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VIETNAM ERA VETERANS' READJUSTMENT
ASSISTANCE ACT

WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 7, 1060

U.S. SENATE,
ComMmiTTEE ON FINANCE,
Washington, D.C.

The committee met, Eummnt to notice, at 10:10 a.m., in room

'.1221',d Now Senate Office Building, Senator Russell B. Long (chairman)
iding.

Pr?’sresont: Senators Long, Anderson, Williams, and Carlson.

The Cuamrman. The committes will come to order.

This morning, the committes will have testimony on the Vietnam
Fri Veteraus’ Readjustment Assistance Act. This bill, introduced
by Senator Montoya and cosponsored by 56 other Senators, would
‘extend wartime-type benefits to military personnel serving during
the Vietnam period,

With the escalation of the present Vietnam conflict and the daily
build-up of American troops in that theater, it is a suitable time to
consider upgrading the veterans’ benefits available to the servicemen
on duty during the Vietnam action to conform to the benefits we have
previously made available to veterans of our past wars.

(The bill, S. 3580, follows:)

[8. 3580, 89th Cong., Al sass.)

A BILL To provide additional readjustment assistance to veterans who served in the Armed Forces during
the Victnam era, and for other purposes

Be it enacled by the Senate and House of Representativer of the Uniled Slales of
America in Congress assembled, That this Act shall be known as the “Vietnam
Em Veterans' Readjustment Assistance Act',

8ec, 2. (a) Paragraph (11) of section 101 of title 38, United States Code, is
smended to read: !

“(11) The term ‘period of war' means the Spanish-American War, World
War I, World War I, the Korean conflict, the Vietnam em, and the period
beginning on the date of any future declamtion of war by the Congress and endin

i on the date prescribed by Presidential proclamation or concurrent resolution of
the Congress.”

(b) Such section is further amended by adding at the end thereof the following

new su\mgmph:
“(29) The term *Vietnam era’ means the period beginning August 5, 1964, and
ending on such date as shall thereafter be determined by Presidential proclamation
_or concurrent resolution of the Congress.,''
" 8ec. 3. (n) Subscction (a) of section 521 of title 38, United States Code, is
amended to read ns follows:
"(n? The Administrator shall pay to each veteran of World War I, World
War II, the Korean conflict, or the Vietnam em, who meets the service require-
ments of this section, and who is permanently and totally disabled from non-
service-connected disability not the result of the veteran’s willful misconduct or
vicious habits, pension at the rate prescribed by this section.”

1



2 VIETNAM ERA VETERANS’' READJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE ACT

(b) Such section is further amended by amending subsection (g) to read ag

follows:
‘“(g) A veteran meets the service requirements of this section if he served in the
active military, naval, or air service—

“%) for ninety days or more during either World War I, World War 11,
the Korean conflict, or the Vietnam era;

“(2) during World War I, World War 11, the Korean conflict, or the Vietnam
(ejl:a, t??i(tl was discharged or released from such service for a service-connected

isability; . :

“(3) fora geriod of ninety consecutive days or more and such period ended
during World War I, or began or'ended during World War II, the Korean
conflict, or the Vietnam era; or

“(4) for an aggregate of ninety days or more in two or more separate
periods of service during more than one period of war.”

(c) The catchline of section 621 of title 38, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

**§ 521. Veterans of World War I, Werld War II, tho Korean conflict, or the
. Vietnam era”’ .
(d) Subsecction (a) of section 541 of title 38, United States Code, is amended
to read as follows: :

“(n) The Administrator shall pay to the widow of each veteran of World
War I, World War II, the Korean conflict, or the Vietnam era who met the
gervice requirement of section 521 of this title, or who at the time of his death
was receiving (or entitled to reccive) compensation or retirement pay for a service.
connected disability, pension at the rate presoribed by this scetion.”

(e) Paragraph (1) of subscction (¢) of such section is amended to read as

follows:
(1) before (A) December 14, 1944, in the case of a widow of a World War|

veteran, or (B) January 1, 1957, in the case of a widow of a World War II
vetoran, or (C) February 1, 1965, in the case of a Korcan conflict veteran, or
(D) hefore the expiration of ten years following termination of the Vietnam

ern in the case of a Vietnam era veteran or’’,
() The catchline of section 541 of title 38, United States Code, is amended to

read as follows:
8 541. Widows of World War I, World War II, Korean conflict, or Vietnam
era veterans’’

(g) Subsection (a) of scction 542 of title 38, United States Code, is amended
to read s follows: .

“(a) Whenever there is no widow entitled to pension under section 541 of
of this title, the Administrator shall pay to the child or children of each veteran
of World War I, World War IJ, the Korean conflict, or the Vietnam era who
met the service requirements of section 521 of this title, or who at the time of
his death was recelving (or entitled to recelive) compensation or retirement pay
for a service-connected disability, pension at the monthly rate of $38 for one

child, and $15 for each additional child.”. -
" (h) The catchline of section 542 of title 38, United States Code, is amended

to read as follows:

1§ 542, Children of World War I, World War II, Korean conflict, or Vietnam
era veterans”’
(i) The table of sections at the beginning of chapter 15 of title 38, United
States Code, is amended by striking out

1821, Veterans of World Var I, World War IT, or the Korean conflict,”

and substituting in iieu thereof

821, Veterans of World War I, World War II, the Korean conflict, or the Vietnam era.”;
by striking out the subheading

“WORLD WAR I, WORLD WAR II, AND THE KOREAN CONFLICT”
and substituting in lieu thereof
) ‘'WORLD WAR I, WORLD WAR II, TRHE EOREAN CONFLICT, AND THE VIETNAM EBA";

by striking out
541, Widows of World War I, World War II, or Korean conflictiveterans,”
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and substituting in lieu thereof : ,
vsif, Widows of World War I, World War II, Korean conflict, or Vietnam era veterans.”;

and by striking out
+342, Children of World War I, World War IT, or Korean conflict veterans,”

and substituting in lieu thereof
32, Children of World War ¥, World War II, Korean conflict, or Vietnam era veterans.”

d?nc. 4. (a) Section 602 of title 38, United States Code, is amended to read as
follows: ] .

#§ 602, Presumption relating to psychosis

“For the lll)ur oses of this chapter, any veteran of World War II, the Korean
conftict, or the Vietnam era who developed an active psychosis (1) ,witfxin two years
after his diuchar%e or release from the active mllital;y naval, or air gervice, and (2)
before July 26, 1949, in the case of a veteran of Wor] d War Ii, or February 1, 1957,
in the case of a veteran of the Korean conflict, or before the exPiratlon of two
years following termination of the Vietnam era in the case of a Vietnam era vet-
eran, shargi be ”eemed to have incurred such disability in the active military, naval,
or air service.”,

(b Subsection (h) of section 612 of title 38, United States Code, is amended to
read as follows:

“(h) Any veteran who as a veteran of World War I, World War II, the Korean
conflict, or the Vietnam era is receiving increased pension under section 521(d) of
this title based on need of regular aid and attendance may be furnished drugs or
medicines ordered on presoription of a duly licensed physician as specific therapy
in the treatment of an illness or injury suffered by the veteran.”

Sec. 5. Section 1901(a) of title 38, United States Code, is amended by strikin
out “World War II or the Korean conflict”” and inserting in lieu thereof “Worl
War II, the Korean conflict, or the Vietnam era,

The CHaIrMAN. I submit at this point a statement of Joseph M.
Montoya, which was prepared for the committee, discussing the ad-

vantages of the bill.
(The statement of Senator Montoya referred to follows, and also a

statement by Senator Clinton P. Anderson.)

StaTEMENT OF HoN, JosEpH M. MoONTOYA, A U.S. SENATOR FROM THE STATE OF
NEw MEX1co, 1N SupporT or S. 3580

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee on Finance:

I am Elrateful to the Chairman for arraniilng hearings on this bill, S. 3580,
which I introduced at a relatively late date in the current session. I am aware
of the tight schedule of this Committee, and of the special effort which was made
to set, aside this time,

S. 3580, the Vietnam Era Veterans' Readjustment Assistance Act, is not a
complicated piece of legislation.

All that it does is add **Vietnam Era’ to the list of wars and conflicts in which
service entitles the veteran to full wartime benefits. Veterans of Vietnam,. their
widows and their children will thus receive the same benefits which are now granted
to veterans of World War I, World War II and the Korean War.

It is a strange fact that a man who serves his country in Vietnam is under present
law legally a peacetime veteran.

Veterans of all previous wars are entitled to a $250 burial allowance. Vietnam
veterans are not,

Veterans of all previous wars who suffer amputation or blindness are entitled
to a $1,600 allowance for a special automobile. Vietnam veterans are not.

Veterans of all previous wars who suffer a psychosis within two years of dis-
charge from the service are presumed to have a service connection for their illness,
and therefore are entitled to Veterans (idministration hospitalization., Vietnam
veterans are not.

These are examples of the inequitable treatment now accorded Vietnam
veterans, and emphasize the importance of this remedial legislation. .

Passage of this bill will fulfill the reeponsibilitkv, of the Congress to provide

roperly for the men now serving their country in Vietnam. Congress, in enact-

ng the Cold War GI Bill earlier in the current session, has already done much
toward meeting this responsibility, and S. 3580 will complete the job.
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The Cold War GI Bill will stand as a landmark in the ficld of veterans legislation

for years to come. Because of its permanent nature, it rivals the original GI
Bill enacted in 1944 as a landmark in the development of our national program of
benefits for veterans, .
. Noteworthy as it was, however, the Cold War GI Bill does not do complete
justice to members of the armed forces who are carrying the burden of the war
in Vietnam—and it is as much a war for these fighting men as any American
goldier ever had to face. ‘ A

The Cold War GI Bill was patterned after its two predecessors which were
enacted to provide readjustment assistance for the veterans of the Second World
War and the Korean conflict, although -its benefits- do not match those of the
carlier laws in every respect. ,

As was true of the earlier laws, the major features of the recently enacted GI
Bill are its programs of educational assistance and guaranteed home and farm
loans. In addition this law provides several other forms of assistance to post-
1955 veterans, including job counseling and placement services, hospital and
domiciliary care for veterans with non-service-connected disabilities on a sim:lar
basis as such care has been afforded to war veterans, burial flags ard veter. .
preference in Federal employment.

There are some obvious omissions, however, with regard to the benefits available
to those who are serving under the warlike conditions that exist today.

My bill is a necessary supplement to the Cold War GI Bill in order to assure
that those serving during the period of the Vietnam crisis are afforded benefits
which in the East have been restricted to veterans with wartime service. :

What are the benefits that S. 3580 would make available to Vietnam veterans?

The most important of these is participation in the pension programs. Under
existing law these programs are available only to war veterans and their survivors.
The bill would amend the pension laws to make Vietnam veterans and' their
survivors eligible for pensions on the same basis as war veterans.

Secondly, by amending the definition of the term ““period of war” in section 101
of Title 38 of the United States Code, the bill would extend eligibility for funeral
expenses to veterans of the Vietnam era. Under existing law (38 USC 902) the
funeral exgense allowance of $250 is payable only to veterans who served in war-
time or who were disabled in service,

Thirdly, the bill would make Vietnam veterans who are amputees or blind
eligible for the automobile allowance that has been granted for World War II and
Korean veterans with such disabilities. This provision of the bill is similar in
intent to S. 1199 which passed the Senate on June 9th.

The fourth change that the bill would make would be to make Vietnam veterans
receiving aid and attendance allowances eligible for ([lmyment of medicines and
drugs, as are existing pensioners in need of regular aid and attendance.

Finally, the bill would apply to Vietnam veterans an existing ]irovision of law
creating a presumption of service-connection, for World War II and Korean
veterans, with respect to psychosis which develops within two years after discharge.

The benefits afforded to former American servicemen should bear some relation
to the conditions under which they served. Veterans who served in wartime,
regardless uf whether it is declared or undeclared, should receive the same types of
assistance. There is no reason to extend pensions, for example, to veterans of the
Korean conflict who suffer non-scrvice-connected disabilities and deny them to
veterans of Vietnam. The same is true of automobiles for amputees and the other
forms of assistance which S. 3580 would make available to veterans who serve in
the armed forces during the present perjod of armed conflict.

At my request, Mr. Chairman, the Veterans’ Administration has prepared some
estimates of the cost of this program which I am sure will be of value to the Com-
mittee in its consideration of S. 3580. With gour permission, I should like to at-
tach a copy of this letter from A, H. Monk, the Associate Deputy Administrator,
to my statement.

. Thank you.

