The one great rule
of composition is fo

speak the truth.

—TnoreAu

The

L
‘6" %@
, -649& .}‘3
< c:?Q @D
- I‘D}O
\;;f’é’

o Observer

spendent-Liberal Weekly Newspaper-

We wiill serve no
group or party but
will Jtew hard to the
truily as we find it
and the right as we
see 1t.

Vol. 51

TEXAS, JULY 18, 1959

10c per copy No. 15

BEACHES BILL
BECOMES LAW

AUSTIN

Using strategically timed
warnings of burning a sena-
tor in his home district, re-
fusing to support an inade-
quate bill, and delivering a

speech attacking House
Speaker Waggoner Carr,
Rep. Bob Eckhardt of Hous-
ton extracted an ‘“open
beaches” bill from a confer-

ence committee which started
out voting against him, eight
to two. Both houses of the

legislature then enacted it
into law.

Sens, Bob Baker, Houston, and
Jimmy Fhillips, Angleton, co-

sponsors of the Senate beaches
bill which became the vehicle for
the final anti-fences legislation,
joined Eckhardt and Rep. W. T.
QOliver, Port Neches, in the tense
last-day {ight in the closed con-
ference committee sessions.
Together these four then pre-
vailed upon the other six con-
ferees to approve a law which
Eckhardt said contained all the
important provisions of the orig-
inal House-passed bill he au-
thoered. The entire Texas coast
along the open Gulf is declared
open to the publie, with no ex-
emption for Padre Island.

“This kill will protect the rights
of the people to the beaches and
at the same time will preserve
preperty rights of the littoral (ad-
jacent) owners,” Eckhardt told the
House, which passed it, 140-5. In
the Senate only Dorsey Harde-
man voted no.

The bill tells the courts that
the legislature recognizes the
public’s rights to use the beaches
and declares it to be “an offense
against the public policy of this
stale” to build fences to keep the
public out,

Three of Lt. Gov. Ben Ramsey's
five Senate conferees had favor-
cd the House bhill on a test vote—
Sens. Baker, Phillips, and Bruce
Reagan, Corpus Christi. The other
two, Sens. Hubert  Hwudson,
Brownsville, and George Park-
house, Dallas, had voted in favor
of a conference committee.

Three of Carr's five supporters,
Max Smith, San Marcos; Sam
Bass, Freeport, and Ben Glusing,
Kingsville, voted against final
passage of the Eckhardt bill. Only
two, Eckhardt and Oliver, were
on the side that had prevailed,
97-45. .

.several reports,

The first test vote in the con-
ference came on whether to work
on the House or the Senate bill.
Eckhardt argued the Senate hill,
which originally recognized the
public's rights to “state-owned
beaches,” only protected for pu!:n-
lic use the wet sand between low
and mean higher high tide. The
conferees voted 8-2 against Eck-
hardt and’ Oliver, deciding thus
to work on the Senate vehicle.
All the senators voted to work on
the Senate bill, as did Smith,
Glusing, and Bass.

Eckhardt vs. Hudson

At this point Eckhardt became
convinced that there was not
much chance of a bill emerging
he would favor. According to
he told Hudson
that if nothing was ta emerge but
a bill deseribing rights the pub-
lic already could urge in court, or
limiting the public’'s present
rights, he, Eckhardt, would take
steps in Hudson's district. He also
iold the conferees he would not
agree to a bill that was nothing
but a hollow shell, Upon adjourn-
ment .of the conferees Tuesday
evening he addressed several
members of the press, and Wed-
nesday morning stories™wele pes-
simistic about a beach bill pass-
ing.

Wednesday morning, when Carr
was preparing to defend himself
against impeachment TUMmors
(page 3), Eckhardt let it be known
he had prepared a speech accus-
ing Carr of designating beach con-
ferees 3-2 against the temper of
the House. Events in the confer-
ence committee then obviatcd
this speech's delivery.

Tuesday Eckhardt had asked
the conferees to extend the beach
1o be protected for public wuse
from the Senate bill's 12- to 15-
foot strip over which the tide
plays to the House concept of the
sandy beach back to the wvegeta-
tion line.

When the committee reconvened
Wednesday, Rep. Sam Bass, Free-
port, and Baker had incorporated
this provision in a re-draft they
presented. Eckhardt began to
make substantial gains in langu-
age: for instance, theretofore the
publie’s rights to the beaches had
been limited, in the wording, to
areas where they had already ob-
tained “a prescriptive right,” but
new wording extended their
rights to all the beaches the

(Continued on Page 2)

Huebner's Remarks

AUSTIN

Rep. John Huebner, Bay City,
whose amendment limiting public
beaches to 300 feet was super-
ceded in the final hill, engaged
in the {following colloquy with
Rep. Bob Eckhardt with respect
to his conflict of interest as co-
owner of 15 miles of open Gulf
beach:

Huebner: “I worked with you
in some cases on an amecndment,
and against you in other cases. I
think you'll agree none of them
were vicious amendments.”

Eckhardt: “All your work with
me, John, has been courteous and
cooperative to build a good bill”

Huebner: “While I did not qual-
ify myself as an interested party
before the House, I did appear be-
fore committee as an interested
party, and not as a member of the
legislature, Do you agree I was
qualified to represent a class, not
as an interested landowner?”

Eckhardt: “Why, surely.”

Huebner, who also had voted

for certain amendments to the bill

Eckhardt had opposed as gutting
amendments, voted in favor of the
bill on final pascage and for the
final version reported by the con-
ference committee, Eckhardt said
the bill as it emerged preserves
the public’s beaches.

The Gas Issue Jells

AUSTIN

While conference commit-
tees appointed by Lt. Gov.
Ben Ramsey and House
Speaker Waggoner Carr
played out the role of negoti-
ations and the underlying is-
sues filtered to the surface,
the second called session end-
ed in a multi-million dollar
tax deadlock. Growing per-
sonal bitterness alternated
with high hilarity as a close
majority in the House of
Representatives continued a
six-month rebellion against
its own leadership and the
Texas Serlate.

For the record, the deadlock
continued when the House late
Thursday refused to suspend
rules to consider a conference re-
port dating back to the first ses-
sion, a one-vote majority not suf-
ficing under a two-thirds rule,
Earlier in the day, the House had
rejected 83-66 another, though
quite similar conference report
that in turn parallelled a third
report rejected, 81-64, last Satur-
day (see page 6). All three reports
clecsely  followed Senate ap-
proaches to the tax problem em-
bracing a {hree-to-one ratio of

sales to business taxes and no tax

on interstate gas pipeline com-

panies. S
Behind these statistical sum-

maries swirled an increasingly
complex battle that turned on the
critical issue, whether the House
can force the Senate to accept a
natural gas tax on the interstate
pipelines or whether the Senate
can lforce the House to accept a
levy on gas producers in Texas.

Slanting off from this issue are

fiery tangents—slumbering ani-
mosity, somewhat personal, be-
lween conservative House mem-

bers and Speaker Waggoner Carr
(see page 3); a deepening of the
gulf between House liberals and
the Speaker, until now there is
almost no cooperdtion between
them; the beginning of rumblings
in House floor debates that Lt.
Gov. Ben Ramsey is “protecting”

the interstate pipelines; the alli-
ance between House liberals and
the Texas Independent Producers
and Royalty Owners Assn, against
any gas tax that falls on Texas
producers; and, finally, the vary-
ing stances of Governor Price
Daniel, who advocates a pipeline
tax but asked House members fo
accepl a bill without it in order
to end the fight until he calls a

THE SITUATION

The legislative situation now:

Gov, Daniel iaunched a third
special session with renewed re-
quests for his program includ-
ing $40 million from the
gas pipeline companies. House
tax committee hearings, with
witnesses hecld to a2 minimum,
Legin Monday; a bill may be
ready for House debate by mid-
week. . The gas tax issue, as de-
scribed by Housz tax panel
chairman Bo Ramsey: “The
lines are drawn. It's just a ques-
tion of who's gonna pull the
strings tight enough to pass it.”
If the issue is not settled by
Aug. 15, said Gov. Daniel, old
age pensioners’ checks may be
delayed; if not by Sept. 1, all
state money “will be cut off.”
In a seven page memo io mem-
bers, TIPROQ in effect said a gas
tax is inevitable and should be
on pipelines, not producers.

teachers' pay -tax -the - pipelines
session, as he would be generally
expected to do.

The Speaker, over the weekend,
said he appointed a liberal-domi-

nated conference committee to
give “the obstructionists” a
chance. On Monday the Senate
failed to appoint conferees to

meet with the House committee
(a development which stretched
into a 48-hour delay), and tem-
pers flared against Carr in the
House.

Rep. Charles Hughes
Carr. if he had asked the Senate

asked:

to delay naming conferees until
the House could reconsider its
Saturday vote. “That is not true,”
Carr said.

Hughes then issued a press re-
lease saying:

“From reliable sources it is
fairly common knowledge that
the Senate did not appoint a con-
ference committee today at the
request of Speakef Waggoner
Carr, It is also obvious that the
Speaker intends to fight the con-
ference committee which he him-
self appointed ... Apparently he
intends to force us into a special
segsion if he cannot have the tax
bill exactly the way he wants it—
that is, without a tax on the natu-
ral gas pipelines.”

Roaring mad, Gov. Daniel's
House tax sponsor, Rep. George
Hinson, held forth to reporters,
"“I've taken every damn thing off
Carr that I'm going te take. ... To
come out here and boldly admit
he didn't appoint us in good faith.

. It's getting high time that we
the people ¢f this state begin to
fill these galleries that've been
filled by some of the natural gas
alobbyists.". .. Try to make an ass
out of me by appointing me in
bad faith. . The issue as be-
tween a general sales tax and
natural gas pipeline taxes will be
a very lively and spirited one
next summer, I assure you."”

The Gas Issue

After House liberals and 30
moderate-conservatives allies had
prevailed against the Senate tax
bill on the next-to-last day of the
secsion, the gas issue suddenly
flared into prominence when Rep.
Don Kennard, Fort Worth liberal,
moved the House instruct its new
conferees to seek a 2.4 mills per
thousand cubic feet pipeline tax
(for $27 million) in lieu of a one
percent well-head tax on Texas
producers (for $12 million).

Rep. Wesley Roberts, Lamesa
conservative and one of the
Speaker's floor leaders, offered a

(Continued on Page 2)

Compulsory Fee Bill Clears

AUSTIN

After argumentis as to whether
students, professors, or natural
gas companies should pay, the
college fee bill okaying manda-
tory charges to students at state-
supported college finally passed
the House and was sent fo the
Governor. The vote was T4-72.
The bill passed the Senate last
week, 16-15, after a holdout
speech by Sen. Henry Gonzalez of
San Antonio.

The bill authorizes minimum
compulsory fees for student serv-
ices that may be levied by college
governing bodies. The practical
effect of the bill may be to raise
the annual cost per student from
between $12 (estimated by pro-
ponents) to $65 (estimated by op-
ponents).

Arguments swirled around
whether or not the bill was a play
whereby funds, slashed from the
appropriation bill, would be par-
tially made up by levying heavier
student {ees. Raising the point,
Rep. Don Kennard of Fort Worth

said, “I'm not going to vote to
put an additional dburden on stu-
dents-and let natural gas off the
hook. Let's see what's in that ap-
propriation bill before we vote
on raising fees.”

Wesley Roberts of Lamesa
countered, “"What do you mean
‘take care’ of higher education?
If you ‘take care’ of them too
much, some of us will vote against
that appropriation bill. People
are concerned about taxes, teo.”

The dekate had a heavily lib-
eral vs. conservative cast through-
out, with liberals contending that
the fee increase was designed
solely to permit a cut in appro-
priations for the colleges and con-
servatives favoring it on grounds
the college presidents themselves
were backing it because they
needed more funds.

There were exceptions in the
lincup, notably Jamison, Denton
liberal who spoke for the bill on
grounds that the more the appro-
priation bill was cut, the more
urgently the colleges needed the

money. “You say you don't want
this money to come out of the
pockets of students; do you want
to take it out of the salary checks
of the faculty?” Jamison asked.

Rep. Bill Kilgarlin of Houston
said, “This bill violates one of
the fundamental principles of
American society, the Jefferson-
ian principle that _education
should be for the masses rather
than for the Hamiltonian thesis
that education should be for the
elite. . We're talking about a
concept of free public education.
In effect the authors of this bill
the saying the state of Texas can-
not afford to support education,
so we'll take it from the students.”

R.ep. Brownie Dewey of Bryan
said he saw no connection be-
tween the fee bill and the appro-
priation bill. “One small college
president told me if this bill was
not passed, they were going to
have to abolish football.”

Oscar Laurel of Laredo replied,
“If freedom is the promise, I ask
you not to impose a penalty on
those who seek the truth.” :




- THE GAS ISSUE JELLS

(Continued from Page 1)
substitute motion that House in-
struct its conferees not to accept
any gas tax at all. The Roberts
motion was defeated, 108-40. De-
bate began on the Kennard mo-
tion, and many of the behind-the-
scenes issues spilled out into pub-
lic debate.

Said Kennard: “We have reach-
ed a point where every man in
this House knows natural gas is
going to be taxed. And surely, we
all know that, if not in this ses-
sion, then in another special ses-
sion, that gas tax will be put on
the interstate pipelines that bleed
and suck this gas out of Texas
and into the East, That thiz ob-
vious decision has not been made
vet is due in great part to the re-
luctance to tax pipelines on the
part of the leadership of the
House, the Lieutenant Governor,
and the Texas Senate. If we're
going to place a great burden of
selective sales taxes on our Texas
people, the least we can do is
raise part of the revenues from
the long line gas companies. If
natural gas is to be taxed—and
we all know it is—for God's sake
let’'s not tax the producers of this
state, let’s tax the pipelines that
suck this gas out of this state.”

Rep. Menton Murray of Harlin-
gen pointed out that Kennard's
motion would delete a one per
cent tax on producers and sub-
stitute what amounted to a two
per cent tax on pipelines. "Do we
need that additional $15 million?"
asked Murray.

“There is no question that we
do,” said Kennard. “The chairman
of the appropriations committee
was on the House floor this morn-
ing wringing his hands because
there was not enough money to
meet our needs for higher educa-
tion and the mental hospitals.”

