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INCREASE IN VETERANS’ COMPENSATION

FRIDAY, APRIL 21, 1044

Unirep StTATES SENATE,
SuscoMMITTEE ON VETERANS' LEGISLATION,
or THE CoMMITTEE ON FINANCE
Washington, D. C.

The subcommittee met, pursuant to notice, at 10:30 a. m., in room
312,_2911%9 Office Building, Senator Bennett éhump Clark (chuirmfm)
presiding,

Present: Senators Clark (chairman) and Millikin.

Senator OLark. The committee will come to order.

This bill, 8. 1508 [indicating], was introduced by myself at the
request of the Veterans’ Administration. We have heretofore had
hearings on it. The amendment simply makes clear the effective
date of the bill. There is no objection to it on the part of anybody.

Are there any representatives of the veterans’ organizations here

today that care to say anything about that bill? "It has already

been taken up in hearings heretofore.

Is there uny objection to reporting that, Senator?

Senator MiLLixiN. No. .

Senator CrLark. That may be reported directly to the Senate,
under the authority given the subcommittee.

S. 1329 was introduced by Senator George at the request of the
Veterans’ Association and has to do with the supplying of artificial
limbs. That has already been considered in hearings held heretofore.
I think there is no objection by the veterans’ organizations. The
magtter is simply routine.

We will report these two directly to the Senate,

Senator Crark., We will take up now H. R. 3477 and H. R. 3356.
They are so closely connected in subject matter that the two may
be considered together, :

(H. R. 3377 and H. R. 3356 are as follows:)

[R. R. 3377, 78th Cong., 1st sess.}

AN ACT To increasoe the rate of pension for World War veterans from $40 to $50 per month, to $60 per
month in cortain specified cases, and for other purposes

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That paragraph I (f), part I1I, Veterans Regulation
Numbered t (a), as amended, is hereby amended to read:

“I (f) The amount of pension payable under terms of part III shall be $50
monthly, except that where such vetorans shall have been rated permanent and
total and in receipt of pension for a continuous period of ten years or reach the
%%a ff sixt,:y-ﬁve years, the amount of pension shall be $60 monthly: Provided,

e,

The provisions of this Act shall apply to veterans of both World War I and .

World War II,
Passed the House of Reprosentatives November 17, 1943,

Attest: .
Sovrn TrimsLe, Clerk,
1



2 INCREASE IN VETERANS' COMPENSATION

[H. R. 3350, 78th Cong., 1st s0s3.]

AN ACT To increase the service-connected disability rates of compensation or gcnslon payablo to veterans
of World War I and World War II and veterans entitled to wartime rates based on service on or after
Boptomber 16, 1940, for service-connected disabilities, and to increase the rates for widows and children
under Public i«nw 484, Soventy-third Congress, as amended, and to Include widows and children of World
War I1 veterans for boneflts under the latter Act

Be it enacled by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United Slates of
America in Congress assembled, That the monthl?' rates of compensation or pension
payable to veterans of World War T and World War 11, including veterans en-
titled to wartime rates under Public, 359, Seventy-seventh Congress, December 19,
1941, for service on or after September 16, 1940, for service-incurred disability,
not including the special awards and allowances fixed by law, which are payable
under any laws or regulations administered by the Veterans’ Administration are
hereby increased by 16 per centum.

Sec. 2. That the monthly rates of compensation payable to widows and children
under authority of Public Law Numbered 484, Seventy-third Congress, Juno 28,
1934, as emended, shall be ag follows: Widow but no child, $35; widow and one
child, $45 (with $5 for each additional child); no widow but one child, $18; no
widow but two children, $27 (equally divided); no widow but three children, $36
((fq}gzl(lg divided) with $4 for each additional child (the total amount to be equally

ivided).

Ssc. 3. The increases provided by this Act shall be effective from the first day
of the first month following the passage of this Act.

Sec. 4. The benefits of Public Taw Numbered 484, Seventy-third Congress,
June 28, 1934, as amonded, are hereby extended to widows and children of per-
sons who served during the period of the present war, as defined in existing law,
subject to the administrative, definitive, and regulatory provisions of Public,
Numbered 484, as amended: Provided, That the definition of “widow” shall be
that contained in section 6 of Public Law Numbered 144, Seventy-eighth Congress,

Ju}y 13, 1943,
assed the House of Representatives November 16, 1948,

Attest: .
, . Sourn Trimee, Clerk,

Senator Crark. Mr. Rice, do you wish to make a statement about
this matter? . .
Mr. Rice. Yes, sir; I do, Mr. Chairman,
“ Senator Crark. You may proceed.

STATEMENT OF MI-LLARD W. RICE, NATIONAL SERVICE
DIRECTOR, DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS

"Mr, Rice. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen of the committee,

I will take up first H. R. 3377.

The purpose is plainly stated in the title, to increase the rate of
pension for World War veterans from $40 to $50 per month and to
increase it to $60 per month where & man has been rated permancntly
a?d5totally disabled for a period of 10 years or has rcached the age
of 65.

Our organization at its last national convention expressed itself in
resolution form that this pension should be increased for all per-
manently and totally disabled war veterans from $40 to $60, the same
as was then provided for Spanish-American War veterans. Since
that time, may I call your attention to the fact that the Congress has
increased the benefits to veterans of the Spanish-American War to $75.

We believe that Congress would be justified in increasing the total .
and permanent benefits at least to $60 a month for any man who is’
totally and permanently disabled, re%ardlcss of ago or how long rated,
beocause he is {just,, as badly in need of it whether 40 years of age or 65
years of age if he is actually totally and permanently disabled.
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Therefore, we recommend and urge that the sum of $50 be changed
to $60 and that the language “‘cxecpt that where such veterans shall
have been rated J)ormsmentv and total and in receipt of pension for a
continuous period of ten years or reach the age of sixty-five years, the
amount of pension shall be $60 monthly’”” be deleted from the bill,

I would then be highly in favor of the enactment of the bill,

Senator MiLLigiN, Starting where?

Mr, Rice, Line 6, with the woed “excopt.”

Senator MirigiN. That s, delete from there to the end of the
paragraph?

Mr. Rrcw, Not to the end, to the word “monthly,” including the
word “monthly.” The word *“‘Provided,”” must be left in,

Senator MiLLikiN, Yes,

My, Rice, The reason for putting in the $60 was just putting the
foot in the door, as it were, toward getting $60 for all of them, but
there doesn’t appear to be any logical reason back of it.

We chango the first $50 to $60, in the title, and eliminate the
words “$60 per month in certain specified cases, and for other pur-
poses.” Eliminate that line and change the sum $50, where it first
appears, to $60, "

As a matter of fact, there would be ample justification for going to
$75 per month, because veterans of all wars who receive pensions on
the basis of non-service~-connected disabilities ought to get the same
amount; but as far as we are concerned, we only went on record for
$60 and that is all I can plead on. ‘

Benator MinLikiN, How would this compare with the rate paid
Spanish-American War veterang?

Mr, Rics, This would give the rate that was in effeet prior to the
time that Congress raised their rate from $60 to $75.

Senator MrLuixin, How about those over 65 years of age?

Mr. Ricr. There is a provision for Spanish-American War veierans
that the age of 65 shall be regarded as permanent and total disability.
We have not gone on record on that beeatse wo believe that the pen-
sion is only warranted if he is permancntly and totally disabled.
But if Congress wants to put that in, we have no objection to it.

But that figure was projected into the future at one time by the
Veterans’ Administration to show that if it were granted merely on
tho basis of agoe, the total sum would reach about $2,000,000 a year.

Senator Crark. What would you say to the Veterans’ Administra-
tion claim that this would amount to an increase in pensions up and
down tho line of about 50 percent?

Mr. Rice. That doesn’t bother me any. '

Senator Crark. I understand, but it might bother somebody else,

Mr, Ricu. That would be true, that would be literally true, but $60
a month is an entirely inadequate sum with which to maintain cven &
bare existence for'a man who is Ecrmtmently and totally disabled and
unemployed. . Those men must be actually unemployed, according to
lt‘hel interpretation of tho Veterans’ Administration. = It is really too
ittle as is. ‘ ' ‘

" Now, H. R. 3356, we believe that a much mora scientific method of
providing for an increase in accordance with'the cost of living ought
to be adopted by Congress. We are happy that the committee seems
disposed to give favorable consideration to this bill because certainly
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some increase in compensation based upon cost of living is warranted
at this time, but we believe that a more scientific method would be to
provide for & 10-percent increase in all compensation and pension for
all service-connected disability for cach 10 percent increase in the cost
of living and to go either up or down in accordance with whether the
cost of living goes up or down, as compared with the basic figurc of
1940, but provided it should not gfo down more than the basis pro-
vided for in existing law. It couldn’t go below $100 a month for
service-connected. Such a provision was embodied in H. R. 1111,
which is not before the committee, but we think it is a more scientific
approach,
enator Crark, What was H, R, 11117

Mr. Rice. That bill was drafted by the legislative counsel of the
Veterans’ Administration. It could not work administratively very
easily because of its provisions. :

Senator Crarxk, It was drafted by the Veterans’ Administration?

Mr. Rice, Yes. So, it is technically perfect.

However, if the committee feels disposed to go along the line that
has already been adopted by the House as sort of a compromise
measure of giving 15 percent increase, then we desire to call attention
to the fact that there ought to be some amendments to the bill as is,
in order to simplify it because if the bill were to be enacted as is, it
would be administratively very difficult to handle.

It will necessitate a review of every claim folder to determine
which _claim would be entitled to the 15 percent. That would be
necessitated by reason of the dates specified and would also be
necessitated by reason of the fact that the 15 percent increase would
not include special awards and allowances.

I call attention to the fact also that it would not, apparently,
include increases in the allowances paid to vocational trainees. ©
helieve that if there Is to be a 15-percent increase on the basis of the
increase in the cost of living, it ought to be equally applicable as to
all who receive benefits on the basis of a service-connected disability,
cither for the disability or on the basis of that disabilitv,

That could be accomplished by deleting the language as follows in
line 4: “of World War I and World War II, including veterans
entitled to wartime rates under Public, 359, Seventy-seventh Congress,
December 19, 1941, for service on or after September 16, 1940,”,

Senator MiLrikin, That is the end of the deletion? ‘

Mr. Rice. Yes. Delete that.

Then, also change the word “incwrred” to the word ‘“connected’,
just to make sure we intend to cover the service-aggravated cases as
well as the service-incurred cases.

Senator MiLLikin, That is following the deletion?

Mr. Rice. Yes. Just change the word “incurred” to “connected,”
because that is the language ordinarily used by the Veterans’ Admin-
istration,

Then delete the language: “not including the special awards and
allowances fixed by law,”. L

" The same result could bo effected if you just delete the word “not”’,
but it would simplify it to delete all that language.
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Then, in licu thereof insort the words: ‘‘or while undergoing courses

of vocational training under the provisions of Public 16 approve
March 24, 1948", so that tho section would read as follows:
That the monthly rates of compensation or pension payable to veterans for
service-conneoted disability or while undergoing courses of vocational training
under the provisions of Public 16 approved Mareh 24, 1943, which ate payable
under any laws or regulations administered by the Vetcrans' Administration
are hereby increased by 15 per centum,

I call your attention to the fact that if these amendments were
made, then it would be possible for the Veterans’ Administration to
immediately grant a 15-percent incrcase to every service-connectod
case including those in vocational training by just giving an order to
tho disbursing office to give that 15 percent increase. 1f you retain
the language as is, it appears to me that you will have to look over
overy single case folder, and I call your attention to the fact that the
Veterans’ Administration is now protty well overloaded with current
pending claims,

Scenator MinLixin, How many beneficiaries ave there?

Mr. Rrce. There are 340,000 service-connected cases of veterans
of World War I: There are about 80,000 or 90,000 service-connected
cascs of vetorans of World War II. That figuro is increasing so fast
that I am inaceurate about it. There are probably 2,000 service-
connected cases of the Spanish-American War; and there are about
30,000 service-connected so-called peacetime veterans.

I call your attention to the provision in here concerning Public, 359
and to the dates in there. It is a very complicated thing because
Public, 359 applics as to any individual who incurred a disnbi%ity as the
result of extra-hazardous duties. They get wartime rates. Under
the provisions some of them would get the 15 percent on their wartime
rates, and some would not. It would necessitate, it scems to me, n
careful roview of the code sheet, at least, of every single claim—a very
complicated thing.

Now, an increaso is warranted on the basis of an increase in the cost
of living, and we certainly believe it is, then it ought to be warranted
as to overy single service-connected case, including the increase on his
statutory award. Then, it would be a very simple thing administra-
tively to put it into effect.

I do state that we believe that the more acceptable way would be
a;gzording to the provisions of H. R. 1111, which is much more scien-
tific.