AvausTt 8, 1966.
Hon. Josern M. MoNTOYA,
United Stlates Senale,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MonToYA: This is in further response to your letter of July 13
1966, requesting cost data on S. 3580, 89th Congress, a bill “To rovide additiona
readjustment assistance to veterans who served in the Armed Forces during the
Vietnam era, and for other purposes.”’
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As you point out in your letter, the bill would provide for veterans of the
vietnam conflict the following benefits which are presently available only to
veterans of other foreign wars:

1. Funeral expeuses;

2. Higher rates for disability and pension payments;

3. A presumption of service connection in cases of psychosis which appear
within {"10 years after discharge, for purposes of eligibility for hospitalization
by the H

4, Pagment of medicines and drugs to Vietnam veterans who are on the pension
rolls and in need of regular aid and attendance;

5. An allowance of up to $1,600 for veterans who are amputees or blind.

In regard to items 1, 2 and 5, the costs in each of the first five years following
effective date of enactment are estimated below:

Estimaled costs
[In thousands)

Pensions
Funeral Disabilit Autos Total

expense jcompensation
pe e Disability Death

Ist year........... $657 $7,365 $024 3491 $ $9, 713

720
2d year........... 868 10,063 1,188 360 12,673
3dyear........... 1,078 12,765 1,452 187 360 15,842
dth year.......... 1,318 15,465 1,716 314 360 19, 230
5th year.......... 1,525 18, 165 1,980 562 360 22,592

These data are based on Armed Forces strength estimates received from the
VA Controller which also indicate estimated annual separations to civil life of
500-600,000 each year. The estimates are not precise, but are believed to be in
the groper magnitude,

The estimate of costs on items 3 and 4 cannot be made at this time. Unfor.
tunately, none of our available statistical information permits, either directly or
by interpolation, a reasonable basis for cost estimates for those items. We will
contifnu::hto seek a reasonable basis for an estimate, and if achieved, we will advise
you further.

Sincerely, A. H. Monk
. . H

Associate Depuly Adminisirator
(For and in the absence of
W. J. Driver, Administrator).

STaTEMENT OF THE HONORABLE CLINTON P, ANDERSON, A U.S. SENATOR FroM
THE STATE OF NEwW MEX1C0, IN SyPPORT OF S, 3580

Mr. Chairman, I would like to take a few minutes to make a statement in
support of S. 3580—the Vietnam Era Veterans’ Readjustment Assistance Act—
which I have co-sponsored with my colleague from New Mexico, Senator Montoya.

This bill, in partnership with the recently enacted Cold War GI Bill, is designed
to crase some of the inequities which exist with regard to treatment of veterans
of World War II and the Korean Confliet and those of the present war in Vietnam.
The Cold War GI Bill now provides all Vietnam veteraus with those educational,
medical, loan guarantce and other benefits enjoyed by veterans of earlier wars.
Yet with this recognition we still find that Vietnam veterans are not entitled to
the same pension benefits and other similar allowances for existing pensioners in
need of assistance. Clearly, this is unfair and should be corrected.

Under the existing law all Vietnam veterans including those fighting in the field
and flying combat miesions are considered to be performing peacetime duties.
As a result the pension benefits of these men are limited and unlike those who
fought in the previous wars, they and their dependents are not eligible for the
same tyge of coverago afforded previous veterans. Senator Montoya’s bill would
correct this,

Another item of importance covered by the Montoya bill is the automobile
allowance given to veterans who are amputees and blind as a result of their

68-831—66—2
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service but which is denied Vietnam veterans, The same is true with. reference
to the payment for drugs and medicine for Vietnam veterans who presently
receive an aid and attendance allowance., In both these categories Vietnam
veterans would now be given the same consideration as earlier veterans.

Additionally, Senator Montoya’s bill would change the existing provisions
concerning funeral expenses.. Under S. 3680 Vietnam veterans would now;receive
the $250 burial allowance which all other wartime veterans receive. -

The justification for these changes I believe is clear and simple. If an American
serviceman serves in a combat situation, whether it is a declared war or an involve-
ment like our present one in Vietnam, the benefits he is to receive should be the
same, ~ It is not fair to extend pensions to some and deny them to others who
endure the same hardships. All benefits should be made available equally, with
every consideration being given to the conditions under which a man serves,

‘The CHAIRMAN. We are p'artiéularly pleased to welcome our first
:vatIt)le.ss, the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, the Honorable William

Mr. Driver, we are happy to have you with us. We hope we can
expedite your appearance here today. You may proceed in any
manner that you feel is suitable.

STATEMENT OF WILLIAM J. DRIVER, ADMINISTRATOR OF VETER.
ANS’ AFFAIRS, ACCOMPANIED BY A. W, STRATTON, CHIEF
BENEFITS DIRECTOR, AND REDMOND ROCHE, DEPUTY GENERAL
COUNSEL, VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION '

. Mr. Driver. Mr. Chairmian ‘and members of the committee,
I appreciate the opportunity to appear today and discuss the posi-
tion of the Veterans’ Administrationon the bill you are now considering.

"The basic intent of this bill’is to eliminate all distinctions,  insofar
as eligibility to recédive' vetérans’ benefits is concerned, between
veterans who serve during the ‘Vietnam era” and veterans who
serve during other periods heretofore considered as wartime service.
Specifically, its enactment would extend to these veterans the follow-
ing benefits not now available to them:

- (1) The entitlement to disability compensation at the war-
time rates under all circumstances;

(2) Disability pension for veterans and death pension foi
‘widows and children with-the same criteria as now in-effect for
war veterans and their widows and children;

(3) Eligibility for the $250 burial allowance to assist the meet-
ing of expenses of burial; ‘ S

(4) Several medical care benefits, which I will describe in 1aore

. detail later; . _ : ,
. (56) And $1,600 toward the purchase of an automobile by certain
disabled veterans. : S

The benefits I have just listed, together with those previously
provided by the Veterans’ Readjustment. Beneéfits Act of 1966 and
similar benefit bills, would, in fact, afford veterans of ths ‘“Vietnam
era’” the complete range of veterans’ benefits which have heretofore
been authorized for veterans of the Korean conflict.

The basi¢ question presented by this bill is whether service in the
Armed Forces since the Gulf of Tonkin incident, on August 5, 1964,
may be properly equated with service during periods which have
previously been recognized to be periods of war.

‘We believe the answer to this question must be in the affirmative.

T e
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It has generally been recognized that August 5, 1964, marked a
ggoificant change in basic military operations in Vietnam. It was:
on that date that the first retaliatory military action to preserve
democracy in South Vietnam, through the attack of the Gulf of
Tonkin, was undertaken. . o ,

Furthermore, just last week Congress recognized this'to:be a fact
by enacting what is now Public Law 89-550, amending the charter of
the American Legion to authorize the'membership of these veterans
in this organization. T think it is very pertinent to refer to ‘our
President’s statement in signing H.R. 17419, which authorized ' this
extension and ‘which pointed out that the struggle in Vietnam today

i3 @s nzil’p’brtaht'as any conflict in which our cotintrymen have ever
wage' n»’..‘ :A» . . . c’ n-l~ l P ."Ho-
ile pointed out that this is the third time i history that the-Ameri-
can Legion has asked for an amendment extending its eligibility eri-
teria, Our President then made the following statement which I
believe properly conveys the feelings of all Americans concerning our
servicemen who are serving in Vietnam. He stated: : :

We know of the sacrifices—and we know of the déeds of valor and devotion of
our servicemen. - We also know the necessity for'the conflict in Vietnam, We
have not sought this conflict. We have riot forced our will upon anyone. But
in our earnést desire for peace, we have chosen the path of firm resolve, We have
come to.the defense:of other human beings threatened with loss of their basic
haman rights. . That is really the same battle for which Legionnaires have fought
three times before this century. So it is'appropriateé that they should open their
mlls to those who ¢arry our flag today. ' ¢

For these and various other reasons. the Veterans’ Administration’
supports the enactment of S. 3580. I will briefly discuss the specific
extensions which would be made by this measure. 7

. WARTIME RATES OF DISABILITY COMPENSATION

The 'inclusion of the “Vietnam era’” within the tétm ‘period’ of
war,” as defined in 38 U.S.C. 101(11), would resiilt in-the payment of
wartime rates of disability compensation and additional compensatiéon
for dependents under chapter 11 of title 38, United States Code, to
all veterans who are suffering fror disabilities incurréd 'in or aggra-
vated by such service. o ' ‘ o

Under existing law, the monthly rates of compensation for disabili-
ties resulting from military service during peacetime are generally 80
percent of those authorized for com amgle wartime servicé. One
exception:to this, reflected in 38 U.S.C. 336, authorizés waitime rates
if the disability 1s found to have resulted from’ an injury ot disease
received in line of duty “as a direct result 6f armed conflict’”” or “while
engaged in extra hazardous service including such service under con-
ditions simulating war.” = Disabilities suffered as a result of Vietnam
service are held to qualify for wartime rates under the mentioned
criteria. o

The compensation rate differential has existed since 1917. It bas
aﬁrparently been maintained in view of the historical policy running
through several benefit programs that war veterans should be accorde

preferential treatment. Since the basic objective of the bill is to
equate ‘‘Vietnam era’”’ service with wartime service gencrally, it is
ppropriate that provision should be made to pay the same rates of

8
disability compensation.
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- Removal of such rate differential foi these veterans will affect aboyt
33,000 cases at an additional cost of $7,365,000 the first year. :

PENSION

- Pension for non-service-connected disability and death would be
extended by this bill to veterans of the “Vietnam era” and their
widows and children on.the same basis as is now provided to veterans
of World War I, World War II, or the Korean conflict and their widows
and: children. o : : : o
. For the reasons heretofore indicated, I believe it is proper to equate
service since-the Gulf of Tonkin incident with service during previously
recognized war periods. Thus, the proposed extension of pension
benefits to those who served during this period and their dependents
apK;ars;to be.warranted. - G »

. Moreover, I believe it is timely. =~ . ,

Pension for World War II veterans was provided by Public Law
313 of the 78th Congress on May 27, 1944, while that war was in

rogress, Following this precedent, pension for veterans of the

orean conflict was provided by Public Law 28, 82d Congress, on
May 11, 1951, less than 1 year after the Korean conflict started.
While there will be few individuals with service during the ‘Vietnam
era’’ who will have immediate need for this benefit, legislation author-
izing it at this time would appear to be a proper means of recognizing
the sacrifices of those serving in this period, and their assistance to
all of us in the defense of our democratic ideals. :

BURIAL ALLOWANCES .

Section 902 of title 38, United States Code, authorizes the payment
of an allowance not to exceed $250 to cover the burial and funeral
expenses of a deceased veteran who (1) died of a service-connected
disability, or (2) -was a veteran of any war, was discharged for a
service-connected disability, or was in receipt of disability compen-
sation at the time of his death. By redefining the term *“period of
war” to include veterans of the “Vietnam era,” S. 3580 would have
the effect of making all burial benefits now authorized by chapter 23
of title 38 payable to these veterans since burial flags authorized by
section 901 were. extended to these veterans by the enactment of
Public Law 89-358. : ‘ '

The same considerations which I have previously mentioned as
warranting the equating of service during the period since the Gulf of
Tonkin incident with service during World War Il and the Korean
conflict dictate the extension of these benefits to veterans of the
“Vietnam era,” and I would favor such action.

MEDICAL BENEFITS PROVIDED BY THE BILL

Several special medical benefits not now available to. veterans of
¢urrent service, but which were provided for veterans of World War II
and the Korean conflict, would be granted by ‘this bill. - Two of hem
are covered by specific provisions in section 4.

. One is the extension to the ‘“Vietnam era” Ig'x'oup of the conclusive
presumption now provided for World War II and Korean conflict
veterans, for purposes of establishing eligibility for hospital and
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medical care, that an’active psyc¢hosis-which develops within 2 :years
sfter discharge and before-the expiration: of 2 years from the end:of
the Wa’r?eﬁod will be'deemed to have been incurred'in-service. ;- This
isa-conclusive presumption which does not admit of rebuttal. : .

