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Ambassador Linowrrz. I can see no objection to that, sir. Again
this is obviously something that would be included

Mr. FrerineroyseN. Well, I can see an objection. We are talking
about a 3- to 5-year period in many of these cases. What you are ask-
ing is for Congress to abdicate its responsibility to take a look at these
things down the road. ‘

When President Kennedy was alive he had members of the Foreign
Affairs Committee up to the second floor. He sat in his rocker try-
ing to persuade us to go for a long term authorization for some of
these foreign aid programs, and in the case of the Alliance for Prog-
ress in certain cases we have approved a long-term basis.

But if you now are asking—and this is the gist of the argument—
for a long-term program, and you are certainly asking this with re-
spect to the integration fund which isn’t even going to be in existence
until 1969, you should surely spell out that this is the significance of
the resolution. You want us to pass judgment on certain questions
for a period of years. Then we will not be in a position to pass judg-
ment on it in future years. :

1 would suggest, if you propose a 3-year program for that kind of
financial assistance, that we ought to indicate it in the resolution. It
seems very poorly phrased. There is no reference—with respect to
the integration fund paragraph—at all that is not to be developed
until 1969, that this is in effect to be a one-shot operation. There is
no indication of what a transitional period is. There is no indication
of how much matching is to be required.

It seems to me that if we are to tie our hands with respect to an ob-
ligation to provide substantial financial assistance, that we ought to
have language that at least represents what we plan to commit our-
selves to next month. :

Chairman Moreax. The time of the gentleman from New .J ersey
has expired, and the time of the gentleman from Michigan, Mr.
Broomfield, has expired.

Mr. SerpEN.

Mr. Seroew. Mr. Ambassador, T think perhaps some of us are get-
ting confused as to just what is in this resolution, what it actually
does. Consequently, T would like to ask several questions, the an-
swers to which I hope will clarify the situation.

Am T correct in stating that, while the resolution does recommend
resources to carry out certain specifies, the resolution does not au-
thorize the appropriation of funds. Am I correct in that statement?

Ambassador Livowirz. It doesnot authorize, that is right.

Mr. Serprx. Am I correct in stating further that the reference to
specific amounts in the President’s message, in the Secretary of State’s
statement yesterday, and in your statement today, is an effort to spell
out the maximum additional amounts that the executive branch of
our Government feels it will be necessary to spend in Latin America
during the next 5 years?

Ambassador Lixowrrz. For these purposes, that is correct, sir.

Mr. Sepex.  Am T correct in stating further that this resolution
does not in_any way bind the Congress to a specific figure? The
amount spelled out in the President’s message, as I understand it,
will have to be presented to Congress with the necessary justification,




