
to read it honestly, there is a clear cut warning of the danger
of civil war in China and if it came the possibility of quote:
"Intervention of a great power in the Chinese imperil situation."
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unquote. That is precisely what has happened because as every
child knows, Russia is the power behind Communist China today.
Remember his letter to me of August 1945 complimenting me on my
position? My opponent infers and implies what exists in his
mind, and fortunately I am not responsible for that.
The stated
facts disprove his contention and shows him up for what he really
is. It is a strange kind of logic that interprets the clear
warning of a dangerous situation as meaning there is nothing to
fear. I wonder what my opponent would have had me report? Would
he want me to lie or to tell the truth? Would he bare false
witness to catch a vote? If he would, he is not fit for any
office, let alone representing us in the Congress of the United States.
You are entitled to know my full record as your
representative and you are entitled to know my background and my
opponent’s too. As far as our background are concerned, I do not
need to tell you that I was raised in Great Falls, worked in the
smelters there and in the mines in Butte; that I served in the
Navy during the First War at the age of 14, and later in the Army
and Marine corps as an enlisted man. You all knew that and also
that I taught at our University for ten years before going to
Congress. But what do you know of my opponent’s background? Why
doesn't he spell it out for you? What has he said in this
campaign that indicates that he is interested in us, our future,
and the development of our state? Is he afraid to give credit
where credit is due for Hungry Horse, Canyon Ferry, the
Bonneville Line, the Libby Dam, the REA's, the new industries in
the Butte-Anaconda and the Hungry-Horse areas, and all the other
things we have all done together to build Montana?
No, Montana and its people are not worth mentioning by my
opponent. Peace to him is only worth mentioning to the extent
that he says in his report. Did you know he made a report too?
That quote: "The United Nations could not prevent a Third World War."
unquote. I do not subscribe to his defeatist attitude about the
U.N. because it is man’s best and perhaps last hope for peace. I
will fight to keep it going, to strengthen it, to participate in
it. As far as I believe, the lives of our people are the most
important resources we have.
My opponent asked me what my stand on CVA and Senate Bill
1645 is. That is all I can do to read as many of the 9600 House
Bill introduced in the 81st Congress without having to go over to
the Senate and them too. Consequently I have not read F1645. I
do want the people of Montana to know though, as I told you
repeatedly over the years, that I am not against the CVA or any
other similar idea because I think every measure should be
considered on its merits and I would welcome discussion on the
House floor if the CVA Bill is introduced to the Senate.
Furthermore, I have been doing my best to get both the proper
house and senate committee to come to Montana to hold public
meetings, so the wishes of the people could become known. I feel
that any measure which would bring about greater economy of
operation, do away with the duplication of services, decrease the
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number of bureaus, and bring about benefits to the people in the
area concerned, should be given every single consideration.
However, I might state a prelude(?) to the people of Montana, I
would not be in favor of any kind of bill CVA or otherwise,
regardless of what it would do, if it meant another attack on the
level of Flathead Lake, if it meant that Montana would not get
first in major use out of the waters of our state and that it
would not mean added benefits, more jobs, and greater security
for our people. My opponent thinks he’s got a better program and
comes out with what he calls quote: ”A sensitive farm program."
unquote. What a Gem! What is it? We would like to pass
judgement on it. Does he want us to continue to pile up three
hundred and fifty million dollars worth of government purchase,
meat, milk, eggs and potatoes? This food should be made
available to the people in regular market channels at reasonable
prices. That’s what the bill is supposed to do, if the farmer
produces.
He says he will reduce taxes and impose levels on the
bureaucrats. How does he propose to do this to this economy? how
does he propose to reduce taxes and why should he, of all people,
find fault with bureaucrats? I wish my opponent would tell the
people of Montana if in his ten year residence in our state, has
he ever worked for private enterprise? I know that he has drawn
a salary from either the state or the Federal Government during
his entire residence in our state, and in my book that makees him
a bureaucrat. Last night in Missoula, he said quote "Anything a
bureaucrat does or says must be open to suspicion." unquote. He
says he's against socialism at home and communism abroad. That
sounds good, makes a sound slogan and and I’m all for it. But
what specific legislation passed by Congress does he consider
socialistic? What laws on the book would he repeal? Are social
security, REA, rural telephone, veterans pay socialistic? As far
as being against communism abroad is concerned, he should blush
with shame at the record of the majority of his party, because
they joined with Marcantonio, the party liner in obstruction,
cutting down and voting against every foreign policy bill we
tried to enact into law. Who has been giving lip service to the
battle against communism and who’s been in there pitching for
measures designed to get on the right track? Why doesn't he be
specific and tell you what he really stands for? What is his
position on the forest tax, tidelands oil, the natural gas bill,
excess profit tax, minimum wage, social security, REA, the
McClellan bill, and anti-trust legislation? What is his position
on Marshall aid, military assistance, recognition of Red China
and admission of her to the U.S.? What is his postion on
Montana? The people know where I stand on every one of these
questions. Where do you stand?
This is Mike Mansfield saying good night folks until next
Monday, on the same station.
Announcer: The preceding time was purchased by Mike Mansfield,
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speaking on behalf of his own candidacy for Congress. This
program originated in Butte.
[end of speech]
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