. We realize that this provision was apparently intended By the Con-

to grant special récognition to the fact thatwar veterans suffering
m this serious condition should bé given medical care on the priority
basis accorded ' to all service-connected cases: but without any. of -the
uncertainties or delays incident to an evaluation of the evidenge con-
cerning service relationship. We question whether this conclusive
and artificial presumption should be further extended...It .isthe
osition of the Veterans’ Administration that the provisions of existing
Exw and regulations are adequate to permit a finding of service con-
nection in any meritorious case. : ST

If the gje_nsion rovisions ‘of the bill are adopted, section 4" would
also include the ‘“Vietnam era’’ group within the program of furnishing
drugs and medicines for non-service-connected conditions which now
applies to World War I, World War II, and Korean conflict veterans
receiving the increased rate of pension under the new program be-
cause of the need of regular aid and attendance. Because of the inter-
relationship with the pension provisions, this amendment in section
4(b) should follow the disposition of those provisions. o

The bill would produce other effects in the medical area flowing
from the definition of the term ‘‘period of war” to include the ‘Vietnam
era.” 'This is true'because certain medical programs cover “‘veterans
of any war,”’ a group now defined as those who served during a *“period
of war.”” Included are: :

‘ (1) Payments to State homes for part of the cost of hospi-
talization, domiciliary care, or nursing home care of “each
veteran of any war”’ under 38 U.S.C. 641;

(2) The correlative program of grants to States to construect
nur;i)ng home facilities for the care of war veterans (38 U.S.C.
5032); :

(3) Authority to use private contract beds for the hospital
care of “veterans of any war” in a Commionwealth or possession
for non-service-connected conditions (38 U.S.C. 601(4)(c)(iii));

(4) Contract hospital care in the Veterans’ Memorial Hospital,
Republic of the Phllipgines, for a “veteran of any war” for non-
ser\;ice-connected disability if he is unable to pay (38 U.S.C.
624). :

We think there is sound justification for granting these enumerated
benefits resting on war veteran status. Public Law 89-358 provided
hospital and domiciliary care to veterans serving since the end of the
Korean conflict for non-service-conncted conditions where there is
inability to defray the cost of care. We think the additional medical
coverage for the ‘“Vietnam era’ group set forth in the four categories
just described is a warranted preference to that group to perfect and
extend medical protection for them on a basis heretofore given to
veterans of the other conflict périods. j

Two other medical items should be mentioned. - Permanent out-
gatient care is provided for by 38 U.S.C. 612(g) following extended VA

ospitalization for veterans who are receiving pension at the increased

rate based on need of regular aid and attendance if they are sufferin
rom specified chronic diseases, even though not service connected.
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, Sectxon 5 of S 3580 proposes to oxtend to veterans of the V;etngn
idra,” who meet the.other criteria of existing, law, agsistance in the pur-
rohias .of ‘an. automohile or other.conveyance. ., Chapter: 39.of title 38,
\United States Code, currently, authorizes a payment of not, to exces
+81,600-toward the .purchase of; an automobile by, World War II an
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n the lig t of, present, . condxtl ns.of m ;tgu'g service, the, ! etemns

,,,Adminmtratl,bn, 'by. Jetter o 29,.1965 xmtted 8 draft of legis
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: Representatives. proposing;to: mthonze the. program; o ags:ptbnce in
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i i’Under date of. June,lO 1985, m reportn)g to theSenqte ((}omquttee on

, Lnbor and, Public Welfare on S. 1199, 89th Congress, ‘which proposed

it0, extend the automobile assistance vprogram .to .certain: members of

the. finduction period”: group, the Veterans’ Administration -recom-

»’mended . the; substitution -therefor; of, our, proposal.of April 29, 1965

Noththstandmg that recommendation, the Com.nittee on. Labor and

1 Public.. Weliave -reported the bill on"Juna, 8, 1966, .with: broadening

't amendments. - As reported (and 'as, .the blil passed the Senate on

~June 9,.1066)’ it authorized the assistance for thase yeterans who have

- guﬁered the loss or;loss of use of one or hoth hands or feet; or. .permanent
1 yisuel impairment of & proscribed degres; deleted the vequirement that

- the disability have been incurred as.a direct result, of armed conflict or
1, while engaged in extrahazardous rervica, ( (including such service under
- conditione. simulating . war) ;. required d-that, tho disability have been
incurred during service after January 31, 1955, rather, than during the

«{induction period;” and removed the governmg time limitations upon

: : applioations. set-forth i in;38.U,S.C, 1905. ;. That bill is currently:

Ling befors- the. Commlttee on. Vetemns’ Aﬁau;s, House of epre—
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Mr. DrivER.: We agrea. . =, icoon oo ;.ﬁ' T
Senator WirLLiAMs. Thank you. : ‘\:f:‘:;w}!;‘_ S b ddd

The CAIRMAN. Senator Carlson.

Senator CArLsoN. Mr. Driver, I notice that this bill goes back to
August 5, 1964, if adopted. Didn’t we have some individuals,

~ servicemen and others over there previous to this day who might
“have been casualties and whose families suﬁered losses, relatives,
and so on?

Mr. Driver. There 'has been and there was at the tune of the
discussions on several other bills in the Congress concerning benefits
for veterans serving since the end of the Korean conflict, there have
been any number of incidents, dates, and 80 on, suggested. ‘

FEM R I
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/" It is our feeling that in an overall view, there was a distinet difference
in terms of the service of a man serving after 1955 for a congiderable

eriod. Where you draw the. line is-a ‘matter certainly of ‘general
judgment. . N -

V%e feel that the Gulf of Tonkin incident in August of 1964 was a
clear-cut, demonstrable difference, and for that reason we feel that
this is the. place to draw the line. Quite obviously, wherever you
draw the line you can make comparisons.

The first hostile death in Vietnam was in December of 1961. But,
in terms of magnitude, in terms of overall commitment, we feel that
the 1964 date is appropriate. _

Senator CarLsoN. I would not argue about the date that you
have selected following the Gulf of Tonkin incident except to mention
I assume that after we enact this legislation, we will ho doubt get some

‘letters from people who have served over there.

Mr. DRriveRr. Yes,sir.. . ... . -

Senator CARLsoN. And suffered loss of lives of relatives, and I just
wondered if some thought had been given to it. ' ’

Mr. Driver. There certainly has. As the Senator knows, when-
ever you establish a date you are going to have someone over the line.

Senator CARLSON. I notice there is $250 for burial expenses. - What
is the present situation with regard to burial of veterans who have
lost their lives over there? What happens?” How much do you pay,

or what is the situation? - - :

Mr. Driver. Deaths in service aren’t covered by this provision,
Senator. We are talking here about a benefit that would be paid for
‘a man who died after he came out of service. ’ -

Senator CARLSON. I see. That is all, Mr, Chairman. .-

hSe;xator‘ Wirriams, Deaths in service- are paid anyway, . aren't
t, ey ' . _— .

Mr. DriveR. This is handled by the military.

Senator CARLSON. I see. g :

Senator Wirriams. What would be the cost if this was extended
back to 1961? And, would you object to that?

Mr. Driver. Back to 1961? :

- Senator WiLLiams. Yes. :

Mr. Driver. The cost would be relatively minor. As the Senator
can see from this particular bill, there isn’t much cost associated
with it, and there would be relatively little more associated with it
now. When you get into the future, you would be dealing, of course,
with all of the men who would be covered for that 3-year period. I
would have to suEply you an estimate, which we could do.

(Pursuant to the above discussion, the following information was
submitted for the record:) :
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Ectimated 6-year costs of S. 580, 89tk Cong., if changed to provide beginning date of Jan. 1, 1961, for Vietnam era.
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Senator WiLLiaMs, Yes, I wish you would. I think that the point
should be considered whether we adopt it at this time or not. Of
course, as Senator Carlson points out, it will be arising later. Vietnam
was an area of conflict at that time, and & man who lost his life over
there, to he and his family that was the all important factor.

Mr. Driver. Well, of .course, the death benefits would be paid to
his family if he lost his life, These benefits in the main which we are
talking about, Senator, are benefits that will principally accrue in the
long future to a max after he is a long time out of service.

Senator WiLrLiaMs. That is true, but if he contacted some tropical
disease or something there would be the same problem.

The CuarrmAN, If he were injured, or if he became diseased in
service, he would be covered under existing )aw. "~

Senator WiLrLiams. But he ‘would not be if he was injured after.

Mr. Driver. No, he wouldn’t get pension benefits for his disabilities
suffered after his service.: .

Senator WiLr1ams. That is what I meant. I didn’t mean injured.
I mean if he developed some recurring tropical disease or something,
that doesn’t show up for;several years. That is the difficulty.

Mr. Driver. You dre indicating a case where you couldn’t prove
service connection, ! o :

Senator WiLrtams. Yes. ,

Mr, Driver. But where you would feel that perhaps he had in-
curred the cause while he was in service. We would hope that the
existing rules would permit us to extend sérvice-connection to a proper
case. : e _

Senator WiLLiamMs, Yes. ot

Mr. DruveR. I adinit the difficulty of proving some of it.

The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Driver, as I.understand it, the big end of the
cost of this is not to provide the benefit to the boys who went to
Vietnam. The big part of the cost of this méasure is providing bene-
fits for the boys in this country and in West Germany while a token
number of people are in Vietnam.: : ‘

As of now, we have a large number of people in Vietnam, and when
a boy is taken into'the service and he is drafted into the Army, the
chances are pretty good that he is on his way to Vietnam. But back
in 1961, we only had a few technicians over there; isn’t that right?

Mr. DriveR. Yes. ﬁ ‘ A

The CrAIRMAN. So, a8 a practical matter, if you want to go back
to 1961, and I am not saying that we should not——

Mr. Driver. You would be including more people without over-
seas service. L . ;

The CrairmaN. Ninety-nipe and nine-tenths of the people in the
service we would be including in 1961 would be people who never
went to Vietnam and never even started out there.

Mr. Driver. That is right. c

The CralrMAN. Now if you move it past the Gulf of Tonkin
incident, when this troop buildup occurred, you are justified in
treating that as a real war. That is the bdsis and the logic of this
bill, and on that basis they. receivé greater veterans’ benefits than
they would #f they had htu{ ‘the sarne disability inflicted upon them
here in this country in peacetime.

Mr. Drivex. That is. nailt The farther, back you go, the more
remote the possibility is: that he would have had overseas service.

PC M
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The CrA1rRMAN; Of -courue;:' some:.people!: complain ' about 'it," I
think Senator Stennis was perhaps the first-t6: take: this to:the floor of
the. Sénate :and. speak: out .againdt it when: the: first :contingent  of
Americans;was sentto Vietnam, 101/ oo o aneen 0 v
_.He said-that.that reprbsented :a -commitment:: ‘Once you.let some
military personnel go over there—I think. those:were servicemen to
help -répair ‘aircraft, :I beliave, at:that particular .time-—he said-that
represented a-trodp: commitment and.onceiiyou started: that it :is
going to be a bigger and.bigger: commitment: It:turned: out that
WY o et i ] e ian o8 GRS s e e
, 8& course, ‘I don’t.look upon. it as this Nation getting involved for
that reason. I feel that we were faced with the:fact'that this was
sggression fromjwitliout, and -we could.either let thé aggressor succeed
or we. could muke. it more:difficult for'him :to .succeed, and -we just
decided wé weren’t going. to let them succeed in:that ion. .
'Hf;)w'}many military people would you estimate we ‘had in Vietriam
iﬂ 1 61 [ !i‘h? ‘ “',‘Y. . ' [ SR “ .2’/‘ e Pnh e
. Mr., Driver. It would be in the thousands, Senator, by comparison
with the hundreds .of ithousands. .- I don’t know, but we: could cer-
{ainly get an exactfﬁ%&re-dn-thab.. R TRy B
 Senator;CArLsoN., Mri; Chairman, why don’t. we have. put in the
reco'r;l, the number that we had in 1961, 1962, 1963,.1964, 1965, and
19667 ... . . il o E ooy e e a0
The CrAIRMAN. Would you.put that in the record, so we can see
the commitments at that time? . . ... - i o o
Mr. Driver. Yes. bt e,
(The following statistics were submitted by the Office of the Assistant
- Secretary of Defense Controller, Directorate of Statistical Services:)
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.. The CralRMAN. In:1961, weren’t most of our people there civilians?-
Mr. Driver, ;‘More technicians than military: I would:say.'« -~
‘The CHAIRMAN;'You: have some:recommendations’ up:hére that

have: not been introduced- as legislation. - ‘We might' want 'to take a

look at those/and’consider addingisome of those amendments. to this

measure. For ‘example,’ there-is:'a recommendation: to allow ‘thé

NSLI.and: USGLI: policyholders to use-the proceeds of''endowment

policies to purchase annuities. Do you feel that.you: would:like to

cothmention that? : 's-l.,‘? R A .-'l-h x 1»,?':; [ IRTIRY ,gl:»,' «d
- Mr. DrivER. 'Well, we think that-this is a fair proposdl, and would:

be of material benefit to 'the people ‘who gfo_uld"take advantdge of it,

3t by
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and, . therefore, wé would: like to see this innovation includeq’in ths
insurance provisions of thelaw. -~ . . . .o - L

The CHAIRMAN. You would use the anuuity table for 1949 and pres-
ent insurance interest rates. What is the i)resentftable utilized by
the VA, and would the use' of -the new table penalize veterans who
elected to receive annuities? R

Mr. Driver, No, sir, it wouldn’t. This would provide a life in-
come not presently available on' a sound basis so that there certainly
would be no inequity to present policyholders. s i

The CuairMAN. Will you tell me how many veteran Policyholders
would -be- eligible’ for this oparation by liberalization of the present
provisions'of the law? R g

Mr. StrarToN. No, sir; I.am not'sure of this figure. This goes to
both the cash surrender and the matured endowments, and, of course,
the actual number ‘of people that would find the refund life inéome
preferable is' unknown to us. ‘We would have to reach them, make
sure they know of all the provisions and make their free election.

