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TITLE & NUMBER OF BILL: VIETNAM APPROPRIATION - H.J.RES LjL7

ACTION IN HOUSE: Passed May 5, 1965

VOTE OF HOUSE: YEAS LO8 NAYS 7 (Roll Call 1/ 92. )

DR VOTE: YEA

PURPOSE OF BILL: Provides supplemental appropriation for F'( 1965 for the
military functions of the Defense Department in amount of $700 million.

SEE COMMITTEE REPORT ATTACHED AND CONG. FRELINGHUYSEN'S REMARKS.

DR STATEMENT: 1. There was a great deal of confusion as to exactly what a Yes
or No vote would mean on this bill. Essentially, it was nothing more than a
supplemental appropriation bill for the Defense Dept. brought to the Congress
at the specific request of the President and the Secy. of Defense, the reason
being due to the difficulties in Vietnam and the Dominican Republic. Some of
the speakers attempted to expand on this by indicating that it was essentially
a vote for or against Pres. Johnson--for or against the war in Vietnam--for or
against U.S. intervention in the Dominican Republic--for or against escalating
the war in Vietnam, all of which of course is, to some extent, nonsense. It

was nothing more than a vote for or against giving the President the money he
claimed he needed.

(Continued on next page)



Vietnam Appropriation (contd.)

I was personally very much in opposition to the procedures which were
used in connection with this appropriation. To my knowledge, there was no
need for the haste. The President has the $150 million contingency fund
which he can use for the Department of Defense and which would have provided
adequate funds for the period while Congress gave intell igent consideration
to the request For $700 million. None of the President's contingency funds
were used. The bill was ram-rodded through the House and the Senate without
adequate justification ever being given to the need for the money. I would
suspect i- ecomfng--year-s that this will prove to have been nothing more
than a psychological move by the President, aimed not at other nations in
the world, Communist or non-Communist, but directly at the American people--
and it will prove to be a Political master-stroke by President Johnson.

I am told that there was no need for this money.
I know for a fact there

was no urgent need for the money before the beginning of the next fiscal year
and that it could have been handled in the normal appropriation process. The
existence of the President's contingency funds, still unused, proves this point.

I-i-. While there is a lot of idle talk about the psychological impact such an
overwhelmingly favorable vote would have ¡n alerting Communist and neutral
countries as to the determination of the American people, am convinced that
such talk is not very enlightened or--eaninf,l. It is my understanding that
there is no doubi: ¡n the Communist nations, or in the neutral nations, con-
cerning this country's sense of purpose in Vietnam and that on the contrary
the psychological impact of this was not intended by the President to be
directed toward other nations but to the people of this country. There is
no question but that the White House has been increasingly concerned by the
opposition to the President's foreign poi icies that has been aired in the
Senate and in the House by members of his own party and also sensitive to
the criticism of the Press and of various peace groups and student groups
across the Nation. I am convinced in my own mind that the President's pur-
pose was to get the Repubøican Party on record in support of pol icies which
he suspects could prove to be unpopular in coming elections. In this he was
most successful

0f course, much of the above is speculation and only time will tell. My vote
in favor of the resolution was based, obviously, not on any of the above con-
siderations but rather on the more fundamental fact that we cannot know what
is ¡n the mind of the President and certainly we cannot function if we operate
on the assumption that his motives are bad. We have to assume his motives are
good and that what he is requesting in this area is, in fact, in the best inter-
ests of this country. For this reason I supported the request.

Frankly, I do noi: have the vaguest idea whether
I voted properly or improperly.