Bill Jones, Dallas conservative,
hurried to the back microphone to
ask Kennard, “How do you know
what the Lieutenant Governor
wants?” Rep. Tony Fenoglio
chimed in, “He doesn't even know
what the Governor wants.” Ken-

nard, in the well of the House by
the press table, yelled “I'll tell
you what Ramsey doesn't want,
he doesn't want a pipeline tax.”

Rep. Dick Cory eof Victoria, one
of the Speaker's floor leaders,
spoke against the Kennard mo-
tion. “If a severance beneficiary.
tax hit the long pipelines only,”
he said, “I would vote for it wil-
lingly. But it hits every user of
natural gas, brickyards and places
like that—industrial users, chemi-
cal companies, all your industry
in your hometown.

“In my district, the Aluminum
Company of America has a new
plant,” and their man teld the tax
committee they had expansion
plans that would produce jobs for
400 more people in ' Calhoun
County, Cory said. “He said they
would have to forego these ex-
pansion plans if the gas tax were
increased. What happens in Cal-
houn County will happen all over
Texas. The industrial elimate will
be hurt.”

Rep. Jack Woods, Wace con-
servative, also spoke against the
motion to instruet. “You do not
want to instruct the House con-
ferees. What you are actually try-
ing to do is instruct the Senate
conferees; you're gonna slap ’em
in the face ard then expect 'em
to sit down and talk to you.”

This wag greeted by some
cheers, and Rep. Zeke Zbranek,
liberal from Liberty, yelled, “Let’s
do that, that's what the Senate
needs.”

Then, as the House settled into
a low murmer and the packed
galleries leaned forward, the vote
was called on Roberts's motion
tabling Kennard. The board flash-
ed 75 ayes to table, 74 noes, all
150 members present with the
Speaker not wvoting.: This would
have killed the move to instruct.
Kennard called for a verification:
it showed that Rep. George Hin-
son, sponsor of a pipeline tax,
had voted “aye” by mistake. This
reversed the result. The vote then
recurred on Xennard's motion,
which carried 76-72.

Atwell Try Fails

Rep. Ben Atwell,
servative, then proposed addi-
tional instructions — that the
House conferees support a pack-
age containing a 1% of one per
cent severance tax, a one per cent
corporate net income tax in lieu
of the franchise tax currently rol-
lected, and a “one percent luxury
sales tax with the $50 deductible
provision.” In opposition, Rep.
Joe Chapman of Sulphur Springs
said he was glad Atwell made his
motion, “It's a general sales tax,
and we can now vote on the gen-
eral sales tax.” The vote was 11
aves and 128 noes against the At-
well motion.

One more curious scene remain-
ed to be played out. Without ap-
pointing the conference commit-
tee which had just been instruct-
ed, the Speaker began accepting
motions for noon recess. All of
them were defeated. The word
whipped around the press table,
“They're going to hold him here
until he appoints new conferees.”

Whereupon Carr announced he
had no business on his-desk that
couldn't wait until 2:30, declared
the House “at ease,” and walked
off the rostrum. The move drew
scattered applause from some and
catcalls from others. Chapman
moved the House elect its con-
ferees, but Cory, taking over in
the Speaker’s chair, declared the
motion out of order “in the ab-
sence of the Speaker.” In an ob-
vious reference to the impeach-
ment hassle the day before, Reps.
Zbranek and Kilgarlin moved the
House appoint a committee of ten
members to “go get him and
escort him back to the chair.”

Ronald Bridges of Corpus
Christi stepped to the microphone
and yelled, “Who are the obstrue-
tionists now?".On the floor, Jim
Turman of Gober asked, “Is the
Housz at ease or is the Speaker
at ease?” Houston's Charles Whit-
field replied, grinning, “I reckon
the House is more at ease than
the Speaker.” L.G.

Dallas con-

Behind Closed

AUSTIN

Twice the last two days of the
second special session House con-
ferees favoring a severance-bene-
ficiary tax designed to fall on
long line gas companies sat down
with senators, and twice they
could get no agreement. But the
second time they hinted the sena-
tors had “weakened.”

Saturday Speaker Carr, angry
about, the defeat of the Senate-
version tax report (see page 6),
appointed Reps. Joe Chapman,
Mauro Reosas, Jerry  Sadler,
George Hinson, and Byron Tun-
nell to the conference committee.
The first four favor severance-
beneficiary instead of production
taxes on gas; Tunnell opposes the
production tax and also wvotes
against the severance-beneficiary.

Sunday these five met at Sad-
ler's house and agreed 4-to-1 to
substitute a $27 million pipeline
tax for the $12 million production
fax, cut the cigarette tax from
three to two cents, cause the fran-
chise tax to fall more heavily on
interstate corporations, and take
other steps.

Monday the Senate simply fail-
ed to appoint conferees to meet
with the House side. Not until
Wednesday were five conserva-
lives named — Sens. Weinert,
Hardeman, . Lane, Phillips, and
Reagan., Alter this 48-hour delay,
Scn: Hardeman explained that
there would be time {for “no
major changes” before the end of
the session Thursday midnight.

As they went into scssion, Sad-
ler said “We're just as flexible
as Cousin Tessic Bell’s garter.” As

the door closed on the press, who
are barred from conference com-
mittees, Weinert told the House
boys to sit on the left side of the
iable. “That's the cleanest side,”
he said, laughing.

Hardeman arrived late. A cam-
eraman asked if he could go in
and take some pictures before
they started. “Hellll, no!"”" Harde-
man replied, and slammed the
door behind him.

Except for two minor changes,
the bill the conferees reported
later Wednesday was. the same
one the House defeated Saturday.
All five House conferees voted
against it, though Chapman, Hin-
son, and Sadler signed it to per-
mit the House to vote on it.

Hinson said the senators refus-
ed to consider severance-benefic-
iary “about five times."” He said
only Hardeman actually refused
to accept it, but all five of them
were in accord.

Governor Daniel had phoned
him, Hinson said, saying “he
hoped to God we could get to-
gether.”

After the House slammed the
report to the mat again, five new
conferees were instructed, 76-72,
to fight for the $27 million pipe-
line tax. Carr named Reps. Jerry
Butler, Jim Cotten, and Joe Can-
non, who had voted' for this in-
struction, and Ray Bartram and
Charles Ballman, who voted no.
The Lieutenant Governor named
the same conferees as before.
Thursday afternoon they met for
an hour and a half. The senators
argued that the severance tax
would be unconstitutional. When

Doors

one senator said Comptroller Cal-
vert would not certify it, Cannon
went to Calvert and won his as-
surance that he would—that he
does not look behind laws to their
constitutionality. But there was
no agreement on the issue.

Butler proposed the $50 deduc-
tible general wsales tax to the
senators, but Cannon said it would
lose in the House, and Weinert
agreed.

They also discussed a three-cent
tax on hotels and motels. As they
broke up, Sen. Wardlow Lane
asked the House boys to cease and
desist in their speeches against
the Senate, which caused some
of the House side’s optimism.

Weinert told the Senate that
agreement would have been
“probable” if they had had a lit-
tle more time, but there was not
enough time; the Senate dis-
charged them forthwith. Cotten
told the House prospects for
agreement were “bright” but
there had not been time to finish.

“T think they would take a
small percentage on severance-
beneficiary to test it,” Cotten told
the Observer. However, some on
ihe House side suspected the
senators may have seemed amen-
able because they knew there was
not enough time left to pass a bill.

Finally the fourth set of House
conferees for the session were
named—the same ones on Carr's
first committee, all supporters of
the Senate approach. For the third
time the House killed the Senate-
styled bill, and the new special
session was assured. R.D.

OPEN BEACH BILL
IS FINALLY PASSED

(Continued from Page 1)
courts hold they have a right to
use. An amendment by Sen. Wil-
liam Fly, Victoria, had seemed to
limit access to the beaches to the
narrow, tide-wetted strip, but this

l'was expanded to the entire brach.

The Major Issue

The major issue then took form:
Eckhardt wanted a provision that
the fact that the sandy beach to
the vegetation line is what it is
shall be “prima facie evidence”
that the landowner cannot pre-
vent the public “from using the
area for ingress and egress to the
sea” and that the public has "a
prescriptive right or easement ...
for ingress and egress to the sea”
When Eckhardt said he would
support the bill if this were in-
cluded, Phillips and Baker argu-
ed strongly for this provision, and
the Senate side finally agreed.

Hudson and Eckhardt had a sec-
ond round. Hudson said Eckhardt
had said the evening before that
he would go down to Hudson's
district and try to defeat him.
Eckhardt said that, to the con-
trary, he had intended to convey
that making the bill ineffective
would make a man vulnerable in
his district,” and Eckhardt meant
to make known what had hap-
pened, in such an event, in Hud-
son's district.

All ten legislators signed the
conference report.

The bill as finally passed pro-
vides the public has “free and un-
restricted right” of access to the
Gulf beaches to the line of vege-
fation if the public has acquired
a right to such area “by prescrip-
{ion, dedication, or has retained
a right by virtue of continuous
right in the public.” It is an of-
fense against public policy to bar
the public from such beaches. A
provision says nothing in the law
is to affect the title of the own-
ers or the continuation of fences
for livestock control across sec-
tions of beach not accessible to
cars “by public road or by beach.”

This wording may inferentially
validate  driving along  the
beaches.

“The vegetation line” is defined
to provide that where there is no
such mnatural line, the public
beach extends no more than 200
feet from low tide -mark; where
the mnatural wvegetation line is
consistently more than 200 feet
from‘this mark, the 200-foot line
is the limit of the beach until the
courts decide where it is. Nothing
in the law, says another provis-
ion, shall “reduce, limit, constrict,
or vitiate the definition of public
beaches as defined from time im-
memorial in law and custom.”

R.D.

Pundits Pile On Butler

AUSTIN

"The pundits piled into the
Lyndon Johnson-Paul Butler
dispute, generally on John-
son’s side, while Johnson
complained of an attempt to
“smear Congress” and Butler
reiterated his warning the
Democrats cannot win in
1960 if they “ape the Repub-

lican Party.”
In an exchange with Sen. Dirk-

sen in the Senate, who had asked
for “an armistice between the
Democratic Advisory Council and
the Democratic leadership in Con-
gress,” Sen. Johnson snapped that
there was an ‘organized cam-
paign’”’ going on to “smear Con-
gress.” He conceded Democrats
have differences but said he
would not talk about division if
he had been elected by a 20-14
vote, as Dirksen was.

Butler said that “We can't win
the elections in 1960 if we are to
ape the Republican Party and try
to outdo the Republican Party in
some of the things it stands for.”
He =aid he is “prodding,” not “at-
tacking,” congressional leaders,
and confining himself o “gentle
suggestions.”

‘Sen. John Sparkman, Alabama,
wrote Johnson Butler "is unfair
and has betrayed his duty and
ought to work for party unity or
resign. Sen. James Murray, Mon-
tana, wrote Butler that Johnson
is the best majority leader the
party ever had in the Senate. Sen.
Thomas Hennings, Missouri, said
he doesn't always agree with
Johnson, but Johnson is “forth-
right and dedicated to making an
honest effort” to harmonize ele-
ments in the party. Sen. Sam J.
Ervin, Jr., North Carolina, said
Butler's criticism was “totally un-
warranted” and that the party
does not want their legislators to
dance like mannequins on a
string pulled by Butler.

In Texas, party chairman J. Ed
Connally, Abilene, said Butler
was “a political arsonist” sabo-
taging and causing irreparable
damage to the party. The Austin
Statesman said he is “arrogant,
antagonistie, and dictatorial” and
ought to be ousted.

As for the pundits:

Walter Lippman: Johnson ‘de-

fers to the President so much on
bills dealing with expenditures”
because “This being a presidential
system of government, only the
President ecan govern.” Passing
bills Eisenhower would veto
would be “a mistake.” But John-
son fails to “hold the confidence
of the new generation of Demo-
crats” by “thinking and talking
like the Old Guard Republicans”
instead of preparing the people
for the 1960's, which will be an
era of great expansion of public
activities.

Roscoe Drummond: Butler be-
lieves the country is further left
than Johnson or the majority of
Congressional Democrats believe.
One effect: Butler seems to be
disallowing the senatorial candi-
dates for president. Conclusion:
“...it is eminently logical: a
Johnson nomination based on a
Johnson legislative record.”

Joseph Alsop: Johnson and Sam
Rayburn mean to pass labor re-
form, civil rights, school construc-
tion, and minimum wage bills,
But they have decided that spend-
ing is to be held down, and their
reforms will be “extremely mod-
erate” by “Democratic left wing”
standards. They are right in thei
judgment of the public temper in
this respect.

James Marlow: Butler “fired on
his own troops,” and has also had
a case of double-think, reversing
a promise he made in 1954 to a
Georgia politician he would not
try to make segregation a national
issue.

Robert E. Baskin (the Dallas
News): Does Butler think of him-
self as the servant or the bog‘s of
the party? as “a Moses who will
lead Democrats out of the wilder-
ness of moderation into the green
fields of left-wing liberalism"?
His is “a totalitarian attitude.”

Congressional Quarterly polled
182 senators and representatives
and 73 state party officials and
found that among the congress-
men, 53 percent favor Johnson's
policy and 38 percent Butler's,
while among the state officials, 60
percent favor Butler, 39 percent
Johnson. State leaders from the
South backed Johnson 9-7; those
from the North favored Butler,
37-19,




Carr Calls Impeachment Talk: It Vanishes

AUSTIN

In a low-key, at times
hushed-voice talk that lasted
ten minutes, Speaker Wag-
goner Carr confronted im-
peachment rumors that had
blossomed into newspaper
headlines. He told an as-
sembled House of Represen-
tatives, “If it be your desire
to oust me, then be at your
work,” retired from the cham-
ber, and was minutes later
welcomed back by a standing
ovation from roughly a third
to a half of the members.

The drama, enacted on Wednes-
day meorning, drew a variety of
reactions from the membership,
none of which the Observer was
able to record for “on the record”
quotes.

Carr’'s prepared address opened,
“Yesterday (Tuesday) it was re-
ported that several of you secret-
1y met together for the purpose of

Negro Named
‘Texas Admiral

AUSTIN

A Negro farmer has been named
an Admiral in the Texas Navy by
Gov. Price Daniel, Rep. Jimmy
Day of Atlanta, who nominated
him, confirmed to the Observer.

Day submitted a list of about
30 nominees from his distriet, in-
cluding Willie Melton, a farmer
at Kendelton and past master of
the Masonic lodge, to Gov. Daniel.
Day's list did not specify Melton
as Negro. Daniel named all 30
admirals as a routine matter.