; The:CHA1RMAN. In your proposal you said this could bé accom-
lished 'in present law by regulation, but settlement would be paid
ased on the American experience tablé of mortality, and, thus, you

feel such a regulation would'not be,actuarially'soun(i. Why do you

believe that 't6'be so? L LT -

Mr. S1rRaTTON. We would prefer it the other way, Senator. We
believe the other way would be more sound. ’ !

The CiHAIRMAN. at experience has VA had with requests by
veterans for annuities? , -

: Mr: StrarToN. For annuities? '

The CHairMAN. Yes. - : e ' .

Mr. StraTroN. Well, what they request now, Senator, goes to the
choice they have of either lump sum or monthly installments on the
endowment, up to 20 years, and they can take those in divisions of u
to 12 months. They are availing themselves of this n{)ossibility, and,
of course, on cash surrender, the lump sum is the only option there.
What would be done here would be to give the man a chance to have
more freedom of election and choice, depending on his financial cir-
cumstances, his retirement situation, a refund life income under a
table, which would then make certain, however, that the full face
value of the policy would end up going to someone. It gives him
more flexibility, - e ,

Ths CrairmMaN. Now on June 16, 1966, the VA requested that a
revision be made in r’egard to present VA re_cougment rovisions which
were designed to avoid duplication of veterans’ benefits. Would you
advise the committee why you feel that that provision is necessary.

Mr. StraTTON. I can give geou an example here, Senator. At the
present:time when a man is discharged from the service for a rate of
disability that is not enough to.give him retirement, the service depart-
ment under a formula pays him a lump sum in cash, We, however
then cannot h;jmy him any compensation until we have fully recoupexf
at his monthly rate of compensation the total amount paid by the
SerVice,vdepar.tment_.«' L : e S T

The situation we ran into is this. Let’s take & man who-is:dis-
charged: for 10.percent for.rhieumatic fever: -It is only:10.because he
apparently; has recovered. . He has not retired: because ‘he: doesn’t
have the 30 percent disability. But he may have enough service so

i
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that. he has gat-$2,000. or $3,000 in-lumpisum;: ..We. start recouping
that at $21 per month.... Then he hds rheumatic. heart disease when
he atill has:about-$1,600 to:gb: ~ He.is rated 100 percent by the VA.
He'has & family. .'He:is.in one: of our hospitdls. We. have to con-
tinue to recoup the $300 a monthhe:is then entitled to for 6 months
shen he needs it the most, to fully-recoup, and he doesn’t.get a cent
fdm us. . -Perhaps the lump 'suin hag now:beén-spent.... . ' .

The point of this proposal would say that we would continue to
recollp- at only:‘the original percentage, the.$21, and would pay him
the difference between the.$21 ‘and the $300.so. that he could. help
his family ‘during the timé he néeds it the most. - = . .- .

The CuairMAN. Recently you recommended - that veterans:who
have allowed their national service life insurance or. Government life
insurance terms to lapse be allowed:;to reinstate or renew their policies
within' 6 years from the 'date their pblicylapsed. As I understand it,
under present law when a' te'rm:policly]' has: lapsed; the law permits
renewal of the term insurance only if the policy lapse occurred within
? months of the date that the policy expired. Just exactly then,
vhat would your suggested revision do?

Mr. STrATTON.' Senator, at the present time the man’s term .of
5 years is the thing that determines .how long he has to reinstate a
lapsed policy. In other words, he lapses 2 years into his 5-year term,
he has 3 years, but if he lapses 3 months before the end of the 5 years,
he only has 3 months. If he lapses within 2 months of the end of the
5 years, he has the 2 months plus the next term. So, you see, when a
veteran lapses, it is sheer happenstance as.to how long he will have,
What we are trying to do here is say reﬁardless of the term expiration
date, when he lapses everybody will have 6 years from that point
to reinstate oh: an assertion of good health within the 3 months and
on a physical examination showing good health within the remainder
of tho 5 years, It just treats everl);body the same way without this
mathematical happenstance as to the individual. .

The CHAlrMAN. Did I understand that this would not result in any
additional benefit cost? . S

Mr. .StraTTON. No, sir, because it is actuarially sound and it is
based. on good health proven if it is moré than 3 months and asserted
if it is within 3 months. . S o

The CuairmMan. ‘What about the administrative cost of it?

Mr. StraTrOoN. -Not anything. : Sl . :

The CuAIRMAN. You have recommended to us:.on July 25, 1966,
a so-called ‘“‘stale’’ claims for special dividends not be processed by the
VA. As I understand it, there has been. a considerable problem
created by misinformation- being circulated. throughout the United
States regarding a special dividend that was declared ‘about 1948. -

- Mr. StRATTON. Yes,sir, . - e y

The CuairMAN. ‘Is this suggestion of the: VA:designed to nieet that
problem?.’ . S L S
+:Mr, STRATTON. Yes, sir. RS L S

The CrairMAN, How many veterans applied for this special, divi~
dend in 1948, and how much was paid .out to.those-who were, eligible?

Mr. StraTTON. "We paid out to: 16 million: men- almost:$3 billion,
and under this publicity that we have received or that the public has
“eceived. within ;the: past year -and a half (i.iom' .insurance centers have

eceived 860,000 inquiries as to, “Why. didn’t' I get. my special divi-
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dend?” We have found what can count on the ﬁngers of my hands
and toes as‘good claims out of théir large group.:

This would state if the man did not claim a speclel dlndend wnthm
6 years of the time that:the dividend is declared, that-we will. not
geurch our records and go to this horrendous a.dmxmstratwe expense
for so little results, but on: our -terminal ‘audit of the policy, if he is
entitled, we will: -authorize’it and see that somebody gets whatever he
is entitled to. .- -

The CHAIRMAN. In ot.her 'words 80 very fow people ha.ve some
coming to them; and at the terminal date.you find in auditing that
they have something coming, you will seo that the man gots 1t

Mr. STraTTON. Yes, sir. -

The CratrMAN. Or that his next of kin gets it.

Mr. STrRATTON. That is right;. yes, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. What would ha &pen to thls $8 5 million. 1f our
request were enacted into law? - I take it that would be paid to

r. Driver, That is' right. Eventually, it would go to the
beneficiary. o
The CHAIRMAN. Thank you - vory much. It occurred to me it
ight be well to take & look at these recommendatlons whlle con-
sidering this bill. Thank you very mueh : ‘

‘Mr. DRriver. Thank you.

Senator WiLLiams. May I.ask one further (}uestlon? The sug-
gestion was made about this 1961 date, and as. 1 understand it, one
of the objections would be that this bill in effect would go to all
veterans, whether they were asmgned to the Vietnam area, or elsewhere,

Mr. DRIVER. Yes, sir.

-Senator WiLLiaMs. Now if that. extensxon backward was conﬁned
solely to those serving in the Vietnam area., that would 11m1t 1t con-
sxderabl ‘would’it not? " .. R

RIVER., Yes, sir. -

Senator WiLLiAms. That is the areu in which there is the greatest
danger because of conflicts, .

Mr. Driver. Yes, but I think the Senator would find dlﬁiculty
also in answering the question, how do you pick and choose. Anyone
who is in the service theoretically is confronted with the prospect of
going where he is sent, and just because he was not sent there; then
you would have the argument:advanced that it is not fair.

The CuarrmaN. Thank you very much Mr Dnver

" Mr. Driver. ‘Thank you, sir. : -

The CHAIRMAN. A very fine statement. 1 thank your assxstents
also. They have done a very fine job here. We appreciate the good
JOIMou are doing over there in' the VA by the way.

" Mr, DRIVER. - hank % 'very much :

The CHAIRMAN. ancis W. Stover, Veterans of Foreign Wars.
We are-happy to. have you-here with us today, Mr. Stover. Your
face is very familiar to all members of the committee, we have seen
you many times testlfymg for veterans. We are glad you are stlll
at our same-post. - . - :

r. STroveERr. Thank! you, sn'

- Senator CArLsoN. Can I:say, and very favorebly 80.:

The CHAIRMAN. We Wouldn’t object to them % moting you, but
as long as they want to keep you there, we are eppy to havo you
before our committee, Mr.: Stover.. " - :
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STATEMENT OF FRANCIS W. STOVER, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL
LEGISLATIVE SERVICE, VETERANS OF FOREIGN WARS

‘Mr. ‘SroveR. Thank you. : Mr.: Chairmah and -members of . the
committee, thank you for this invitation and opportunity to present
the position of the Veterans of Foreign :Wars of -the United States with
respect to S. 3680, which will provide additional assistance to those
veterans who have served and are continuing to serve in our Armed
Forces during this Vietnamese crisis. . = ... . ..
d'M{o name 1s Francis W. Stover and my title-is national legislative
mecwor. - - . - ) DT I TR L . v

The Veterans of Foreign' Wars has long held that campaign and
expeditionary service in the Armed Forces of the United States for
which a badge or medal is authorized should be elevated to wartime
service for the purpose of veterans’ benefits. .. - ‘

The Veterans of Foreign Wars was extremely .pleased when the
Congress unanimously approved the cold war GI bill, Public Law
89-368, which carried out a longstanding position of the Veterans of
Foreign Wars that readjustment assistance should be provided to all
who have worn the uniform since the end of the Korean conflict.

.The Veterans of Foreign Wars, therefore, supports S. 35680. The
bill in its present form, however, does not go far enough; further, it is
somewhat niisleading:i)ecause it will not provide benefits to all who
have served in the Armed Forces during this protracted cold war, but
would limit its proposed benefits to those who have served in what the
bill describes as the Vietnarn era. |

~Under the terms of the bill the Vietnam era began on August 5, 1964,
which was the Gulf of Torkin incident. It is a well-known and estab-
lished fact, however, that American forces have been serving in Viet-
nam for a long period previous to' 1964. The best evidence for this is
found in the granting of the Armed Forces Expeditionary Medal for all
those who have served in the Army in Vietnam froin July 1, 1958, to
the present date. : : L

The beginning of the Vietnam era perhaps is further complicated by
the date of the granting of the Vietnam Service Medal which was
authorized for all those in the Armed Forces who were and are serving
in Vietnam since July 4, 1965. ‘ :

Another date of reference, which further complicates the matter
with respect to the Vietnam conflict is found in the date recommended
by the administration in a watered-down GI bill proposal, H.R. 11985,
89th Con%ess, which bill was rejected by the Congress. Under the
terms of H.R. 11985 the administration proposed that educational
assistance would -be provided to those who served in the Armed Forces
since October 1, 1963. . No reasons were ever provided why this date
is significant, but it is pointed out as a date which was fixed by the
administration as the date which the administration would have liked
to have been the beginning determining date for cold war educational
assistance benefits. : - ?

.~ So far as the Veterans of Foreign Wars is.concerned, the delegates
to our national conventions have consistently called for the elevation
of campaign and expeditionary service to!iartime.service for the
%urpose of all. veterans’ benefits. - Since the. official -ending of the
orean conflict, there have been more.than 10 periods of service
‘which have been designated as campaign or expeditionary service for
B T ‘.A}A‘,~'_-;‘, ,/;;1 oL . Lt

IS | . B TR T
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thie Afméd Forces Expdditionary Medil ox hha Vietnam Servmé Med:

which have been awarded to-our. a(:wﬁe duig orm person.
nel. During this last decade, you recall that host. o acts occurre
in places such ‘as Berlin, -Lebanon; Quemoy and Matsu -Isldxnds
Taiwan - ‘Straits, : Congo,: Laos, Oui)a,, ‘Dominican - Republic, anc
Thailand. Al of ‘these areas were hostile areas, récognition for whi¢'
was the authorization of a'campaign éxpeditionary -medal. . - .

~S.: 8680 -does not -include these- campmgns and exped:tlons m m
deﬁmtlon of the Vietnam era.