Senator MiLLikiN, What is tho annual cost of the disability benefits?

Mr, Ricu. I would just have to make a broad estimate. Maybe
one of the other comrades here might be able to give that.

Senator MiLLikiN, Roughly, how much of an increase is involved?

Mr. Rice. In the 15 percent?

Senator MiLLikiN, Yes.

Mr. Ricu. It was estimated in the report, and for me to try to esti-
mate it would be rather precarious, and I would rather not.

Senator MiLLiriN. All right.

Mr. Ricn, Now, I also call attention to the fact that there is another
- method by which to provide an increase in the compensation and pen-
D7187—44—2 :
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sion payments of disabled veterans more nearly to meet their needs,
and that would be to adopt the formula as involved in the bill intro-
duced by Senator Clark, namely, S. 1773, which would provide the
same dependency allowances as the disabled veterans in Canada receive
for their dependency allowance, namely, $25 per month for the wife,
$}1151 dfor the first child, $10 for the sccond, and $10 for each additional
child. -

Such dependency allowances are paid by nearly every Allied country
to its disabled voelerans. We provido no such dependency allowance
for ours, and thére is a very crying need for it, because the man who
comes outb of service would have to reduce his standard of living by
half if he has decpndents.

.That is another method that might be used. I don’t carc to
discuss it.

Section 2 would provide certain increases for the widows and orphans
of veterans of World War I who at the time of death were sullering
with service-connected disabilities,

The amounts of increase are not adequate to take care of the increase
in the cost of living. Our organization went on record to the effect
that the amount of pension payable to widows should be increased to
$50 per month.

Senator MiLLikiN, A widow but no child?

b Mr. Rice. Yes; with the same allowance for children as they now
ave.

It is noteworthy, I believe, to compare the situation with other
countries. I had occasion to visit the New Zealand Legation the
other day and found that they give exactly the same amount for each
child without regard to number, -

Our laws, with a limit as to the amount that may be paid for
dependents, I think are in effect imposing a birth control, as it were,
upon veterans, by limiting it to the amount that has been paid.  That
really ought to be eliminated. :

We are heartily in favor of the application of the same principles
involved in Public Law No, 484 as to widows and orphans of veterans
of World War II, I promiscd that I was not going to take up much
time on this matter,

I would like at this time, Mr. Chairman, to present, briefly, the
national commander of our organization, who happens to be in town
at this present time, Mr, James L. Monahan, who is a wounded
veteran of the Thirty-third Division. Mr. Monahan,

Senator MiLuikin. Before you go, will you give us clean copies of
the wa%you think this bill should'be amended? ,

Mr. Rice. I shall be delighted to.

Senator Crark. Have a scat, Mr. Monahan.

STATEMENT OF JAMES L. MONAHAN, NATIONAL COMMANDER,
DISABLED AMERICAN VETERANS

Mr. Monanan, Mr. Chairman, I want to thank your committee
for the opportunity of appearing before you this morning. ‘

Inmy travels around the country in my'official capacity, I find that
the greatest concern of the civilians as well as the veterans is what is
going to be done for the disabled man. There are some other bills
that I think are worthy of consideration at this time but the greatest
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apprehension scems to be for the disabled man—what is going to be
done for him.

I want to assure you that we are very grateful that you are con-
sidering this type of legislation at this time. ‘

Thank you.

Senator Crarx. We arve glad to have you, Mr. Monahan.

Mr, Sullivan.

Mr. Svrrivan (Francis M. Sullivan, executive director, national
legislative committee). Senator Clark, I would appreciate it if the
subcommittee would hear Mr, Kraabel briefly on the two measures.

Senator Crark, Mr. Kraabel.

STATEMENT OF T. 0. KRAABEL, NATIONAL DIRECTOR,
REHABILITATION COMMITEE, THE AMERICAN LEGION

Mr. Kraanern, Senator Clark, Senator Millikin, gentlemen:

The American Legion appreciates this opportunity of again endors-
ing 1. R.3356 and H. R, 3377.  Thoy substantially meet the mandatos
of our organization. We have given carcful study to the economic
situation and matters that touch upon the lives of disabled veterans.

I have detailed the observations of the organization in a statement
which T will Jeave with the reporter.  We are interested in getting the
bills reported promptly and as they are.

Senator CLARK. {’ou support the bills as they passed the House?

Mr. Krasapun, That is right.

Thank you,

(Supplementary statement furnished by Mr, Kraabel is as follows:)

SvrrLemeNTAL STATEMENT BY T. O, KRAABEL, NATIONAL DIRECTOR REHABILITA-
o8N Comaurrrk, Tun AMERICAN Learon, ov H, R. 3356 anp H, R. 3377 ar
Hearines Brrore 1B VETERANS' SUBCOMMITTER oF THE SENATE FINANCE
ComMITTER

The American Legion in sponsoring and supporting H. R, 3356 and H. R. 38377
js secking a reasonable and modest adjustment in the base pay of disability and
death compensation for World War veterans and for widows and dependent
children under Public Law 484, Seventy-third Congress, as amended. It will be
noted that these bills make no reference to the dependentd of World War veterans
who died or die in service, or who pass away from discases or injuries incurred in
or aggravated by scrvice. The reason for this is that section 14 of Public Law
144, Seventy-eighth Congress, which was approved Julv 13, 1943, sets up adjusted
rates for the widows and children in this group. These adjustments average
about 20 percent of the rates in effect up to that date. The rates for parents
were not ineluded, but should be in any future adjustment.

Section 1 of H, R. 3356 provides that the monthly rates of compensation or
pensjon payable to veterans of World War I and World War II, including those
entitled to wartime rates under Public Law No. 359, Seventy-seventh Congress
December 19, 1041, for sarvice on or after September 16, 1940, for service-incurred
disabilities shall be increased by 15 percent. The special awards and allowances
fixed by law are not included. = The base pay for permanent and total disabilit
was sel by Congress on Deocember 24, 1919, at $100 per month. Partial disabili-
ties eall for proportionate amounts, e. g., 10-percent disability, $10; 20-percent
digahility, $20; and so on up the scale. This base pay has been in cffect for the
past quarter of a century. By the terms of the proposal before the committee
the base pay will be set. at $115 per month for permancnt and total disability,
wit;}lx progortionabe amounts for partial disabilities according to the percentage
evaluated.

The American Legion conducted sincere studies of what would be the best
formula to propose to Congress in advocating this adjustment, It was recognized
that the totally or highly disabled beneficiaries rely on their monthly compensa~
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tion payments for a substantial part if not all of their income with which to meet
their daily living needs. Certainly for them the adjustment should be definite
and as generous as possible. Consideration was given to the proposition that
beneficiaries with minor disabloments and in receipt of compensation amounts of
$10, $20, and $30 per month invariably have another income and weuld not
benefit greatly by the 15 percent increase in their awards., However, when it
came to deciding at which Soint the suggested increases should be made it was
determined that equity and fairness called for a horizontal adjustment of the
whole seale, It mag be true that one in receipt of $10 for a 10 percent disaility
will not have much bencfit from an additional $1.60. However, the computation
of compensation payment being what it is we feel that whatever adjustment iy
granted by Congress should affect the base pay or rate for total and partial dis-
abilities in proportion,

Section 2 of H, R. 3356 provides an adjustment in the compensation payable
to widows and children of veterans who did not die from their sorvice-incurred
disabilities, but who had such disabilities in a measurable degree at the time of
their Eassiug. This_group of bencficiaties is usually referred to as the widows
and children under Public Law 484, Scventy-~third Congress, as amended, An
important amendment to that act wes Public Law 198, Seventy-sixth Congress,
July 19, 1939, Therein the current scale of pay is set forth as follows:

Widow but no ehild . ool et —— $30
Widow with 1 child (with $4 for cach additional child) . . ..vvvueonaeeuaaas 38
No widow but 1 ehild. ..o e 15
No widow but 2 children (equally divided) .. . oo s 2

No widow but 3 children (equally divided) (with $3 for each additional child,
total amount to be equally divided) ..o .ol

Instead of applying a percentage adjustment to this compensation structure the
‘Leglon advocated certain definite amounts as follows:

Widow but no ehild. ... . e $36
Widow and 1 child (with $5 for each additional ehild) .. ... .. .. o... 45
No widow but 1ehild. ... anan 18

No widow but 2 children (equally divided)
No widow but 3 children (equally divided) (with $4 for each additional child,
total amount to be equally divided) .. ...

We feel that this adjustment although it averages more than the 15 percent
set forth in section 1 is fully justified in view of the very small amounts and the
clags of beneficiaries recciving them.

At this point I dosire to call to the attention of the committee members the
fact that for over 10 years the American Legion has been striving for a widows’
and orphans’ pension to be payable without elaimant showing that. the veteran
involved had a service-connected digability. The widows and orphans of vet-
erans of wars prior to World War I have this benefit. The nearest World War I
widows have come to it is through Public Laws 484 and 198, which require the
showing that the veteran had a service-incurred disablement of measureable
degree at the time of his death. It has been estimated that there are hundreds
and posgibly thousands of World War I ex-servicemen who have gone to their
graves without being successful in proving to the Government that they had some

amage to mind or body attributable to their war service, After their passin
their surviving widows and children have had the virtually impossible task o
establishing these claims, Accordingly they do not cowme in for the payments
under Public Law 484 and its amendments. The attention of Congress is again
called to pending proposals which will recognize these widows and orphans, and
accord them a modest pension in keeping with the Government’s policy in behalf
of widows and orphans of prior wars, .

H, R. 3377 proposes to increase the pension payable to permanently and totally
disabled non-service-connected veterans of World War I from $40 per month to $50
Er month, This is & specific increase which meets the terms of an American

gion mandaté on the subject. It will be be recalled that the original pay-
ments to World War I veterans for non-service-incurred disablements started on
July 3, 1930, as disability allowance. The amount payable for the permanent and
total incapacity under that law was $40 per month: ~ By the terms of Public Law 2,
Beventy-third Congress, this amount was reduced to $30 per month, effective July 1,
1933. ‘The amounts for partial disabilities in non-service-connected cases were
rescinded, The $30 rate for total disebility continued for nearly 10 years, when on
June 10, 1942, Congress enacted Public Law 601 granting an increase to $40 per
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month, This is the rate eurrently in cffect. The thought expressed by the
‘;ete{ana' Administration at the time of this last inerease might bear repeating at
this time:

“k % ¥ giving consideration to the incrcased cost of living, the fact that
these men are permanently and totally disabled, and bearing in mind that this
bill does not enlarge the group of eligibles for the pension involved, approval of the
measure by the President is recommended.”

The adjustment sought by this bill is justifiable and goes to a group of bene-
ficiaries permanentally and totally incapacitated and unable in most instances to
supplement this pension income by outside activity, A great mang of these men
have worthy claims for service-conneoted-disability compensation but are unable
to establish them hecause certain items of evidonce and proof of service incurrence
have been lost, destroyed, or otherwise not procurable.

In concluding this brief outline in support of these bills the American Legion
desires that itg advocacy of these measures rest upon the following broad prineiples:

1. That the scale of pay which the Government of the United States observes
in awarding pensions and compensations to its ex-service people and their depend-~
auts has hever been too great ia view of the average standard of living which has
progressively been elevated from the very hirth of the Nation up to the present

time,
2. That when sucn development of toe standard of living and economic eondi-

tions justified, tne history of pension logislation in this country will reveal adequate
precedents to substantiate the adjustments now sought.

3, That these adjustments are modest and reasonable in the light of all present-
day facts and ciroumstances, which are acutely felt by those of the Natioo’s
defenders who have beon deprived of their full capacity to pursue gainful occupa~
tions, and must of neccssity rely upon monthly awards for which their service-
ineurred disabilities aud their wartime service in the country’s behalf qualify them.

Senator Crark. Mr. Ketchum, have you any observations to make

on these two bills?

STATEMENT OF OMAR B, KETCHUM, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL
SERVICE BUREAU, AND NATIONAL LEGISLATIVE REPRESENTA-
TIVE, VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS OF THE UNITED STATES

Mr, Kercaum., Mr. Chairman and Senator Millikin.

I didn’t intend to speak on these two measures, because, as the
chairman knows and as the other members of this committee know,
the Veterans of Foreign Wars are heartily in accord with the purposes
and objectives of H. R. 3356 and H. R. 3377,  *

I was horeful this morning that no testimony would be necessary
that the bills would be endorsed in their present form and could be
regorbed out by the committee,

have listened with interest to the testimony of the fine repre-
sentative of the Disabled American Veterans and agree that there are
gome changes which, of course, could bring additional benefits to
veterans. don’t think there has ever been & ‘Fiece of legislation
passed by the Congress but what if it was held long enough and
amended enough it possibly could be improved.