“I was very serious,” Day' said.
“He has done an outstanding job
in helping the Negro population
in that area through weliare
work. He has been one of the
county health officers of Fort
Bend County grand jury. I cer-
tainly felt that any person who
had done as much as he has for
the population of Fort Bend
County should certainly deserve
the honor.”

Day is a segregationist but said
he “varied from ‘em” on several
House votes.

George Christian, aide to' Gov.
Daniel, =aid, “We don’t know who
these people are. We just run 'em

through.” He =aid there is a
“blanket invitation” {for people
to “join the Navy”; often they

write in and ask to be commis-
sioned, and are commissioned by
mail. “I don't think we've ever
turned anybody down,” Christian
said. Admiral, he said, is ‘“the

‘| be further

only rank.”

devising a plan to oust me as
Speaker of the House of Repre-
sentatives, The plans devised in
this secret meeting were carried
in all the newspapers throughout
the state last night and today. In
most instances, the newspapers
carried large and bold headlines
proclaiming that some members
of this House met at this secret
rendezvous and planned my re-
moval."

In an interview with news re-
porters, Carr blamed the impasse
on taxes on “an alliance between
liberals and sales taxers.” “When
I 'say liberals, I don't mean all
liberals, many are conscientious,
I mean the radicals—the far left
group,” he said.

The House was besieged by
“personal privilege” speechesafter
Carr returned to the chair. Rep.
Charles Whitfield, Houston lib-
eral, paused to salute Carr “for
the classic manner you met the
challenge,” then criticized Carr's
statements to newsmen that the
impeachment rumors were the
work of *“a left-wing' liberal”
Said Whitfield, “Nothing could
from the truth, Mr.
Speaker. As a matter of fact, the
original suggestion came from a
member of the rock-ribbed East
Texas conservative group, but we
all talked about it.”

The day before, when impeach-
ment rumors were common lalk
in downtown Austin hotels as
well as on the House floor, news-
men, following speculation as to
who started the rumors, ques-
tioned Rep. Jerry Sadler of Pales-
tine. Asked if there was anything
to the rumors, the veteran East
Texas conservative told news-
men, “Where there’s smoke, there
is the possibility of a gorgeous
flame. Nine million people are in-
volved in this tax fight, it's bigger
than the political ambitions ' of
any one man.”

Rep. Hughes of Dallas rose on
personal privilege after Whit-
field. He criticized Carr's “sec-
ret” infercrce in an indirect way,
saying he and “another member
of the House signed a letter in-
viting members to discuss the tax
bill—not personalities, not parlia-
mentary procedures concerning
anyénc in this House.” Hughes
criticized the subsequent press
coverage, particularly a story ap-
pearing in one paper which he
did mot identify, as “one of the
poorest examples of journalism
I've ever seen. There was no con-
nection between the headline and
the story, no names, just infer-
ences. That story was just an ex-
ample of what poor journalism
can do to this Democratic body.”

The Week in Texas

@® The Texas Supreme Court |

upheld the constitutionality
of the state urban renewal law
which. lets cities contract with the
federal government for slum-
clearing and private redeveloping
of low-cost housing. Main ques-
tion: Can land be condemned for
thks use when the Constitution
prohibits condemnation except for
“the use of the state”? The Court,
in a unanimous deecision written
by Justice Joe Greenhill, ruled
that legislative intent made clear
the private low-cost development
of the condemned land was “pub-
lic use.”

Q Firemén with water hoses

put down an outbreak in
Bexar County jail by prisoners
protesting disconiinuation of a
“floor boss” system which gave
some prisoners privileges.

La., Gov. Earl Long came to
Fort Worth on a wvacation,
held fo_rtrh on various subjects to a
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ga-ga press, said he'd like to see
Gov. Daniel and address the
Texas legislature, was not in-
vited, and drove off toward the
West.

® William Blakley, 1958 U.S.

Senate candidate and three-
month interim senator, suffered
“a massive coronary occlusion
similar to the attacks which
struck President Eisenhower and
Sen. Lyndon B. Johnson," his 'doc-
tor said. He was reported “doing
fine" after a period of critical
danger.

@ Two men identified as mem-

bers of the International
Assn. of Machinists Union in Dal-
las which struck Security Engi-
neering March 19 have confessed
being involvcdiin plans for van-
dalism against workers at the
firm. One of them and another
man not in the union admitted
they were paid off by an “un-
known person” for vandalism, in-
cluding a fire bomb tossed in a
driveway.

He suggested the House get on
with the tax problem.

On Secrecy

Rep. Byron Tunnell, Tyler con-
servative, spoke as chairman of
the East Texas delegation. “We

have conservatives, moderates,
and liberals in the East Texas
delegation,”” he said. “But we

share two beliefs—in segregation
and in states’ rights. Now this
rumor may have come from some-
one who was geographically lo-
cated in East Texas, but it was
not an effort of the East Texas
delegation, In any event, there
was a member of the press at that
meeting, and if that's private,
man, everything is private,” Tun-
nell said.

Jerry Butler, Kenedy conserv-
ative, said he had a secret meet-
ing with three representatives
“last night on Bob Bowers's boat
in the middle of Lake Austin. ...
If we can't meet secretly ... then
we'd better take the locks off the
doors to the Speaker's office.”

Sadler rose briefly to say he
was “not aggrieved .. . but I don't
want anybody pushing me around,
and I know the members of this
House don't either.”

Sadler and Carr had tangled
two days earlier after the Speaker
named the East Texan as one of
five House tax conferees. Carr
was quoted in the press as saying
he was going to “let the obstruc-
tionists see what they can do.”
Sadler had promptly responded in
a speech to the House condemn-
ing Carr for “branding 80 some
odd of us as ‘obstructionists’ be-
cause we did not agree with you.
I am happy and proud to be ap-
pointed to  that committee
whether they call me a rebel, an
obstructionist or what. We (con-

ferees) agreed onh a tax bill in
thirty minutes that can pass this
House, ... Whether a third spec-
ial session is necessary depends
on the Senate, the Lieutenant
Governor, and the Speaker of the
House.” That speech, made by
Sadler on Monday, got a cheering
ovation from about half the
House.

‘Anonymous Challenge’

Carr's prepared address read in
part: “These headlines, together
with the radio and television
broadcasts, have caused grave
concern and worry among mem-
bers of my family and my
friends. ...

“L have the unusual honor of
having ruled on many close points
of order and presided through
many closely fought debates with-
out even in one single instance
having my decisions appealed or
challenged. This is a record which
can be claimed by very few
Speakers in our modern history.

“Although I have had strong
convictions as to what would be
the fairest and most equitable
way lo levy the new tax burden
on our people, I have now for
weeks exerted every minute of
every day and on weekends in
{rying to find areas of agreement
among the various warring fac-
tions existing in this House on
the tax question. This session I
have not been to my hometown
one single time. I have gone three
weeks without seeing my wife
and son for no other reason than
that I felt it my duty te remain
in Austin to find a satisfactory
solution to this problem.

“These efforts have now been
rewarded by some sort of anony-
mous challenge from some of you

that I should be ousted and pub-
licly condemned before the peo-
ple of my heloved state. I have
been in politics long enough to
expect such attacks. I recognize
that this move has been prompt-
ed by those who seek the oppor-
tunity to politically kill me be-
cause they ervision me as a pos-
sibie state-wide candidate  some
day who does not share their po-
litical philosophy.

“If it be your aesire to oust me,
then be at your work. If you feel
that I am the reason we have not
passed a satisfactory tax bill to
date then move and move
now. The people of Texas, my
friends, my wifée, and ten-year-
old son have a right to know
whether in your opinion I am
worthy of the trust you have
placed in me. ... I am going to
the Speaker's office and I am go-
ing to remain there alone until
you have made your final de-
cision.”

No One Makes A Move

Rep. Max Smith, San Marcos
conservative, took the chair and
after a long pause during which
ne one moved to impeach the
Speaker, Rep. Joe Burkett, Carr's
opponent in {he Speaker's race,
moved that a committee of ten
be appointed to welcome Carr
back to the chamber. Smith ap-
pointed them, they fetched Carr,
and part of the membership gave
him a standing ovation when he
returned. ;

One moderate, apparently stun-
ned by the starkness of these
events, confided to this reporter,
“Gosh, I was at that meeting, I.
didn't know anything was going
on. All I heard them talk about
was taxes and women.” L.G.

AUSTIN
“The way a rumor can change!”
—thus sums up Rep. Jerry Sadler

the course of the rumor he
started.

Although substantial hostility
has developed toward Speaker

Waggoner Carr in some quarters
in the House of Represcntatives,
it is the Observer's clear impres-
sion there has never been a seri-
ous recall movement,

How, then, did this week's Carr
brouhaha come about? Several
representatives agreed that it
started with a remark .by Sadler
at a party and meeting of 50 or
so representatives at Rep. Don
Kennard's West Avenue house
Monday night.

Although Carr alluded to press
reports that the meeting was “sec-
ret,” some 90 members of/ the
House had been invited by typed
invitations laid on their desks
Monday, Kennard said. He and
Rep. Bob Hugﬁes, Dallas, were
the hosts. House members who
voted for the Hinson tax bill the
first called session or against the
Carr-backed conference report
last Saturday were included.

What, exactly, had Sadler said
at the party? “What I said exact-
ly was, ‘If they made a motion to
reconsider a vote on H.B. 18 (the
tax bill), that the way to kill it
was to make a motion to reor-
ganize the House! The way a
rumor can change! Of course,
what I was thinking about was a
new revenue and tax committee,”
Sadler said.

A POKER GAME was in pro-
gress the same night at the Dris-
kill Hotel. As the Observer has
it, Rep. Browning Dewey of
Bryan left the West Avenue party
and dropped in on the game long
enough to report a move to oust
Carr. All Dewey would say about
this: “I knew where one was (the

poker game) and I went there
and told the rumor I had heard.”
Dewey didn't join the game and
left at once.

Rep. Doc Blanchard of Lub-
bock, a close friend of Carr's, was
playing in the game, but he de-
nied a report that he left to call
Carr about the rumeor.

Carr was attending a function
of beer lobbyist Homer Leonard's
to present legislators of ten years'
service or more with tie stickpins.
A legislator present said Carr,
evidently receiving the word of
the rumor about him, left the
meeting and did not return.

In any case, “the fat was in the
fire” The rumor spread to such
an extent, reporters were greefed
with it when they walked into
the Capitol Tuesday morning.
Ernest Railey of the Scripps-
Howard papers reported in his
afternoon editions that Carr “may
be removed” and that about 50
House members held “a secret
meeting last night to discuss such
action.” This, of course, made
black-type headlines.

THE REPORTS upset Carr. He
approached at least two liberal
representatives to ask them about
the talk of his impeachment.

Rep. Bob Eckhardt, Houston,
confirmed on inquiry that Carr
had approached him to talk about
“this business about my impeach-
ment.” He said Carr had said to
him, “Why don't we get together
and decide on a time when this
vote can be taken.”

Eckhardt continued:

“T said, ‘I don't think there has
been anything definitely formu-
lated.! Both parties laughed dur-
ing the interview, and it ended
with the Speaker towsling the
back of my head.”

Rep. Kennard was another Carr
approached.

“T was at the front desk talking
to Read Granbery (the Ilouse

zation of the House?

‘The Way a Rumor Can Chc;ﬁge’

parliamentarian) and Waggoner
called me over and laughingly
discussed it with me,” he said.
“He just, wanted to know when
the impeachment proceedings
were 'going to be. I said ‘What?’
‘The impeachment proceedings,’
he said. ‘It's a mystery to me, I
said. ‘Do you mean the reorgani-
He said,
‘Well, in order to reorganize the
House, you'd have to impeach me.’
‘Waggoner, I've heard nothing
serious about that,’ I told him. He
said, ‘Well, we might as well get,
down to it i

“This was Wednesday morning,”
Kennard said. “I think he was
being facetious—but I'm not quite
sure, and I don't think he was,
either.”

Later that morning Carr chal-
lenged the House to impeach him
or endorse him.

ALLEN DUCKWORTH of the
Dallas News stumbled in on the
Monday night confab after the
conferring was over. This fact
gave Bailey extended delight,
since Duckworth had not had a
story about the impeachment talk.
Duckworth was inclined to regard
Bailey's story as an overgrown
rhubarb. Forthwith the Observer
interviewed Duckworth, who said:

“It was a wvery secret meeting.
The first I heard of it, I was at
the Driskill Hotel and heard a
disturbance. I thought there was
a riet, but I found there was noth-
ing happening except the Texas-
Oklahoma game. Rosas (Rep.
Mauro Rosas, El Paso) poured me
a beer out of the keg. We couldn't
get it out of the keg fast enough,
and he poured one out of a
pitcher. We discussed the relative
merits of keg and npitcher beer,
and the thighs of (a representa-

tive’s) date. Women, whiskey,
that was discussed, End gquote.”
R.D.




Let those flatier who fear, it is not an American art—JEFFERSON

3‘[9 Gad ﬂqude gang
OJ 1959

The people of the state may
thank and re-elect 76 members of
the House of Representatives, the
Gas House Gang of 1959.

Eight years have passed since
their predecessors outstayed the
Texas Senate and the gas lobby to
pass a severance tax on the natural
gas that is pumped out of the state
by the Eastern majors.

To be valid the 1959 gas tax must
be protected against provisions
which favor Texas users of natural
gas over out-of-state users. Written
to apply evenly to Texas and inter-
state beneficiaries  of gas contracts,
the bill will be constitutional and
still obtain fair revenues from the
Eastern oil companies.

Who is weakening in the legisla-
ture? From 71 votes, thé House
members in favor of the pipeline tax
have increased to 76. A poll by Rep.
Malcolm McGregor showed 82 pipe-
line taxers. The variables affecting
this week’s vote—pressure to quit
and some reluctance to instruct
conferees on any subject — argue
that the Gas House Gang will in-
crease beyond the present 76 mem-
bers.

Sen. Charles Herring Dbelieves
now that if he can get another vote
on the Senate floor, he can carry the
day there for the pipeline tax.
Whether this turns out to be cor-
‘rect or not, it is evidence that the
Senate is weakening.