The Veterans of Foreign Wars vrecommends thab S: 3580 be amende
and broadened to include all those who have served since the-end: of
Korean conflict, the ending: date of which was January 31, 1955. :

In the alternatlve——lf this- committeedoes not agree with" thls
recommendation; it is suggested that by all means S: 3580 should be
amended and broadened to'include-all veterans who have served:in
campaigns and expedltaono since the end of the Korean conflict which
have been recognizéd by the granting of the Armed’ Forces Expedx-
tionary Méedal and Vietnam Service Medal.

It 'is noted that the intent of this bill is to equate service in- the
Vietnam era as wartime service for the purpose of benefits administered
by ‘the Veterans’ Administration. Included in this package‘of bene-
fits which ‘was not authorized by the cold war GI bill are pension
benefits for both:the veteran or, if deceased, his widow tnd children;
a burial allowance .of up to a maximum of $250; presumption of
service ‘connection .whére a p ?chosm manifests 1tself within 2 years
after the date of discharge of the veteran; drugs and medicine’ to
veterans receiving a pension who-additionally. are so blind or hel less
-they are in' need:of the aid and.attendance of dnother person; equ:
tion of compensation payments for the service disabled; and last, but
‘by nomeans least, automobllé a%sxstance to veterans who, have lost
an extremity or are blind."

In summary, this bill will. ehmma.té the dlstmctmn between a so-
called peacetime and wartime veteran. It will be a recognition by
the Congress that these cold war veterans who have served in Vietnam
have rendered similar service as veterans of previous wars and conflicts.
The:Veterans of Foreign Wars hopes that this committee will: amend
this bill to include all of those who have made this kind of contribution
‘and. .that these benefits will be provided to those who have served
during. this cold war: perlod smce the end of : bhe Korean conﬂlct '

Thankyouverymuch : Cevspi Co _

. /The CiHa1rMAN. Thank you very much. - SR

SenatorWilliarhs, - T I A :

‘Senator WiLLrams, It-is my. understandmg thab you are recom-
mendm that it go back-t0:1958. =

:Mr. StoveER. Our broadest recommendatlon, Senator Wllhams, is
that it ‘go ‘back to the ofﬁclal end of the Koreanrconﬂmt, Whlch W8S
1956, A

Senator WILLIAMS I understood that.

Mr.-STovER.: And -there have been about 10 campalgns I belleve
1957 or1958 was the Lebanese campaign. .«

~*Senator WiLLiAMs.. ‘That is what I-was referrmg to. That was the
mjmmum recommendation; that is my undei'standmg :

* Mr. STovER. - Yes, sir, that is righte: - DEEET

i Senator CArLsoN.  Mr, Stover,:'a question .has arisen- since’ .you
started your statement here which I should have asked of Mr. Driver,
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but didn’t think of it... ‘This is listed-as the Vietnam era. ., We hayve,
aid I don’t think it is any secret, while they tried to keep:it secret,
we have 25,000 servicemnen in Thailand.  Now, is this Vietnam? -

Mr. Stover, .Well, I think a¢tually the Vietnam era started when
we took this problem from: France back in 1954-55.° We have had
men over there ever since. It is & warlike or hostile area. The
buildup since the Gulf of Tonkin incident, I think, is not being com-
pletely equitable in the matter of military service rendered before that
time. - . . , BRI

"Sensator CARLSON. My question would really be this. This in-
cludes the entire area now? ‘

‘Mr. StoveRr. Yes. ' |

Senator CArLSON. Not just Vietnam. It reads Vietnam, but
there would be no question as to what it would include in that area.

Mr. StoveR. Certainly, the Vietnam area should include what was
originally Indochina. ' '

Senator CarrsoN, I hope the bill is so drawn. It reads Vietnam.

Mr. Stover. Well, as I undérstand the way the bill is drawn,
Senator Carlson, is that it will include those who have, or are now
serving in Thailand or in any other area, even in West Berlin, since
this date. = : ‘

Senator WiLLiams. Since August 5, 19——

Mr. Stover. That is correct, from ‘the Gulf of Tonkin incident,
including all those who serve overseas.

The Cua1rMAN. In other words, if a person was in a uniform during
that geriod even though he served here and never went overseas, he
would still be eli ible for the benefits according to the bill.

‘Mr. StoveR. That is correct, the same as in World War II and in
the Korean conflict. :

The CuarrMAN. Right; thank you very much, Mr. Stover.

Mr. Stover. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. -

The CuairMAN. Next, we will hear from Mr. John J. Corcoran of
the American Legion. Mr. Corcoran, you just got through enter-
taining a lot of Legionnaires here in Washington. Have you re-
covered from the burden of entertaining 50,000 ﬁegionnaires in town?
How many did you have in town?

Mr. CorcoraN. Approximately 75,000, Mr. Chairman. I am on
Ehe staff. The staff doesn’t get to do any entertaining. It is work

or us. ,

The Cuairman. Will you proceed.

STATEMENT OF JOHN J. CORCORAN, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL RE-
HABILITATION COMMISSION, THE AMERICAN LEGION; AC-
COMPANIED BY JOHN S. MEARS, ASSISTANT DIRECTOR FOR
LEGISLATION; AND EDWARD GOLEMBIESKI, ASSISTANT DIREC-
TOR FOR CLAIMS '

Mr. CorcoraN. Mr. Chairman, for the record, my name is John
J. Corcoran, director of the National Rehabilitation Commission
of the American Legion. With me is the assistant director for legis-
lation, Mr. John S, Mears, and my assistant director for claims,
Mr. Edward Golembieski.
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Mr. Chairman, I have a statement and a .two-page summa
‘In the interests of conserving time, I wonder if you would permit m
to submit those for the record as tﬁough read. '

The CHAIRMAN., Youmaydothat. .~~~

"Mr. Corcoran. Then I have a very short, I would say, around
5t-)minu]té oral statement which is more of acovering memo than any.
thing else. ' T :

The Cuairman., We will print your statement. and summary i

the record. - o
Mr. CorcoraN, Also, if I may ask that there be submitted in th,
record three resolutions which have been adopted by the American
{;egi%n dealing with the bill and with the proposal to ‘extend wartim
enefits. - ‘ '
'The CuarRMAN. That will be done. S ‘ i
- ('The ‘prepared statement’ and three resolutions adopted by the
American Legion follow:) ‘ -

SUMMARY OF STATEMENT BY JOoHN J. CORCORAN, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL
: REHABILITATION COMMISAION, THE AMERICAN LEGION '

' WARTIMB BENEFITS FOR THE VIETNAM EB.}A VETERAN

- o .
_With respect to the Viet Nam Era veterans, the primary objective of The
American Legion is to sponsor and support legisfatipn to amend title 38, United
States Code, to provide.them with a program of benefits comparable to that
which had been established by Congress for véterans of World War I," World
War II, and the Korean conflict, - -~ - -~ ‘ o

For our purpose, .the Viet Nam Era is defined as the period commencing Aug.
ust 5, 1064 an en&ing on such date as may be determined by Presidential procla-
mation or concurrent resolution of the Congress of the United States. =~

. Although Public Law 89-358, approved Marc¢h 3, 1966, created a program of
benefits for those with:service after January 31, 10556 somewhat similar to that
which had been provided war veterans, it failed to define the Viet Nam Era veteran
as a war veteran for the purpose of beneflts administered by the Veterans Ad-
ministration. These benefits are: - -

© "Wartime rate of disability tompensation;
< Death and disability pension;
Burial allowance; . . .
-.Tv"o-{,ear presumption for psychosis for the purpose of hospital and medical
care at VA expense; . G s .
Finanoial assistance to the seriously disabled of gervice-incurred conditions
in the purchase of an automobile or other conveyance; . ) ‘
Educational assistance equal in effectiveness and scope to that granted
. veterans of World War II and the Korean conflict.” . ‘

S. 3580; as introduced by Senator Montoya in behalf of himself and 56 other
Senators, would accomplish our objective with one exception. This exception is
a comparable program of educational assistance. By a comparable progra
The American eg§on means one that is consistent with current expenses incurr
in pursuing a course of education or training as well as one that meets the current
needs of the Viet Nam Era veteran on return to the civilian economy. This need

“includes not only an adequate dollar rate of educational assistance but also a
program which alpermits them to take flight training per se, on-the-job training,
and institutional on-the-farm training,. ‘

STATEMENT BY JOHN J. COROORAN, DIRECTOR, NATIONAL REHABILITATION
ComuissioN, THE AMERICAN LEGION

Mr. Chairman and members of the Committee, thank you for creating the
opportunity for The American Legion to present its views on S. 3580, a bill to
g‘rovide additional readjustment assistance to veterans who served in the Armed

orces during the Viet Nam Era, and for other purposes. For me, this is &
unique experience—to appear before a Congressional Committee to speak on a
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mandate of a National Convention within a week of its adjournment—to sponsor
and support legislation to Provide for veterans of service in the Viet Nam Era a
benefit program comparable to that provided wartime veterans. —

Much has been said over the years to indicate that veterans of every war, of
every government, have been honored, have been given a special place among the
people with whom they lived. ‘ . :

. In the United States, the honor and special place among the people with whom
our, veterans live is exemplified by the many veterans benefits provided by the
Congress of the United States. - . )

ere there has been a formal declaration of war, there appears to have been
no hesitanoy in immediately recognizing that those who served in the Armed
Forces should receive the honor and recognition they so richly deserve from the
Congress and the citizenry, ‘
. In'the absence of a declared war, such as at the beginning of tgle Korean conflict
on June 27, 1950, and of the Viet Nam Era on August 5, 1964, the honor and
special consideration ?jppear to come more slowly—perhaps, in the absence of a
formal declaration leading to commitment of the Armed Forces, the nation is not
conscious of the degree of its commitment, nor of the seriousness of the impact on
both the nation and the lives of those who are in the armed services. = .

To ‘place the Viet Nam Era in its proper perspective for granting wartime
benefits to its veterans, we need but compare the .veteran population created by
‘the I{orean conflict with the potential of our inyolvement in the defense of South
Viet Nam, euphemistioally termed the “Cold War.” In the Korean conflict we
created 6.8 million veterans, At present, we have nearly 3 million citizens in
the Armed Forces, of which nearly 300,000 are alrcady committed to the Viet
Nam theater. Our professional leaders. of the Arined Forces look on the Viet
Nam commitment as a long, costly, grubby, and. slogging war. .This view. leads
them to the realistic assessment that manpower. needs.of: military in. the Viet
Nam confliet will be 400,000 by the end of 1966-—at which point the number
will equal for the first time the United States troop strength in Korea.. B
next Spring, their assessment indicates that this figure will inorease to 500,000.
The degree of the nation’s commitment is also being felt in its economy to the
extent that we now debate the priority issues between guns and butter.

As:the United States increasingly takes on the role of world leadership, the
cost of that leadership rises in proportion, . The cost of veterans programs .of
benefits and readjustment needs are, truly, a direct part of the costs-of world
leadership. The American Legion—and I am sure the Congress also—knows that
there are those who do not recognize the need for or the importance of veterans
benefits and that they are a direct or continuing cost of war or world leadership,
and who would deny the veterans of the concomitant wars or.armed conflicts
their historioc honor and special place among the people whom .they defended
and with whom they live, o ' R

Earlier in this statement I had said there appears to be a slowness in extending
recognition to veterans of the Armed Forces who served when there has been no
formal declaration of war. Again, this is illustrated. Although our armed serv-
ices engaged in armed conflict with the North Koreans on June 27, 1950, Public
Law of the 82nd Congress, which gave them many benefits hestowed only
upon veterans of World War 1 and World War II, was not approved until May 11,
1951; and Public Law 550, which gave them readjustment benefits such as educa-
tional assistance and loan guaranty, was not approved until July 16, 1952.

For the Viet Nam Era veteran, we appear to be following the same pattern—
“let’s see how prolonged and how severe is the engagement of our Armed Forces
and (zlu’r’ national economy before we decide what should be done for those who
served. ,

With this prologue, Mr. Chairman, I would like to comment on the philosophy
and position of The American Legion with respect to the honor and special con-
?xideraii;i%n gté%g should be given those with service in cur Armed Forces on and after

ugust 5, . , )

n August 5, 1964, our Armed Forces in Viet Nam wrere fired on by those of
North Viet Nam. At that moment, the status of our Arined Forces personnel
changed from advisory-defensive. Accelerated training, increased armed services
strength, and the prolonged existence of war-like conditions have placed this
incident beyond what is considered a limited campaign or hostile action. Because
of the degree of commitment, the members of our Armed Forces are today subject
to exposure to maximum risk in defense of our government as well as in support of
our world-wide commitments and obligations.
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*“Ti reéognition of 'the status’into which'olir Arined Forces personnel have been
‘placéd subsequent to Augist 4, 1984, The American Legion has petitioned Con.
%re,ss and was granted an amendment of the Aot entitled ‘‘An Adt to fncorporate
‘The American Legion” to extend the privilege of membership thérein to'those who
served in'the militaty, naval or air servieds of the United States at some time durin

the period of August 5, 1964 to the date of cessation of hostilities as det'errﬁines
by the Govétnment of the United States. By this action, Thé Ameriéan Legion
expressed its ¢onviction that the eirtiinstances and nature of service performed
by our Armed Forces since August 4, 1964 warrant the gratitude traditionally
expressed by our nation to those who served during a period of war or duting the
Korean conflict. In signing the Act which amends the Charter granted The
Isitxggncar;;ll,egion by the Congress of the United States, the President of the United

es said: .