On the other hand, there is a great demand for this legislation at
the oarliest possible moment. It has been carefully considered. It
has been adopted by the House. It is now before this committee.
T am foarful that if you begin amending the bill, even though it might
be desirable to give increased benefits to many, it is going to further
delay the passage of this important legislation.

I travel about this country a great deal and one thing that is thrown
in my face constantly is: “What are you fellows doing about the needed
increases for those who have served in the past and who are now
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attempting to live, with this increase in the cost of living, on small
allowances allowed? The important thing for you fellows to do down
there is to get those two bills through the Congress and quit stalling
around about it.”

1 am fearful that if we continue to amend them now, even though
that may be desirable, that it will bring about added delay, If it

0(3? back to the Houso again it may be weeks before anything can
o done,

It certainly would be desivable to give each one of these permanent

and total part T boys $60 a month.  We don’t objeet to the increase,
but the only thing we arc fearful of is that if this committee starts to
rowrito these bills we will be delayed again on legislation that is needed
now. .
The thing I hear more about over the country than anything is in
regard to these people who are being forced to live on these small
amounts, without any Little Steel formula being applied to thom,
and I think it is highly important that this legislation be reported out
and approved by the Senate.

I want the record clear that I have no objection to strengthening
and increasing the amounts payable to veterans, but most certainly,
if it is going to involve considerable more delay, I want to see the bills
go on through. We can then later on 'try to get some strengthening
of those bills or some additional increase. But I think wo ought to
do this at the earliest possible moment.

That is all I have to say, Mr. Chairman,

Senator Crark. Does anybody else wish to be heard?

Mr. WoLverroN, Yes, Mr. Chairman. D. R. Wolverton,

Senator Cuark. Come forward and have a seat, Mr, Wolverton.

STATEMENT OF D. R. WOLVERTON, NATIONAL EDUCATIONAL
DIRECTOR, REGULAR VETERANS ASSOCIATION

Mr. Worverron. Mr!? Chairman and members of the committeo,
it is a pleasure to appear beforc this committee, and I want to say
that the Regular Veterans Association heartily concurs with the Dis-
abled Amcrican Veterans' resolutions and their amendments to
H. R. 3377.

In regard to H, R. 3356, the Regular Veterans Association, which
has menmbers in the active service (%uring' the present war, is in favor
of an increase in the rate of compensation or pension by 15 per
centum as provided in section 1 of 11. R. 3356. Iowever, I wish to
invite your attention to a manifest injustice which would result from
the enactment of section 1 in its present form. Under the existing
law, the rates of pension for service-connected disability, based upon
service other than during a period of war, have beeun established by
the Congress, with the approval of tho President, at 75 percent of
the war scrvicc-comwcte}l rates. Section 1 of H. R. 3356 would
increase the war service-connceeted rates by 15 percent, and by failing
to increase uniformly the rates for secrvice-connceted disabilities,
Regular Establishments would establish’ a 40 percent differential
between the wartime service-connected rates and the Regular Estab-
lishment service-connected rates in lieu of the present differential of
25 percent.)
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I urge upon the committee that simple justice requirves that the
15-percent increase in the rates for service-conneeted disability should
be uniformly applied to all service-conneeted disability eases in order
that no injustice may result,

I sincerely arge the consideration of your committee of the pro-
posed amendment and am hopeful that favorable action will be taken
thercon, as I am certain, from the past record of your committee, that
it is your desire in acting upon pending logislation to avoid manifest
injustico in the case of any service-conneeted disabled.,

I want to make it clear that this proposal is requesting no more and
no less from the standpoint of increase in the rates than would be
granted war service conneeted cases under scetion 1 of the bill; i. e.,
15 per centum,

For your information and guidance, the amendment proposed by
this organization will have the effeet of correcting another apparent
injustice which would result from seetion 1 of H. R. 3356 in ils present
form. Regular veterans disabled before September 16, 1940, under
extrahazardous conditions and under conditions simulating war are,
at the present time, in receipt of war-service-connected rates under
the act referred to in scetion 1 of the bill, Publie, 359, Seventy-seventh
Congtess, December 19, 1941, but notwithstanding the fact they are
recetving wartime-service-connected rates, they would receive no in-
crease under seetion 1. As heretofore explained it is the opinion of
this organization that all service-connceted disability rates should be
increasad 15 per centum in order to retain the present relationship of
rates. It is trusted that yonr committee will concur in this opinion,
However, should the comn:ittee’s action be limited to inereases of the
wartime-service-connected rates, it would be necessary for this organis
zation to request that the language appearing in lines 1 and 2, page 2
olt' Ll{)eﬁ)ill “for service on or after September 16, 1940 be deleted from
the bill.

1 trust that your committee will act favorably upon the proposed
amendnment which would apply the increase to all serviee-connected
disability cases as suggested by the attached proposed amendment to
H. R. 3356, .

Senator CrLark. Do you have a clean copy to hand in of the pro-
posed amendment?

Mr. WoLverTon. T will; yes, sir,

Senator MiLLIKIN. Do you go along with the suggestion that has
been made that those taking vocational training should also be brought
in specifically?

Mr., WoLverToN. Yes, sir, we agree with that,

Thank you very much,

Senator Crark. 1s there anyone else who desires to be heard this
morning?

General Hines has notified the committee that it was impossible for
him to be here because of appearance before the Rankin committee
of the House in executive session, but he desires to be heard in op-
position to these bills.

The committee will recess until 10:30 tomorrow morning,

(Whereupon, at 11:15, a recess was taken until 10:30 a. m,, Saturday,
April 22, 1944.)
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BATURDAY, APRIL 22, 1044

Unitep StaTes SENATY,
SuBcoMMITTEE ON VETERANS' LiEGISLATION,
or tHE CoMMITTEE ON Finance
Washangton, Do
The subcommittee met, pursuant to adjournment, at 10:30 a. m.,
in room 312, Senate Office Building, Senator HKugene D. Millikin
(acting chairman) presiding. :
Present; Senators Millikin (acting chairman) and Clark (later).
Senator MiLLikin, The committee will come to order.
General Hines is with us this morning.

STATEMENT OF BRIG. GEN. FRANK T, HINES, ADMINISTRATOR,
VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION

General Hives, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee,
1 would like to address myself first, Mr. Chairman, to H. R, 3356.

This bill, in summary, provides for monthly increase in rates of
compensation or pensious to veterans for service connected disabili-
ties, by 15 percent, and it was amended in_the House to make this

rovi?on of 15 pereent apply to World War II cases, as well as World
ar I cases.

Section 2 would increase the rates under Public, 484, to beneficiaries,
widows, and children, as follows: A widow with no child, from $30 to
$35; a widow with one child, {rom $38 t0 $45; and each additional
child, from $4 to $5; no widow but one child, from $15 to $18;: no
widow, two children, from $22 to $27, equally divided; no widow, but
three children, from $30 to $36; and each additional child is increased
from $3 to $4 per month.

Section 3 of the bill provides increases to be effective from the first
day of the first month following the date of the enactment of the bill.

Section 4, as added by the House of Representatives, provides that
the Public, 484 benefits for dependent widows and children will also
cover World Way II widows and children.

First, Mr, Chairman, I would like to have inserted in the record at
this point the report made by the Veterans’ Administration on De-
cember 6, 1943, analyzing the soctions of the bill and including an
estimato of tho cost of the various provisions, I will refer to that
report as I proceed with the bill.

Senator MiLrikin, It will be inserted in the record at this point,

(The letter referred to is as follows:)

Drcemsrn 6, 1943,

Hon, Waurer F. Geores,
Chairman, Committee on Finance, .
United States Senale, Washinglon, D. C.
My Drar SenaTor Guorae: Further reference is made to your request of No-
vember 19, 1943, for a report on H. R. 3356, Seventy-cighth Congress, a bill to
increase the serviee-conneoted disability rates of compensation or pension payable

97187ed b3 18
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to veterans of World War I and World War I and veterans entitled to wartime
rates based on service on or after September 16, 1940, for service-connected disa-
bilities, and to increase the rates for widows and children under Public Law 484
Seventy-third Congress, as amended, and to include widows and children of Work{
War II veterans or benefits under the latter act, which was passed by the House
of Representatives on November 16, 1943, and which provides:

“That the monthly rates of compensation or pension payable to veterans of
World War I and World War II, including veterans entitled to wartime rates
under Public, 359, Seventy-scventh Congress, December 19, 1941, for service on
or after September 16, 1940, for service-incurred disability, not including the spe-
cial awards and allowances fixed by law, which are payable under any laws or
regulations administered by the Veterans’ Administration are hercby increased by
15 per centum,

“Sge. 2. That the monthly rates of compensation payable to widows and chil-
dren under authority of Public Law Numbercd 484, Seventy-third Congress, June
28, 1934, as amended, shall be as follows: Widow but no child, $35; widow and
one child, $45 (with $5 for each additional child); no widow but one child, $18;
no widow but two children, $27 (equally divided); no widow but three children,
$36 (equa.lly divided) with $4 for each additional child (the total amount to be
equally divided).

“Sec. 3. The increases provided by this Act shall be effective from the first day
of the first month following the {)anqsagc of this Act.

“Sec. 4, The benefits of Public Law Numbered 484, Seventy-third Congress,
June 28, 1934, as amended, are hereby extended to widows and children of persons
who served during the period of the present war, as defined in oxistingg law,
subject to the administrative, definitive, and regulatory provisions of Publie,
Numbered 484, as amended: Provided, That the definition of ‘widow’ shall be
that contained in section 6 of Public Law Numbered 144, Seventy-eighth Con-
gress, July 13, 1943.”

Seetion 1 of the bill would provide a 15 percent increase of compensation
or pension payable to veterans of World War I and World War II, including
veterans entitled to wartime rates under Public, No. 359, Seventy-seventh
Congress, December 19, 1941, for service on or after September 16, 1940, for
service-incurred disability, not including special awards and allowances fixed by
law, which are payable under any laws or regulations administered by the Vot~
erans’ Administration, The “‘special awards and allowances fixed by law”’ which
it is considered would not be increascd under the bill would ineclude rates of
compensation, for example, under the World War Veterans’ Act, 1924, as amended,
and restored with limitations by the act of March 28, 1934, Public, No. 141,
Seventy-third Congress, in excess of the rate for temporary or permanent total
disability; additional allowance for nurse or attendant; statutory awards for
arrested and apparently cured tuberculosis; and increased compensation for loss
of use of a creative organ or one or more feet or hands. There would also be for
consideration the awards resulting from special ratings of hospitalized tuberculous
cases under Section 202 (2) and (3) of the World War Veterans’ Act of 1924,
As to Public No. 2 and the veterans regulations, because of the provisions of
section 19 of the Act of March 20, 1033, Public, No. 2, Seventy-~third Congress,
the special rates in Veterans Regulation No.,1 (a), as amended, part I, in excess
of the basic rates for partial and total disability would appear to come within
the purview of such special awards and allowances fixed by law and thus not
receive the 15 percent increase. Inm this conneetion it is suggested that the
intent of the bill would be clarified if the language “statutory awards and special
monthly pension” were substituted for “spceial awards and allowances fixed by
law.” Tt is also suggested that the phrage ‘‘servicc-connected’” be substituted for
“service-incurred” in line 2, page 2, of the bill,

Section 2 of the bill would amend section 2, Publie, No. 484, Seventy-third
Congress, as amended. Said section 2 of Public, No. 484, as amended, provides
rates of death compensation for widows and children of World War 1 veterans
where at the time of the veteran’s death he had a disability connected with his
World War service, These rates were last amended by the act of July 19, 1939,
Public, No. 198, Seventy-sixth Congress, and are now as follows:

Widow but no child..... .. ..o ... remeathenmmamn———
Widow with 1 child (with $4 for each additional ch
No widow but 1 ehild. ... ... . .. ...
No widow but 2 children (equally divided)
No widow but 3 children (equally divided) (with $3 for each ad

v

total amount to be equally divided)...... 1 L.
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The total compensation payable under this section cannot exceed $64. Where
such pensions would otherwise exceed $64, the amount of $64 may be apportioned
as the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs may proscribe,

The rates which would be provided by this bill are—

Widow but no ehild. e
Widow and 1 child (with $5 for each additional child)
No widow but 1 ehild. ..o .. oo -

No widow but 2 children (equally divided) ... ... ..o .. ...

No widow but 3 children (equally divided) (with $4 for each additional child,

total amount to be equally divided) ... o illln

It it is intended to remove the $64 limitation on the total amount which might
be paid the widow and children, or children alone, in an individual case, the lan-
guago of the bill should be amended to so state,

It will be noted that the above rates, where there is a widow alone or a widow
with child or children, are in excess of the service pension rates payable to widow
alone or widow with child or children of veterans of the Spanish-American War,
including the Boser Rebellion and Philippine Insurrection, the Indian Wars, and
as to the Civil War in those cases where the widow is under 70 years of age.