Three sessigns now the Texas
House has refused to give in to the
Carpetbaggers across the aisle.
Three sessions the majority of the
Senate  purportedy representing
Texas people voted for taxing the
things Texans buy and against tax-
ing the companies trying to buy
Texas. Three sessions—betrayed by
their own Speaker, deserted by
some of their colleagues, jeered by
the Carpetbag Business Press,
tempted by the socially skillful
lobby, traduced by a few but vocal
reactionaries in their home districts
—these men have looked up into
the gallery, studied the men hired
from the East sitting there, and
turned back to their desks and voted
for their own people.

They are not all pure men, they
are not all idealists, some vote
right for the wrong reasons, some
may not care enough—but these 76
are as good a group of men who
ever pulled together for the enrich-
ment of our common heritage.

The gas tax is not a final solution
to the state’s problem, but it will
help expand our continuing public
endowment to replace the natural
riches being sucked away from the
state through the pipelines, Politics
have meaning in the way the world
is. The Gas House Gang are called
to their duty now when the people
need them.

The people are stirring. This
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week - one member asked another
who had not been sure, and he re-
plied he was voting  against the
Senate — for another session - be-
cause he had been home and “no
matter what the papers are saying,
the people know the House is
right”” Senator Lane implored one
set of House conferees not to make
any more speeches against the Sen-
ate. They must run for re-election,
too: their feet are to the fire!

In 1939 fifty-six men saved Texas
from a general sales tax. Governor
O’Daniel was against them. Gov-
ernor Daniel's vacillation now is at
any rate essentially favorable to the
76 who are standing firm for some
taxation by ability to pay. We may
hope Governor Daniel remembers
his historic models. and recovers his
ideals before he is shrouded in their
desertion. But whether he does or
not, will not matter. These men of
the Texas House, this new Gas
House Gang, heard him say, Give
Up, and did not. They are men for
the books. Let us call their names
then, and join them in the ancient
combat for political justice:

James V, Adams, Mount Pleasant.
James S. Bates, Edinburg.

A. J. Bishop, Jr.,, Winters.

Stanley Boysen, Yoakum.

Ronald W. Bridges, Corpus Christi.
Steve Burgess, Nacogdoches.

Jerry Butler, Kenedy.

Joe Cannon, Mexia,

Max D. Carriker, Roby.

Joe N. Chapman, Sulphur Springs.
Jamie H. Clements, Crockett.

E, J. Cloud, Rule.

Criss Cole, Houston. g

Harold H. Coley, Conroe.

Sam Forse Collins, Newton.
James M. Cotten, Weatherford.
John T. Cox, Temple. '
Roger Daily, Houston.

B. H. Dewey, Jr., Bryan.
Virginia Duff, Ferris.

Bob Eckhardt, Houston.

Wilson Foreman, Austin.

Don Gladden, Fort Worth,

W. W. Glass, Jacksonville,
Howard Green, Fort Worth.
Lloyd M. Guffey, El Campo.

D. Roy Harrington, Port Arthur.
George T, Hinson, Mineola,

Bill Hollowell, Grand Saline.

J. C. Hooks, Livingston.

Reagan R. Huffman, Marshall.
Charles E. Hughes, Sherman.
Maud Isaacks, El Paso.

Robert C. Jackson, Corsicana.
Alonzo W. Jamison, Jr., Denton.
Dean Johnston, Houston.

Obie Jones, Austin.

Don Kennard, Fort Worth.

Bill Kilgarlin, Houston.

Rufus U. Kilpatrick, Beaumont.
Tony Korioth, Sherman.

Yale Lary, Fort Worth.

Truett Latimer, Abilene.

Oscar M. Laurel, Laredo.

H. A. Leaverton, Evant.

George W. McCoppin, Texarkana.
Frank B. McGregor, Waco.
Malcolm McGregor, E1 Paso.
Grainger W. MeclIlhany, Wheeler.
Abe M. Mays, Jr., Atlanta.
Clyde Miller, Houston.

Bob Mullen, Alice.

Ted W. Myatt, Burleson,

Harold B. Parish, Taft.

C. W. Pearcy, Jr., Temple.

W. H. (Bill) Pieratt, Giddings.
George Preston, Paris.

Mauro Rosas, El Paso.

Charles Sandahl, Jr., Austin.
Sanford Schmid, Brenham.

0. H. Schram, Taylor.

Will L. Smith, Beaumont.
Franklin S. Spears, San Antonio.
Ted Springer, Amarillo.

Vernon J. Stewart, Wichita Falls.
W. A, Stroman, San Angelo.

L. C. Terrell, De Kalb.

James A, Turman, Gober.
Murray Watson, Jr., Mart.

H. G. Wells, Tulia.

Bob Wheeler, Tilden.

J. Charles Whitfield, Jr., Houston.
George Truett Wilson Newcastle.
Joe Ed Winfree, Houston.
Herman Yezak, Bremond.

J. C. "Zeke” Zbranek, Liberty.
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How Independent Are the Independents?

AUSTIN

The rebellion of the Texas Inde-
pendent Producers'and Royalty Own-
ers Association from the oil and gas
majors is one more illustration that
our provincial politics is gradually
cmerging from entangling chaos. i.c.,
based less on myth and more on real-
ity. The first. public evidence of
TIPRO’s awakening is detailed in the
tax story on page 6. A more detailed
less public—explanation of
TIPROQO's new position is contained
in a lengthy memo “to all members”

sent out under the TIPRO letterhead

and endorsed by the association’s
president, Harry Jones, and execu-
tive vice president Iarl Turner.

Any discussion of TIPRO in the
liberal press should be preceded by a
review of certain underlying facts:
(1) TIPRO membership is by and
large staunchly conservative and pre-
fers a general sales tax as a solution
to the tax problem. (2) The realiza-
tion that the only large body of
friends TIPRO has in the legislative
tax fight on natural gas are ‘the lib-
erals has come as a distinct shock to
casually informed TIPRO members.
(3) The growing strength of Texas
liberalism. as mamfested by the in-
creased liberal representation in the
House, inevitably %will prove educa-
tional to many members of the Texas
business community who have here-
tofore assumed that the election of a
“conservative” automatically protects
their tax interests. (4) The amorality
of the organized lobby in Austin. long
characterized in the liberal mind as a
corrupt, almost frightening condition,

On Eckhardt

(With his permission, we reprint a
statement by Editor George Carmack
in the Houston Press on the beach
bill, Rep. Eckhardt, and values in pOll-
tigs.—Id.)

We have been very critical of this
session of the legislature—chiefly on
the grounds that the always influen-
tial lobbyists have been even more in-
fluential this time.

But there is one member of. the
Legislature who has done a job for
the people that we think is outstand-
ing.

We're talking about Representative
Bob Eckhardt of Harris County and
the fight he has made to protect the

right of the public to access to Gulf .

of Mexico beaches.

We realize that
dangerous—

But we cannot recall a legislator
since World War IT who has done a
single job that matches this one hy
Representative IEckhardt

He has been both skillful and cou-
rageous—both  uncompromising in
principle yet diplomatic in maneuver
—he has done the necessary home
work to know what he is talking about
and yet he has not draped a cloak of
“superior knowledge” around his ef-
forts and has not hesitated to seek
advice from Gov. Daniel, Attorney
General Will Wilson or wherever he
could get it. ...

We were particularly impressed by
Representative Eckhardt’s tenacity. A
man of less determination would have
quit long ago and one of less shrewd-
ness and knowledge of his subject
would have been snowed under.

The fine fight Representative Fck-
hardt has made for this bill demon-
strates - something else — something
that Labor, Big Business and just the
ordinary citizen should consider every
time a ballot is cast. That is how fool-
ish it is to cast a ballot solely on the
basis of whether the candidate is a
“Conservative” or a “Liberal.”

Certainly a candidate’s political phi-
losophy is important. livery voter
wants to support someone who holds
views similar to" those held by the
voter himself,

But even more important than that
15 what a candidate is—is he smart—
capable of heing effective after he
gets in office? :

And particularly--is' he a man of
integrity ?

superlatives are

resolutely

is” becoming increasingly apparent
even to the most complacent conserva-
tive as more of the mythology is
stripped away. (3) As a result of
these developments, liberals will share,

with other Texans, in the progress
accruing, but they may expect little

long-run political advantage for them-
selves.

From THIS perspective,
TIPRO’S break with the oil and gas
majors—which of course threw the
Texas independents into alliance with
House liberals—may be viewed some-
what dispassionately. The immediate
reasons behind the break are plain,
The lobby of the Itastern majors,
under a legislative assault aimed at
taxing the long line gas transmission
um'n])'mu,s enlisted TIPRO's
an “industry solidarity” front against
any tax on natural gas. Once this
gambit had succeeded in overturning
the House majority on the question
of a pipeline tax, the majors then
double-crossed TIPRO through the
lobby’s foremost Austin appendage,
the Texas Senate, by assenting as the
Senate placed a one per cent natural
gas tax on Texas producers, i.c.,
TIPRO members, and let the pipe-
lines escape free, TIPRO rebelled and
was able to persuade enough con-
servative House legislators to join the
pipeline tax-inclined liberals so that
the lower chamber rejected the Sen-
ate hill.

Why did the majors, through their

senatorial puppets, place a tax on
Texas producers, once they had
escaped the pipeline tax? DBecause,

with another session due this fall to
raise uncounted millions to finance the
Hale-Aikin  school  improvements,
pipelines would be the overwhelm-
ingly obvious tax target unless they
could claim that “the natural gas in-
dustry” had already been taxed once
this vear.

This is not a new play: the majors
have historically—and with incredible
success—been able to avoid taxation
in Texas by hiding behind the skirts
of Texas producers. As of this day
in 1959, -producers pay a seven per
cent tax on their natural gas produc-
tion; pipelines pay no percent. And
the higher profits, brethren, are in the
distribution and sale of gas, not in its
production. Ior years now, legislative
efforts to tax the majors have always
subsided after a slight addition was
macde to the production tax.

With the House and Senate Dhoth
overwhelmingly conservative and lob-
by-oriented. TIPRO had no alterna-
tive but to stay uneasily on the team.
welded there by the “industry soli-
darity”’ theme of the majors, and take
their lumps.: But now, with the lib-
erals steadily growing in strength and
sighting in on their his-
toric foes, the oil and gas monopolies
of the majors, TIPRO decided it had
been raped by its “friends” long
enough and tossed in with the liberals
to defeat the Senate bill.

It IS a temporary decision.
One has to talk to an average TIPRO
member away from Austin less than
ten minutes before the realization
sinks in that: these people have no
real grasp of who really runs Texas.
After.a lifetime of suspecting people’s
motives in the business world, the
average Texas oilman I have talked
to directs most of his conversation
toward finding out “what’s in it for
the liberals.” That a political observer
would favor a pipeline tax because
the absentee owners of Texas’ natu-
ral resources have been raiding the
state treasury for years, and oppose a
production tax bhecause it is an ex-
pedient disguise Dbehind  which the
majors operate untouched — that a
man could reach-such a conclusion
logically, without some sort of per-
sonal angle, is beyond the mental
grasp of many of our most affluent,
and naive, citizens.

One suspects TIPRO's leadership
will hit this brick wall frequently in
the months ahead when they try o
acquaint their membership with the
facts of life in Austin. T am not in-

aid i

clined to think they will succeed. For
one thing, the majors can exert di-
rect and indirect economic and politi-
cal pressure on TIPRO (the word
“independent” in the TIPRO title is
really one of the classic anachronisms
of contemporary Texas politics) "to
bring the natives back in line. Second-
ly, public relations men, of whom there
has never been a noticeable shortage
in the ranks of the majors, carl be ex-
pected to play upon the conservative
prejudices of Texas producers. The
independence of the independents
may, therefore, be short-lived. To be
free, it 1s still necessary, even in this
corporate age, to think, and past ex-
perience ofters little hope Texas pro-
ducers are going to start thinking.

In continuing to oppose the majors’
lobby, TIPRO would find themselves
standing beside “liberals.” The aver-
age Texas oilman could never fail to
heed that emotional storm signal. To
do so, he would have to agree with
say, Bob Eckhardt. And to do that,

the oilman would have to read the
Ickhardt.oil and gas bills.

The only ozlmen indulging in such
literary endeavors are the lawyers of
the major companies. After one an-
cuished reading, they doubtless hired
a few extra PR men on the theory
the local boys can, in their provincial
ignorance, be rocked back to sleep.

One is on sound ground in agree-
ing with the ma]ms in this interpreta-
tion, History is on their side. As one
of my old compadres from the oil
business said to me earlier this week,
“Who is this fellow, Eckhardt, any-
way—I thought he was the one who
was worrying about the beaches.”
I decided then to test him: “Oh, he’s
just a labor lawyer,” I replied, “prob-
ably gets his signals from the AFL-
CIO.” My oilman friend, nodding
quickly, put his mind to rest,

The future of TIPRO'’s freedom
rests on such thought processes. No
wonder they have been such easy
pickings for the majors. L.G.

RING-ARO

MARSHALL

When the President vetoed ILyn-
veto-proof housing bill, he put
Messers Johnson and Rayburn in a
box and closed the lid, just as Edgar
Bergen does Charlie McCarthy and
Mortimer Snerd when they presume
too far. All the pish tosh about get-
ting a constructive psogram through
Congress by appeasing the Republi-
cans went in the box with the cha-
grined pair. Even Lyndon’s Lrrand
Boy Mansfield looked thoughtful
about his earlier onslaught on Chair-
man Dutler for foretelling the natural
result of the footsie-playing of those
L~nppo~~f,d to be Congressional leaders
of the Democrats with Ike, et al. Milk
Toast Mike lamely remarked that if
there were not intra-party fighting,
we would not be Democrats. What
some of us want to know is when
there is to be some extra-party fight-
ing for the liberal principles of the
Democratic Party by its congressional
satraps?

E](Jﬂ's

Small wonder that Chairman Butler
and the true liberals of the party at
last cried aloud against the Johnson-
Rayburn ring around the rosie, squat
little Josie routine. With the plain
mandate of the 1958 elections from
the liberals vet resounding in their
ears, this pair decided to out-moderate
the greatest moderate, President LEi-
senhower, who is so moderate he has
had no viable ideas during his entire
period in office. He accused the Demo-
crats in Congress of being “spenders,”
and the Lyndon-Sam response was
““tain’t so”; even though each must

have known that government of any

sort must spend, and that this is the
primary function of Congress. In-
stead of pointing to the unbelievable
ineptitude of the Eisenhower Admin-
istration and its complete negativism,
so help us this twosome from Texas
began to sing that they were more
negative than Ike, an assertion that
it was hopeless to seek to prove.
Granted, they have been as negative
in approach as anyone in the U.S.A.
except Ike, but to out-Herod Herod
—don’t be silly.

