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Y
STATEMENT “BY S e

ON S. 747 AND S. 1932, TO AMEND THE T
IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT

is often looked upon as one which is strictly confined to certain
groups and certain areas within the United States. 1In many ways,
I can understand such views in the light of the record of injustice
and intransigence which has been endured for so long by so many
with so little to say.

However, I wish to point out that the matter of amending
certain provisions of the Immigration and Nationality Act of
1952 is in many ways at least as important to the people affected
as the question of civil rights is to the colored people and
their concerned brethren. And like the civil rights issue in~
the south, as well as in other parts of the United States, the
question of proper amendment of the Immigration and Nationality
Act will undoubtedly have considerable affects on the American
image held by the world at large.

I submit that these two issues are inextricably intertwined,
either at the expense gf the er.

that we cannot afford to emphasizeAt}Wee ggg&: goexrtraé'l'x?%gio "5}? teglg sixe

Immigration Act alone without paying heed to the extremely urgent

question of civil rights at home. But, emphasize the domestic

civil rights issue alone and we will have to countenance the
inevitable charge that America only pays lip-service to the
ingscription of welcome carved below the Statue of Liberty.

For these reasons, I previously supported S. 747, intro-
duced by Senator Hart of Michigan. I believed then that S. 747
had certain meritorious features which would go a long way
towards rectifying many of the inequities long perpetrated under
the Immigration Act. I have listed these features in S. 747
point by point. I think that this is a good bill and deserves
serious study by this committee. Together with Senator Hart,

I believe that S. 1932, also introduced by him on July 24, 1963,

as an Administration measure is, likewise, an excellent bill. I



