The bill would not amend or repeal the provision in seetion 1 (¢) of Publie,
No. 484, as amended, which provides that benefits of that act are not payable to a
widow without child or to a child whose annual income exceeds $1,000, or to a
widow with child, if her income exceeds $2,500. This section was amended by
?elcltion 11 of Publie, No. 144, Seventy-cighth Congress, July 13, 1943, to read as

ollows:

“(c) Payment of compensation under the provisions of this Act shall not be
made to any widow without child, or & child, whose annual income excceds $1,000,
or to a widow with a child or children whose annual income exceeds $2,500, In
determining annual income any payments by the United States Government
because of disability or death under laws administered by the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration shall not be considered: Provided, That where payments to & widow are
disallowed or discontinued hereunder, payment to a child or children of the de-
ceased veteran may be made as though there is no widow.”

Section 3 of the bill would provide that the increases provided by it should be
effective from the first day of the first month following the passage of the measure,

Section 4 of the bill would extend the benefits of Publie, No, 484, Seventy-
third Congress, "une 28, 1934, as amended, to the widows and children of veterans
of World War 11, subjoct to the administrative, definitive, and regulatory pro-
visions of Public, No. 484, as amended, supra, provided that the definition of
“widow’ should be that contained in seetion 6, Public, No. 144, Seventy-eighth
Congress, July 13, 1943, .

This bill, H, R. 33566, Seventy-cighth Congress, is similar in purpose {0 8. 1221,
Seventy-cighth Congress, and S. 1204, Seveuty-cighth Congress. A rcport was
submitted by the Veterans’ Administration on S. 1204, Seventy-eighth Congress,
on June 29, 1943, and on July 29, 1943, in connection therewith, a roport of the
studies made by the Veterans’ Administration on the relationship between
pension rates and the cost of living wag furnished your committee. A report
on 8. 1221 was made to your committee on July 26, 1943, The bill as originally
introduced in the House of Representatives was identical with 8, 1423, Seventy-
eighth Congress.

The legislative history of the several laws establishing rates of compensation
or pension reveals that prior to the enactment thercof the Congress gave con-
sideration to various factors, e. g., the rates being paid to similar groups of
veterans under the laws in effect at the time the proposed rates were being con~
sidered; differentiation between benefits based upon service-connected disability
or death, and those based upon non-service-connected disability or death; his-
torical development of the pension or compensation program of the group in-
volved; including consideration of the program pertaining to similar groups and
tho effect of the proposed legisiation; the estimated expenditure involved, and the
ability of the Government to meet the obligation which would be assumed.

With reference to the provision contained in scction 1 that the increase should °
apply to “veterans entitled to wartime rates under Publie, 3569, Seventy-seventh

ongress, December 19, 1941, for service on or after September 16, 1940,” your
attention iy invited to the fact that wartime service-connected rates are payablo
for disabilities inourred under similar circumstances during peacctime service
prior to September 16, 1940, date of enactment of the Selective Service Act of
1940, and during wars prior to World War I. The adoption of the particular
date might imply favorable cousideration of recognizing for World War II pur-
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poses a beginning date of the war at variance with the official war date of December
, 1941, 'The long-established policy has been to apply the official beginning and
ending dates of wars in which the United States has been engaged. :

Enactment of this bill would produce a further inequality in rates to veterans
of wartime and peacetime service. Presently effective rates for peacetime
service-connected disabilities are approximately 75 percent of the rates for
wartime service-connected disabilities. Because the bill would not increase rates
foy peacetime service-connected disabilities, this ratio would be reduced to approxi-
mately 65 percent.

- It appears highly probable that the higher cost of living now prevailing is the
impelling factor behind this proposed legislation. It is believed that appropriate
recognition of this factor could best be given only in its velationship to other
important factors, including prevailing wage levels, Recognition of the factors
of the cost of living and prevailing average wages would lead to variations of the
basic rates of pension and compensation in accordance with the fluctuations in
the cost of living or in the prevailing wage or some combination of such factors.
Any such approach to the problem would also involve consideration of further
vm‘liutions because of local differentiation in the cost of living and prevailing wage
seales,

 There is also for consideration the fact that the benefits paid under laws ad-
ministered by the Veterans’ Administration are wholly exempt from texation and
although the rates are fixed, they are not subject, as are other incomes, to reduc-
tion by way of income, vietory, social security, or other taxes, either Federal or
State. Disabled veterans also have the advantages of other benefits from the
Government, including insurance, rehabilitation, hospitalization, domiciliary care,
and employment preference,

The current increase in wage and income levels and the wider spread of employ-
ment opportunity make it easier for the partislly disabled person and for the less
skilled members of a family to secure employment and earn more money and thus
supplement the compensation or pension income. While the wesent gystem of
fixing rates of compensation or pension for disabled veterans of World Wars I and
11 is based, to some extent, on the experience of the United States and the several
States with workmen’s compensation statutes, the rates are not based entirely
upon such considerations and, in particular, the various statutory awards are a
departure from the plan of compensation and constitute & considerable supplement
to the basic rates of compensation. Furthermore, the compensation rates are
designed as a supplement to the carning capacity of & veteran, other than one who
ig totally and permanently disabled, and could not be considered a substitute for
the amount which the veteran might have earned. If compensation had been
designed as a substitut® for earning capacity it would have been necessary to
fix the rates on an individual rather than on the average basis,

The Veterans’ Administration gives consistent and thorou%h study to these
matters and based upon such studies, including consideration of the cost of living
as one of the factors, it recommended the enactment of Publie, No. 601, Seventy-
seventh Congress, approved June 10, 1942, which increased the rate for permanent
and total disability non-service-connected, under part IIT of Veterans Regulation
No. 1 (8), as amended, from $30 to $40 per month,

The Veterans’ Administration after careful consideration recommended to the
Congress increases in the rates for, widows and children in both wartime and peace-
time service-connected death cases, These proposals are contained in section 14 of
Public, No. 144, Seventy-eighth Congress, approved July 13, 1943.

The interests of the veterans are necessarily interwoven with the welfarc of the
country. If increases are granted on the theory of an increase in the cost of living,
it may well happen that if the cost of living should be reduced, tiere would arise a
demand that these increases be wiped out, It is considered that veterans have

reate; security with a stabilized compensation or pension upon which they can
epend.
* With reference to section 4 of the proposéd legislation which would include
widows and children of veterans of World War I within the purview of Publie,
,No; 484, Seventy-third Congress, approved June 28, 1934, as amended, it is sug-
gested that there is no present necessity! for such legislation and that such a
medsure should not be considered until after the termination of the war, Sixteen
%iw had elapsed after the armistico in 1918 before circumstances appeared to
ustify the extension of benefits to the widows and children of those veterans of
rid War I whose deaths are not service connected but who at time of death had
aj.’rglgrvice-connected disability. R .
- “There can he no doubt that it is the desire of the Goverament and of the psople
of our country to deal most liberally with those who have served and are serv! g/

/
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in time of war in the armed forces and with their dependents when because of
death or injury the veterans are no longer able to provide for those dependents,
It is belioved, however, that the Government's first obligation extends to those
disabled in active duty in the military and naval service and to the dependents
of those who die as a result of disability so incurred.

The existing and potential obligation of the Government in the whole field of
veterang’ relief is also for consideration, While the exact point at which the line
should be drawn delimiting Government responsibility is for the Congress to
determine, it does not appear that the increases in rates and extension of henefits
to a new group as proposed in this bill should be enacted into law at this time,

As to cost, the following estimate is submitteéd: '

Scetion 1, as amended, provides that the monthly amount of compensation or
pension payable to veterans of World War I and World War II, including veterans
entitled to wartime rates under Publie, 359, Seventy-seventh Congress, for service
on or after Beptember 16, 1940, for service-incurred disability, not ineluding the
special awards and allowances fixed by law, shall be increased by 15 per centum,
It is estimated this section would provide increases to approximately 329,100
veterans the first year at an additional cost of $22,247,000.

Scetion 2 provides inercases in monthly rates of compensation payable under
Public Law No. 484, as amended.

', It is estimated the widows and children of approximately 33,500 deceased veter-
ans would be entitled to the increased rates the first year at a cost of $2,526,000,

Section, 3 provides the increases authorized by this bill shall be effective from
the first day of the first month following the passage of this act,

Section 4 of this amended bill would extond the benefits of Public Law 484, as
amended, to widows and children of persons who served during the period of the
present war where death is not service-connected but at the time of death the
veteran had a service-connected disability, Because the rate of deaths from other
than service-connected disabilities would probably be small for veterans of World
War IT who have been discharged from service, and because in many of the cases
that could otherwise qualify, the veteran does not leave an eligible beneficiary,
it is thought the cost of this section would be smalt the first year. Therefore, no
estimate for the first year is submitted. However, there would be a materially
iucreasi‘tbg cost, dependent upon the number of service-connected disabilities of
World War II. .

The total estimated cost of this bill the first year will approximate $24,773,000.

For the reasons stated above and in the supplementary statement on the
relationship between pension rates and the cost of living heretofore submitted
to your committee, copy enclosed, the Veterans’ Administration is' unable to
recommend favorable consideration of H. R. 3356, Seventy-eighth Congress, by
your committee.

. Advice has been received from the Bureau of the Budget that there would be
no objection by that office to the submission of this report to your committee
as the enactment of the proposed legislation would (not be in accord with the
program of the President,
Very truly yours,
Frank T. Hines, Administrator.

General Hines. First addressing myself to the flat increase of 15

ercent, Mr. Chairman, I would like to say that I do not consider the

egislation sound. I do not feel that it is in the interests of the vet-
erans or the dependents to make an increase of that character.

It is argued on the basis of the increased cost of living, and it would
seem to be apparent to all of us that there has been a marked increase
in the cost of living. However, when you analyze the situation, a
study of the cost of living will show that the index-—which we are
generally guided by when ‘we are considering such matters—in 1919
was practically the same as it is now. And reports coming to us for
this year—February 15 was the last—this shows that the cost has
decreased from January 15, 1944, On January 15, 1944, the index
was 124.1, while on February 15, 1944, it was 123.7. .

I want to call attention, Mr, Chairman, to the amount of admin-
istrative work that would be involved in applying a 15-percent in-:
crease to all the compensation rates covered by this bill.
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At the hearing before the House committee I suggested that if there
was any argument that would justify this action on the part of the
Congress it would probably apply to those veterans who are rated in
the hiiher brackets, that is, from 50 percent to total disability, because
I think it is safe to say, without attempting to take an inventory, that
many of the veterans that are rated in low percentage of disability are
gainfully em{)loyed at the present time, at probably better wages—the
sum total, plus their comi)ensation——than ever before, while the vet-
eran who is totally disabled in some cases might not be able to be
employed at all, although I do know that there are many cases where
veterans with high degrees of disabilit‘{, due to the great demand for
manpower in various areas, are gainfully employed. Our records will
show that more than 50 percent of the beds in our domiciliary facilities,
with eligibility for men to go in there, that is for the group of veterans
who cannot carry on, who are not gainfully employed—and about
7,000, as I recall, who were on the compensation rolls before we entered
the war, have gone off the rolls and gone into employment. Of course,
no study or analysis has been made of their disability, their degree of
disability. T have a fecling that we will find that many veterans, with
degrees of disability certainly less than 50 percent, are gainfully
employed.

Now this is contemplated, of course, to app}y to the entire group of
World War I and World War II veterans. It may bo surprising to
some to know that already the total number of beneficiaries of World
War II on the pension rolls at this time, receiving monetary benefits
of some character, excreds 160,000.

I am fearful of increasing any. pension rates at this particular time,
except where we know that real hardship exists, I am strongly in
favor, wherover we find equalitics in rates, of correcting them.

I fecl that it would be better, in pension legislation, to defer our
attempt to cover the field until we know more of what the results of
this war are going to be.

Before I leave the ingreased cost, Mr. Chairman, may I insert in
the record a study made of the increased cost of living between tho
time these rates were established, and the present time? ‘It was
introduced in the House, but I did not find it in the printed report.
It may have becn in another section, but I would like to have it inserted
in the record, if it meets with your approval.

Senator MiLLixinN, It may be inserted in the record at this point.

(The study referred to is as follows:)

\
Prorosats For Incrrases Due 1o Cost or Livine

Subject: Pension and compensation, . .

Number of bill: 8, 1204, compensation bill; H, R. 1111,

Roemarks: The purpose of the bill is to increase the rates of payment of com-
pensation and pension under laws administered by Veterans’ Administration 10
percent if index figure of the cost of living during the 6 calendar months prior to
the month in which bill is enacted is 10 percent higher than the index figure of
cost of living during the first 6 months of calendar vear of 1940, and further
inerease of compensation or pension rates if there is further inerease of cost of
living sufficiently in excess of the basic index figure, and for decrease in compensa-
tion and pansion rates if cost of living decreases, but in no event would rates of
compensation and pension be reduced below the rates in effect on the date of
enactment of the bill.