IT IS NOT a matter of
hindsight to complain that Congress
should have been erganized so as to
have removed some of the fine South-
ern fossils from posts of responsibil-
ity. It was said at the time. The con-
stant threat of these who have some-
how, like the bowfin or doghsh, out-
lived their geological age, has been
one of leaving the party. Well? I am
reminded at this point of an actual
courthouse occurrence.

There is often a town

harmless hut unpredictable, who at-

.evangelical ;

halfwit,

UND-IKEY

tends court proceedings in many [East
Texas counties. Such was my friend
Dub, a mengoloid who always man-
aged to sit on the front row for all
murder trials, no matter how crowded
the courtroom. In the trial of a par-
ticularly hard case, the leading crim-
inal attorney of the bar was making
an impassioned appeal for acquittal.
“Should .you, gentlemen of the jury,
convict this man,” he began, and
paused long for effect, “I will go to
my office when the verdict is in, close

the door, turn the key to lock it, and
quit the practice of law.” During the
next, and more prolonged pause, Dub
sang out in his falsetto voice, “Well
qmt now, who gives a damn?”

Indeed, the party would be far
stronger for the immediate exodus of
these perennial- bolters. They are out
of sympathy with its principles, and
vote conservative with the Republi-
cans when the chips are down, any-
WAy

NEXT, WHAT was to pre-
vent Lyndon from coming back from
outer space when Congress opened,
and meeting the challenge of moder-
ate negativism with a positive pro-
gram of expansionism, by which alone
we have become powerful and pros-
perous? Why couldn’t he have point-
ed to the constipation of thought and
action inherent in the cry of “Don’t
spend”? Why he could even have
identified Henry Ford's eight-hour
day with five-dollar minimum wage as
the answer to statics in economy and
politics, as indeed a priest and
scholar has done in Life Magazine.
Has not some moderate character al-
ways cried out against political or
economic change in any direction?

The present congressional policy of
the Democratic Party has justly been
called one to master the immediate.
It seems founded no more on princi-
ple than the discourse of Talkative of
Prating Row, son of Saywell, as given
in Bunyan's immortal Progress:

“I will talk of things heavenly, or
things earthly; things moral, or things
things sacred, or things
profane; things past, or things to
come; things foreign, or things at
home ; things more essential, ‘or things
circumstantial; provided that all be
done to our proft.”

Yes, undoubtedly, Talkative was
the first moderate. What a pity his
seed remain among us.

FraxkrLin Jones

THE TEXAS OBSERVER
I'age 5 July 18, 1959




THE REASONS WHY THE HOUSE SAID NO

AUSTIN

Hours after last week's Ob-
server went to the press on
Saturday, the House of Rep-
resentatives insured a tumult-
ous finish to the second call-
ed session by rejecting, 81-64,
the tax bill agreed upon by
the House-Senate tax con-
ferees appointed by Lt. Gov.
Ben Ramsey and Speaker
Waggoner Carr.

A closer result had been ex-
pected, as several representatives
who had earlier supported the
Governor's program—Reps. Jo Ed
Winfree of Houston, Bill Hollo-
well of Grand Saline, Howard
Green of Fort Worth, and San-
ford Schmidt of Fayetteville—had
indicated they would reluctantly
support the conference report,
which was 74 percent sales taxes
and the rest business taxes.

However, the ranks,of the anti-
sales taxers were swelled by the
addition of some of the House's
staunchest conservatives from dis-
tricts in which live many inde-
pendent o0il and gas producers.
Joining the Daniel-liberal group
for the first time were Reps.
Byron Tunnell and Ben Jarvis,
both of Tyler, Ben Sudderth of

Comanche, Truett Latimer of
Abilene, and three members of
the Dallas delegation who had

consistently voted on the Speak-
er's team: Ben Atwell, Bill Jones
and Bob Johnson. Bob Hughes of
Dallas, Ben Lewis of Dallas, and
Granger Mcllhaney of Wheeler
in the Panhandle, who had from
time to time supported both sides,
also voted “no.”

Had these ten votes been cast
for the conference report, it
would have been approved, T4-71,
and/ the bill would have become
law. Governor Daniel the day be-
fore announced his “reluctant”
approval of the bill as “the best
that can be enacted at this time.”

Thus the tax bill, behind which
Waggoner Carr had rallied his
supreme effort to muster a House
majority, died because of a split
between the major oil and  gas
companies and the Texas Inde-
pendent Producers and Royalty
Owners Assn.

The rebellion of the independ-
ent oilmen was triggered by the
Senate’s inclusion .in the tax bill
of a one per cent production tax
on natural gas after the independ-
ents had stood firm with the
major companies in oppesing the
severance beneficiary tax on
pipelines. The pipeline tax, ap-
rroved by the House in the first
called session, was defeated in the

second session by.a 72-T1 vote
with independents providing the
majors with the decisive votes.

‘No Tax on Gas’

The TIPRO point of view was
laid down quite bluntly in the
House debates Saturday by Rep.
Tunnell, heretofore a sales tax
advocate from Tyler in the heart
of the East Texas oil field. Said
Tunnell, “I have more producers
per square inch in my district
than any man in this House.”

Apparently addressing his re-
marks only to House conserva-
tives, Tunnell continued, “You
asked us to stay with you—the
cry was ‘no tax on gas'—when
the House was considering the
severance beneficiary tax. And
we did.” Gazing toward the right
hand side of the gallery where
the gas lobby habitually sits, Tun-
nell said, “There are telegrams
in this House today urging us to
vote for this bill, and the same
man who sent the telegrams is
the one who said, ‘no tax on gas.
There are good men in this House,
and what I'm about to say about
one of them isn't intended to be
derogatory. He is a good friend,
one of those who said, ‘no tax on
gas’'—I can hear his voice ringing
now—and yet he now wants us to
vote for this bill with a one per
cent production tax. That man is
Wesley Roberts” (conservative
from Lamesa, member of the rev-
enue and tax committee, and
prominent floor leader on Speaker
Waggoner Carr's team).

Raising his voice, Tunnell said,
“‘No tax on gas' when they're
talking about a severance tax;
they enlist the aid of my produc-
ers. But now, when the bill con-
tains a tax on producers, the same
man sits in the gallery and does
nothing to help.”

Tunnell's remarks summed up
two hours of the most explieit
debate on the tax guestion since
the session began in January.
Some old timers called it the fin-
est sustained flow of oratory they
had ever seen. Fourteen speakers
paraded to the microphone to give
their reasons for and against the
conference report, with the 81-64
vote flashing on the board min-
utes after the last one, Tunnell,
sat down.

Among the new recruits to the
opposition was Rep. Jack Woods,
Waco conservative, who provided
an interesting wvariation on the
Tunnell theme. Said Woods, *I
have little to add to the fine
words of Mr. Tunnell. I, too, am
for a general sales tax. But I am
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not voting ‘no’ just to hold out
for a genexal sales tax. I respect
the opini_bn-s of the House, repeat-
edly expressed on that question,
Frankly, I intended to vote for
the bill, but yesterday I got in-
doctrinated. I saw the organized
lobby at work. I saw professional
businessmen in Waco respond to
calls from I know not who in
Austin, and they sent me tele-
grams urging me to vote for this
bill. It is a sad day when the or-
ganized lobby can manipulate
professional businessmen in Waco
and produce a flow of telegrams
in here to a representative. ...
I'm going to vote ‘no.”

Another response to the shifting
pressures in Austin materialized
in the address in support of the
conference report by Hollowell,
a heretofore staunch backer of
the Governor's program. “I have
voted for the severance benefici-
ary tax on natural gas every time
it's been before this House,” said
Hollowell, “but I am going to vote
reluctantly for this conference re-
port.”

Addressing himself to the lib-
erals, Hollowell said, “We started

off with 80 votes for the sever-

ance tax and the last time it was
put to this House, you got 59
votes. You think it's going to get
any better? I tell those of you
who are for the severance tax,
you are walking into a trap. The
AFL-CIO is leading you into that
trap. You rejéct this bill and in
the next session, you're going to
face the last three or four days
of August, and they're going to
drop it in your lap—a general
sales tax or close the schools. You
say, we'll beat them. Have you
won yet? You had 80, now you
have 59. I'm with you, and I'll
still be with you, but we've got to
pass a tax bill. If you're for a
general sales tax, you'll kill this
bill.”

Such talks produced some odd
spectacles in the House: tax com-
mittee conservative Jack Richard-
son grabbing the microphone to
publicly congratulate Hollowell,
and liberals pausing to shake
hands with Woods and Tunnell.

‘A Sop’

With all this, the debate’s high
point was probably provided by
Dallas's Bob Hughes, who made
a quiet, urgent plea for rejection
of the conference report. His in-
dictment of the tax bill left con-
servatives grumbling and liberals
startled.

Said Hughes, “I have probably
cast more bad votes than any man
in the House, depending on how
you view these issues, I voted for
727 in the regular session; I voted
for the Hinson bill (the severance
tax); I voted for the Seeligson
bill (the general sales tax); I
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worked. in a compromise coali-
tion; and now, at the end, we have
this bill, which the House re-
jected 60 days ago.”

Hughes quickly ran through the
bill: “boat motors . a poorly
drawn section; (hi-fi and TV)
component parts ... unfair; pri-
vate clubs ... discriminatory and
inept; utilities ... an alleged busi-
ness tax that is a tax on every
family budget in the state,

“We have seen in this House
two warring camps—some believe
you should spare business and let
the little man pay the bill; some
want business to pay it all and let
the people enjoy the services of
the state free. Somewhere be-
tween these two theories is a tax
structure we have not even
touched. ... This bill is a sop to
both sides that does not do the
job.” He got an ovation when he
sat down.

Both sides realized the decision
hinged on the “swing vote” in the
middle, and all oratory was di-
rected at that group. No one di-
rected remarks to the hard core
of gas taxers on the one hand or
sales taxers on the other.

Following Hughes to the micro-
phone was his Dallas colleague,
Rep. Tom James, to endorse the
opposite view. “I'm going to vote
for this bill though it hits my
distriet hard. It hits boats, and we
have a big boat company. It hits
air conditioning, and we're pretty
well air-conditioned. It hits cor-
porations, and we've got a few of
those. It hits producers, and we've
got plenty of them. But it's not a
qguestion of whether we're going
to do what's best for the people
back home but whether we're
going to do anything at all. It is
not a perfect bill but it is one on
which reasonable men can agree.”

The debate opened.at 10 o'clock
Saturday morning with Rep. Men-
ton Murray of Harlingen explain-
ing the bill on behalf of the House
conference committee which he
chairmaned. “No use kidding our-
sel{res," he said, ‘“there are two
groups in the House, those who
want a general sales tax and those
who want a severance beneficiary
tax. Both groups have tried to sell
their view to the House and fail-
ed. Let's face it, the only way
we're going to get a bill is one
that doesn't have either one in
1t

Murray was questioned on the
microphone about the gas ftax.
Rep. Bob Eckhardt of Houston,
author of several plans fo tax
pipelines, said, “This gas tax
seems to fall wholly on the pro-
ducers. Did the conference com-
mittee consider the relationship
between the price of gas between
producers and pipelines?” Murray
replied, “we considered your sev-
erance beneficiary tax but didn’t
get anywhere with it.”

‘“Well,” said Eckhardt, “I wasn't
speaking necessarily of a sever-
ance beneficiary tax, there are
several ways of taxing pipelines.”
Murray responded, “We didn’t
need to go into that. I'm not go-
ing to argue with you. I'll answer
your questions about the bill it-
self, explain the bill, but I'm not
going to argue with you.”

“If the speaker doesn't want to
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say what his thinking is on the
subject—we weren't there, the
press wasn't there—then I guess
my questions are at an end,” said
Eckhardt, abandoning the micro-
phone,

‘Hurt The Least’

Concluding his explanation,
Murray admonished the House to
“forget about those two contro-
versial features. Get a bill that
hurts the least number of people.
I think many of you who have
opposed this bill three months ago
can accept it now as an alterna-
tive, and just as an alternative.”
Murray then moved that the
House accept the conference re-
port.

Rep. Mauro Rosas, El Paso lih-
eral, offered a substitute motion
that the House reject the report
and appoint new conferees to
work out another solution with
the senators. Said Rosas, “With
all due respect to the House con-
ferees, I must say the report they
signed is substantially the same
as the report of last session—T70
percent sales taxes, This is called _
a compromise. In the name of
compromise are we to compro-

‘mise our duty? We have heard

much about broad based taxes—
this one is so broad based it
amounts to a general sales tax
with selective exemptions.”

Rep. George Hinson of Mineola,
House sponsor of Gov. Daniel's
tax program which drew liberal
support, rose to make a plea
against the conference report and
in behalf of Governor Daniel who
had “reluctantly” endorsed it.
Hinson said he couldn't go along
with the Governor on the bill, but
he respected the Governor's opin-
ion. Addressing the liberals, Hin-
son said, “many of you who have
criticized him for his statement of
yesterday should consider the po-
sition he is in. ... As our great
Governor, it is his responsibility
to see that the schools open and
the other services of the govern-
ment are- provided for.” Hinson
then attacked the conference re-
port as “not the right solution,”
and said he was going to vote
against it.

Joe Ed Winfree of Houston
made the closing arguments in
behalf of the report. A member
of the Daniel-Hinson team and a
supporter of the Hinson package
in earlier sessions, Winfree was
one of the House conferees. He
had praise for Governor Daniel,
Speaker Waggoner Carr, and
every member of the conference
committee except Frates Seelig-
son, whom he omitted in review-
ing the individual coniributions
of the conferees. Of the Speaker,
he wsaid, “I have been practicing
law for' 50 years and I know peo-
ple and if ever a living human
tried to do the right thing, it was
Waggoner Carr, and I salute you.”
Winfree paused, regarded the un-
responsive members, and continu-
ed, “I have always said this House
is the salvation of our state. But
I want to say now that the sena-
tors worked ably and conscien-
tiously, ... We came out of there
with a good bill. It is a good bill
because (1) it will raise the
money and (2) we must have a
minimum of $315 million for the
next biennium. In other words,
if you vote for this tax bill, you
will have the money.”