‘1 think, if there is any question in anyone's mind how we feel about our
fighting men, and of our determination to see this (Vietnam) struggle through
to a siccessful conclusion—that ‘this emphatic action by the Congress with
thé support of The American Leglon—has answered these questions and made
our stand of unity completelyclear.” o

In consonance with its conviction, the 1965 annual National Convention of The
American Legion mandated the organization to sponsor and support such legisla-
tion as would establish for the veterans of the Vietnam Era a program of veterans
benefits comfarable to that which has been provided veterans of World War I,
World War II, and the Korean conflict and for their dependents and survivors,
Bﬁ ‘“‘comparable’’ the mandate did not mean similar or identical in all respects.
The thought was that the program should be no less comprehensive than that
provided earlier war veterans, but one suited to the personal and economio nceds
of those veterans of the Viet Nam Era returning to the civilian economy, and to
provide for them readjustment benefits, such as educational assistance, compatible
with the needs imposed by this economy,
~ Resolution 22 of the Fall 19656 meeting of The American Legion’s National
Executive Committee implemented the 1965 National Convention mandate.
It detalled the specific areas in which legislation was needed to provide comparable
wartime benefits for veterans of the Viet Nam Era. Public Law 89-358, apé)roved
March 3, 1966, did not accomplish completely the objectives of either S. 9 or
H.R. 12186, the bill sponsored by The Ameriean Legion,

Public Law 89-358, as in most legislation of this scope, was but~—we hope—
the initial approach to the needs of this group of veterans of war service, It
provided them with—

Educational assistance;

Loan guaranty;

Hospital ‘and (fomicilia;ry care for those with non-service-connected disa-
bilities who had an inability to pay for such care in a community hospital;

Presumption of service-connection of tropical and chronic diseases;

Burial fiags;

Preference in federal employment;

Job counseling and job placement assistance;

Increased monthly rental rate (from $80 to $150) for the purpose of the
Soldiers and Sailors Civil Relief Aot. )

Notwithstanding the many added and valued benefits provided these veterans
under the Veterans Readjustment Benefits Act of 1966, it failed to define the
Viet Nam Era, and to provide that those serving during the Viet Nam Era would
be considered war veterans for the purpose of benefits granted veterans of World
War I, World War II, and the Korean conflict. In failing to do this, this Act
denied to these veterans the following wartime benefits:

Death and disability pension;

Wartime rates of disability compensation;

For those seriously dizabled from nonservice-connected conditions: The
aid and attendance allowance; the housebound benefit; drugs and medicines on
prescription of a duly authorized physician; jnvalid lifts; therapeutic and
rehabilitative devices and medical services.

Burial allowance; -

Two-year presumption for psychosis for the purpose of hospital and medical
care at VA expense; _ :

Financial assistance to the seriously disabled of service-incurred conditions
in the purchase of an automobile or other conveyance;

Educational assistance at least equal in effectiveness to that granted veter-
ans of World War II and the Korean conflict.
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With resgeot; to 8. 3580, The American Legion acclaims the wisdom and fore-
sight and the efforts of Senator Montoya and the 56 Senators who joined him in
this bill to cnact legislation to extend wartime recognition for the purpose of
benefits to those with service in the Armed Forces in the Viet Nam Era—that is,
from August 5, 1964 and until such time as conditions of war no'longer exist as
determined by Presidential proclamation or concurrent resolution by the Congress
of the United States. ) , - . ,
Sections 1 through 4 of S. 3580 are in agreement with the mandates of The
American Legion as to— . . . )
Wartime rates of disability compensation; L
Death and disability pension and the ‘other benefits that flow from a finding
of entitlement to the additional monthly allowance because of a need for
regular aid and attendance; _ .
urial allowarnce; :
Two-year presumption of service-connection for psychosis for the purpose
of hospital and medical care at VA expense,. , '

_ Although section 5, a;-oviding assistance to the serfously service-connected
cases, meets our mandate, to an extent this was accomplished when the Senate

ed S. 1199 on June 13, 1966. That Act is now receiving consideration by the

ommittee on Veterans Affairs, House of Representatives. ‘ i

Mr. Chairman, earlier in my comments I referred to The American Legion-felt
need for establishing for the Viet Nam Era_veteran a readjusfment program
responsive to the needs of these veterans. In the area of loan guaranty, the
insured and direct loan dollar maximums were increased to $17,500—a figure more
consistent with the present cost of hcme construction or purchase.

. In the area of educational assistance, neither the monthly, allowance nor the
formula for computing the period of entitlement to this assistance was as %enerous
as that which had been provided veterans of the Korean conflict, and considerably
less generous than that granted the veterans of World War II.

.'The following roughly illustrates the salient differences between the three
educational assistance programs:

WorLp War 1I

Entitlement period: one year plus the time such person was on active service
aftg{l Sept%mber 16, 1940 but before July 26, 1947, not to exceed 48 months
entitlement;

Educational assistance: up to $500 tuition for any school ycar plus a subsistence
allowance of $75 for the veteran alone, $105 to a veteran with one dependent,
and $120 for a veteran with more than one dependent. These amounts were
payable while pursuing a course of fulltime instruction.

KOREAN CONFLICT

Entitlement period: one and one-half times the duration of service in the basic
servitcl? period (June 27, 1950 to January 31, 1955) with a maxinium of 36
months;

Educational assistance: while pursuing a course of fulltime instruction—$110
to a veteran with no dependents, $135 to one with one dependent, and $160
to one with two or more dependents.

VIET NAM ERA (VETERANS READJUSTMENT BENEFITS ACT OF 1066)

Entitlement period: one month for each month of active duty after January 31,
1955, with a maximum entitlement of 36 months;

Educational assistance: while pursuing a course of fulltime instruction—$100 to a
veteran with no depondents, $125 where there is one dependent, and $150 where
thero is more than one dependent.

Although it was never the intent of these three readjustment assistance Acts to
completely subsidize the cost to veterans of pursuing training or education, a
comparison of the costs of room, board, laundry clothing, supplies, and tuition in
the years following World War i1 and in those following the Korean conflict with
present costs will indicate that they have become more and more expensive.
Although exact figures are not available, the United States Office of Education
(HEW Indicators, July 1965) has estimated that the total average student cost
for attendance at a public institution during the 1963-64 academic year was $1505,
while the figure in private institutions was estimated to average $2300. In addi-
tion, wide differences were reported in total costs according to the type of institu-
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tion attended. Average student costs in publio institutions varied from $1140 in

junior college to $1900 in universities. uivalent costs for private institutions

varied greatly, from $1590 in theological institutions to $3000 in universitfes and

technological institutes. In addition, this report said, the cost of attending an

Hmttitutio,n of higher education tends to be greater in the fourth year than in the
rst year. : T A

In comparing the 1966 Veterans Readjustment Benefits Act with the 1944 and
19562 Acts, other differences are noted.- Most obvious is the absence of flight
training per se, institutional-on-the-farm training, and on-the-job training.” From
our experience with the previous Acts, it appears that these were eliminated from
tha ourrent Act not beoause a heed no longer exists for these programs, but for
dollar-saving reasons, Courses of ‘this type need close supervision by Veteram
Administration training officers to assure that training objectives are being
attained. This would mean additional staffing of personnel by the Veterans
Administration. ' s ) -

Mr. Chairman, The American Legion urges an amendment of 8. 3580 to provide
the Viet Nam Era veteran with an educational assistance program that bears a
ireaéil(;m:lble relationship to the educational costs experienced in public and private

nstitutions. o ‘ .

Recent news releases indicate that the problems associated with a vateran's
financing an educational program have increased. According to these reports,
miany lending institutions have stopped accepting applications for government-
backed student loans, forcing college students from lower income families to
look elsewhere for the funds to continue college-level éducation.  Apparently
this action by the lending institutions was based on the low interest rates provided
under these government-backed student loans as well as a relustance to' make such
a long-range commitment of funds for the low rate of return when richer invest-
ment fields are available in the current high-interest, tight money market. _

In connection with the educational assistance Frograms for veterans of World
War II and the Korean conflict, it has been well documented that the financial
by the United States Government for this assistance to:these veterans was in
the nature of a loan. The dividends that accrued to the nation are many, not
the least of which was the return on the investment in terms of inoreased taxable
income. . . . o . A ‘

Mr. Chairman, and members of this Committee, let me again express the appre-
ciation of The American Legion for this early opportunity to appear before you
to express our views on the need for establishing for the Viet Nam Era veteran
and his survivors a complete and adequate program of wartime benefits.

ForTy-EIGHTH ANNUAL NATIONAL CONVENTION OF THE AMERICAN LEGION,
WasningTON, D.C., AvausT 30, 31, AND SEPTEMBER 1, 1966

Resolution: No. 453, A ‘
Committee: Rehabilitation. ‘ '_
Subject: Sponsor and support legislation to provide for veterans of servce in the
Viet Nam Era a veterans program comparable to that provided wartime
veterans, C
Whereas, The American Legion in National Convention assembled in Portland,
Ore‘zgon, August 24-26, 1965, approved Resolution 125; and , ‘

* Whereas, this resolution mandated The American L:Fion to sponsor and support
for veterans of the Viet Nam Era who served on and after August 5, 1964, or such
other date as may be determined by: the¢ National Convention, a benefit program
comparable to that avallable to other war veterans; and \

hereas, . Resolution 22 of the Fall 1965 meeting of the Natlonal Executive
Committee detailed the amendments of title 38, United States Code, needed to
effect the purpose of Resolution 125 of the 1965 National Convention; and
Whereas, Public Law 89-358; approved March 3, 1966, failed to provide for
these veterans a program of benefits comparable to that previously established for
;ietergnsi :f World War I, World War II, and the Korean conflict: Now, there-
ore, be : , ‘ :
. Resolved, by The American Legion in National Convenlion assembled tn Washing-
ton, D.C., August 80, 81-September 1, 1966, that the American Legion shall sponsor
and support legislation to provide for veterans who served on or after August 5,
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1964, or after such date as may be determined by the National Convention, and
wtil such time that conditions of war no longer exist, eligibility for—
h(l)lealrtime rates of death and disability compensation under 38 USC,
chapter 11; : ‘ .
g Death and disability pension under 38 USC, chapter 15;
3) Hospital and medical treatment under 38 U’SC, chapter 17;
4) Education or training under 38 USC, chapter 34, comparable to that
‘which had been granted Korean conflict veterans under 38; 38 USC, chapter 33;
: 23(5)'§{eimbursement of burial and funeral expenses under 38 TfSC, chapter
; an . o
(?} Assistance in the purchase of an automobile or other conveyance under
38 USC, chapter 39.

NatioNAL Execurive CoMMITTEE MEETING OF THE AMERICAN LEGION,

OcToBER 6-7, 1965
Resolution No. 22. .
Commission: Rehabilitation,
Subject: Seek Legislation to provide for veterans of service on and after August
5, 1964 a veterans’ program comparable to that provided wartime veterans.

Whereas, The American Legion in National Convention assembled in Portland,
Oregon, August 24-26, 1965, approved Resolution No. 125; and ,
hereas, this resolution mandated The American Legion to sponsor and sup-
port for veterans who have served on or after August 5, 1964, or such other date
ssmay be determined by the National Convention, a benefit program comparable
to that available to other war veterans; now, therefore, be it
Resolved, by the National Executive Commitlee of The American Legion in regular
meeling ‘assembled in Indiamg)olis, Indiana, on October 6-7, 1865, That The
Amcrican Legion sponsor and support legislation to provide, for persons who
serve in the Armed Forces of the United States on or after August 5, 1964 and
until such time that conditions of war no longer exist, eligibility for—
(1) Hospital, domiciliary, nursing home, and medical care for nonservice-
connected conditions under 38 US , chapter 17; »
(2) ‘Wartime rates of death and disabijlity compensation and service con-
nection for certain chroniec diseases under 38 USC, chapter 11;
3) Death and disability pension under 38 USd, chapter 15;
4) An insurance program under 38 USC, chapter 19;
5) Education or trainiiig under 38 USC, chapter 33;
(t{} Reimbursement of burial expenses and furnishing burial flags under
38 USC, chapter 23;and - - :
(7); Assistance in the purchase of an automobile or other conveyance under
38 USC, chapter 39.