Reports of the index figures of cost of living will be furnished by the Secretary
of Labor to the Administrator of Veterans’ Affgirs at stated periods, '

f
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Such increases and deoreases wonld he applicable to compensation and pension
provided for non-gservice-connected disability or death, as well as for service-~
connected disability or death.

1d. with 8. 2801, Seventy-seventh Congress., upon which an unfavorable report
was made October 20, 1942. \

Disabled American Veterans; objected, 1I1I-C-1.

Id. with seetions 1 and 2 of H. R. 912, Seventy-eighth Congress.

By Mr. Langer, Committee on Iinance, June 9, 1943. Report requested June
11, 1943, Unfavorable report to committee June 29, 1943,

Sen upder.tag of “Cost of living.”

Jury 29, 1943,
Hon. Warrer F. Grorag,
Chairman, Committee on Finance,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Senaror Georci: Supplementing my report to you on S, 1204,
Seventy-oighth Congress, a bill to provide for increasing or decreasing the com-
pensation or peusion payments, payable to veterans of all wars, campaigns, and
oxpeditions, or of peacetime service, and to their dependents, under laws ad-
ministered i)_v the Veterans’ Administration, by 10 percent for ‘every 10 percent
incroase or decrease in the cost of living above the basic cost of living during the
first 6 months of 1940, as computed cach 6 months, provided that such compensa-
tion and pension payments shall not be reduced below the basic amounts pro-
vided for under such laws, and for other purposes, which was sent to you under
date of June 20, 1943, T am giving you herewith the benefit of studies made by the
Voterans” Administration on the relationship between pension rates and the cost
of living. This material may also be of use in your consideration of 8. 1221,
Seventy-cighth Congress, a bill to provide that the rates of compensation, pension,
or other regular monthly payments payable to veterans and dependents of de-
ceased vetorans under laws and veterans regulations administered by the Veter-
ans’ Administration shall be increased by 20 percent, the Veterans’ Administra-
tion report on which was sent to you under date of July 26, 1943,

8. 1204, Seventy-eighth Congress, provides that the index figures of the cost, of
living, as computed by the Secretary of Labor, should be the basis of chauges in the
rates of compensation and pension and for convenicnee the Departient of Labor
index is quoted below as follows:

Trend of wages and cost of living, 1869-1943

Average | Average
wage and | wageand | oo of | Whole-

Year salar, salary, salo
manufac- | allem: | HVINE | piieas
turing X ployees

Fyzeszresuzesissiisraeran

N E WO REODTHSEL RO OB R O TN VD

7.
04 09,
a8t 6 months of 194 0,
January 1043 101,
February 1943 102,
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In the history of legislative enactments concerning veterans of World War I
administered by the Veterans’ Administration and its predecessor agencies, ‘there
has been one measure which authorized the adjustment of payments to hene-
ficiaries in consideration of differences in the cost of living., 'This'provision was
first enacted in the appropriation for the Federal Board for Vocational Educa-
tion in the Third Deficiency Act, fiscal year 1920, which became Publie No. 264,
Sixty-sixth Congress, approved June 5, 1920, This provision reads as follows:
“Provided further, That the board may, after June 30, 1020, pay, subject to the
conditions and limitations prescribed by section 2 of the Vocational Rohabilita-
tion Act, as amended, to all trainees undergoing training under said section re-

' giding where maintenance and support is above the average and comparatively
high, in lieu of the monthly payments for maintenance and support prescribed
by section 2, as amended, such sum as in the judgment of the said board is neces-
sary for his maintenance and support and for the maintenance and support of
persons dependent upon him, if any: Provided, however, That in no event shall
the sum s0 paid such person while pursuing such course be more than $100 per
month for a single man without dependents, or for & man with dependents $120
ger month, plus the several sums prescribed as family allowances under section

04 of article IT of the War Risk Insurance Act.”

In the debate in the Senate on this foregoing proviso on June 3, 1920, there
was considerable discussion. The arguments in support of the provision were
based on the rising cost, of living and there appeared to be general recognition of
the considerable difference in the cost of living in the several communities and
sections of the country. As originally proposed in the Senate, the proviso read:

“To all trainees undergoing training under said section residing in congested
centers of populations where maintenance and support is above the average.”
Objection was made to the descriptive phrase “congested centers” and language,
omitting the phrase, was substituted, In the course of the debate the following
comment was made:

“It is perfectly true that in some of the great communities of this-country a
boy cannot live in comfort and deeency on $80 & month. He cannot feed and
board and clothe himself and present a decent appearance amongst his fellows
upon that sum,

“In other communities, less in size, possibly he can. I am quite sure that he
can in some of the lesser communities. He cannot in the city of New York; he
cannot in Boston; he cannot in Philadelphia; he cannot in Chicago, and I dare
say there are many other of the larger and more congested eommunities in which
he cannot do it.

‘“Now, the question is, Can we establish an elastic system of administering these

- allowances g0 that, no matter where the bo; is taking his vocational rehabilitation,
he will have enough to live on in decency? * * * that no matter where the
boy lives, be it in a congested district or in a comparatively sparsely populited
district, wherever he lives he shall have enougy, provided, of course, in accordance
with the provisions of this amendment, that in no event shall a single man without
dependents get more than $100 or & married man, or & man witn dependents, get
more than $120.

The irdex for the cost of living in 1919 was 124.5 and by 1920 it had risen to
143.2, the highest point at which the index of the cost of living has stood since
the Department of Labor began maintaining thesc studies in 1914, The genoral
coneern, not to say alarm, can well be understood. However, the cost of living
fell from 143.2 in 1920 to 127.7 ia 1921, to 121.9 in 1923, it rose slightly in 1925 to
125.4 aad fell in 1927 to 124.0. It is to be noted that at the date of the enagtment
of the proviso for increasing the rates of allowance to trainees, included in Public,
No. 264, Sixty-sixth Congress, June 5, 1920, the cost of living was at the highest
goint it has ever been and public concern in the cost of living was greatly aroused,

ut that this provision was continued in the law from the date of its enactment
and was brought forward in section 401 of the World War Veterans’ Act of 1924.
In other words, altaougi tae resson for the increase had cecasea to exisy, the
authority continued. This fact should not be without sigrificanec in considering
currently the question of basing an inerease in raies of compe rsation and pension
on the cost of living whicn admittedly fluctuates,

It is to be noted that the system of stabilized rates actually has favored World
War Veterans, since the cost of liviag has heea less than it was in 1919, the year
in which the basic rates were established (act, December 24, 1919), in 14 of the
24 years from 1919 to 1942, inclusive, The average wage has been above the
average wage in 1919 in all except 5 years since 1919, .

’
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The progosal to vary compensation and pension rates in proportion to vari-
ations of the eost of living would involve a number of other important factors
including prevailing wage levels. Recognition of the factors of the cost of living
and prevailing average wages would lead to variations of the basic rates in accord-
ance with the fluctuations in the cost of living or in the prevailing wage, or some
combination of such factors, Any such approach to the problem would involve
consideration of further variatiors because of local differentiations in the cost of
living and the prevailing wage scales,

Adoption of a flat percentage of increase of the rates of compensation and
pension would result in administrative complications and in inequalitics because
variations in the cost of living and wage scales are not contemporaneous and
uniform in all parts of the Uaited States. It has long been the policy of Congress
to approach problems to change the basic rates of monetary benefits oa the basis
of the particular group of veterans involved and the criteria of eligibility which
arg established, with recognition of a distinetion between the monetary benefits
to be provided for service-connected disability or death and those to be provided
for non-gervice-connected disability or death. Consideration of all these factors
leads to a conclusion that it would be undesirable to vary compensation and
persion rates in proportion to the variations in the cost of living,

While the index of the cost of livirg does not include direct taxes as an item
in its computation, taxes do loom large in the minds of people making plaas and
budgets during the war-period and it is important to note that pension and com-
pensation payments arc wholly exempt from taxation and that an individual who
is permanently and totally disabled and in receipt of pension on account thereof
does not have any income or Victory tax burder on his pension income; nor does
he have deductions therefrom for purposes of social security. Also, the person
who is wholly unable to accept employment does not have to meel the increased
cost of Lransportation and other elements which go to increase the cost of living
for the general population under extraordinary conditions caused by the war,

The current increase in wage and income levels and the wider spread of employ-
ment opportunity make it much casier for the partially disabled person and for
the less skilled members of a family to secure employment and earn more money
and thus supplement the compensation or pension income. While the present
system of fixing rates for disabled veterans of the World War is based, to some
extent, on the experience of the United States and the several States with work-
men’s compensation statutcs, the rates are not based entirely upon such congider-
ations and, in particular, the various statutory awards are a departure from the
plan of compensation and constitute a considerable supplement to the basic rates
of compensation. Furthermore, the compensation rates are designed as & supple-
ment to the ecarning capacity of a veteran, other than one who is totally and
permancntly disabled, and have never been stated to be a substitute for the amount
which the man might have earned. Additional amounts are allowed for specifié
losses, and in some instances for aid and attendance. If compensation had been
designed as a substitute, it would have been necessary to fix the rates on an indi-
vidual rather than on the average basis, The contention has never been made that
the rates paid to disabled veterans or their dependents would afford them an
income equal to that which they mi%xt have earned had they not been disabled.
The argument that the rates should be adjusted to the average wage alone is not
sound for this and other reasons. As has been stated, compensation and pension
are exempt from taxation and legal process, the veteran has additional benefits,
including insurance, rehabilitation, hospitalization, domiciliary care, employment
preference, ete.  Fundamentally, the Government has undertaken to save disabled
veterans and their dependents from wanting the necessities of life, at least to the
extent that service contributed to need.

It is not yet entirely clear at what figure the cost of living index will be stabilized
during the war period, The activities of the Congress and administrative agencies
dealing with this problem, together with the interplay probably of other forces
have made the rate of increase much slower than during the World War I period
and it may well be that the controls will be effective to keep the cost of living at a
point lower than the point at which it was in 1919 when the basic rates were fixed,
One factor sgeems agreed upon, tosiphon off the wage or carning increase by way of
increased direct taxes and loans if, as proposed, 50 percent of such earnings are
8o absorbed, the two main bases, cost of living and wage indices, actually would be
approg(hnately below the 1919 level.: Consumption taxes would present a different
aspect,
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The pending legislation with which the Veterans’ Administration is concerned
does not differentiate between the serviee-connected and non-service-connected
rates; some would also increase the several statutory awards.  In fact, the strong
representations which are being made are directed primarily to the aged and
indigent veterans and their dependents whose pensions are stated to be wholly
inadequate to meet their daily needs and it is obvious that proponents of these
measures intend to include veterans and dependents of veterans who are in receipt
of service pension rates.  Here again it may be said and said more emphatically
that the Government has never undertaken to fix the rates of serviee pension so
as to supply full maintenance to the veteran and his dependents unless possibly
as to wars prior to World War T in totally helpless eases and then many years after
the war, There are many factors that must be considered in fixing rates and it
should be kept in mind always that the Government’s first obligation is to the
scrvice-conneeted disabled or those whose loss was due to serviee,

The Congress and the administration have recognized the increased cost of
living in the cnactment of Publie, No. 601, Seventy-seventh Congress, approved
Junc 10, 1942, which inereased the rate for permanent and total disability non-
sorvice-connected, under part III of Veterans Regulation 1 (a), as amended,
from $30 to $40 per month.  In the letter of the Veterans’ Administration to the
Dircector, Burean of the Badget, recommending approval of that act, it was stated
in part: .

‘l‘* * % Giving consideration to the inereased cnst of living, the fact that
these men are permanently and totally disabled, and bearing in mind that this bill
does not, enlarge the group of cligibles for the pension involved, approval of the
measure by the President is recommended.”

Publie, No, 144, Seventy-cighth Congress, approved by the President July 13,
1943, was recommended by the Veterans’ Administration after careful considera~
tion of the several matters included therein,  Seetion 14 inereased the rates pay-
able to widows and children in service-connected death ecases and simplified the
administration of benefits to widows and children by eliminating the age differen-
tials,  The hasis for the recominended inereases was not so mueh the cest of living
as the fact that the desth rates previously in effect did not approximate the
relationship upon which disability rates were established.