Rounlling out the speaker's
forum on the conference report
were Obie Jones of Austin (for);
Joe Chapman, Sulphur Springs
(against); J. G. Bristow of Big
Spring (for); Jerry Sadler, Per-
cilla (against); and Jack Connell,
Wichita Falls (for). L.G.
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An Archbishop
Rebukes

A legislature

(A report by our Laredo corre-
spondent, Ramon Garces; on a
speech by San Antonio Catholic
Archbishop Robert E. Lucey at
the recent GI Forum convention
in San Antonio.—Ed.) !

Archbishop Robert E. Lucey of
San Antonio, speaking to 400
members of the American GI
Forum of Texas in their annual
convention, asked for a “little
Wagner Act” for Texas; and
sharply criticized the Texas legis-
lature for its conservative attitude
toward .a stale minimum wage
law, legislation favorable to labor,
and laws protecting migratory
workers.

The high Catholic official asked
for state laws favorable to labor.
“Workers must be organized,” he
said. “If they are not orgar{ized
_nobody will take care of them.”

Archbishop Lucey urged voters
io interest themselves in the work
of the legislature and named abo-

lition of the poll tax, a minimum |,

wage law, migratory labor laws,
the bracero program, and educa-
tion as crucial areas.

He deplored the action taken
by the legislature in asking that
control of the bracero program
not be taken away from the state.
“If you know of any state that
has done anything (for) migra-
tory labor, I'd like to hear from
that state,” the Archbishop said.

He charged that “certain agri-
cultural associations practically
control the legislation of the
state.” He further charged that
legislators are ‘“responsible to
that group or they won't get
elected again.”

Condemning a recent case of
discrimination in Lubbock, in
which two women employed in
the Mexican consulate were re-
fused service in a beauty shop,
the Archbishop accused Lubbock
officials of being aroused not by
the act of discrimination but be-
cause the area would lose bracero
labor.

Baker Is Scored
By Young Demos

; AUSTIN

Sen, Bob Baker, Houston, has
received a very unfriendly letter
from the president of the Harris
County Young Democrats, David
A. Gibson, in effect telling him he
is not invited to a Young Demo-
crats’ dinner honoring Houston
legislators in September. Asked
about the letter, and whether he
is going to the dinner, Baker said,
“I haven't been invited.”

In Gibson's letter to Baker,
copies of which he sent to the
cight members from' Housfon in
the House of Representatives, he
said:

. At the June 28th meeting
of the Young Democrats, a reso-
lution was presented to exclude
you as an honored guest due to
your ‘selling out the citizens of
Texas by your carpet-bagger vot-
ing record.’ This motion was tem-
porarily tabled as it was felt by
some that you still had a chance
to redeem yourself and your hei-
nous voting record in the current
special session.

“. .. unless some drastic altera-
tion of your course takes place,
you will have to have your din-
ner at the Shamrock with the Oil
and Gas Lobbyists footing the bill
instead of young citizens of the
State who refuse to aid and abet
one who has apparently sold out
{o big money pressure groups.
After all you can't have your
‘dinner’ and eat it too.”
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He said he had talked to

islator about getting more 111011015'
aild to dependent children.

for

The legislator told him there was

no money. The Archbishop
him where the money for
aged persons was coming
“Oh, well,

they have a vote”
said the legislator answered.
“Sp,” said the Archbishop,

a leg-

but the children don't have a|sometimes wonder why we have
vote, so they starve. It's pretty |juvenile delinquency.”
savage!"” Most of these children, he
asked He said education was another |pointed out, are Spanish-speaking
aid to |problem for the legislature. There | children. “How do you expect
from. | are 400,000 children between 10 |families to develop? It doesn’t
he |and 15 years working for pay in|make sense,” he said.
agriculture during the summer, He added that “only good legis-
“the | 315,000 of them still at work when | lation can correct this,” He sug-

aged have a vote and they get aid,

school starts,

he said. “And we

gested that workers must organ-
ize to compete with the highly
paid lobbyists and
men to the legislature.”

“My final word is this: never
vote for a candidate who is an
idiot or an imbecile, always vote
for a high grade moron for the
legislature,”

“elect better

he said.
RAMON GARCES

LEGALS

CITATION BY PUBLICATION

THE STATE OF TEXAS
TO Alfonso Jones, if living, and

if he be dead to his unknown
heirs and  legal representatives,
Defendants, in  the hereinalter

styled and numbered cause:

You tand each of youwr are
hereby commanded to appear be-
fore the 126th Distriet Court of
Travis County., Texas, lo be held
at the courthouse of said county
in the City of Austin, Travis
County, Texas, at or before 10
o'clock M. M. of the first Monday
after the expiration of 42 days
from the date of issuance hereof)
that is to say, at or before, 10
o'cloek AL M. of Monday the 10th
day of August, 19539, and answer
the petition of plaintiff in Cause
Number 113,943, in which Colum-
bia 8. Jones is Plaintiff and Al-
fonso Jones, and if he be dead his
unknown heirs and legal repre-
sentatives, and Margarita Coats
and husband H, P. Coats, Dorothy

Dillosww and husband Rex O. Dil-
low, and Alberta Barbour and
husbangd Luther T. Barbour, Jr.,

are defendants, {iled in said Court
un the 6th day of May, 1950, and
the nature of which said suit is
as follows:

Plaintiff Columbia §. Jones al-
leges that she is the sole owner of
the title to the following lands in
Travis County, Texas: 3

A part of Outlot No. Twenty-
eight 1281, in Division 0", of the
Government Tract adjoining the
City of Austin, Travis County,
Texas, and more particularly de-
seribed by meies and bounds as
follows: BEGINNING at the
Southeastern corner of said Out-
lot No. 28: Thence Northward
with the Eastern boundary line of
said Outlot No. 28, 130 feet;
Thence Westward on a course at
right angles tn the said Eastern
boundary line. 864 fcet: Thence
Southwards,. parallel with said
Eastern boundary line of Outlot
No. 28. 130 feet to a point in the
Southern houndary line of said
Outlot No. 28, 864 feet tfo the
place of beginning.

Lot No, Thirty-six (361 in Block
No. Two 2y Lakeview Addition,
a subdivision of Outlot No. Sev-
entv-geven (770 in Division "D*
City of Austin. Travis County,
Texas, according to the map or
plat of record in Vol. 2, Page 199
of the Travis County Plat Rec-
ords, to which map or plat refer-
ence is hereby made lor beftter
description.

A tract of 1.6 acres more or less
in the T. J. Chambers Survey in
Travis County, Texas described
by metes and bounds as follows:
BEGINNING at an iron stake in
the line between the T. J. Cham-
bers and the A, L. D. Benham
Surveys N. 73° 25" W 30 feet from
the southwest corner of the tract
of land conveyed by Emmett
Shelton. et ux. to R, Burt Dvke,
el ux, by deed recorded in Vol
631. Page 568. of the Travis Coun-
ty Deced Records, and the north-
west corner of the tract of land
conveyed by Emmett Shelton, et
ux, to Weldon Hart, et ux. by
deed recorded in Vol. 1070, Page
287. of the Travis County Deed
Records, and N 75" 26' W 4992
feet from the west corner of that
tract conveyed to W. H. Waltson,
et ux, by deed recorded in Vol
812, Page 75, ol the Travis County
Deed Records; THENCE N 73° 26
W 4406 fect along the line be-
tween the Chambers and the Ben-
ham Surveys; Thence S 18~ 20" E
2711 feet to an iron stake in the
north line of a road; Thence 5 74°
00" E 160 fect along the said road
to an intersecting road: Thence N
44° 29" E 266.9 feet along the west
line of the said intersecting road
to the place of beginning; contain-
ing One and SixTenths acres
11.6) of land, more or less.

That such lands and premises,
and also all other property in her
possession including money, her
bank and savings accounts and
her earnings., are and constitute
her separate property and estate;
that defendant, Alfonso Jones,
who is plaintiff's husband and the
unknown heirs and legal repre-
sentatives of said Alfonso Jones
il he be dead, and the other de-
fendants have no right. title and
interest therein; and that plaintiff
is entitled to judgment of the
court under the Declaratory
Judgments Act decreeing that all
such property. real and personal.
is her ‘separale property and
estate and that defendants have
no right, title or interest therein,
for which she prays. Plaintiff also
prays for costs of court and for
general relief.

If this citation is not served
within 90 days after date of its
issuance, it shall be returned un-
served,

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR.
Clerk of the District Courts of
Travis County. Texas.

Issued and pgiven under my
hand and the seal of said Court
at office in the City of Austin,
lhis the 22nd day of June, 1939.

0. T. MARTIN, JR.
Clerk of the District Courts,
Travis Countly, Texas.
A, E. JONES, Deputy,

By

CITATION BY PUBLICATION
THE STATE OF TEXAS

. You tand cach D{ you) are here-
by commanded to appear before
the 126th District Court of Travis
County, Texas, to be held af the
courthouse of said county in the
City of Austin, Travis County,
Texas, at or before 10 o'clock
A. M. of the first Monday afler
the expiration of 42 days from the
date of issuance hereof; that is to
say, at or before, 10 o'clock A. M.
of Monday the 10th day of Au-
gust, 1959, and answer the peti-
tion of plaintiff in Cause Num-
ber 114,437, in which Esther Mae
Hatsell is Plaintiff and Atticuse
Hagood Hatsell is Defendant, filed
in said Court on the 22nd day of
June, 1959, and the nature ot
which said suit is as follows:

Being an action and prayer for
judgment in favor of Plaintiff and
against defendant for divorce dis-
solving the bonds of matrimony
heretofore and now existing be-
tween said parties: Plaintiff al-
leges that on divers occasions
while plaintiff lived together de-
fendant was guilty of excesses,
cruel treatment and outrages to-
ward plaintiff, and that defendant
was unkind, harsh and tyrannical
toward plaintiff; that there was
ne community property nor were
there any children born or adept-
ed by them during their mar-
riage; Plaintif{ further prays for
relief, general and special;

All of which more fully appears
from Plaintiff's Original Petition
on file in this office, and which
reference is here made for all in-
tents and purposes.

It this citation is not served
within 90 days after date of its
issuance, it shall be returned un-
served.

WITNESS., O, T. MARTIN, JR..
Clerk of the District Courts of
Travis County, Texas,

Issued and given under my
hand and the seal of said Court at
office in the City of Austin, this
the 22nd day of June. 1959,

0. T. MARTIN, JR.
Clerk of the District Courts,
Travis County, Texas.
By A. E. JONES, Deputy.

CITATION E.Y FUBLICATION

THE STATE OF TEXAS
To Freddie Paige, Defendant, in
the hereinafter styled and num-

.| bered cause:

You tand cach of you) are here-
by commanded to appear before
the 126th District Court of Travis
County, Texas, to be held at the
courthouse of said county in the
City of Austin, Travis County,
Texas, at or before 10 o'clock AM,
of the first Monday after the ex-
piration of 42 days from the date
of issuance hereof; that is to say,
at or before, 10 o'clock A. M. of
Monday the 10th day of August,
1959, and answer the petition of
plaintiff in Cause Number 114.455.
in which Thelma Paige is Plain-
tiff and Freddie Paige is Defend-
ant, filed in said Court on the
23rd day of Jumne, 1959, and the
nature of which said suit is as
follows:

Being an action and prayer for
judgment in favor of Plaintiff
and against Defendant for decree
of divorce dissolving the bonds
of matrimony heretofore and
now existing between said par-
ties; Plaintiff alleges that the cor-
duct of the Defendant was such
as to render their living together
‘as husband and wife insupport-
able; that defendant was harsh,
unkind and tyrannical toward
plaintiff; that there were no chil-
dren born of this marriage and
there was no community property
accumulated during this mar-
riage: plaintiff desires to have her
former name of Thelma Scott re-
stored:

All of which more fully appears
from Plaintifll’s Qriginal Petition
on file in this office, and which
reference is here made for all in-
tents and purposes;

If this citation is not served
within 90 days after date of its
issuance, it shall be returned un-
served.

WITNESS, O, T. MARTIN, JR.,
Clerk of the District Courts of
Travis County, Texas.

Issued and given wunder my
hand and the seal of said Court
at office in the City of Austin,
this the 23rd day of June, 1959,

O, T. MARTIN, JR.
Clerk of the District Courts,
Travis County, Texas
By A. E, JONES, Deputy.

CITATION BY PUBLICATION

THE STATE OF TEXAS

TO Lionel Lyle Hausman, alias
Harry E. Cunningham, Defendant,
in the hereinafter styled and
numbered cause:

You (and each of you) are
hereby commanded to appear be-
fore the 126th District Court of
Travis County, Texas, to be held
at the courthouse of said county
in the City of Austin, Travis
County, Texas, at or Dbelore 10
o'clock A. M, of the first Monday
after expiration of 42 days from
the date of issuance hereof; that
is to say, at or before 10 o'clock
A. M. of Mconday the 10th day of
August, 1959, and answer the peti-
tion of plaintiff in Cause Num-
ber 114,445, in which Mary Lou
Hausman is Plaintiff and Lionel
Lyle Hausman is Defendant, filed
in said Court on the 23rd day of
June, 1959, and the nature of

and against Defendant for decree
of divorce dissolving the bonds
of matrimony heretofore and
now existing between said par-
ties; Plaintiff alleges that de-
fendant commenced a course of
unkind, tyrannical and harsh con-
duct toward Plaintiff, and that
defendant was guilty of excesses,

cruel treatment and outrages
against defendant, making living
together insupportable; Plaintiff

and Defendant accumulated no
community property and no chil-
dren were born or adopted of said
marriage; Plaintiff prays that her
maiden name of McKinney be re-
stored to her;

All of which more fully ap-
pears from Plaintiff's Original
Petition on file in this office,
and which reference is here made
for all intents and purposes;

If this citation is not served
within 90 days after date of its
issuance, it shall be returned un-
served.