FORTY-SEVENTH ANNUAL NATIONAL CONVENTION OF THE AMERICAN LEGION,
e PortLaAND, OREGON, AUGuUsT 24-26, 1905

Resolution: ‘No. 125 (California).

Committee: Rehabilitation.

Subject: Sponsor and support legislation to provide for cold war veterans a bene-
fits program comparable to that available to other war veterans.

Whereas, the United States is now and has been for some time engagcd inactions
in various areas of the world to keep peace and preserve the freedom of friendly
nations against aggression; and. . .

Whereas, American fighting men have been and are increasingly being subjected
to wartime conditions, are suffering casualties and are dying in defense of freedom
loving people everwalere; and ' . .

Whereas, the conditions to which our servicemen are being subjected are
similar to those which existed when certain rights and benefits were granted to
those who served in World Wat II and Korea; and

Whereas, the war veterans program is comprehensive, justified, and a proven
program supported by The American Legion and the general public; and

Whereas, on August 5, 1964, in Tonkin Bay off the coast of Viet Nam aggres-
sive aots of war were taken against U.S. war ships which retaliated and since that
time our country has engaged in conflict with hostile forces both in Viet Nam and
elsewhere; Now, therefore, be it
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. Resolved, by The American Legign in National Convention assembled in Portlgn
Oregon, August 24-26, 1965, That The American Legion recognizes the sacrifige
of our Armed Forces personnel who are defending the principles of freedom ar
democracy and that it shall sponsor and support a benefits program comparaly
to that available to other war veterans for those veterans who have served sin
August 5, 1964, or such other date as may be sclected by the Nations
Convention. , L ‘ " ,

Mr. CorcoraN. May I begin, Mr. Chairman, in the most appre.
priate way that I can conceive of, and that is to thank you—thank tt
commitiee for holding these hearings. We believe that there is n
more important subject than the welfare of our servicemen in Vietnan
and their survivors, and we are so happy that the U.S, Senate throug'
this committee, has addressed itself in this way to it.

The American Legion supports S. 3580. I would like to, in ver
general and brief terms, outliné some of the reasons why we suppor
the specific erovisions of the bill. Stated very simply, Mr. Chairman
we believe that warlike conditions prevail, that a de facto war exists
and that, therefore, veterans of service should be treated as war
veterans and given full war benefits for this service. o

S. 35680 would add the Vietnam era as a period during which servie
in the Armed Forces would earn entitlement to most war benefits,
S. 3580 selects August 1964 as the beginning date for this Vietnam era.
Incidentally, so has the American Legion at two conventions, selecte
t}mtbillate, including the consideration of the matter of membershi,
eligibility. ‘ .

0. l,yl think that the term ‘‘era’ was selected by the author o
the bill to denote a period of time rather than a place, and I believ
that the dictionary definition of the word “era’ supports that.

No. 2, this period of time since August 5, 1964, is selected because
it is believed that this is a war period. It is obvious, of course, that
this is not a declared war, but we are convinced that warlike condi-
tions do exist, and I wonder, Mr. Chairman, if just for the pur
poses—— :

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to me that we declared the kind of war
we are fighting when we passed that Gulf of Tonkin resolution back
at that time. Wae were fighting what we call a limited war and that
is what we declared.

We said that we were taking the steps necessary to resist further
aggression and that is my point of view and the point of view of a
lot of us. That is just what we have been doing. y thought about
it is that the so-called Gulf of Tonkin resolution declared the kind of
war we have been fighting ever since that time.

Mr. CorcoraN. Agreed, Mr. Chairman, and if there be anyone
who disagrees with you, I would just ask him to consult Black’s Law
Dictionary for the definition of ‘““war” which certainly supports the
conclusion that war conditions do exist.

Why was August 5, 1964, selected? This has been discussed by
the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs. It relies mainly upon the
Gulf of Tonkin incident, at which time the nature of U.S. military
activity changed, and changed substantially. ‘

Why was not some other campaign or expedition selected? T think
the answer is the size and scope of U.S. military activity in Vietnam
since that date. It distinguishes this period of time from others.

As Justice Holmes once remarked, there are occasions when a
difference in degree amounts to a difference in kind.
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- Who would be covered ‘u{' S. 35807 All, even if they do not serve
in the immediate Vietnath theater, and I think this is sound for two
re4sons, - S

“First of all, as the chairman has'indicated, when you go into service,
you go where Uncle Sam senids you.

‘For the second reason, that when you embark upon this kind
of & milita ex;iedit.ion, almost everybody winds up overseas anyway.
In'World War II, 77 percent of all persons who served in the Armed
Forces went overseas, and in the Korean conflict it was even higher.

What about those others who served before August §, 1964? One
point, of course, that must be remembered is that those persons and
their survivors are entitled to certain “‘war’ benefits, providing that
disability or death was incurréd under warlike conditions.

For example, if a man had been killed in Vietnam before August
5, 1964, the death compensation that the survivors would receive
would be the same rate of compensation that a war veteran would
receive. A , ,

In addition to that; if he incurred a disability in Vietnam, as the
result of extrahazardous conditions, the rate of compensation he
would receive would be the wartime rate. So the bill is not quite as
inequitable to those who served before August 5, as it may appear
at first. ’ ‘ S :

We have never favored the ‘“hot spot” concept, that is to say,
limiting benefits to those who serve in a particular area. We think
that the Administrator indicated there are too many deficiencies in
this. A ‘man, for example, might have served in the Vietnam theater,
and then be going home in an airplane after heavy combat service,
going home in an airplane and be injured on the way home, and he
would not be covered by any proposal which limited benefits to a
certain ‘theater or certain areéa. -

So, Mr. Chairman, we are convinced that S. 3580 is a good bill,
and that it does much for the veterans of this conflict, as it did
veterans to whom special treatment was afforded in prior wars.

I'must, of course, take cognhizance of the fact that one of the first
major pieces of legislation that this Congress Eassed was 89-358,
the Servicemen’s Readjustment Act of 1966. The American Legion
and all é)ers_ons interested in veterans’ affairs are very deegly grateful
to the Congress for the quick and early action that 1t took to bénefit
these people. ' ‘ :

Therefore, existing law does provide some war benefits, but not
all, and S. 3580 will go a long way toward filling the gaps.

- We discuss in detail in our statement the additional benefits we
seek, Mr. Chairman, and with ¥our permission, I will not take your
time to do that in detail here. I just want to mention one additional
point before closing. S

We, in our statement, discuss the educational assistance program—
the fact that 89-358 is not as génerous or as liberal as we think it ought
to be. We recognize that this may not come under the jurisdiction
of this committee, but we felt that the subject was of such great
importance, and there was such a manifest unfairness in existing law
that we couldn’t pass up the opportunity to bring it to the attention
of this committee. , }

For example, Mr. Chairman, the allowances in existing law for
tuition payments, books, et cetera, for the veterans of this period of
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service are less—helieve it or not—less than those that were given to
the veterans of the Korean conflict. I think every. father is pain.
fully aware that the cost of education has risen dramatically in the
last 15 years. We can think of no reason, other than perhaps econ.
omy, why the veterans who are given readjustment . training under
current ‘law should not get at least as liberal treatment as their-
comrades who served before them. . ‘

Mr. Chairman, that.concludes my_ oral covering memorandum,
We again thank the committee for moving ahead on this, and we urge
early and favorable action. - . A -

‘The CuAlrRMAN. Let me just bring up. one point that troubles me
a little bit and I wonder why the American Legion and the VFW and
the Catholic War Veterans, and even the Veterans’ Administration
haven’t done something about this. . We have upgraded these com-
pensation benefits to take care of the depréciation in the value. of
the currency; haven’t we? You have advocated that and we have
done it to bring it into line with changing conditions. But we
haven’t done anything about that death benefit.. o

As I recall it when I was in the service, and I think you served in
World War II, also, didn’t you, Mr. Corcoran?

“Mr. Corcoran. Yes, sir.. ., ... = . e

The CrairMAN. At that time, we could take out this $10,000 of
service insurance. Now that $10,000 won’t buy anything like what
$10,000 would have bought back at the time that you and I were
paying $6 a month out of our(ps:ﬁgheck for this insurance, or at the
time the Government was providing insurance across the board for
everybody. - Why haven'’t you or some. others recommended that we
bring that $10,000 death figure for the benefit of these widows and
orphan children whose men are killed in the service, why haven’t we
brought that $10,000 up to what $10,000 would have been back.in
World War II? o -

Mr. Corcoran. I think this is-a good point, Mr. Chairman.
Before I answer it direct(liy let me point out that (a) the 6-month
death gratuity that is pai t)y the Department of Defense for (i)e.ople
who die on active service has been increased and increased sub-
stantially since what it was in World War II.

The Cuairman. How much; do you know? Can you tell me?

Mr. Corcoran. It goes from $800 to $3,000 depending on the
rank of the man. It has benefited largely the lower ranking people,
I believe. During World War II it was a rather small amount.

In addition to that, the death compensation payments—not
insurance, but death compensation—have been increased very
substantially. They were in the area of $70 or $80 during World
War II. This was for the widow of a man who got killed in service,
and now I think the minimum pagment is $131, and, again, that
depends on rank and goes much higher., .

ow getting to your point, how about the insurance. I think
Eerhaps the Legion hasn’t spent more time on it because we have
een so involved and concerned about ‘tﬁying to get insurance re-
opened for those who failed to keep it. We have been trying this in
concert with the chairman since 1951, Perhaps we have overlooked
the other point,. ‘ c,

The CuatrMaN. It seems to me that if we are not going to provide

it, there is a Government gratuity for these fellows who are killed
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fighting for theit country, we ought to at least provide some kind of
insurance they ¢an take out with their own money. S

By the time you ship a boy to be a helicopter pilot over in Vietnam,
like this boy who was decorated here, the most décorated veteran of
that war, when-that boy goes over there, there is no private insurance
com{pmg that will insure him, is there? S

Mr. CorcoraN. No, sir, not to my knowledge; but in the light of a
rather recent act by Congress, there ic now a program called the serv-
icemen’s group life insurance program. He buys the insurance at a
* very cheap rate. But it has the deficiency that you pointed out—
the maximum is $10,000. :

The CuairmMaNn. Thank you very much.

Mr. CorcoraN. Yes, sir.

Senator WiLLiams. No questions. Thank you for an excellent
statement. ' e

Mr. CorcoraN. Thank you, Senator. S

Senator CarLsoN. Mr, “Chairman, I just. wish .to state that I
appreciate ve1¥ much Mr. Corcoran’s stetement on why this date
should -be the Tonkin incident. It does have problems.

As you were making your statement, I couldn’t holp but think
of a most tragic and unfortunate situation which occurred when we
lost the submarine, Thresher. There was a great number of boys
who lost their lives; a number of dependents and families who were
(ilnymolvled and, of course, they precede this date. It makes it a little

ifficult.

Mr.:CoRrcorAN. Yes, sir, but the amount of compensation that
the survivors of the people who died on the Thresher received is
the same as the amount of compensation they would have received
if the man had been killed in Vietnam during war. :

Senator CarLsoN. I see.

Mr. CorcoraN. The compensation structure has been changed,
and not too long ago. It has been changed so that death benefits
are comparable.

Senator CarLsoN. Thank you very much.

Senator WiLLiams. That was the point that I wanted to raise a
question about. As I understand it, in that particular instance they
Eet the same benefits anyway, even though we extended this date

ack to 1950.

Mr. CorcoraN. You are correct, sir.

The CuairMAN. Let me ask you one more thing about that matter.
With regard to the reopening of this veterans insurance, to be eligible
& veteran had to have some sort of a service-connected disability.
What has been your reaction to the number of voterans who took out
that insurance or who applied for and succeeded in being accepted for
the insurance?

Mr. CorcoraN. We were very disappointed, Mr. Chairman., The
number of applications was nowhere near as large as we had hoped.
I think perhaps the major reason was there were stricter provisions
in the reopening.

The CuairmaN. A fellow just kind of hates to go in there and ask
to take out a policy and then is told “No, you are not eligible.” And
so, rather than fool around with that and be turned down, he would
rather just sit down and wait for a private insurance salesman to
come to him and sell him an insurance policy that costs a lot more.
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Mr. CorcoraN. I think most of us, including the VA, did & good
job in publicizing the law. Every time we publicized it, we, of course,
publicized the limitations. - :

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. -

Mr. Corcoran. So if we got the message to the man, the message-
that he got was “You may not be eligible.” So, he may not have
gone ahead and filed his application. : : ‘

The CHarMAN. The idea is that you may be eli%ible and then
again you may not, but come in and find out; come talk to us. You
just don’t do much selling that way. .