The increase of pension made by Publie, 601, supra, was 33!4 percent,  The
average percentage of inerease of service-conneeted death rates, war and peaec-
time, hy soetion 14 of Publie, 144, is 27! percent,

Public Law No, 141 by other provisions ineludes new cligibles in eertain in-
stances and effeets liberalizations through definitive and administrative provi-
8longk,

The rates of pension or compensation, whether they be based upen serviee
connected or nonservice comnected disability or death, have heen established for
the various groups, based upon detailed cousideration of the facts and circum-
stances at the time of each separate enactment, and it will be noted that with the
exeeption of the Feonomy Aet, March 20, 19383, and its cffects, and action by the
Congress on two prior occasions whereby cconomy legislation affeeted eertain
Revolutionary War cases and Civil War cases, for a comparatively short period
of time, the basic rates have not been redueed.  Any increases which have been

ranted have remained in effeet, and over an extended period when the rate for
World War gervice connected total disability of $100 was in excess of the average
pay scale, the rate of $100 continued in cffeet.  Furthermore, the rights of vets
erans in conneetion with their pensions'have been earefully protected by provisions
of law which include exemptions from taxation, claims of ereditors, and veterang
themgelves are afforded certain preferences in employment, together with rights
{o frce hospitalization and domicilinry care,  Reference is made to these factory
for the rcason that any temporary inerease in the rates of pension, based upon
one of a number of factors, to take into consideration wartime conditions, would
be so inconsistent with the permanent nature of velerans’ legislation that a
concept of permancuey of rates once cstablished would be extremely diflicult to
offset. In other words, if rates were inercased, regardless of whether such in-
creases are based upon a detailed consideration of temporary increase in average
earnings, or a flat 10 pereentn increase, even though made effective for a limited
period, such increases would probably remain in effcet,  The proposed method of
determining rates upon cost of living would involve two objectionable factors:
Tirst, there would be the question of differentiating between service connected
groups and the scrvice pension group; and sccondly, it is not believed that any
genoral authorization by statute for determination of rates based upon the fore-
goiug factors would be enacted by Congress if it were designed to authorize
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reductions below the rates in effect at the time of enactment. A system of flat
inereases would be equally objectionable, and less meritorious,  Further, assuma
ing that such protective provision were ineluded in enactment, it would he ex-
tremely diffieult to reduce rates once inereases were authorized and placed in
effect.  Infaet, it is not believed that any system which inereas s rates of pension
or compensation should be authorized by the Congress, exeept on a permanent
basis, without provisions for reductions and dependent upon the facts pertaining
to cach partietlar group, which is the policy and practice now in cffeet,

Rates presently in effect are the highest ever paid by the Government, The
country is engaged in 8 war involving alieady many more of its citizens than
were actively enrolled in the military and naval service in any other war, The
primary obligation of the Federal Government, as has been stated, is to furnish
care and monetary henefits to veterans soffering from service-connected disability,
or the dependents of those whose death results therefrom, It is not possible at
this tin.e to anticipate the expenditure which will be required to discharge this
obligation bascd upon serviee in this war,

It is believed that the proposed measures for inereases should be counsidered
in the light of all these factors and that the single factor of the cost of living,
which be it noted is just now approaching the 1919 level, does not justify an
increase at this time,  Neither should femporary wage levels be used to support
inecreases without taking into consideration the ineidence of direct taxes and
governmental borrowing,

There is enelosed for your convenience a copy of table 19, Indexes of Cost of
Living, photostated from the May 1941 issue of the Survey of Current Business
published by the Department of Commercee,

The Veterans’ Administration will advise your committee of any further
matters that come to its attention relevant to this problem which has been
discussed with your committee from time to time and to which the Veterars’
Administration is giving constant study. :

Very traly vours,
Frank T, Hings,
Adminisiralor.

TapLe 19.—Indczes of cost of living
[Average 1935~39 = 109]

i
. Fucl,clee-” TTouse | pgroa
Year and month Allitems| Food? {Clothing! Rent tricity, y furnish. hn":\us
andice | ings e
1913—Annual average. 07 79.90 6. 3 90,2 59.1 50,9
MWH—~Deeember . . 72.6 #4.9 92,2 [ 52,
Annual average. 7.8 1.8 2.2 60.7 519
1015~ Decomber . 4.0 83.9 93.6 65,4 b4 G
Annual average 72.5 80 9 02.9 G3. 6 A3, 8
1016—Deeem ber 82. 4 100 6 94.3 a6 57,6
Annual average 7.9 90, 8 .8 0.0 ™00 59,3
1017~Decewber .. 97. 8 125.4 103.3 2.1 80.0 s
Annual averag 01 8 1168 91 93.2 2. 8 s 1,
1018—~December ... 118.0 0.6 1479 7l 121.2 831
Anmual averag 107. 5 134. 4 1275 4.9 105, 4 7138
1919—~June ... 1210 M5 160, 1 m. 0 a8 85,5
Decembe 135.3 160 O 105, 4 1036 152.3 o4,
Annual sverag 121, 5 1521 1687 02,7 1341 506
1920—June. . ... 140.4 185 0 200.7 191 169.7 100.7
December. ... 13453 146. 4 187, 8 131 4 164. 4 1047
Annual average. 143, 2 168. 5 2010 1207 164.6 100.5
1921—May ... 126. 6 121,2 615 139.2 . 141, 6 1047
September 126.3 129. 2 139. 6 10,0 3 1278 1040
Deecember. .. 123.6 1201 183, 4 142,38 5 1244 103. 5
Annual average. 127.7 124, 6 154.8 13%. 6 114, 1336 104.3
1922~Mareh 119.3 118.3 127.3 142.0 10,8 1.7 101.8
June.. 119.5 121.0 124.9 42,5 110,0 15,6 100.9
Septomber. 8.7 1181 123.5 142.8 113.8 115.7 100.7
Decomber 1. 120.4 122. 4 123.8 143.8 1)7.8 19.3 100, 4
Annual average. H9.7 120.3 125.6 2.7 1131 uns 101, 2
1923--March. 120.2 119.7 1254 144, 6 1186 124.7 100. 5
June.. 121, 8 123.7 126.7 146, 0 13.2 127.4 100. 5
September. 123.1 1266 1287 7.4 114.5 127.6 1011
December.... 128.5 126.0 120.7 140.6 116.0 127. 4 0L 5
Annual aversge. . - 1219 124.0 125.0 146. 4 116.2 120, 1 100. 8

See footnotes at end of table.
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TaBLe 19.—Indezes of cost of living \—Continued

[Average 1935-39=+100)
Fuel, cloc-| Houso Miscol
Year and month Allitems| Foodd |Clothing| Rent tricity, | furnish. | | < -
| and ice ngs ancous
1924—Mareh . .oovemivaaee 122.0 121.3 126.3 150.4 14.7 128.5 101. 2
uno. . 2L 8 1261 182.0 12.0 123.1 101.3
23.1 3 162, 13.5 122.1 1013
25.9 23, 152. 14.2 122.7 01, 7
22.8 24, 151, 13.7 124.0 01,
3L9 3 152, 12,4 121 02.
140.6 121, 152, 21.3 121 02,
“132.9 122.4 162. 15. 4 121 102,
137.8 120. 150.6 118, 02,
136, 8 119, 150.0 18.6 117, 02,
137.4 160,7 17.2 118, 02,
137.5 18. 148. 4 14.1 115, 03.
32,6 18. 146, 15.4 115, 03.
32,3 18 148, 18.4 115.9 03.
20,7 18, 144, 12.0 112.8 03,
30.6 16, 143, 14.3 121 04,
30, 8 16. 144, 13.4 113.1 03,
131.3 15.4 141.4 111 111 04.
133. 8 4,7 139.9 13,6 11, 04,
132.5 115, 3 141, 4 112.5 111, 04,
128.1 13.8 38.0 100.9 100, 105,
116.5 00, 135.1 112.4 105, 104,
126,0 12, 137. 111.4 108, 105.1
102.1 03, 130. 107.3 8, 104.3
96.5 125, 109. 1 2. 3.3
103.9 102 jt 108.9 8. 4, 1
85,7 81, 17, 101.6 4, .8
82,0 86.2 109, 1025 1.3 . 2
86,5 20, 116, 103.4 5. 4 007
82,2 84, 97, 1. .8
88,1 04, 95, 102, 1, .
84.1 87. 100. 100, 4, 3
93.0 86, 94, 100. 2, s
5. 4 98, 93, 101, 3. 3
3.7 96, 94.4 101, 2. .
9, 7 96, 93.8 102, 4, 3
39, 96, 94,1 49, 4, .2
100, 06, 94.6 100. 5. 84
100 i 04, 100.7 4, D8, 1
101, 7. 95, 100.8 5. , 2
98, 7.4 98, 100.8 5. , 4
102, 7.2 a6, 1 5. , 7
104, 7. 97.1 99, 30, 3
101, 9, 08,1 100. 7. DO,
101, 7. 96. 4 100, 6. 3
105, 100. 98, 100, 102, 100,
106, 102, 101 99, 104, 100.8
107, 105, 102, 100. 166, 10,7
102, 104, 103, 100.7 107, 102,
105, 102, 3 100. 2 104, 101,
97, 102, 103, 10L.2 104, 101,
98, 102, 104, . 6 103. 101,
98, 101, 4 104, . 101 101,
97, 100.9 104, 100. 101, 101
97, 102.2 104. 3 103. 101,
94, 100.4 104, 100. 100. 100.
93, 100. 104, . 100. 100,
98, 100, 104, 1011 101,
9, 101, 3 102.7 100.
95, 100. M. 3 101 100,
95, 102, 04, 100. 100, 100.
08, 101, 4, 8. 6 100, 100,
97, 101, 4, 9. 100. 101,
96, 101, 104. 9. 100, 101
5, 101, 104, 100, 100. 101,
97, 101.8 104. 100, 100, 101,
5 1017 104, 9, 100. 101,
97.8 100.7 105, 100. 100. 101
97.9 100. 4 5. 100. 100. 10L.
08, 102.1 5. 100. 104, 101,
100, € 102, 5. 101, 102. 4 102.
102, 102, 05. 101, 103, 2 102,
105, 103, 6. 101, 106.3 103
100, 104, . 0. 102. 107. 4 103,
108, 106. Y 3 103, 108.9 104,
110,7 110, )8, 3 112.0 106,
1116 112, 7. 104, 114.4 106.9
113.1 113.8 7. ! 115.6 107. 4
13,1 114.8 8. 104 116.8 107.7
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TasLE 19.—Indexes of cost of living 1-—Continued

. [Averago 1035=356F100)
Fuel, elec-| House | prin01,
‘Year and month Allitems| Food? | Clothing| Ront tricity, | furnish- | 20 00ne
and fce ings

12,0 118.2 1161 108.4 104.3 117.2 108.5
112.9 116.8 119.0 108.6 104. 4 110.7 100. 4
114.3 118.6 123.6 108, 9 104.5 1212 110.1
16,1 119.6 126.6 109.2 104.3 121.9 110.6
116.0 121.6 ») 14.9 122.2 110.9
116.4 123.2 125.8 108. 5 105.0 122.3 110.9
117.0 124.8 1256.3 108.0 106.8 122.8 1
Hns 1261 3 106.2 123.0 L1

17.8 126,68 100, 123.6 111,
119.0 .120.8 106, 123.6 1118
119.8 1341 106. 2 123.7 12,7
120.4 182.7 106.3 123.7 112.8
japuary.. 120.6 133.0 107.3 128.7 113.1
February.. 120.9 133.6 107.1 123.9 13.5

! New series. Compiled by the Bureau of Labor 8tatistics, U, 8, Departmont of Labor, to show the trend
in the cost of goods purchased by wage earners and lowor-salaried workers in large cities, Indexes beginning
1935 are computed at quarterly intervals from price data for 33 latge cities, except the food index which covers
51 eities and is computed monthly. Beginning fn October 1940, monthly indexes are computed also for
groups other than foods based on a more limited list of itoms than are priced quarterly and covering 20
cities; these monthly indexes are linked to the quarterly-indexes and are subject to rovision after each quar-
terly pricing. The index from 1935 for quarterly pricing Ferlods is based on prices of nearly 200 goods and
services (more than one quality being priced for the more important itemns) and rents collected for the types
of dwellings oceupied by wuge earners and clerical workers. In addition to food, clothing, rent, fuel, cloc.
tricity, and ice, and housefurnishings, the index covers a miscellancous group which includes transgortatlon,
nedical care, houschold ] movlies, tob: Fro ucts, and personal care. Prices are
taken as of the middle of the month, Welghts used to combine price ratios for individual commodities and
services into subgroups by cities were obtained from a study of the disbursements of wage earners and
ower-salaried clerical workers for some year in the period 1034-36, and represent actual family expenditures
n each city covered, except for clothing and housefurnishings for which weights were derived from expendi-
ures by regions. The ghts were puted so 83 to r all goods and servicea clagsified in cach
fmup rather than only the items priced. A ©osts aro d for each group of items in the

ndividual citles for each pricing gcrlod and the group costs combined to obtain the all-items costs for the
.¢ity.  These costs aro then related to costs in the base period 1935-39 to obtain the indexes. The individual
<lty indexes are combined into the all-cities averages shown in the above table with welghts based on the
19: f pulation of the given litan area and other cities in the-same region and sizo class, The rela-
tive importance.of each group of itoms in the combined index for 33 cities in 1936-38 was as follows: Food,
33.9 percont; clothing, 10.5; rent, 18.1; fuel, electricity, and ico, 6.4; houscfurnishings, 4.2; and miscel-
latnéamxs, zat.o. t'l‘hc\so Ppercentages change from time to time, bocause the prices in the different groups chango
8! erent rates.