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR.,
Clerk of the District Courts of
Travis Counly, Texas,

Issued and given wunder my
hand and the seal of said Court
at office in the City of Auslin,
this the 23rd day of June, 1959,

O. T. MARTIN, JR.
Clerk of the District Courts,
Travis County, Texas.
By A, E. Jones, Deputy.

BY FUBLICATION

THE STATE OF TEXAS
TO Jose Bracamontes Defend-

CITATION

ant, in the herecinafter stvled
and numbered cause:
You (and each of you) are

hereby commanded to appear be-
fore the 126th District Court of
Travis County, Texas, to be held
at the courthouse of said county
in the City of Austin, Travis
County, Texas, at or before 10
o'clock AM. of the first Monday
after the expiration of 42 days
from the date of issuance hereof:
that is to say, at or before, 10
o'clock AM. of Monday the 3rd
day of August. 1059, and answer
the petition of plaintiff in Cause
Number 114384, in which Fran-
ces Z. Bracamontes is Plaintiff
and Jose Bracamontes is defend-
ant, filed in said Court on the
15th day of June, 1959, and the
nature of which said suit is as
follows:

Being an action and praver for
judgment in faver of Plaintiff
and against Defendant for de-
cree of divorce dissolving the
bonds of matrimony heretofore
and now existing between said
parties: Plaintiff alleges that de-
fendant, shortly after marriage,
began a course of unkind, harsh,
and cruel treatment toward the
plaintiff that continued until they
separated in February, 1058
Plaintiff's petition alleges that
plaintiff was not guilty of any
act bringing about or causing
herein described acts, omissions
and conditions of defendant's
part. There were no children
born of this marriage, and there
is no community property in is-
sue. Plaintiff prays that her mai-
den name, Mosqueda Zapata, be
restored to her;

JAll of which more  {fully ap-
pears from Plaintiff's Original
Petition of file in this office, and
to which reference is here made
for all intents and purposes;

If this citation is mnot served
within 90 days after date of its
issuance, it shall be returned un-
served, WITNESS, O. T. MAR-

TIN, JER. Clerk of the District
Courts of Travis County, Texas.
Issued and given under my

hand and the seal of said Court
at office in the City of Austin,
this the 15th day of June, 1959,
0. T. MARTIN, JR.
Clerk of the District Courts,
Travis County, Texas.
By A. E. JONES, Deputy.

CITATION BY PUBLICATION
THE STATE OF TEXAS

TO Marion McDonald Defend-
ant, in the hereinafler styled and
numbered cause:

You are hereby commanded to
appear before the 126th District
Court of Travis County, Texas, to
be held at the courthouse of said
county in the Cily of Austin,
Travis County, Texas, at or be-
fore 10 o'clock A. M. of the first
Monday after the expiration of 42
days from the date of issuance
hereof; that is to say, at or before,
10 o'clock A. M. of Monday the
17th day of August, 1958, and an-
swer the petition of plaintiff in
Cause Number 114,587, in which
Myrtle MeDonald is Flaintiff and
Marion McDonald is defendant,
filed in said Court on the 30 day
of June, 1959, and the nature of
which said suit is as follows:

Being an action and prayer for
judgment in favor of Plaintiff and
against Defendant for decree of
divoree dissolving the bonds of
matrimony heretofore and now
existing between said parties;
Plaintift alleges cruel ftreatment
on the part of Defendant towards
her of such a nature as to render
their further living together as
huskand and wife altogether in-
supportable; Plaintiff further al-
leges thal three children were
borp o said union, ages nine, five
and three years; Defendant is the
proper person to have their care,
cuslody and control and Ior'whlch

toward the support of said chil-
dren and for which plaintiff prays
judgment; Plaintiff further al-
leges that no community property
is in issue; Plaintiff further prays
for relief, general and special;

All of which more fully appears
from Plaintifi's Original Petition
on file in this office and to which
reference is here made;

I this citation is not served
within 90 days after date of its
issuance, it shall be returned un-
served.

WITNESS, 0. T. MARTIN, J

Clerk of the District Courts’of
Travis County, Texas.
Issued and given under my

hand and the seal of said Court
at office in the City of Austin,
this the 30th day of June, 1958,
Q. T. MARTIN, JR.
Clerk of the Distriet Courts,
Travis County, Texas.
By GEO. W. BICKLER, Deputy.
NOTICE OF INTENTION TO
INCORPORATE WITHOQUT
CHANGE OF NAME

Notice is hercby given that
George J. Christy, doing business
under the name of SOUTHERN
ENGINEERING & CONSTRUC-
TION COMPANY, at Houston,
Texas. will gualify a corporation
and continue to do business as
a corporation runder the nam@e of
Southern Engineering & Con-
struction: Company, and in com-
pliance with Article 1307, Revised
Civil Statutes of the State of
Texas, will post this notice one
day each week for four t4) con-
secutive weeks in a newspaper
in Austin. Texas, and in a news-
paper in Harris County, Texas.

GEORGE J. CHRISTY, dba
Southern Engineering &
Construction Company.

NOTICE OF INTENTION TO
INCORPORATE WITHOUT
CHANGE OF NAME
Notice is hereby given that
Gershon Ettinger and Aaron B.
Goodman, partners doing business
under the name of Regal Janitor
Supply & Paper Co. at El Paso,
Texas, wiil qualify a corporation
and continue to do business as a
corporation under the name of
Regal Janitor Supply & Paper
Co., Inc.; and in compliance with
Article 1307, Revised Civil Stat-
utes of the State of Texas, will
post this notice one day each
week for four (4) consecutive
weeks in a newspaper in Austin,
‘Texas, and in a newspaper in El
Paso County, Texas.
GERSHON ETTINGER and
AARON B. GOODMAN, partners
.d/b/a Regal Janitor Supply
& Paper Co.

THE STATE OF TEXAS
COUNTY OF TRAVIS

In the name and by the author-
ity of the State of Texas

Notice is hereby given as fol-
lows:

To: Ada Richards Simmons and
husband, W. M. B. Simmons, Rob-
ert D. Richards and wife, Lilliam
Richards, Mrs. Bonita Richards
Guarjardo and husband, F. M.
Guarjardo, John Richards, Sallie
Louise Dodd and husband, C. M.
Dodd, Mary Ann Richards, Bo-
nita Louise Paxson, Richard Wil-
bur Dodd and wife, Jewell Alice
Dodd, Alvine Flury, Stella Mae
Richards, Norine Richards, Mary
Evelyn Richards, Shirley Louise
Carroll and husband, J. D. Car-
roll, Jacob Graham, Mary L. Can-
ody, and the unknown owner or
owners of the property herein-
after described or any interest
therein; the heirs and legal rep-
resentatives and the unknown
heirs and legal representatives of
each of the above named and
mentioned persons who may be
deceased; and the corporate offi-
cers, trustees, receivers and stock-
holders of any of the above
named or mentioned parties
which may be corporations, de-
funct or otherwise, together with
the successors, heirs and assigns
of such corporate officers, trus-
tees, receivers, and stockholders,
and any and all persons, includ-
ing adverse claimants, owning or
having or claiming any legal or
equitable interest in or lien upon
the following described property
delinquent to Plaintiff herein, for
taxes, to-wit: All that certain lot,
tract or parcel of land lying and
being situated in the County of
Travis, State of Texas,known and
described as follows: The East
Forty-five feet (E 45" of Lot Ten
(10}, in the subdivision of Outlot
Forty-one in Division “B" ac-
cording to the map or plat of said
subdivision recorded in Volume 1.
page 7 of the Plat Records of
Travis County, Texas, which tract
fronts Southerly on East Twelfth
Street Forty-five (45°) and ex-
tends back between parallel lines
One hundred Fifty feet (150°), to-
gether with all improvements
thereon situated.

Which said property is delin-
quent to Plaintiff for taxes in the
following amounts: $522.59, ex-
clusive of interest, penalties and
costs, and there is included in
this suit in addition te the taxes
all said interest, penalties and
costs thercon, allowed by law up
to and including the day of judg-
ment herein.

You are hereby notified

that |

State of Texas and the Counly of
Travis and the Austin Indepen-
dent School Distriet, as Defend-
ants, by petition filed on the 13th
day of March, 1959, in a certain
suit styled City of Austin vs, Ada
R. Simmens, et al for collection
of the taxes on said property and
that suit is now pending in the
Distriet Court of Travis County
53rd Judicial District, and the file
number of said suit is 113,353, that
the names of all taxing wunits
which assess and collect taxes on
the - property hereinabove de-
seribed not made parties to this
suit are, NONE.

Plaintiff and all other taxing
units who may set up their tax
claims seek recovery of delinquent
ad valorem taxes on the property
hereinabove described. and in
addition to the taxes all interest.
penalties, and costs allowed by
law thereon up to and including

| the day of judgment herein, and

the establishment and foreclosure
of liens, if any, securing the pay-

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: ' ment of same, as provided by law.

All parties to this suit, includ-
irg Flaintiffs, Defendants, and
Intervenors, shall take notice
that claims not only for any taxes
which were delinquent on said
properly at the time of this suit
was filed but all taxes becoming
delinquent thereon at any time
thereafter up to the day of judg-
ment, ineluding all interest, pen-
alties, and costs allowed by law
thereon, may, upon request there-
for, be recovered herein without
further citation or notice to any
parties herein, and all said parties
shall take notice of and plead and
answer to all elaims and plead-
ings now on file and which may
hereafter be filed in said cause
by all other parties herein, and
all of those taxing units above
named who may intervene herein
and set up their respective tax
claims against said property.

You are hereby commanded to
appear and defend such suit on
the first Monday after the expira-
tion of Forty two (42) days from
and after the date of issuance
hereof, the same being the 17th
day of August A.D. 1959 twhich
is the return day of such citation?,
before the Honorable District
Court, 33rd Judicial District of
Travis County, Texas, to be held
at the courthouse thereof, then
and there to show cause why
judgment shall not be rendered
for such taxes, penalties, interests
and costs, and condemning said
property and ordering foreclosure
of the constitutional and statutory
tax liens thereon for taxes due
the Plaintiff and the taxing units
parties hereto, and those who may
intervene herein, together with
all interest, penalties and costs
allowed by law up to and includ-
ing the day of judgment herein,
and all costs of this suit.

Issued and given under my
hand and seal of said court in
the City of Austin, Travis County.
Texas, this 1st day of July A.D.

59. :

0. T. MARTIN, JR.
Clerk of the District Court
Travis County, Texas

CITATION BY PUBLICATION

THE STATE OF TEXAS

TO Juanita Solis Defendant, in
the hereinafter styled and num-
bered cause:

You are hereby commanded to
appear before the 126th District
Court of Travis County, Texas, 1o
be held at the courthouse of said
county in the City of Austin,
Travis County, Texas, at or be-
fore 10 o'clock A. M. of the first
Monday after the expiration of 42
days from the date of issuance
hereof; that is to say, at or before,
10 o'clock A. M. of Monday the
24th day of August, 1959, and an-
swer the petition of plaintiff in
Cause Number 114,227, in which
Abel Solis is Plaintiff and Juanita
Solis is defendant, filed in said
Court on the 2nd day of June,
1959, and the nature of which said
suit is as follows:

Being an action and prayer for
judgment in favor of Plaintiff and
against Defendant for decree of
divorce dissolving the bonds of
matrimony heretofore and now
existing between said parties;
Plaintiff alleges cruel treatment

-on the part of defendant towards

him of such a nature as to render
their further living together as
husband and wife altogether in-
supportable; Plaintiff further al-
lcges that no children were born
of said union and no property was
acquired; Pldintiff further prays
for relief, general and special;

All of which more fully appears
from Plaintif{’s Original Petition
on file in this office and to which
reference is here made;

If this citation is not served
within 90 days after date of its
issuance, it shall be returned un-
served.

WITNESS, O. T. MARTIN, JR.,
Clerk of the Dislrict Courts of
Travis County, Texas.

Issued and given under my
hand and the seal of said Court at
office in the City of Austin, this
the Tth day of July, 1959.

O. T. MARTIN, JR.
Clerk of the District Courts,

TO Afticuse Hagood Hatsell.| which said suit is as follows: she prays judgment; Plaintiff fur- | suit has been brought by the City | Travis County, Texas.
Defendant.  in the  hereinafier | Being an action and prayer for|‘her alleges that defendant is able | of Austin as Plaintiff, against '-h‘?| - D
styled and numbered chus judgment in favor of Plaintiff'to contribute a reasonable amount ! above named persons, and thel By GEO. W. BICKLER, Deputy.
NOTICE required by Art. 1307, nership are o be presented to him D, Anderson, _an indivlidunl of , Gin Company, was dissolved by |ter Gin Cnm_p:m_\_'l. intend to in-
LS. T. is hereby given that the| for payment, Travis County, Texas. deing busi- | mutual consent on the last day of | corporate  said firm without a
Lelow nomed fiem intends to in- Kurt Schmedes ness under the firm name of W’.Il}. May, 1959, All debis owing do the | change of the firm name on June
corporate  under  the  identical W. V. Brenizer Anderson Company, intends to in-|said partnership are to be re-|1, 1959
name, Ihy ;’\ircrwrt Supply Co. e corporate said firm without a|geived by the said H. G. Keaton H. G. Keaton

TO ‘-'HI:()\‘I T MAY CONCERN:
Nuotice is hereby piven that the

partnership  lately subsisling  be-

tween Kurt Schmedes and W, W

Brenizer of Travis County, Texa
under the firm name of “A. Las
berg & Company™ was dissolved
Ly mutual consent on the ast day

of June, 1959, All debls owing to|
the said partnership are lo be re-
ceived by the said Kurl Schmedes
and all demands on the said part-

.| Lassberp & Company,

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
MNotice is  hereby given that
Kurt Schmedes. an individual, of
" Travis County, Texas, doing busi-
‘nc‘:s under the firm name of "A.
intends to

'mme:rmlu said firm without a
I(h.lnl,(- of the firm name on June

1850

Kurt Schmedes, Owner

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
Motice is hercby given that W,

change of the firm name on June
1. 1959,
W, D. Anderson, Owner

TC WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:
Motice is hereby given that the
partnership lately subsisting be-
tween H. G. Keaton and Grady
Acuff of Howard Counily and
Dawson  County. respectively,
under the firm name of Foster

and Grady Acuff and all demands

on the said partnership are to be

presented to them for payment.
H. G. Keaton
Grady Acuff

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Notice is hereby pgiven that H.
G. Keaton and Grady Acuff of
Howard Counly and Dawson
County, respeclively, doing busi-
ness under the firm name of Fos-

Grady Acuff

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN:

Wotice is hereby given that K.
H. McGibbon, an individual, of
Howard County, Texas, doing
business under the firm name of
K. H. McGibbon Oil Company, in-
tends to incorporate said firm
without a change of the firm
name on June 1, 1959.