Mr. Corcoran. Right. .

The CHairMAN. When a fellow doesn’t know whether he can get
the policy or not.

r. CorcoraN. Right; yes, sir.

The CuairMaN. Thank you very much.

Mr. CorcoraN. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. _ : :

The Cra1rMAN. There are several organizations that have asked
permission ‘to submit statements, so we will keep the record open
1 week for those who wish to submit them. ‘ ‘

Here is a statement by Senator Anderson favoring this bill. It
\(vSill be pri)nted in the record along with Senator Montoya's statement.

ee p. 5. :

That concludes this hearing.

(Whereupon, at 11:10 a.m., the committee adjourned, subject to
the call of the Chair.)

(By direction of -the chairman, the following communications are
made a part of the record:) -

STATEMENT OF RaLrm E. Harr, NaTioNnaL CoMMANDER, AMVETS

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee: AMVETS appreciates the
invitation and opportunity to present our views with respect to S. 35680, a bill you
are noyw considering which would provide additional readjustment assistance to
veterans, supplementing those benefits made available by Public Law 89-358.

AMVETS is pleased that this committee has taken such prompt and progressive
action with regards to the proposals outlined in 8. 3580.

At our National Convention held in Columbus, Ohio, August 19-20-21, we
adoptled a resolution which would encompass the intent of this legislative proposal,
namely; | '

(1) To provide wartime rates of disability compensation under all
circumstances;

(2) To provide disability pension for veterans and death pension for
widows and children as provided for under P.L. 86-211 with amendments;
?‘3; To provide a V.A. burial allowance of $250.00;

4) To provide several special medical benefits not now 'available to
veterans of current service, but which were provided for veterans of World
War II and Korea; , : . :

(6). To provide for an allowance of $1,600 toward the purchase of an

automobile for certain disabled veterans. ‘ , .

Although the proceeding benefits would do much to attain the goals of AMVETS
we feel strongly that, patterned after the Cold War Bill, Public Law 89-358, the
dates of cligibility should revert to the ending date of the Korean Confliet,
January 31, 1955. 1In this manner, S, 3580 would be consistent with the current
eliiibihty dates of the new Cold War Bill.

MVETS, cognizant of the great interest in S. 3580 as evidenced by the fact
that 57 Members of the Sénaté have joined in co-sponsoring this proposal would
like also to point out that there are still a few areas in the educational assistance
provisions in the new Cold War Bill that we feel should be extended, to include
on-the-job training, on-the-farm training and flight training. ‘

In addition, the rates of educational assistance are not comparable to the
increased costs of edueation, and it is our strong conviction that these monetary
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bencfits should be inoreased in a manneér consistent with the expenses of oducation
in today’s economy and the economy of the immediate future as it aifects the
ret,umin%l servicemen. : ‘

Mr. Chairman and Members of this Committee, again let me voice the apprecia-
tion of AMVETS for this opportunity to express our views on 8. 8580 at this time.

STATEMENT OF CHARLES L. HuBER, NATIONAL DIRECTOR OF LEGISLATION,
. Di1sABLED AMERICAN VETERANS

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committece: We are deeply grateful for
this opportunity to present the nosition of the Disabled American Veterans on S.
3580, a bill to provide additional readjustment asgistance to’ veterans who served
in the Armed Xorces during the Vietnam era, and for other purposes.

Sgeciﬁqaliy,‘ the bill wauld extend the following benefits to veterans who served
in the Vietnam era: ' ‘ ' :

(1). Non-service connected disability pension benefits; (2) Death pension to
widows and children of these veterans; F3) Prescrilt))tion drugs and medicines to
those veterans who are receiving increased pénsion based on the need for regular
aid and attendance; (4) the two-year presumption period for eata.blishi[(x:g service
connection for psychosis under Section 602 of Title 38, United States Code; (5)
$1600 toward purchase of an automobile or other conveyance; (6) wartime rates
of disability compengation; and (7) the $250 allowance for burial expgnses.

Under terms of the bill, ‘“Vietnam era’’ is defined as the period beginning August
5, 1964, and ending on such date as shall thereafter be determined by Presidential
Proclamation or concurrent resolution of Congress. ,

Before discussing our views with respect to the proposals set out in 8. 3580, we
think it appropriate to emphasize that the DAV was founded on the ?rinciple‘ that
our Nation’s first duty to veterans is the rehabilitation of its wartime disabled.
This principle comprehends: : ,

Adequate compensation for the service connected wartime disabled, and
for the widows, children, and dependent parents of those who died from
service connected causes; proper medical care and treatment of veterans for

" disabilities incurred in or aggravated by military service; training and/or
education . for the wartime disabled- to restore employability and_ gainful
employment. oL o .

Accordingly, our primary responsibility as an Organization is to propose or
support legislation which intends to provide benefits for vetersus and their
dependents that is baged upon service incurred disabilities,

he DAYV is in accord with the basic objectives of S. 3580, for we feel thay are
valid and sound. We also feel, however, that the bill is deficient in certain
significant areas. : . .. e

We firmly believe that the conditions under which our men have served since

.ll)anug{y 31, 1955 fully justify the complete range of wartime readjustment
enefits. : \ 3

No young man entering the service since that date has had assurance that his
time would be spent in peaceful state-side duty. Undér the circumstances pre-
vailing since 1955, there has been a strong certainty that he would eventually be
subjected to the risk and *)eril of combat duty in some other country threatened
by the Communist expansion. ‘ o ,

Our country’s obligation to this serviceman is no less than the obligation owed
to his counterpart of World War II and the Korean Conflict. We must provide
for all of them in whatever variety and quantity may be required. This objectiv>
was fulfilled in large measure when 8. 9, commonly known as “The Cold War
Veterans Rehabilitation Assistance Act,” passed the Senate by ungnimous vote
on February 10th and was signed by tue President on March 3, 1966,

This act, fully endorsed by the DAYV, provides a permanent program of etuca-
tional assistance; guaranteed and direct home loan benefits; non-service connectert
hospital and medical care; preference in. federal employment; burial flags; job
counseling and placement assistance; and the presumption of service connection
for chronie and tropical diseases. .

All of the above benefits had in the past been reserved for veterans honorably
discharged froin a period of active warlime service. With the passage of the
March 3, 1966 act these benefits were extended to eligible veterans who saw
service after January 31, 1955.

In selecting the January 31, 1955 beginning date for readjustment benefits, the
Senate Committee on labor and Public Welfare stated that the stepped-up draft
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-and resgerve call-ups had led to additional hardships and extreme burdens on oy
+Cold ‘War veterans, and that it-is a matter of great national concern when some

individuals have to carry a grossly disproportionate share of the burdens ¢
- citizenship ‘due to compulsory military service. : - S

The.Committee pointed out that this unfortunate state of affairs had existe
since January 31, 1955 which was established by Presidential Proclamation as the
cutoff date for acquiring elibibility iindér” the Korean GI Bill; and that youn
people entering the Armed Forces since that date have been qalled upon to mak«

rsonal sacrifices associated with military gérvite; yet had been denied-the read.
justment aids so vitally- riceded to" help themt:catch up with those of their con.

. temporaries who were not asked to serve but who instead continued the mor-
lucrative and comfortable pursuits’of ¢ivil life, , P ‘
° The Comunittee recognized that 'cold'war sérvice ‘could not be equatéd with
peacetimé service in its usual gense ag since January 31, 1955 U.S. sérvicemen have

. en§ag¢d in perilous operation in Berlin, Lebanon, Quemoy and the Matsu Islands,
Taiwan Straits, The Congo, Laos, Vietnam and the Dominiéan Républio, .

~_To select the beginning date of August 5, 1964 as mentioned in S. 3580 would
obviously eliminate deserving veteérans who had served under identical ¢onditions

. between that date and Janixa;}yﬁl, 1955. . ‘ : g ’ »

. Another exam(i)le of the confusion which could occur by selecting the August 5,
1964 beginning date can be found in the conflicting provisions of this bill and 8,
1199, which passed the Senate on June' 9, 1966.

Section § of S. 3580 would amend Section‘lQOl(a{ of Title 38, United States
Code to include eligibility for the $1600 automobile grant to veterans of the
Vietnam era, which'is defined by Section 2 of the bill as beginning August 5, 1964,
and ending on a date determined by Presidential Proclamation. o

. __As mentioned earlier, S. 1199 has already passed the Senate and provides the
$1600 grant with a uaiifying date of service after January 31, 1955.

In its report on this bill, the Senate Committee on Labor & Public Welfare
stated: ‘The Committee believes that the ($1600 benefit) in its recommended bill
should now be extended to veterans of the present cold war who suffer the requisite
disabllity in sérvice after January 31, 1955.”” In its report (#1216) the Committee
added: “These cold war veterans are undergoing compulsory military service and

~ are engaged in duty which is quite comparable to the service rendered during the
Korean Conflict Period.” . ) ,

From testimony presented to this Committee by the Administrator of Veterans
Affairs it would appear that while admitting that this country was committed in
Vietnam long before August 5, 1964, he attempts to justify the selection of that
beginning date by gassage of PL 86-550 amending the Charter of a Veterans
Organization to authorize membership for all veterans who served honorably from
that date to the date of cessation of hostilities as determined by the Government
of the United States. ‘

It might be well to point out that on the day Congress enacted PL 89-550, it
also passed on the same day HR 12384, which amended the charter of another
veteran organization to extend membership eligibility to all qualified persons
having appropriate military service after September 16, 1940, and before the ces-
sation of the current hostilities,

It seems entirely reasonable therefore, that if membership eligibility is to be
the determining factor, it could be equally as well argued that the beginning date
for entitlement to the benefits of S. 3580.should be set as September 16, 1940,

tIt; is the feeling of the DAYV that the August §, 1964 date is arbitrary in the
extreme, ‘

The Bay of Tonkin engagement was in fact anisolated incident involvin§ naval
1’01'(;(23.t ; Previously, however, there was lots of hostile ground action with lots of
casualties, , .

The troops who served before August 5, 1964 gave of themselves in the same ex-
traordinary military effort and sacrifice, showed the same skill, firmness and cour-
age as that displayed by the troops who served on or after that date.

We think anyone would have a hard time explainizﬁ to a Vietnam combat
veteran that he is not 8 war veteran, that he does not qualify for a pension because
llxgel;a;d the misfortune to be honorably separated from gervice prior to August §,

And which of use will tell the veteran who lost a leg or was blinded in battle
August 3, 1064 that he does not have entitlement to an autoimobile, while his
comrade who sustained the same loss, under the same conditions two days later,
has unquestionable entitlement. .
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)t is our sincere opinion that the most equitable and just bcginning date for
penefits under this bill is January 31, 1955, the date recognized by law for almost
all other post-Korean benefits enacted by the Congress.

To do anything contrary would, we think, be a repudiation of the often repeated

icy statement that we are onfy in Vietnam for the defense of frecedom. For
surely our servicemen who were ordered there, some of whom died there prior
to August 5, 1964, were in Vietnam for that very same principle.

We know that this Committee—which has always given the full measure of its
efforts to improve the well-being of all deserving veterans—will, in the interest of

uity, give thoughtful and sympathetic consideration to the modifications set
forth in this presentation,

In closing, Mr. Chairman, I again want to thank you and your Committee
members for your kindness and courtesy in permitting me to present the views
of the Disabled American Veterans in this crucial matter.

Rarip City, S. DaK., September 1, 19686.
FINANCE COMMITTEE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.
(Attention Tom Vail). ‘
By order of Department Commander, the Disabled American Veterans of
South Dakota, urge Senate Finance Committee’s approval of S, 3580.
JamEs S, RICHARDSON,
Legislative Chairman, Digsabled American Veterans of South Dakota, Box
13886, Rapid City, 8. Dak.

CatHOLIC WAR VETERANS,
Washington, D.C., September 22, 19686,
Hon. Russerr LoNg,
Senale Finance Commillee,
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.

My DeaR SenaTOR: Itis my understanding that the Senate Finance Committee
is taking testimony with reference to S. 3580, title, the Vietnam Era Veterans’
Readjustment Assistance Act.

It is my further understanding that this proposed Act is similar to the Acts
%mt provided rehabilitation and assistance to the veterans of World War II and

orea.

Be advised that this organization—the Catholic War Veterans of the United
States of America strongly urges favorable action by your Committee and even-
tually passage of this Act by the Congress.

Sincerely yours
yy ] MarmiN G. RiLey,

National Commander.

O