A complete series beginning 1913 has been obtained by linking itndexes based on & smaller number of com-
modities and cities to the index beginning in 1935.

The annual average for the food indox is an average of monthly indexes for each year; tho annual averages
for other groups are based on costs for each relevant pricing period, weighted in accordance with their refa-
tive.Importance. For example, for years when goods wore priced only in June and Dacember, costs in the
preceding Decomber were consfderéd,

For a more complete deseription of the indexes and data for the individus) cities, see pp. 367-404 of the
Augxst 1940 issue of the Monthly Labor Review.of the U, 8, Department of Labor,

2 For monthly data beginning 1023, see table 51, p. 18, of the November 1840 Survey; this index was fors
merly shown in the Survey under retall prices, .

Source: Survey of Current Business, May 1941,

Notg.—Iu conformity with the practice of adjusting the cost of lving Index to take account of mtioninf
and the disappearance from the market of some goods formerly included, certain suhsti and sddie
tlons are being made in the items used beginning March 1948 and the weights revised. March figures
which have been delag'od because of the revisions, will be published in tho Weekly Bupplement. Ren
data are now collected only at quarterly pricing periods; currently, between pricing poriods, the latest
ront data are carried forward as a constant in tho combined index until the next pricing.

General Hines. Now on the second provision of the bill—-

Senator MiLLikiN (interposing). General, before you go on with
the second provision, what 1s the cost of the first provision?

General Hines. As to the cost of the first section of the bill, we
estimate that it would apply to 329,100 veterans, and that for the
first year the additional cost would be $22,247,000.

Now on the second section of the bill, that dealing with widows
and children, there is no more difficult task that I have, Mr. Chair-
man, than to take any stand opposing proper and adequate compen-
sation——

Senator MILLIKIN (interposing). May I interrupt again, General?
There has been some discussion as to whether it would be advisable
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to have a sliding scale of veterans’ pay, disability pay, rather than a
fixed rate, this sliding scale to coincide with the fluctuations in the
cost of living. Would you consider that practicable? ,

 Geners] Hinss., I would not, for this reason. I feel that if you
attempt to decrease the rates of pension you will find great resistance,
and you may create hardship. A sliding scale that is a sliding scale
will work both ways., If the cost of living goes up, it goes up 10
percent; if it goes down, it goes down 10 percent. You will have no
complaint on the first move, which is upward, but you will have great
resistance and great argument on a reduction, making the adminis-
tration very difficult, and pressure would be put upon Congress to
amend it, I think, after the first move downward

I would much rather advocate, and I would advocate, that where
it is found that we are not paying adequate rates, that those rates be
increased definitely, with no commitment as to what may happen
afterward.

Senator Miruixin. That is to say, increase the rate of disability
over the rate of pay in particular cases where it is necessary to avoid
hardship? .

General Hines., Where it is necessary, yes.

Now I can see where a good argument could be made for giving a
flat-sum increase to badly disabled veterans; I can see where they
are handicapped more now than they probably were, although the
index will not prove that. The cost-of-living index is not a good
argument, Mr. 8hairman; it can be used against it.

ut we do know that at one time we made an increased allowance
for dependents in cases of temporary total disability. The flat rate
of $100 for permanent and total was arrived at as being a fair amount,
taking into account the ability of the Government to meet the various
-obligations we have in caring for the veterans, and taking into ac-
count, somewhat, the average earning capacity of all at that time.

Now earning capacity has gone up; it ﬂas been steadily increasing,
brought about by increased wages. None of us would care to argue
for any decrease, certainly, in the standards of living in the groups in
which we find most of these. Howaever, I do not advise doing any-
thing with this at this timoe because I fear that we are going to have
plenty to do with the actually disa®l:d veteran and his dependents,
and the costs are going to be great and before we know what they are
we should not attempt to go into the pension too far at this time.

It hasn’t been the practice, Mr. Chairman, for the Congress to
-enact pension legislation until the war is over, until they get the
picture and know somewhat of the numbers who served, the numbers
injured, and the total obligatibn. However, now we are dealing
with pension legislation in two particulars——

Senator MiLLIKIN (interposing). General, would it not be adminis-
tratively difficult to consider each case on its merits?

.. General Hings, We have to, even now, but if you applied a flat
rate to, say, the men who are totally disabled, that would be very
simple. It so happens, because the $100 rate is $100, that the 15
percent would be simple in that group. ,

.. Senator MiLLixiN. In grading down from that, though, into these
lesser degrees of disability, wouldn’f‘you be swamped with applica-
tions for special treatment in special cases, and wouldn’t that be an
-enormous administrative task, Gleneral? . .
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General Hines. There is no question but what no matter what is
done, Mr. Chairman, it will be a big administrative task, because we
deal with large numbers.

But what I started to say in connection with the widows and
children in scction 2 of this bill, Mr, Chairman, is that this will be
argued, that they are service connected, and they are to a degree.
We started off on the theory, Mr. Chairman, that the men of this
group, from whom result the dependents that flow from that group,
were men who at some time had been rated with a degree of service-
connected disability. We started with the theory that if a man had,
say 30 pereent disability, service connected, and he should die of
any other disability, it would be very difficult for anyone to say that
that 30 percent disability had not contributed to his death, and we
conceded that.

Senator MiLLiiN. And it would be very difficult to say that his
ability did not contribute a definite handicap to his family?

Gereral Hings. That is right. .

We carried that down from 80 percent to 20 percent to 10 percent,
and now, finally, to any degree of disability, and under the administra-
tion we endeavor, in these cases, to find if there was any degree of dis-
ability that could be measured.

T am much more sympathetic to this section of the bill than to the
15-percent increase, because I can see that the widows of this group aroe
handicapped probably greater than the vetorans. They are reaching
the ages where, even under the great demand for womenpower in this
present conflict, there may be cases where an additional $5 may mean
much to them. .

So I wouldn't oppose that. But I can’t, conceive that wo should go
-into World War IT at this particular time, although the cost at the
beginning would be small, almost insignificant. Few cases, probably,
would arise from World War II, and we haven’t tried to cstimate the
additional cost, but the principle is there, that we arc legislating on
pensions before the war is over—and that, I-feel, should be avoided.

Sonator MrrLixin. General, in this war we are having a lot of dis-
charges before the war is over. Is it entirely sound to postpone the
meeting of those questions until the war comes to a formal end? God
knows when this war is going to come to a formal end. '

General Hinss. Well, there is one thing we can rest certain of, Mr.
Chairman, that those men who have service, and have suffered as a
result of that service, will have no difficulty going on the rolls at the
present time. Their dependents are well protected, not only by pen-
sions, which we increased only a short time ago, but by insurance,

Now insurance is frequently taken out of this picture, and I agree
that it should be; it is something that the man contributes to for the
protection of his dependents, and we have no right to charge it as an
offset, but we have to look at the entire care of the dependents when
the man is gone. ) . ) ‘

There has been no force that we have cver mobilized that has been
5o well insured as the present force, in total amount of insurance; whic
has gone to tho stupendous sum of over $109,000,000,000, with a large
percentage of coverage, well over 90 percent on the average and in
many units over 95 percent. ' The average amount of insurance car-
led, ewera%res, per life, nearly $8,500, with the maximum fixed at
$10,000. It is paid as an annuity to the dependents, and it is & good
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thing, it is proving to be sound insurance. The wife has this fixed
sum plus her pension.

Now, we increagsed the pension so that & widow with one child,
service connected I am speaking of, not this group under 484, would
draw $65 a month, plus whatever insurance may be carried. I think
we have a right to assume also that the widows of the present Arm
are young widows. The widows under this section, of World War I,
are undoubtedly closely coming along with the age of the veteran,
whose average age now is 52 years—so _they are probably around 50.
It is for that reason that I can see some justification for those increases
to the World War I group. But if we depart from the policy of leaving
the decision as to pensions until after the war, then we should not
include the World War II group. The Congress will not be violating
any great policy by so doing, and I wouldn’t advocate that because
I can readily see that there will be few of those cases, and it may be
legislation that Kou would desire to get out of the way at this time.

We estimate that the second section of the bill, which brings in addi-
tional widows and children as it is writfen, at an increased cost of
$2,526,000, covering 33,500 deceased veterans,

Senator MiLLikiN. Per year? .

General Hines, This is per year. .

Senator MiLLIkIN, $2,526,0007

General Hings. Yes.

Section 3 provides that the increases shall be effective from the first
day of the first month following the passage of this act.

enator MiLLikiN. General, on what assumption do you go, as far
as World War II widows are concerned?

General Hines. We haven't added uny cost, Mr, Chairman.

We say that section 4 of this bill would extend the benefits of
Public Law 484, as amended, to widows and children of persons who
served during the period of the present war where death is'not service
gomi)ei:ted, but at the time of death the veteran had & service-connected

isability.

‘We have felt that the gases would be so few that we have not included
any additional cost in this estimate. However, there would be &
material increase in cost, dependent upon the number of service-
connected disabilities of World War II, and depending upon how long
the war lasts. But for the first year-—and this is an estimate for the
first year—we have included no additional sum.

8o we have placed the total cost of this bill, as it is now before the
committee, at $24,773,000 for the first year.

Senator MiLLikiN, General, may I take you back to an earlier part
of the bill, section 1?

General Hines. yes, sir,

Senator MiLuikiN, It has been suggested that the benefits of
section 1 should apply to those undertaking vocational training
courses under the provisions of Public, 16, approved March 24, 1943,
Have you any comment on that? .

General Hines. Well, that would mean that we would cover the
World War II cases; they are the ones we are putting in vocational
rehabilitation. Those allowances were fixed at what we felt was a
fair amount for an allowance. If the committee sees fit to add to the
group of veterans a flat increase of a certain percentage, or a flat

I
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amount, of money to each person, then I should think that group
should be included. However, there are some exceptions that are
made in this bill where special rates are paid, which I feel should not
be included, and they are mentioned in our report, and the bill does not
contemplate—— .

Senator MILLixiN (interposing). Interrupting you again, General,
referring to section 2 again, the testimony, yesterday, suggested that
instead of the $35 for a widow with no child, as it is 1n the House bill,
we raise it to $40; that the widow with one child be raised from $45 to
$50; that the no-widow-but-one-child category be raised from $18 to
$20; that the no-widow-but-two-children category be raised from $27
to $30; and that the no-widow-but-three-children category be raised
from $36 to $39; with $6 instead of $4 for each additional child. I
assume that your comments would bear equally on those raises?

General Hines. They would apply the same way, Mr. Chairman
but I would like to call attention to one additional factor that would
be much more aggravated by further increases. First, the peacetime
rates are now established at 75 percent of the wartime rates for those
that served in the armed forces and acquired disabilities directly in
line of duty, and are service-connected. Even this increase will re-
duce that percentage down to about 66% percent, and will create an
inequality which will undoubtedly have to be corrected by the Con-
gress if these increases are made, in order to keep them somewhat
equal. But a further increase in these allowances, in my judgment,
would narrow the gap between the service-connected and the non-
service-connected cases. Even though we are assuming these are
service-connected cases, we know that the man does not die of the dis-
ability that he acquired in the service. I cannot advocate making the
gap between the non-service-connected and the service-connected, a
man who dies in combat, closer than it is now. They look very close
on the average, and by increasing these rates you narrow that gap so
that th%% become claser again,

Mr. Chairman, that is all I have on this bill, unless you desire to ask
further questions. There is one other bill before the committee.

Senator MiLLigin. Let’s go to the other bill, General. :

General Hines. The other bill is H. R. 3377. As I understand it,
the committee yesterday voted out two other bills that we had before
the committee, so that these are the two remaining bills,

H. R. 3377, Mr. Chairman, contemﬁ)lates amending paragraph
I (f), of part ILI of Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a), to increase the rate
of pension to World War veterans from $40 to $50.

enator MILLIKIN. Yesterday it was suggested that the $50 be
raised to $60.

General Hines. And it further provides, by amendment adopted on
the floor of the House, that these rates will also apply to World War IT
veterans. There is a provision in the bill to provide that pensions
ﬁayable under part 111 shall be $50 monthly except where the veterans

ave been rated permanently and totally disabled, and have been in
receipt of a pension for a continuous period of 10 years, or have
reached the age of 65 years—and the amount then shall be $60.