K. H. McGibbon, Owner




Blacklist Reverberations

AUSTIN

Officials of some Texas towns
on the Mexican blacklist for dis-
crimination have taken steps to
make amends so they can again
qualify to receive bracero work-
ers, but others are never likely
to do so.

According to Henry LeBlanc,
chief, farm placement bureau,
Texas Employment Commission,
of the 20 Texas cities on the June
24 “Mexican national blacklist,”
as he calls it, seven are in areas
which rely on braceros, two use
some but do not rely on them,
nine do not use braceros, and
two have given up using them
since they were blacklisted.

The list decreased to 19 towns
last week when Pecos made pen-
ance and was removed by Mexico
City.

LeBlanc, whose office must cer-
tify that farmers cannot hire do-
mestic workers before they can
get braceros, says the blacklist
was very active in 1952 and 1953
but atrophied after 1954 because
county-blacklisting was done away
with by a U.S.-Mexican agree-
ment that year. Last August or
September Mexico reactivated the
list by counties again, “and the
braceros stopped.” but not for
long, because they were still list-
ing areas by counties contrary to
the agreement and_had to yield
to a U.S. protest. The June 24
list, the {first one naming cities,
therefore was the first effective
blacklisting in Texas since 1952-
'53. Since June 24 the blacklisted
towns have not been able to get
braceros.

In Mexico City, a foreign min-
istry spokesman said that “the
situation has improved a great
deal. In the not too distant future
I think the picture will be quite
different.” The Mexico City news-
paper Excelsior said braceros in
the U.S. will take home about 340
million this year.

Lubbock uses only 3,000 to 5,000
braceros in its farming area. but
their loss would be financially
serious to the farmers. Already,
Douglas Birch, an inspector for
the PBritish West Indies Central
Labor Organization, has confirm-
ed that firm orders have been
placed for 70 B.W.I. workers for
West Texas ranches. He spent ten
days inspecting 30 West Texas
ranch facilities for workers. Min-
imum wage for workers from. the
B.W.I, he said, would be 8120 a
month plus room and board.

The Lubbock ban is expected to
be lifted shortly. The requisite
representations have been made
to Mexico City by Lubbock offic-
ials, and the Dallas office of the
Bureau of Employment Security
indicated it expects Mexico City
to respond accordingly.

Several towns on the list evi-
dently were blacklisted for rea-
sons not related to the use of
braceros. Marshall, in East Texas,
is one of the proscribed towns,
and LeBlanc says of this, “I never
heard of one (bracero) up there
—they don't even know what they
are.” Seguin, too, he said, “never
heard of one.”

Pecos Uses 25,000

@ Pecos, as the only town
which has been removed
from the list since June 24, is
proof of the potency of the Mexi-
cans’ anti-discrimination system
in areas that need braceros. Pecos
uses braceros as cotton pickers,
ranch hands, and vegetable work-
ers. In the peak cotton season the
Pecos area has 25,000 braceros.
The regular labor supply out
there is only 200, and domestic
migrants will not go out there be-
cause it's off their beaten path.
Alstin consul Rafael Linares
recalled that some years back in
Pecos a Latin-American native
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was refused admission to a pri-
vately owned swimming pool.
There has also been a more recent
incident of discrimination which
was processed through the Trans-
Pecos Labor Assn., but that asse-
ciation's manager would not dis-
cuss its nafure.

Cecil Cochran, mayor of Pecos,
said that were Pecos to lose the
braceros, the repercussions would
be serious for the farmers but
also for the Mexican nationals
and Mexico's income from them.

To get their town off the list,
Cochran, the sheriff, and the chief
of police wrote the Mexican con-
sul in El Paso “promising our co-
operation,” Cochran said.

‘A Lot of Dang Papers’

(] Sonora, another West Texas
town, uses braceros mainly

for cattle, sheep, and goat ranch-

ing. Local and migrant domestic

workers won't go to the ranches.

As LeBlanc says, “it's a pretty

lonesome life, way out in the
middle of nothin'.”

The mayor out there, Alfred
Swinney, has responded accord-
ingly: “We've signed a lot of

dang papers.” That is, the sheriff,
marshall, county judge, and Swin-
ney sent off a request to find out
the nature of the alleged dis-
crimination ‘'so,”” says Swinney,
“we could go ahead and correct
it.”

Swinney thought maybe the
trouble had to do with ranchers
leaving their ranches for a few
days, coming back, and the ques-
tion coming up whether to take
the Mexicans' word on how many
hours they had worked while the
ranchers were away.

‘Was Sonora going to get off the
list? “Oh yes, you bet—if they'll
let us know what it is,” Swin-
ney caid.

Imperial, another West Texas
town, is in an area which uses
braceros for cotton picking and
feed crops. W. D. Glenn, Imper-
ial's constable, (there is no
mayor,) says of the town’s black-
listing, “I uriderstand that some
of the city officials had some
stenographers, and they refused
‘'em in the beauty shops and the
cafes, stuff like that.” He thought
there were several shops in-
volved.

“Maybe they've loosened up a
little,” he said of the shops ex-
cluding Mexicans, and he thought
they might loosen up some more
“when they see what type of jam
they're getting in to.”

‘What would they do around
Imperial without braceros?

“Well,”  he said, “they'd just
have a big job trying to get what
locals they could—and get some

of those mechanical machines.”
Two Texas cities, Port Lavaca
and Three Rivers, evidently are
on the blacklist to stay (as may
be the other towns which do not
use braceros and thus have no
economic incentive to get off).

A Back Wage Claim

@ YPort Lavaca, LeBlanc said,

had a back wage dispute
with Mexico for braceros in 1949.
The Mexican government sent a
claim to the Texas Governor for
$1,410,000 in back wages due bra-
ceros and wanted the Governor
to collect. The matter was re-
ferred to the Attorney General,
who decided the state could not
collect and returned the claim to
Mexico. Ever since Port Lavaca
has been on the list. They haven't
had any braceros since, and “I
don't guess they ever want to see
'em again,” LeBlanc said.

Frank E. Kinsey, acting mayor
of Port Lavaca, said that “the
workers were guaranteed a cer-
tain wage, according to the Mexi-
can government, and they'd get
'em in here and have a heck of a
time with 'em. They couldn't even
get enough work out of 'em to
justify payin’ ’em that much.”

Since the cotton crop must be
picked when it's ready if the
farmer is not to risk considerable
financial loss, some farmers
around Port Lavaca at once in-
vested in mechanical cotton pick-
ers. For example, Otto Marek, a
cotton farmer who had had 3:3»
braceros in 1949, bought a share
in one machine in_ 1950, As of
now “most all the farmers around
here own machines. It's quite in-
dustrial—everything big machin-
ery now,” Kinsey says. The black-
listing “actually started it,"/ and
the farmers “converted here be-
cause they couldn't wait."

‘They Ought To’-
[5) Three Rivers has been on the
blacklist ever since January,
1949, when the manager of the
Rice Funeral Home there refused
to inter Felix Longoria, a Latin-
American war veteran who had
been killed in action on Luzon.
“The whites wouldn't like it,”
the manager said. During the en-
suing investigation at the cham-
ber ~ of commerce building at
Three Rivers, Dr. Hector Garcia
of Corpus Christi recalled to the
Observer, a barbershop next door
refused to cut Mexicans' hair.
Longoria was finally buried at
Arlington Cemetery; Three Rivers
was blacklisted. Says LeBlanc: “It
looks to me like they'll stay on
there forever, and they ought to.
They certainly are diseriminatory,
as far as I'm concerned.” R.D.

25,000 Under State Care

AUSTIN

Twenty-five thousand Texans
now come within the control of
the state hospitals as mental pa-
tients of one kind or ancther in a
given year. The average legisla-
tor has only a passing acquaint-
ance with the medical and social
issues involved in their care and
treatment and their return to a
free life. The Texas House has
now taken a step which Rep.
Malcolm MacGregor  believed
could give the legislature “a liv-
ing contact” with the state's pro-
grams for these people.

Rep. Max Smith, San Marcos
conservative, fought the resolu-
tion for the third time (the first
two times he had beaten it down),
He said it would produce “a lot
of recommendations that will
never be read” and “do more
harm than good.”

“We've given them a world of
money,” Smith said of the state
hospitals and special schools.
There has been a building pro-
gram of $5 million per ycar since

1949, he said. “I think they're
doing a good job." :

Rep. Don Kennard, Fort Worth,
asked when Smith had last visit-
ed a state mental hospital. "I
haven't visited all of 'em ever,”
said Smith, who, until this ses-
sion, has held the powerful chair-
manship of the House appropria-
tions commitiee. His last wvisit
was two years ago, he said. Had
he been to Rusk? “No." Terrell?
“Yes, mnot recently.” Wichita
Falls? Smith did not say. Gates-
ville school for boys? "“A good
many Yyears ago.” “Well you
know,"” Kennard said, “they have
1200 boys there with facilities for
800."

MacGregor's resolution said the
concept of state mental ecare is
changing from mere custody to
treatment and training'_for resto-
ration to society. Five represen-
tatives will be'..appointed by the
Speaker to observe and study the
hospital system, consider im-
provements, and make recom-
mendations to the 1961 legislature.
The resolution was adopted 72-65.

Houston's Guns Found;
Man ‘Mad at the Race’

The Corpus Christi city coun-

cil is considering two possi-
ble ways of eliminating the smell
at the Oso Sewer Plant. One is to
burn up the odors; the other, ex-
tend the discharge line inte Cor-
pus Christi Bay.

5}(- Texas Rangers and the Wal-

ker County sheriff's depart- |3y

ment recovered five guns that be-
longed to Sam Houston and had
been stolen from the Houston mu-
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seum - at Huntsville. Two young
men had sold the guns to a Dallas
gun dealer, who reported to the
police.

kg An attorney for half a dozen

news vendors who have been
arrested for selling magazines the
police think obscene has demand-
ed Mayor Cutrer in Houston con-
sider establishing a city censor-
ship board, and Cutrer has agreed
to do so. The lawyers said deal-

ers are so nervous in Houston
now, they have taken Peyton
Place and Andersonville off racks,
and some have taken down 60
percent of their magazines. “If
they were selling that many dirty
magazines, their stands should be
bare,” the mayor retorted.

A former mental patient, I.
W. Stieckels, 35, tossed a gas-
oline-filled tequila bottle in a
Corpus Christi bar, injuring two.
Why? “Let me tell you something,
mister,” he said. *“I just got
damned mad at the whole human
race, so I blasted it. I wanted to
see those people- burn. Then
mayp-e they'd send me to‘ the
electric chair.,” He jumped into
the bay, swam a way, and finally
came out to surrender to police.

Two deputy sheriffs in Travis

County have resigned on re-
guest as a result of a grand jury
report and the sheriff's belief that
they had been “too closely assoc-
iated” with persons connected
with prostitution. The county's
four Dbrothels have been pad-
locked.

Unions and Religion

CORPUS CHRISTI

Is a labor union like a religion?
The Corpus Christi Ministerial
Alliance heard Texas AFL-CIO
secretary-treasurer Fred Schmidt
maintain that many of labor's ob-
jectives are identical with those
of organized religion. Schmidt
asked them if religion ought not
be more concerned with “the big
question of poverty.”

Labor and the clergy joined
forces the 1959 legislative session,
Schmidt said, for abolition of
capital punishment and against
the segregationists’ legislation.
Since the labor movement started
in Texas in 1900, he said, labor
has fought for free textbooks for
children, requiring school attend-
ance nine months a year, tuber-
culosis hospitals, preventing the
state from hiring out orphans at
the Corsicana State Home to work
in cotton mills, and preventing
child labor and convict labor.

Asked about gangsterism in
unions, Schmidt asked for a fair
hearing for the unions and said

abuses were the exception, not
the rule.

“I would like to chide you on a
moral question,” Schmidt told the
Corpus clergy. “You have taken
stands in wet-dry .elections and
against gambling, How about the
big question of poverty?

“In Texas over 100,000 of our
citizens have to leave our state to
live like gypsies. They find small
satisfaction in being displaced
from their homes by imported
braceros. Another 147,000 people
of Texas cannot be happy with
having to accept federal food.
The average education of our
three southernmost counties is not
above the third grade. Is this not
more than a struggle for better
wages and hours? It is a moral is-
sue,” Schmidt said.

Schmidt was asked if union
leaders actually speak for only a
small number of their member-
ship. He replied that apathy is
one of the leading problems of
labor. “lI assume churches have
the same problem, with the min-
ister . frequently the only one
speaking out,” he said.

Remarks on Bedichek, Austin

(We excerpt a column by Al
Melinger in the Baytown Sun on
the Bedichek issue—Ed.)

We are, thanks to the thought-
fulness of Dick Manne, in belated
possession of one of the most re-
markable epitaphs yet printed in
Texas, the June 27 issue of The
Texas Observer which devotes its
entire 60 columns to the exclusive
subject of the late Roy Bedi-
chek. ... 3

The net result is not only an
amazingly intimate portrziit of a
many-faceted individual but in-
cidentally a glowing picture of
the town whose life he enriched
for many decades, ...

There was J. Frank Dobie
whose fantastic difficulties with
hay fever while trying to read
Chaucer aloud during a sopho-
more English course are as un-
forgettable as his later choleric
attention to the patriotic doggerel
of Governor W. Lee O'Daniel.

Also Charles W. Ramsdell, son
of one of Bedichek's faculty inti-
mates, who once brought back
from Mexico a live fiddle player
who could not speak a word of
English or read a note of music.
I am sure that the melancholy
Latin scrapings often offended the
visiting Bedichek's ears as they

did mine just across the narrow
graveled driveway.

And Hubert Mewhinney, the
erudite arrowhead fancier, who,
as did Bedichek, combines .com-
patibly a love for the classics
with an appreciation of the primi-
tive.

Plus John Henry Faulk who
once introduced this writer to
Henry Agard Wallace and later
entertained the Yankees by sing-
ing folk tunes over a New York
radio station. l

There was as much divergence
and wversatility in the score or
more by-lines which studded the
Bedichek edition as there was in
the personality of the subject
himself. But each essay, regard-
less of angle, was marked by the
common ingredient of sincerity.
There wasn't a phony word in
the whole iwelve pages. ...

Austin's post-war growth has
resulted in fewer oak trees and
more shopping centers but the
Austin point of view nourished
and articulated by men like
Dobie and Bedichek still persists.
That it will survive is evident
from the quality and character of
comment which signalized the end
of the Bedichek era and the be-
ginning of its legend.