A floor amendment offered to the bill in the House brought under
the provisions of this bill the veterans of World War IL.
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" 1 would like to have introduced into the record at this. point the
report of the Veterans’ Administration made to this committee on

Deccember 29, 1943, .
" Senator MirLixin. That may be incorporated in the record at this
point. . -

(The report referred to is as follows:)

DeceMBER 29, 1943,
Hon, WaLter F. GroraE,
Chairman, Committee on Finance,
United States Senate, Washington, D, C.

My Drar 8eNaror Groram: Further reference is made to your lettor dated
November 19, 1943, requesting a report on H, R, 3377, Seventy-eighth Congress,
an act to inerease the rate of pension for World War veterans from $40 to 850
per month, to $60 per month in certain spezified cases, and for other purposes.

The purpose of the bill is to amend paragraph I (f), part 111, of Veterans Reg-
ulation No. 1 (a), as amended, to increase the rate of pension payable for non-
service-connected permanent total disability from $40 to $50 per month and to
provide that the rate of such pension shall be $60 per month to veterans rated
permanently and totally disabled and in receipt of pension for a continuous period
of 10 {roam or who have reached the age of 65 years and are permanently and totallﬂ
disabled, The provisions of this act are made applicable to all veterans in bot!
World War T and World War II

Under the provisions of paragraph I (a), part III, Veterans Re%ulution No.
1 (a), payments of pension for non-service-connected permanent total disability
or death are provided for those who served for a period of 90 days or more during
the Spanish-American War, the Boxer Rebellion, aud Philippine Insurrection, or
.th&i‘l-‘irs% \ZlVo:ld War, or if less than 90 days, were discharged for disability incurred
in line of d 1ty.

The last paragraph of the bill would present 'a question as to whether specifie
mention of veterans of World War I and World War II should be construed as
exoluding veterans of the Spanigsh-American War, the Boxer Rebellion, and the
Philippine Insurrection from the bencfits proposed by the bill. Any ambiguity
in the matter would be removed by amending paragraph I (a) to include veterans
of World War II.  Such amendment would render the last paragraph of the bill
unnecessary. X e AT '

Prior to the enactment of Public Law 601, Seventy-seventh Congress, approved
June 10, 1942, the rate of pension provided for non-service-connected permanent
total disability under part III of Veterans’ Regulation No. 1 (a) was $30 per month,
That act incrcased such rate to $40 per month. Under the provisions of the bill,
the rate of pension for non-service-connected permanent total disability would be
increased by 66% percent of the amount payable iprior to enactment of Public Law
601 for those rated and paid permanent total disability pension for less than 10
years and who are under 65 years of age, and would be increased by 100 percent
for all others, Presumably, the need of the increased pension provided by the bill
is based upon the increagsed cost of living, The cost of living has increased as
much for those suffering from service-connected disabilities as for those sufferin
from. non-service-connected disabilities, Further, as above indicated, a 33
percent increase was granted to those receiving non-servico-connected permanent
and total disability pension under part IIT on June 10, 1942, No increase in the
rate of penslon was provided at or sinde that time for those suffering from service-
connected disability, and it is not believed that the proposal to further increase
the rates in behalf of this particular group because of the general increased cost
in living can be justified. . ' )

With reference to the proposal to provide a service pension for veterans of
World War II at thig time, it is suggested that a service pension was not provided
for veterans of the Civil War unti 1890; for veterans of the Spanish-American
War, including the Boxer Rebellion and. Phili pine Insurrection, until 1920;
and for veterans of World War I, until 1930, While it {s true that the number o
veterzns of World War II who would be entitled to pensfon for non-service-
connectéd permanent total disability at the present time under the provisions of.
the bill would be small, the number of sush veterans would rapidly increase with
the psgsage of time and continue to increase for many years. 'In view of the
probable public debt and the taxation situation which will exist at the econclusion
of the present war, it would seem unwise definitely to commit the Government in
advance to a program in behalf of veterans of World War II, which would involve
such increasingly large expenditures, .



el S AR

INCREASE IN VETERANS' COMPENSATION 31

The Veterans’ Administration has no data upon which to base an estimate of the
future cost of the proposal to provide non-service-connected permanent total
disability pension for veterans of World War II at the rates specified in the bili,
It is estimated that the bill, in addition to veterans of World War 11, if enacted
would provide increases for approximately 81,000 veterans of World War I an
200 veterans of the Spanish-American War at a cost for the first year of

$12,768,000.
In view of the foregoing, the Yeterans’ Administration is unable to recommend

favorable consideration o the bill,
Advice has been received from the Bureau of the Budget that there would be no
objection by that office to the submission of this report to your committee,

Very truly yours
’ Frank T. HiNgs, Administrator.

General Hines. The cost of the bill is estimated at $12,768,000,
The Veterans’ Administration, with the concurrence of the Bureau of
the Budget, does not at this time recommend this legislation.

I might say, Mr. Chairman, that I feel that the legislation is based
})rimarllyw—possiblff on the cost of living increase too—but primarily,

think, upon the legislation that has been passed with regard to the
Spanish-American War veterans. I feel that the sponsors of the
legislation should give further consideration to the difference in age
between the two groups.

This particular group consists of men who have disabilities, but they
are disabilities that are not due to service. It is a pension, and it has
done much good. I recommended the approval of the increase from
$30 to 340 in 1942, in June, I believe it was.

I do not, for the reasons that I have stated as to the flat increase in
the other bill, feel that this is a good time to increase pension rates,
as such, of any character. I feel that it may create the wrong im-
pression among the people, and among the veterans’ groups, that we
are paying too much attention to what we are doing for the veterans
whose disabilities are not due to service.

We have granted him hospitalization and we expect, undoubtedly,
when he reaches the age of the Spanish-American War veteran, that :
he will receive the same treatment from his Government that the o
Spanish-American War veteran did. The average age of the Spanish- !
American War veteran is approximately 70 years., g

Senator MiLLixiN. What was his averagoe age at the time the bene- W
fits came in; that is, the benefits for the Spanish-American War i
veteran? :

General Hings. Well, they started very low, Mr. Chairman. In
1920 the first act was passed. The Spanish-American War ended, and
the Philippine Insurrection, in 1902—so we can say on the average
that it was 18 years after. But their rates started low. About 4
years back they received a marked increase. Well, first they received e
an increase in 1930, and then about 4 years back they received an
increasc of $60 at 65.

The Spanish-American War group receives pensions for disability
as well as ago, and this is the first time, in the World War I group, that
the age factor has come in. I can sce the precedent that is bein
followed and undoubtedly we will find, when we get to the point o
regular pension legislation, that we will consider the age factor of

(g‘ld War I and probably World War II veterans, if we can afford
to do it. .

ENC T S

e
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But I am frank to say that anyone who can predict what the cost
of this legislation may eventually lead to, can do a better calculating
job than I am able to do at this time.

I must, at this time, in following the stand of the Administration on
this character of legislation, advise you, Mr. Chairman, that as to the
increases contemplated here, having been made so closely on the heels
of the one we made in 1942, that I cannot recommend this,

So I strongly urge that we give some careful consideration to our
ability to meet the obligations that we are already committed to, in
the service-connected cases, before we attempt to embark upon
pension le%isflation for the World War II group.

On the World War I group, having increased it from $30 to $40, it
brings the non-service-connected pension very close to the average
compensation being paid to the service-connected case. I think we
should also measure this proposed legislation with that in view as well.

But I do, on the whole policy o Jyension legislation dealing with
World War II, urge that it be deferred until we know how far we have
gone in the service-connected veterans of this war,

Senator Crank. I am sorry to have been late, General, but it was
unavoidable. However, I will read dyour entire testimony as soon as
it is written up, which will be immediately.

General Hines, I think probably it would be of interest to put into
the record, Mr. Chairman, if you agree with me, the estimated number
of living World War I veterans at the b%inning of each calendar year,
b{ age groups, from 1940 up to 1951. ¢ know that the average age
of the present war veteran, insofar as this present legislation would
affect him, is about 29 years. But these tables will give you somewhat
of an index on the numbers that we will be dealing with as the years

by.
goSenator Crarg. I think it will be very helpful to have those subs
mitted, and they may be included in the record at this point.

(The tables referred to are as follows:)
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Attained age (years)

Year Total
45-49 50-54 5559 60-64 ‘ 65-69 I 70-74 ‘ 5-19 t 80-8¢ f 8583 ‘ 90-94 ‘ 95-98

1952. 3,458,422 226 | 373,734 | 1,905 130 952, 664 179,410 34,377 10,089 2,370 387 15

1953 3,387,014 521 216,310 | 1,718,402 | 1,109,799 287,444 39, 467 12,235 2,84 440 21

1954 3,311,547 2| 81,506 1,465118 | 1,284,364 416, 549 45,467 14,716 3,270 529 26

1955. 3,231,774 9,667 | 1,106,689 | 1,482 252 558, 141 53,052 17, 3,746 595 30

1 3,147,472 1,234 646,899 | 1,703,580 702,451 500 19,716 4,392 665 35

1957. 3,055,079 213 345,863 | 1,719,854 818, 109 142,555 22,621 5,068 754 42

1 2,957,932 43 199,552 | 1,544,676 952,238 298,244 26,024 6,189 913 48

1959 2,855,926 2 74,995 | 1,312,052 | 1,100,984 329,279 , 040 7,454 1,052 58

1960. 2,749, 006 8,887 987.617 | 1,268.811 438,380 35,146 8,901 1,200 64

1961 2,637, 204 1,134 575,912 | 1,435,241 547, 046 45,593 9,500 1,407 71

1962 2,516,235 196 307,037 | 1,461,275 637, 97,320 | 11,321 1,618 81

1963. 2,390,818 4“4 176,213 | 1,302,998 740,874 155, 520 13, 2,004 100

1964 2,261,294 1 ,936 | 1,009,835 855,331 222,535 | 15122 2,418 115

1965. 2,128,088 7,805 823, 051 983,491 202.979 | 17,75 2,877 129

1 1,991,788 995 478,043 | 1,124.304 361,950 { 23,190 3,154 152

1967, 1,842,555 171 253,010 | 1,114,824 419,543 | 51,246 3,587 174

1968 1,603,440 39 143, 535 978,528 485,331 | 81,617 4,167 223

1968, 1,545,493 1 53,186 814, 583 557,143 | 115,462 4,849 269

1970. 1,399,808 6,272 601, 796 635,975 | 149,724 5,730 317

1971 1,257,491 7 167 720,495 | 182,109 7,589 334

1972. 1,119,616 137 182,415 707,893 | 210,870 | 17,921 380

1973 987,193 31 102,244 612,235 | 243,957 | 28,275 450 1
1974 861, 148 1 37,544 503,707 | 280, 39,104 529 1
1975 742,332 S N 3 368,187 | 319,797 | 49,287 630 1
1976 ... 631, 53¢ 210,341 | 361,482 | 58279 867 1
1977 529,457 - - 97 110,048 | 349,561 | 67,373 2,379 1
1978. 436,704 - 22 60, 552 560 | 77,981 3,588 1
1979, 353,717 1 21,927 ,407 | 89,703 4,678 1
1980, 280,719 - 2,590 | 170,314 | 102,251 5,563 1
1981 217,695 I IO AU 331 | 96,019 115067 6,276 2
1982_ 164,392 - 57| 49,510 | 107,561 7,257 7
1983 367 - 13 ,302 | 85,616 8,428 8
1984 85,021 1 9,274 | 66,029 9,707 10
1985, 57,598 | 1,007 | 45475} 11,014 bt
1986. 37,178 41| 24,751} 12273 13
1987. 22,683 241 12,243 10,401 15
1988 12,954 - 5 5,935 6,997 17
1989, 8,853 | e e LTI 1,846 4,887 20
1990. 3,328 - 231 3,075 22
1991 462 | b e e T 30 1,408 24
1992. - 563 5 542 16
1983 182 1 173 8
1994 46 40 3
1995, 8 5 3
1996, 1 1

Average age in 1940, 47 years.

Bource: Budget and Statistics, Veteran’s Administration.
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Senator CLARR. Do you have any other observations, General, on
this or any other legislation that wo may have pending?

General Hines. No. I appreciate the committee having reported
out the two bills you did yesterday, as they will be very helpful.

My whole argument here, Mr. Chairman, this morning, has been
primarily on the basis that we should sce what the problem is that
we have to deal with before we legislate too far into the future.

Senator Crark. Thank you very much, General.

Is there anyone else that desires to be heard on these bills? (No
response.) If not, the committee will stand in recess.

Whereupon, at 11:15 a. m., the committee recessed, subject to
the call of the Chair.)
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